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Abstract. In this paper we compute the local L-factors for Novodvorsky integrals for all generic
representations of the group GSp(4) over a nonarchemidean local field.

1. Introduction. In this paper we will study the p-adic theory of Novod-
vorsky integrals for the similitude symplectic group GSp(4), and will present
the computation of the nonarchemidean L-factors given by these integrals for all
generic representations of the group. These integrals which were introduced by
M. Novodvorsky in the Corvallis conference [17] serve as one of the few avail-
able integral representations for the Spin L-function of GSp(4). Unfortunately,
Novodvorsky’s paper is somewhat sketchy, and skips the proofs. Some of the
details missing in Novodvorsky’s original paper have been reproduced in Daniel
Bump’s survey article [1]. The reader is advised to consult Bump’s paper for
local unramified computations, the proof of the Euler product decomposition of
the global integral and other interesting results. David Soudry has generalized the
integrals considered here to orthogonal groups of arbitrary odd degree. The local
theory of Soudry’s integrals appear in his Memoire paper [27]. Our motivation for
this work comes from the work of Masaaki Furusawa and Joseph Shalika on the
special values of L-functions of GSp(4) using the relative trace formula [8], where
they need precise information about the local behavior of Novodvorsky integrals.

We now describe our method. Following Godement [9], the main idea is
to determine the germ expansions of Whittaker functions when restricted to the
maximal torus in the Siegel parabolic subgroup. The functionals that appear as
coefficients in these germ expansions are easily seen to belong to the dual of a
certain twisted Jacquet module. We are most interested in the eigenspace decom-
position of this dual module under the action of the Siegel torus. This decomposi-
tion essentially determines the germ expansion and naturally the local L-factor. To
do explicit computations one uses the fact that germ expansions must be invari-
ant under intertwining operators by the multiplicity one theorem of Shalika [25],
up to certain constants, i.e. local coefficients. These local coefficients have been
extensively studied by Shahidi in [22], [23], [15]. Away from the poles of inter-
twining operators this simple argument determines the germ expansion. To extend
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the results to singular cases, one needs a careful description of the eigenspaces
mentioned above. Then one uses the analytic continuation of all the ingredients.
The problem is slightly harder in these cases because the dual module is not
semi-simple. For reducible representations one uses the classification theorems
of Sally-Tadic [20] and Shahidi [23]. The final results appear as Theorems 4.1
and 5.1. The above method can be used for Whittaker functions of other p-adic
groups, as well as other unique models such as Bessel models. For this though a
study of local coefficients associated to these models is indispensable [6].

There are other problems that are closely related to the subject matter of this
work. In this article we have computed the local gcd for each generic represen-
tation of the similitude symplectic group: one would naturally want to determine
explicitly a vector in the space of the given generic representation that gives this
gcd. This is particularly important in trace formula applications. Another problem
that is yet to be solved is the problem of performing the archemidean compu-
tations. It is also essential to compute the e-factor defined by Novodvorsky’s
integrals. We hope to address these issues in a future work.
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during the time that this paper was being prepared. It is her to whom this work
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Notation. Throughout this paper F will denote a nonarchemidean local
field of residue characteristic p and residue degree ¢, and O will denote its ring
of integers. Also 1 will be a fixed additive character of F, trivial on O, and
nontrivial on every larger ideal. We will use the notation of [3] when working
with arbitrary reductive groups. The group GSp(4) over an arbitrary field K is the
group of all matrices g € GL4(K) that satisfy the following equation for some
scalar v(g) € K:

'gJg =v(g)J,

where J = . It is standard that G = GSp(4) is a reductive group.

—1
—1

The map (F*)> — G, given by

(a,b, \) — diag(a,b, \b"", Xa™ ")
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gives a parameterization of the maximal torus 7 in G. Let 1, x2 and x3 be
quasi-characters of F*. We define the character x; ® x2 ® x3 of T by

(x1 ® x2 ® x3)(diag(a, b, \b~", A\a™)) = x1(@)x2(b)x3(N).

The Weyl group is a dihedral group of order eight. It has generators

It will also be useful to know the realization of the Weyl group as a group of
permutations on four letters. Explicitly, we have the following permutations:

{identity, (12)(34),(23),(14),(1243),(1342),(13)(24),(14)(23)}.

w; will always denote the longest Weyl element. We have three standard parabolic
subgroups: the Borel subgroup B, the Siegel subgroup P, and the Klingen sub-
group Q with the following Levi decompositions:

a 1 x 1 rs
b 1 1¢tr
B= b= 1 —x 1 ’
a '\ 1 1
1 rs
_ g 1¢tr
P = < O(Tg_1> 1 |g€GL(2)

1

| g € GSp(2)
a"ldetg

For these parabolic subgroups, the modular functions are explicitly given by the
following:

8p(p) = |a*b* A7),
6p(p) = |(detgy’ A~

and
do(p) = |a*(detg) ™,
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for typical elements as above. We will use the notation x; X x2 X x3 for the
parabolically induced representation from the minimal parabolic subgroup, by the
character x; ® x2 ® x3. If 7 is a smooth representation of GL(2), and x a quasi-
character of F*, then 7 x (resp. x x7) is the parabolically induced representation
from the Levi subgroup of the Siegel (resp. Klingen) parabolic subgroup. We
define a character of the unipotent radical N(B) of the Borel subgroup by the
following:

1 x 1
=YP(x+1).

—
—

We call an irreducible representation (I1, Viy) generic, if there is a functional A\
on Vp such that

An(M(n)v) = O(n)v,

for all v € Vg and n € N(B). If such a functional exists, it is unique up to a con-
stant [25]. Shahidi has given canonical constructions of these functionals in [22]
for representations induced from generic representations. We define Whittaker
functions on G x V1 by

W1, v, g) = An(I1(g)v).

When there is no danger of confusion, after fixing v and suppressing I1, we write
W(g) instead of W(II, v, g). For a character ¥ of the unipotent radical of the
Borel subgroup, we denote by myy the Jacquet module, twisted by ‘¥, of the
representation 7. We will also use Shahidi’s notations on intertwining operators
and local coefficients from [22]. These objects have been explicitly written out
whenever we have used them. We will also use Sally and Tadic’s notations for
Langlands parameters.

2. The integral of Novodvorsky.

2.1. The L-function. We recall that “GSp(4)° = GSp(4,C), the connected
component of the L-group of GSp(4). Let /T be the maximal torus of GSp(4,C)
of elements of the form

aq

(6%)
Hay, 00, 03,04) = ,

o7}
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where aja4 = apas. The fundamental dominant weights of the torus are A\; and
A2 where

Ait(ag, a2, a3,04) = o,

1
Aot(ag, o, 3, 04) = oy .

The dimensions of the representation spaces associated with these dominant
weights are 4 and 5 respectively. If 7 is an automorphic cuspidal representa-
tion of GSp(4), the Langlands L-function L(s, 7, V(1)) is usually referred to as
th Spin L-function. A typical Euler factor of this L-function will have degree 4.

2.2. Global integral. Unlike the rest of the paper this subsection is con-
cerned with global theory. In this subsection we will follow the exposition of
Bump [1]. Let k£ be an arbitrary global field, and let (7, V) be an irreducible
cuspidal automorphic representation of GSp(4) over k. Suppose that 7 is generic,
i.e., there exists ¢ € V, such that the Whittaker function of ¢

1 X2 1 X3 X4

W(g) = / é 1 1 x1 x3
oL8 (A/k)* 1 —X2 1

1 1

X w_l (x1 + x2) dxy dxp dxs dxy

is not identically zero, where ¢ is a nontrivial character of A/k.
Let 4 be a character of A* /k*. Then the Hecke type integral considered by
Novodvorsky is

Lx2 x4 y
1 y
Zn(s, d, ) = /
N( (bu) AX [kX (A/k),?(b < 1—X2 1
1 1

X P(— Xz)u(}’)|y|k% dzdxy dxq d™y.

Since ¢ is left invariant under the matrix

this integral has a functional equation s — 1 — s.
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A usual unfolding process as sketched in [1] then shows that

y
y s—3 X
Zvs o= [ [ W, Y3 drd”y.
AX JA x 1
1

If ¢ is chosen correctly, the Whittaker function may be assumed to decompose
locally as Wy(g) =[], Wu(g0), a product of local Whittaker functions. Then

Zn(s, ¢, 1) = [ Zowv(s, W 1)

y
_ y 5_% X
= H W, 1 ,UJv(y)|y|v dx,d”y,.
v k1>/< v X
1

As we will see later each of the local factors Z, y for nonarchemidean v is a
rational function in Nv~*. Also if we fix v, for different choices of ¢ the rational
functions Z, form a principal fractional ideal in C(Nv—*). We are most interested
in this local generator. The importance of these factors comes from the fact that
if all the local data at v are unramified, the generator is exactly the local v-factor
of the Spin L-function of ¢.

2.3. Local integral. Suppose 7 is a generic representation of GSp(4) over
a local field F, and o a quasi-character of F*. For W € W(m,)) define the
following function:

y
_ y s—2 x
Zn(s, W, o) = w oMy’ 2dxd”y.
FxX JF x 1
1

Then we have the following theorem:

THEOREM 2.1. Zy is a rational function of q—°, and satisfies the following func-
tional equation:

Zn(s, W, 0) = y()Zy(1 — s, i wmW, 0 'w, D),

forw = , and for a fixed function vy which depends only on the class

of mand o.
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Proof. Rationality follows from Theorem 3.6. For the functional equation we
proceed as follows. For g of the following form

a 1 1 x 1 rs
a 1 1 1 r

1 t1 1 —x 1 ’
1 1 1 1

it is easy to check that
Zn(s, m(@W,0) = o~ (@lal" Y0 Zy(s, W ).

The other side of the functional equation satisfies the same invariance equation.
Let L be the set of all matrices of the above form. L is a subgroup. If we
change coordinates by (2 3), this subgroup is sent to the Novodvorsky subgroup
[8]. Thus by Furusawa’s notation [7] both sides of the functional equation are

(S, A, 1)-Bessel functionals, where S = (1 1). But the space of these functionals

is at most one dimensional ([18], also [7] ). O

Remark 2.2. This is the “right” functional equation, as the following propo-
sition shows.

PROPOSITION 2.3. 7 is equivalent to m @ w .

Proof. Let ©, be the locally integrable function which gives the character of
7. It is easily seen that ©z(x) = O,(x~1), Vx € G. Also Orgu-1 = 0O 7 -1 Where
7 (x) = w(JxJ 1), where J is the defining matrix of the group. Then one checks
that © /i is equal to O, ('x~!). Thus we just need to show that ©,(x) = O, ('x)

a.e. on G. We need the following lemma:

LEMMA 2.4. Let X be the set of regular semi-simple elements in G. Then every
invariant under conjugation distribution on X is invariant under transposition.

Proof. One easily verifies that the action of G on X by conjugation and the
homeomorphism of X given by transposition satisfy the conditions of the theorem
of p. 91 of [16]. O
This lemma finishes the proof of the proposition. O

3. Asymptotic expansions and L(s, 7, 0).

3.1.  We first prove that the integrals of Novodvorsky admit a “greatest
common divisor.”
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LemMA 3.1. The support of the map x — W i lies in a compact set

Q that does not depend on y.

Proof. The same as in [12]. O
Now we define a new zeta function by the following:

y

ze W= [ Wi T el iy,

1
PROPOSITION 3.2. The vector space generated by the Zy(s, W, o) for various W
is the same as the space generated by the Z(s, W, o).

Proof. First we prove the equality of the spaces generated by the zeta integrals.
Fix W, and let K be the compact open subset of G that fixes W. Let U = QN K.

Then for a finite number of elements xi, xp, ..., x,, & C U;x;U. Then
. y
zvsWoor= [ S [ wi| 7 | h| ek Ednary
FX < x;U 1
i=1
1
y
" 3
= Zvol(in)/ rew | 7 | y[*=2 d*y
i=1 Fx
1

= Z vol(x;U)Z(s, m(x))W, o).

i=1

This proves one of the inclusions. For the other side, suppose ¢ is a Schwartz

function whose Fourier transform ¢ is supported in a small neighborhood of 0,
and ¢(0) # 0. Then

y
pow || 7

- / dow || ! dx
F
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y 1
- _ y 1
= //qﬁ(sﬁ,b( xs)W | ‘1 ds dx
1 1
y 1 1 s
_ y 1 I s
= //gb(s)W | ‘1 | ds dx
1 1 1
1 s y
- Lo y
= //¢(s) s | w ‘1 dxds
1 1
y
= Z/Wl Y dx.
- x 1
1
This finishes the proof. O

Now we will show that the functions Z(s, W, o) admit a gcd. The method is
basically that of [11]. We first need a lemma.

Yy
y

LeEmMA 3.3. The function fy: y — W 1

has bounded support in F.

Proof. Choose t € F with |¢f| small enough, so that W | g =

W(g). Then
y y 1
y B y 1 ¢
W 1 =W 1
1 1 1
y
= daw | 7,
1
So in order for the function to be nonzero, we need ¥ (yt) # 0. O

Let K(m, ) be the space of all functions f.
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LEMMA 3.4. S(F*) C K(m,v). When T is super-cuspidal, K(w, ) = S(F*)

Proof. See Theorem 1 of Chapter 1 of [9]. O

The following proposition is fundamental.

PRrROPOSITION 3.5. There is a finite set of finite functions S with the following
property: forany W € W(m, ), and x € S there is a Schwartz function ®,, w on F
such that the following equality holds for every y € F*

y

3
wl 7 =X el
XES

Proof. For super-cuspidal representations, this follows from Lemma 3.4. For
the Whittaker functional of an induced representation of an arbitrary quasi-split
group, this is equation (3.4.2) of [4]. O

THEOREM 3.6. For every W in W(r, ), ((s,W,0) is a rational function in
X = q7°. The ideal generated by these functions is principal.

Proof. The rationality assertion is obvious. It is seen that each x in the germ
expansion is either a quasi-character itself, or the product of a quasi-character and
some power of the function log, | |. We will denote the quasi-character associated
with x by ¥. Similar to the argument on pages 1.46—47 of [9] we see that if
x = X.(log, | )" then

Jr P wMDXMo(W|y|* d*y
L(s, xo )"0

is an entire function. Now Theorem 4.3 of [19] says that these are all the possible
denominators. This finishes the proof. O

We will denote the generator of the above ideal by L(s, 7, o).
PROPOSITION 3.7. L(s,m,0)~ ' € C[g*].

Proof. Suppose

_P@™)

L(s, T,0) =
700 = 5 )

with (P, Q) = 1.

If P(g ) is not a monomial in ¢~ ° , for some values of s, say sg, P(g %) = 0.
This implies for all W € W(r, ¢), Z(so, W, o) = 0 which is impossible, because
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S(F*) C K(mr, ). Now the proposition follows from this identity:
35 _—1
W,o | =la|2 %o (a)Z(s,W,0). O

CoROLLARY 3.8. L(s,m,0) = ged, ¢ L(s, ox)100. 0

Note that this is basically the same as Theorem 4.1 of [19]. The L-functions
appearing on the right-hand side are Tate’s L-factors.

PropoOSITION 3.9. L(s,7,0) = 1 when w is super-cuspidal, or when w is a sub-
quotient of the induction of a supercuspidal representation of the Levi factor of
the Klingen parabolic subgroup. Also deg L(s,m,0)™' < 4 (< 2), when 7 is a
sub-quotient of a representation coming from the minimal (resp. Siegel) parabolic
subgroup.

Proof. When 7 is supercuspidal, the assertion is obvious by Lemma 3.4. Now
let 7 be a sub-quotient of a supercuspidal representation IT of a standard parabolic
subgroup P = Py = MN, 6 C A. The idea is to bound the size of the set S in
Proposition 3.5. Fix a x € §, and define a functional A, on W(m, ) by

Ay (W) = D, w(0).
This functional satisfies the following identity, for all n € N
Ay (m(m)W) = O(n) Ay (W),

where @ is defined by the following:

= 1h(x).

This in particular shows that y € 7'(';:/’ g» the twisted Jacquet module [5]. It follows
from the proof of Proposition 3.5 that the functionals A, are linearly independent.
Thus, as the twisted Jacquet module is an exact functor, we just need to bound
the dimension of Ind(IT|P, G);l,é‘ Let Prp be the usual map from S(G) ® Vpp to

Ind(T1|P, G) defined by the following

Pa@X) = [ 55PN pedp
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for ¢ € S(G). It’s standard [3] that Py is surjective and commutes with right
translations. Identify Ind(TT|P, G) with its Whittaker model, which we will denote
by W(I), and let T be the pullback of the functional A, to G via Pp. Then T
satisfies

T(Ly o Ru¢) = 6, /2 (p)Bw)TAT ' (p)),

for p € S(G)RV, p € P, and u € U the unipotent radical of the Borel subgroup.
Similar to the method of [25] we will work with functions ¢, whose support are
subsets of PwU, for various w in Wy\W. Fix one of these double cosets. The
space of distributions on PwU satisfying the invariance properties of 7T is at most

one dimensional [10]. Consider the natural map P x U — PwU defined by

(p,u) — pwu~'. Next, P x U has a natural action on PwU by (p, u).x = pxu~"'.

The group P x U also acts on S(PwU) ® Vp by duality:

(p,u).$(x) = (pxu™").
By using this action

T((p.u)$) = 65 *(P)Iw)T(I(p)b).

Now we have a map S(P x U) ® Vi1 — S(PwU) ® Vyp defined by
o= [ sty as,

where A, = {(p,u)|pwu~! = w}. Indeed A,, is the isotropy group of the action
of P x U on PwU at w and we have P x U/A,, = PwU. Let T* be the pullback
of T to P x U via the above map. One can easily see that

T*(Lipaf) = T(p~ " u™")gpp) = 8,2 (00T (AT~ (p)f).

Then there exists a functional A € V} such that

(0 =A( [ [ & Hoia i oy dpd)
This is because of the following natural generalization of Lemma 17 of [10] on

left-invariant distributions.

LemmA 3.10. Suppose G is a p-adic group, p: G — GL(V) is a smooth
representation of G on some complex vector space V. Let T be a functional on
S(G; V) which satisfies

T(Lgf) = T(p(&)),
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forall f € S(G;V)and g € G. Then there exists a A € V* in such a way that

1) =7 ( [ marcrde).
Proof. Define a map v: S(G; V) — S(G; V) by

(1)) = plg f(g).

Note that this map is well defined because p is smooth. It can now be checked
that the functional T = v*T is left-invariant. Now if we use the indentification
S(G; V) = S(G) ® V, the proof of Lemma 17 of [10] shows that there exists a
functional \ such that

7= ( [rods).
Writing this equation in terms of 7 proves the lemma. O
On the other hand for all § € A,
T*(Rsf) = T(Fryf) = T(Fyp) = T*(f).

Using the integral representation for 7* we have:

T*(Rsf) A( L/ 6p1/2<p>9'<u1)H1<p>R5f(p,u>dpdu>

AL o 2 I o dp )

A </p/U‘5P_ Y2(ppy Y ey YT (ppy W, u)dpdu>
A (5;/2(p1)9'<u1>n(p1) /P /U 5 GO () du>’

for 6 = (p1,uy). Finally, it is trivial that for every v € V, there exists f €
S(P x U) ® Vy1 such that

o= [ [ & P @n () o dpdu
plu?
Thus for all (p,u) € A, A satisfies the following equation:
AO)TI(p)v — v) = 0.

The rest of the proof consists of a case-by-case analysis of all the possibilities.
The Borel subgroup case is simple. For fixed w, if we can find p such that the
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corresponding u satisfies () # 1, then it follows that
(O(w) — DA(v) = 0.

It follows from this equation, then, that A(v) = 0 for all v. Finding such p is
possible when w sends the element

ey

1 —x
1

to an upper-triangular matrix. This happens for exactly four elements of the Weyl
group, hence the first assertion of the proposition. For the other two parabol-
ics, first we give representatives for the right cosets of Wy in W. Note that by
Proposition 1.3.1 of [3], G = UPwU, w € Wp\W. Next by Lemma 1.1.2 of
[3], in any right cosets of Wy in W there exists a unique element w character-
ized by w='6 > 0. Hence for the two parabolics, we get the following sets of
representatives:

(1) Siegel parabolic subgroup:

{identity, (23),(1243),(13)(24)}.

(2) Klingen parabolic subgroup:
{identity, (14),(12)(34),(1342)}.

For the Siegel parabolic case, for the two elements (23) and (124 3), there
exist (p,u) € A, satisfying II(p) = 1 and O(u) # 1. Hence the same argument
shows that their corresponding functional A is identically zero. For the Klingen
parabolic subgroup, though, we have to use the super-cuspidality of the inducing
representation. Let Ny, be the unipotent radical of the Levi factor of P. Then it
can be checked that for the three Weyl elements identity, (14), and (12)(23) we
have

O(w ™ Nyw) = {1}.

From this it follows that A(v) = 0 for all v € Vp(Ny). But since 11 is super-
cuspidal Vi(Ny) generates Vip as a vector space, hence the result. It remains to
study the element (1342). We have the following identity:

1 t 1
(1342) =
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nf1 )] oo

Here we have used the same notation for the restriction of I1 to the GL(2) part
of the Levi factor of P. This now implies that A = 0, again because II is super-
cuspidal. We have completed the proof of the proposition. O

This identity implies that

3.2. From this point on, we concentrate on representations induced from
the minimal parabolic subgroup and the Siegel parabolic subgroup. We will use
the same notations as in the proof of Proposition 3.9. We will also assume that
7 = Ind(IT|P, G) is irreducible. Proposition 3.5 says that for all W € W(IT) there
is a (W) > 0 such that if |a| < §(W), then

a

wl =3 A (Wx(@lal?.

XES
1

The reason for 6(W) > 0 is that the functions @, w in Proposition 3.5 are all
Schwartz functions. Now we would like to study the behavior of §(W), when W
holomorphically depends on a parameter, or a space of parameters, in the sense
we will now explain. For f € Ind(II|P N K, K) and s € C, define a function f; by
the following:

£(pk) = 6p(p) 2T P)f (K),

for p € P and k € K. Note that f; is well defined, and belongs to the space
of a certain induced representation 7. Let Ar, be the Whittaker functional of
ms. We know from above that there exists a number 6 = 6(f,s) such that for
la| < & we will have the required asymptotic expansion for A (m4(@)f;), where
a = diag(a,a, 1,1). We will refer to the following proposition as the Uniformity
Proposition [26].

ProposITION 3.11. 6(f,s) = 6(f).

In [26], Shalika proves the corresponding proposition for GL(2). Namely,
suppose 1 and pp are two quasi-characters of F*, in such a way that Ind(p; ®
w2 |B, G) is irreducible. Then for complex parameters (si,s;), one considers the
representation I(sy,s2) = Ind(p 0™ ® pp0™?|B, GL(2)). Now for f € Ind(p) ®
p2|B N K,K), one can define the number 8(f,s1,s2) the way we defined our
0(f,s). Then Shalika’s uniformity proposition asserts that o( f, s1, s2) = 6(f, 0, 0).
Our method of proof of Proposition 3.11 which we are about to present can be
used to give a proof for Shalika’s theorem different from his original method.
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Proof. We will use the following identity repeatedly [5]

S O O [ 1S}

for t nonzero. We will prove the proposition for the two cases of interest sepa-
rately.

Case 1. Siegel parabolic subgroup: Supercuspidal representations. Let |a| <
1. We know from [22] that in this case

W(ﬂ's,f:\‘,&)
1 1 ru
= IaI%‘Sx(a)/ fs ! bor., W( — at)dt dr du,
F3 —1 1

-1 1

as a principal value integral. Let ¢ be the characteristic function of the ring of
integers. We have two different cases:

(1) t integer. As |a| < 1, we have 1 (ar) = 1. Thus the integral is independent
of a.

(2) t noninteger. By using the fundamental identity above write the integral
as the following:

B@ = [ 70 = g0y - an

1 1
1 1
-1 -1
—1 1
1 1 ru
1 1 r !
1 | ( 1) dtdrdu
1 1
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1r 1 1 1 —rt b u+r2!
1 1 1 1
- 1 —r|| -1 -1 1 !
1 —1 1 1

This implies the following:

[@ = [ 7450 = 60— an =y
1 1 1 1 !
1 1 || 11 ( 1) didr du.
-1 I I I

Now we divide /;(a) to the following 4 integrals:

Integral 1. The integrand in [3(a) is multiplied by ¢(u)¢(r). This will then be
a finite linear combination of integrals of the following form:

1 -1
I = b~ i - ano (f 1) d,

for certain compact sets M in O independent of s. The function

l_l
t— v 1

has compact support in F*. Thus it suffices to have a(suppr)~! C O.

Integral 2. The integrand in ij-(a) is multiplied by ¢(u)(1 — ¢(r)). This time
we obtain integrals of the following form:

—1
/F2 1|72 PO — at — o (f 1) chag, (1 Dehpg, (1)
(1 = @(r)(1 = g() dtdr.
This is taken care of in the same exact manner.

Integral 3. The integrand in I}‘(a) is multiplied by ¢(r)(1 — ¢(u)). We have
the following integral:

3) /F3 |t|*%*5|u|*%*3s(1 — dO)(1 — du)p(rp( — at — r)
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) (tl 1) (1 u_1> dt dr du.

This is now a finite linear combination of the following integrals:

oo 3L ! N N
/FZ |7]27|ul 3 z¢(—at)v< u1> chg, (¢ 1)cth(u 1)

dr du

(I = @)1 — ¢(0) il Tl

Let u =1tv:

/F e = anw (7 1) chg, (" Dehag, (7

dt d
(1 — ()1 — (1) ﬁﬁ

| dt d
= / 1| * |y 29 — ar™ My (7 )chM](t)chpmMz(m)—tl.
p2 1 lt] 7]

This too is a finite linear combination of the following integrals:

1 - dt d
[ [ ar Yeha ehyrnnm 5 2
K Jp 2] 7]

for compact sets K in F*. Choose a large integer M in such a way that 7K C

p N Moy, also |a| < ¢™. Then we get an integral which is independent of a and
the following integral:

: dt
[ esc=—arh
fl<q=™ |7

which can be explicitly computed in terms of ord a.

Integral 4. The integrand in ij(a) is multiplied by (1 —¢(r))(1 —p(u)). We start
from equation (3) above. After simple manipulations, and a change of variable
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R =u"'r, we get the following:

/F 7Rl T = g1 — @)1 — SR — at — Ru)

Js

£ ! didRd
u' )\ RO +u) 1 “

We divide this integral again to integrals having ¢(R?u) and 1 — ¢(R?u) in them.
The integral with ¢(R?u) is easy to deal with. We will now study the second
integral. After using equation (2), the integral can be written as a finite linear
combination of the following integrals:

ST = R0 = S0)(1 60X~ R

3 - 1 R 2u!
P(— at — Ru)|Ru| ™20 Kt u1> (R(1+u) 1) ( ' 1)

chpyg, (t=chayg, (u™") dt dR du.

This integral in turn is a finite linear combination of the following:

7 = Rt — )1 — (1 — k)

—2,—1
1/1(—at—Ru)|R2u|_3S_§v<R ! 1)
chag, (1 Dehpg, (™ Heha (R™1u= (1 + w)) dt dR du,

which can again be dealt with as before. This completes the proof of the unifor-
mity proposition in this case.

Case 2. Siegel parabolic subgroup: nonsupercuspidal representations. Here
we will show that the following integrals have asymptotics that are uniform in s:

1 1 ru
1 1¢tr
1

W(ﬂs,fs,d):/ﬂfs 1 se| Y(— at)dtdrdu.
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The same proof as above works in this case. One just needs to take into account
the contribution of the germ expansion of I1.

Case 3. Borel parabolic subgroup. In this case we have the following:

Wx(s). for )
- ><3(a)|a|r35/ W(— x — af)
F4

1 x 1 ru
1 1¢tr
s 1 —x 1 dxdrdudt
1 1
1
_ _ x 11 dx
- /p XX Y= DA g | X C ]
—x 11
1 x
1
+/O¢(_x))‘giegel X 1 —x f:v dx,
1
where
1 ru
a 1 tr
Sieeel (S) = | [ | wawiwz ) U( — at)drdudt.
F3

This is the twisted-by-a Whittaker functional of Ind(Ind(y; ® x2) ® x3|P, G).
Here 3 is the character of the similitude part of P. The result now follows from
Case 2 and [26]. O

4. Local computations for the Borel parabolic subgroup.

4.1. Let x1, x2, x3 be three quasi-characters of F*. We call a character
X1 ® x2 ® x3 “regular” if it is not fixed by any Weyl element except for the
trivial element. It can easily be checked that this is equivalent to the statement
that no element of the set {x1, x2, Xlxzil} is trivial. It is not hard to see when
the representation x| X x2 X x3 is reducible: It happens if and only if one of
the quasi-characters in the set just mentioned is equal to v+ [20], [23]. Sally
and Tadic [20] have completed the classification for representations induced from
the Borel subgroup. They have in particular determined the reducibilities of in-
ductions. Here, for the convenience of the reader, we include a resume of their



L-FUNCTIONS FOR THE p-ADIC GROUP GSp(4) 1105

results. Following [20], L stands for the Langlands Quotient. Also R(G) is the
Grothendieck group of the category of all smooth representations of GSp(4).

Let x1 ® x2 ® x3 be regular, and suppose x1 X X2 X X3 is reducible. In the
notation of [20] this means s(x1 ® x2 ® x3) > 0. If s(x1 ® x2 ® x3) = 1, then
X1 ® X2 ® x3 is associated either to a character of the form UI/ZX ® U_I/ZX (¥
where x ¢ {&, v*1¢, 073/} for any ¢ unitary with €2 = 1, or it is associated to
a character of the form x ® v ® o where x ¢ {1px, v*!, v*?}. Lemmas 3.3 and
3.4 of [20] combined with the exactness of Jacquet functor give the following:

(1) Let x, & and o € (FX), where x ¢ {&, v*'¢, v™3/2} for any ¢ with
€2 = 1. Then xStgLo) X o and Ylgrp) x o are irreducible representations. We
have

Ul/zx X Ufl/zx X o= XStGL(Q) X U+X1GL(2) X o

in R(G). The representation xStgr(2) X o is generic.
(2) Lety, o € (F*). Suppose that y ¢ {1zx, gl vﬂ}. Then x x 0Stgsp2)
and x X 0lgsp2) are irreducible representations. We have

X X U X U_1/20' =x X O'St(;sp(z) +x X 1GSp(2)

in R(G). The representation x X 0Stgsp(2) is generic.
Now we consider regular x; ® x2 ® x3 with s(x; ® x2 ® x3) = 2. Then
X1 ® X2 ® X3 is either associated with 2” ® v ® o, or v€ ® £ ® o, with €2 = 1.

This situation is the subject of Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 of [20].
(1) For o € (F*) the following equalities holds in R(G)

1}2 X UN U_l/ZO' = U3/ZStGL(2) X U_1/20'+ U3/21GL(2) X U_]/20'

2 2
v° X 0Stgsp) + U” X 0 lgsp)

and

212 b UStGSp(z) = Z}UStGSp(4) + L((ZJZ, StGSp(Z)))
Vo StGsp4) + L((U3/ZStGL(2), U_I/ZO')).

U3/ZStGL(2) X U_I/ZO'

In this case, the Steinberg representation Stgsy4) 1 generic.

(2) Let & be of order two. Then the representation v X £ X ¢ contains a
unique generic essentially square integrable sub-quotient. This sub-quotient will
be denoted by 6([€, vé], o). We have in R(G)

Uf X S X o = Ul/sztGL(z) X o+ 01/2€1GL(2) X o

Ul/2fStGL(2) X {a + 01/2€1GL(2) X fa
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and
0V /2€Stgra) % 0 = §([€, v€], ) + L((0"/*EStGr), o).

Now suppose x1 ® x2 ® X3 is not regular and that y; X y2 X x3 is not
irreducible. Then 1 ® x2® x3 is associated to a character of the form v® 1px ® 0,
or v v o, or v'/2¢ ® v™1/2¢ ® o, with ¢ of order two. The following are the
results of Lemmas 3.7, 3.8, and 3.9 of [20].

(1) Suppose that ¢ is of order two. Then we have

01/25 X Z}_l/zf X o= fStGL(z) X U+$1GL(2) X o

in R(G). Both representations on the right-hand side are irreducible, and Sty (2)
o is generic.
(2) We have in R(G)

1/2

VX UXU To=0UX O'StGSp(Q) +0vX O'lGSp(Q).

Both representations are irreducible, and v X oStgsp(2) is generic.
(3) We have in R(G)

1/20' = Ul/ZStGL(Q) X 1)71/20' + Ul/zlGL(Q) X 1)71/20'

1/2

UX 1px v~

2

lory X v X v~

Lpx X 0Stgsp) + Lpx X 0 1Gsp().-

The representations 1zx X oStgsp2) and v/ ZStGL(z) x v~ 12g (resp. v/ ZIGL(Z) X
v~ 12¢) have exactly one irreducible sub-quotient in common. That sub-quotient
is essentially tempered and it will be denoted by 7(S, vV 20) (resp. (T, v~V 20).
These two essentially tempered representations are not equivalent. We have in
R(G)

Ul/ZStGL(z) X U_I/ZO' = T(S, U_l/ZO') + L((Ul/ZStGL(z), U_I/ZO')).

The representation (S, v~ /2

o) is generic.
4.2. In this section we will prove the following theorem:

THEOREM 4.1.

(@) Ifx1 X x2 X x3 is irreducible, then

L(s, x1 X x2 X x3) = L(s, x3)L(s, X1X3)L(s, X2X3)L(s, X1X2X3)-
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(b) Suppose x ¢ {vF\/2¢, 07312, for any € of order two. Then xStgra) % @
is irreducible generic, and

1
L(s, XStGr2) ¥ 0) = L(s,0)L(s, ox*)L <s +5 ax) .

(c) Suppose x & {1px, v}, Then x oStGsp) is irreducible generic, and

1 1
L(s, x ™ O'SZGSp(z)) =L(s+ E’UX)L (S + E,O’) .

(d)  L(s, StGspy) = L(s + 3, 1px).
(e) For & of order two,

L(s,6([&, v€]l,0))=L(s+1,0)L(s + 1,0¢).

(f) L(s,7(S,0)) = L(s+1,0)>.

a
a
1
1

Proof. Let x = x1 X x2 X x3. Also let 4 =

Step 1. Suppose x| ® x2 ® x3 is regular. We have seen before that for |a|
small:

W(x.f.a) = xa@|al 2O + X2 (Hx1(@ + X (Hxa(@) + Xy (Hxixa(@)),

where )\; are functionals in X;, g- Most of this section is devoted to the careful

. . l . . . o .
analysis of thé fu.nctlo'n?lls A} - By applying various intertwining operators, we
get the following identities:

1
wawix

COx- w2 A,y © A(X W2),

AL = COx, wawp)A o A(x, waw1),

3
)\X

and

A% = COGWIWIWD N0y © ACG W2W 1 w2).

Also for f with support in the open cell we have:

)‘;c(f):/Nf(Wln)é*l(n)dn.
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Step 2. We will now give alternative descriptions for the functionals )\éc. We
still assume that x; ® x2 ® x3 is regular.
For any Weyl element w, define the following functional:

©) Ny = [ o e dn,

where N,, is the usual NN\wNw~!. These functionals have the following invariance
properties:

NI (@) = xixaxa@lal 2 ),
A (@) = xixa@lal P,
NI (@) = xaxa@)al PN (),

and
)‘V)ZIWZWIWZ(X(&)f) — X3(a)|a|3/2)\¥‘W2W1W2(f).
One notes that /\;Z'WZWIW is the same as /\>1<. Furthermore

LEMMA 4.2. One has the following identities:

(7) AU = N0 A(x, W),
(8) AP = AR 0 A W),
and
© AP = NI 0 A, o).
Proof. Straightforward. O

As dim x, ; < 4, these identities combined with those of Step 1 imply that for w
in {wa, wawy, wawiwy} there exist scalars A,,,,(x) such that the following hold:

wiw _ 1
AXI - AWZW(X))\WX o A(X, W),

We have the following lemma:

LemmA 4.3. For w as above
Aup(0) = COGWICwx, W),
Proof. The idea is to use the the following equation [22]:

Awm, w1 o A(m, w) = C(mr, w) "' Cwm,w™H~L.
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Let, for example, w = wy. Then by Lemma 4.2

Aiyy O ACGW2) = A2 0 Ay, wo)
— AWIWZWI

wawax © A(wax,w2) 0 A(x, w2)
COw2) ™ Clwax, wy) A2,

The same proof works for other w. O

We have then proven the following proposition:

PROPOSITION 4.4. In the regular case, there exists 6 = 6(f) such that for all a
with |a| < 6 the following holds:

32 3/2
lal>"x1x2x3(a) NS+ |al” "X 1x3(@) oy

Cwawiwax, wawiwa) X Cwawix, wiwa) X

3/2 g
é(wfixvii)))‘;wm(f) + a2 xa@Ay 2 ( f), O

W(X’fa a) =

(f)

la

Step 3. Now we would like to extend our results form the previous sections
to the nonregular case. Let us first fix some notations. Let x(s) denote the repre-
sentation x| 0% x x20% x x307. For f € Ind(x1 ® x2 ® x3|BN K, K) define the
function f; by the following:

f(DK) = 55(b)* 21 (x1 ® X2 @ X3)B)(K).

[ is a well-defined function on G and it belongs to x(s). The idea is the following.
The representations x(s) are regular. Our first task is to give a description of
the meromorphy of the the complex functions g,(s) = AY(f;). We have the
following proposition:

PROPOSITION 4.5. g,,(s) is a rational function of X = q~°. Furthermore g, (s),
gwlwz(s) Ewiwywy (S)
L2s:x2)” Ldsx)L2sx1x; )

8wywywiwy () . -1
and L5 L6s.x1xa) LA x) 4T€ polynomials of X and X~

We will denote these polynomials by Pj, P>, P3, and P4 in the order they
appear.

Proof. First the function g, :

Aol = [ 0= |y dx
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1 x
= /(9 S im | —x dx
1
1
- - x 1 dx
Fxa(= 1 [ 9= e s Co
p
—x 1
1
Choose M > 1 large enough so that f | * ! 1 = f(e) for all x € 7"/ and
—x 1
k > M. Then we get the following as the final expression:
1x
1
Nothr = w1 ||
1
1
M ; ; x 1 dx
Fa= DY a@nar g [ p-ay “
j=1 U 1 |X|
—x 1

which is a polynomial. Terms corresponding to j > M will not appear because

g dr=0,
TIU

when j > 1. To prove the other assertions of the proposition, we use the fact
that the rest of the functionals can be written as compositions of \*! and GL(2)
intertwining operators as in Lemma 4.2:

Ay’ = Ay @ AKX(S), w2),

/\;cvésv)vzm = )\vv:i;%s) o A(x(s), w1),

and

A;ESZWIM = )\x;;%:;l o A(x(s), wa).

Now we proceed as follows. To prove the proposition, for A"'"2, we notice that,
since \"! is a polynomial, the poles of A"'"2 are among the poles of A(x(s), w»).
The poles of this intertwining operator in turn are among those of L(2s, x2). To
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see this, we perform the following computation

1 1
1 11
Acwie = (£ Cl]
F
1 1
1 1
| W,
= /Of 1 1 dt
1 1
| 1
1 —1 1
+/ 1 dt
F\O t 1
1 1
1
2s 1 dt
= [ + [t Nfs =
L+ e |y | ]

1
= polynomial + polynomial.L(2s, x2).

A similar computation proves that the poles of A(x(s), w;) are among the poles
of L(s, X1X> 1), Repeating the same argument proves the rest of the assertions of
the proposition. O

Combining everything that we have proven so far including those in the
appendix and the uniformity proposition gives the following result:

PROPOSITION 4.6. There exist & = 6(f) such that for all a with |a| < 6 the
following holds:

W(x(s).fi, @)
= |aP*xs3@ [xixe(@xa(=DC0 o™ C0G o)
Cixy ' "o PI(fL9)al*
+ x1(@x2( — DCOx; ' v™*)Cx; 'X2v*)L2s, x2)P(f. 5)|al’
+ x2(a)COx; ' vTH)L(As, xDL2s, x1X3 DP3(f. 5)]a| ™
+ L(2s, X265, x1X2)LAs, XDPa(f, 9)|a] ] o

Now we would like to use Proposition 4.6 to compute the ged for irregular
cases. For the time being we assume there are no reducibilities. There are three
cases to deal with:

(1) xi1=1,and x» # 1.
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(2) xix2=1,and x1 #1.
(3) X1 = 1 and X2 = 1.

We first need a proposition. In what follows we will use ¢—° and X interchange-
ably:

ProproOsSITION 4.7. Let

PiX.f)=> d(fHX - 1Y,

J=0

and also let n; be the germ associated with P; at s = 0. Then {d'(f )}?zl generates
a one dimensional space. Also we have the following relations:

‘ /(5 -2l .
dO@f) = @Y <( ’)l %% '“') a_(f).
=0

Notice that we have not included the negative powers of X — 1 for the simple
reason that % is holomorphic at X = 1!

Proof. Let Re s > 0.

ni(@)al* > Pi(X,f)
ni(@)XO~2leglalpx. r)
ni(@)(1+ (X — 1))0=20logglalp,x 7).

Pi(X, x(@))

Now a simple application of the binomial theorem proves the proposition. O

1. x1 =1, and x» # 1. In this case Proposition 4.6 implies that W(x(s), f;, 4)
is the sum of the following two expressions for |a| small:

a - —1,,=2s —1, —6s r
;?32(_)1 x2( = D(1 = g7 XHXCO; o) C0G o) P10OX

— C(x; o B)L2s, x5 HP3XOX T
and

1 - — T
i1 (=D = g7 IXHXCOav™ LS, x2)Pa(X)X

— L(2s, X2)L(6s, x2)P4(X)X " .
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The expressions inside the brackets must vanish for X = 1. This is because accord-
ing to [22] Whittaker functions are holomorphic with respect to the variable s:

x2( = D1 = g~ HCO; HPi(1)

Pz(1) =
0 L0, x, ")

’

and

x2(—= D =g HC(x2)Pa(1)

Pal) = L(0, x2)

Now we compute the limit when X approaches 1 by using I’Hopital’s rule. It
follows that to prove the appearance of the terms log, |a| and logy|a|x2(a) in the
asymptotic expansion, we just need to find functions f in 1 X x2 x 1 such that
Pi(f,s) #0 and P,(f,0) # 0. These are both obvious. So in this case:

L(s, 1 x x2 % x3) = L(s, x3)°L(s, x2x3)°-

2. x1x2 = 1, and x; # 1. In this case, to prove the existence of the term
x1X3 and x2X3 we need to prove the existence of functions f such that P>(1) # 0
and P3(1) # 0. We also need to find f such that P1(f) # 0. Both assertions are
obvious. Thus we have proven in this case that we get the following identity:

L(s, x1 X X7 % x3) = L(s, X3)*L(s, X1X3)L(8, X2X3)-

3. x1 =1 and xz = 1. It is easily seen that

1
lim W(x(s).fs, @) = 2(ACf) + B(f)r + C(f)r? +D(f)r),

for certain functionals that appear as coefficients. We know from the open cell
that for certain f the functional A(f) is nonzero. Computations using MAPLE V
show that:

D = a nonzero contant .P(1),
C=18(1 — g~ "H)32 —49¢~" +89¢2)P;(1) + 144(1 — g~ '’ P}(1)
— 144(1 — g~ HPy(D),

and finally

B = 6(1 — g~ ")(88 — 13¢g7! +233¢72)P;(1)
— 721 — ¢~ 2(— 4+ 9¢7HP (1)
+288(1 — g (= 1+2¢ HPy(1)
+18(1 — g~ HP{(1)

—36(1 — ¢ )Py (1) +18(1 — ¢~ HP5(1).
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It now follows from the proposition above that these coefficients are linearly
independent, if nonzero. D is nonzero, because it is the Whittaker functional of
the induction through the Siegel parabolic subgroup. Suppose C is identically
zero. Then

aPi(1,X(@)) + BP\ (1, x(@)f) + YP5(1, x(@)f)
C(f) +—3Blog, lalPi(1.f) — rylog, |alPa(1.f)
—3p1log, |alPi(1,f) — rylog, a|Pa(1,f).

C(x(@x)

Now a straightforward computation shows that this can never happen. The same
argument proves the nonvanishing of B. This proves that in this case

L(s, 1 x 1 x x3) = L(s, x3)*.

This finishes the proof of the first part of the theorem. Parts (b) through (f)
of the theorem follow from the classification lemmas, Lemma 4.2, and similar
computations as above. O

5. Local computations for the Siegel parabolic. Let o be a supercuspidal
representation of GL(2), and x a quasi-character of GL(1). We would like to
prove the following theorem:

THEOREM 5.1.

(a) Ifo x xisirreducible,
(10) L(s,0 x x) = L(s, x).L(s, x.wy).

(b) Ifo= o0.0"/2, and wg, = 1, then the unique irreducible quotient of o X x
admits L(s, x.wy) as its L-functions.

(¢) Ifo=co.v""2 and Wg, =1, then the unique irreducible sub-representation
of o X x admits L(s, x) as its L-functions.

The conditions in parts (b) and (c) of the theorem come from Shahidi’s
classification of representations supported in the Siegel parabolic subgroup [23] .

Proof. Let m = 0 x x. The proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. We know from [22] that the Whittaker functional for the representation
7 is given by the following:

=[] e o toan
-1
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The integral is over the unipotent radical of the Siegel parabolic subgroup. When
we # 1 this in particular implies that:

Ar | I | = x@alPAL(P) + x@w, @]l 2 X2 f),
1

for certain functionals A\! and A2, when |a| < §(f). Also it can be seen that:

AL(f) = / Fowns ¢)dn,
N

when support of f is in the open cell. By applying the long intertwining operator
to the above identity we get the following:

W(r.f,a) = AL(H)x@)al’? + Cer, AL (A, wif)x(@)w(a)|al>/%,

A

where @ is the obvious matrix element. Now define a new functional by the
following identity:

Xx(f) = flese).
This functional satisfies
Xa(m(@)) = x(@wo @lal > Xe(f).
It follows that there is a number D depending only on 7 such that
\ir (AT, W)f) = DX=(f).

This is because the functional ! has a different asymptotic behavior, and that
dim 7'(';/ g < 2.

Claim 1. D = C(mr,w) 'C(wm, w11
Proof of the claim. Look at the open cell! O
This gives the following identity:

W(r,f,a) = M(Px@lal*’? + Covm,w ) fles ) x(@wo(@al*

for |a| < 8(f). As AL and A\ are linearly independent, this gives the result for
the cases when w, # 1.
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Step 2. Now let w, = 1. Let 7y denote the representation o.2° x x.v *. For
f € Ind(c x x|P N K,K) define the function f; by the following:

£(pk) = 6p(p)3*2(0 @ X)(P)f(K).

It’s now obvious that f; is a well-defined function on G and it belongs to the
space of m;. Now we have the following identity:

W(rs, fs,d) = )\irs(fs)x(a)|a|%7s + COovms, w7 (e; e)X(a)|a|%+S

for |a| < 6(f,s). We showed in Proposition 3.9 that this expansion is uniform in
s, i.e. 0(f,s) = 6(f). From [24] and the note at the end of the Appendix:

~ L o —(142s)

Covms,w™H™1 = Aq "“71 q_qzs

We also know from [22] that the left-hand side of the equation above has an
analytic continuation to an entire function on the whole complex plane. Thus
/\;S( fs) must have a pole of order 1. Let X = ¢ ¥, and write the power series
expansion of A}rs( fs) as the following:

a—

X_l+a0+a1(X—1)+a2(X—1)2+---.

AL (fy) =

Then we have the following for |a| < 6(f):

(11) lim W(rs.fs, @)
s—0F

—3+7¢ " +2n —2ng™!

20 -gH

(12) = |a|3/zx(a) 2a_1log, la| + ao + a_q

This is because we want the poles to cancel out. This is guaranteed by

1
a_1(f)=—5A( - g Hf(ese).

This in particular implies that a_; is not identically zero. Now we have the
following lemma which proves that a¢y and a; are linearly independent.

LEMMA 5.2. ag and a_; satisfy

a_1(n(@f) = x(@lalza_1(f),
ao(m(@)f) = x(@lal2ao(f) + log, la|x(@)lal2a_ ().
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Proof. This follows from the invariance equation for \; and the binomial
theorem. O

This finishes that proof of the theorem. O

6. Appendix: computation of local coefficients. Here we will present ex-
plicit computations of the local coefficients that appeared in Propositions 4.3
above. We refer the reader to Section 3 of [22] for preliminaries on local coeffi-
cients. Our computations are motivated by those of [14] and [15]. More general
results can be found in [23] and [24]. Recall the definition of local coefficients:

Ar = C(m, W) A\prA(T, w).

Here we have assumed that 7 is induced, and A(7, w) is an intertwining integral.
We know that for every representation m and Weyl elements w and w'

C(m,ww) = C(mr,w)CWm,w),
provided I(w) +I(w") = I(ww'). In our special case, this implies that we only need

to compute the local coefficients for w; and w,. Define a function v: G — C by

(g) = 85/ (b)(x1 ® x2 ® x3)(b)chyoy(n) if g € Bw; 'N, and g = bw; 'n,
0 Otherwise.

It is obvious that v € x. Also A, (y) = 1. This implies that

COGW) ™ = Ay 0 A WI(Y).

We will now explicitly compute the right-hand side. For a quasi-character n of
F*, define a function @, on F by the following:

dy

@y(0= [ nehoty+ 0

We let

_ )1 n unramified,
o0m) = {0 otherwise.

Also for unramified n

L(n) = 1_777(%)
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A straightforward computation shows that

(1= 8L if x € O,
(13) Dy (x) =40 if — c(n) < ordx < 0,
n(— JC)|)C|_1 otherwise.

Here c(n) is the conductor of the quasi-character 7.

LEMMA 6.1.

1=¢~'n(x~") _
lim D, (x)0( — x)dx = 1—n(m) ‘ n Mnra'mlﬁed,
koo Jp~ n( — ) Ju (- 7= Du)x(u)du 1 ramified.

Proof. The assertion follows from (13) above and Lemma 1 of [21]. O

Note 6.2. The limit is equal to Tate’s invariant factor! (cf. p. 291 of [21], also
[24] and [15])

I denote the limit appearing in the lemma by C(17). Now we can compute the
local coefficients.

1. wi.

Awlx ° A(X’ Wl)(’)/)

= lim AW 'm0~ (n) dn
k—o00 N(p*k)
Ly
= lim/ /7 wl_1 ! wl_ln Q_I(n)dydn
k—oo JN@p—ky JF 1 =y
1
y
. y
- klggo /Iv(p—k)/1:7 y_1 1
-y
1y !
1 1

i |n ) dydn
1

xi(=1) lim /p_k O (- x)dx

x1(— DCx1xs .

Wi
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2. wp. Similar to the case of w; we get the following:

Awix ©AQGW(Y) klim / ) D,,(x)0( —x)dx
— 00 P

Cx2).

Now the following proposition is immediate:

and

ProPOSITION 6.3.

Cwax,w2) ' =C(x3 1),
Cwawix, wiw2) ™! = xa( — DCOTHCT  x2),

Covawiwax, wawiwa) ' = xa( = DCO 7 HCOG DG %z Ho
Note 6.4 It is proved in [22] with notations therein that for unitary o

COwo, Wo,w_l) =C(—0,0,w).

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY, BALTIMORE, MD
21218
E-mail: RAMIN@MATH.JHU.EDU

[1]
[2]
[3]
[4]
[5]
[6]
[7]

[8]

REFERENCES

D. Bump, The Rankin-Selberg method: A survey, Number Theory, Trace Formulas, and Discrete Groups

(K. E. Bombieri and D. Goldfeld, eds.), Academic Press, San Diego, CA, 1989, pp. 49-109.
, Automorphic Forms and Representations, Cambridge Stud. Adv. Math., vol. 55, Cambridge

University Press, Cambridge, 1997.

W. Casselman, Introductions to the theory of admissible representations of reductive p-adic groups,
preprint.

W. Casselman and F. Shahidi, On irreducibility of standard modules for generic representations, Ann.
Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. 31 (1998), 561-589.

W. Casselman and J. Shalika, The unramified principal series of p-adic groups. 1. The Whittaker function.
Compositio Math. 41 (1980), 207-231.

S. Friedberg and D. Goldberg, On local coefficients for non-generic representations of some classical
groups, Compositio Math. 116 (1999), 133-166.

M. Furusawa, On L-functions for GSp(4) X GL(2) and their special values, J. Reine Angew. Math. 438
(1993), 187-218.

M. Furusawa and J. Shalika, The fundamental lemma for the Bessel and Novodvorsky subgroups of
GSp(4), C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 328 (1999), 105-110.



1120 RAMIN TAKLOO-BIGHASH

(91
[10]

[11]
[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]
[18]
[19]
[20]
[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]
[25]

[26]
[27]

R. Godement, Notes on Jacquet-Langlands theory, Mimeographed Notes, Inst. for Advanced Study.
Harish-Chandra, Harmonic Analysis on Reductive p-adic Groups, Notes by G. van Dijk, Lecture Notes in
Math., vol. 162, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1970.
H. Jacquet and R. Langlands, Automorphic Forms on GL(2), Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 114, Springer-
Verlag, New York, 1970.
H. Jacquet et al., Automorphic forms on GL(3) 1, Ann. of Math. 109 (1979), 169-212.
, Conducteur des représentations du groupe lin¢aire, Math. Ann. 256 (1981), 199-214.
D. Keys, Principal series representations of special unitary groups over local fields, Compositio Math.
51 (1984), 115-130.
D. Keys and F. Shahidi, Artin L-functions and normalization of intertwining operators, Ann. Sci. Ecole
Norm. Sup. 21 (1988), 67-89.
C. Moeglin et al. Correspondences de Howe sur un corps p-adic, Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 1291,
Springer-Verlag, New York, 1987.
M. Novodvorsky, Automorphic L-Functions for the Symplectic Group GSp(4), Proc. Sympos. Pure Math.,
vol 33, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1979, pp. 87-95.
M. Novodvorsky and I. Piatetski-Shapiro, Generalized Bessel models for the symplectic group of rank
2, Math. USSR-Sb. 90 (1973), 246-256.
I. Piatetski-Shapiro, L functions for GSp(4), Olga Taussky-Todd: in memoriam, Pacific J. Math. Special
Issue (1997), 259-275.
P. Sally Jr. and M. Tadic, Induced representations and classifications for GSp(2, F) and Sp(2, F), Mem.
Soc. Math. France 52 (1993), 75-133.
P. Sally and M. Taibleson, Special functions on locally compact fields, Acta Math. 116 (1966), 279-309.
F. Shahidi, On certain L-functions, Amer. J. Math. 103 (1981), 297-355.
, A proof of Langlands’ conjecture on Plancherel measures; Complementary series for p-adic
groups, Ann. of Math. 132 (1990), 273-330.
, Langlands’ conjecture on Plancherel measures for p-adic groups, Harmonic Analysis on
Reductive Groups (Brunswick, ME, 1989), Progr. Math., vol. 101, Birkhduser, Boston, MA,
1991, 277-295.
J. Shalika, The multiplicity one theorem for GL(n), Ann. of Math. 100 (1974), 171-193.
, Notes on GL(2), unpublished notes, 1998.
D. Soudry, Rankin-Selberg convolutions for SO,;,; X GLjy: local theory, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 105
(1993).



