arXiv:2311.08209v2 [math.NT] 6 Dec 2023

ON THE FORMULA FOR THE NORMS OF MIYAWAKI LIFTS

NOZOMI ITO

Abstract. The Miyawaki lifting is a lifting of Siegel modular forms introduced by Ikeda in his 2006 paper. In the same paper, he also conjectured a formula for the norms of Miyawaki lifts. In this paper, we show that his conjectural formula can be rewritten into a refined GGP type formula.

1. Introduction Let f ∈ S_{2k}(SL_2(Z)) be a normalized Hecke eigenform, where k ∈ Z_{>0}. Denote the Ikeda lift (see [8]) of f in S_{k+n+r}(Sp_{4n+4r}(Z)) by F, where n ∈ Z_{≥0} and r ∈ Z_{>0} such that k + n + r ∈ 2Z. For a Hecke eigenform g ∈ S_{k+n+r}(Sp_{2r}(Z)), define F_g ∈ S_{k+n+r}(Sp_{4n+2r}(Z)) by

F_g(Z) = ⟨F|_{h2n+r ×hr} (Z, −), g⟩ for Z ∈ h_{2n+r}, where h_{2n+r} × h_r = diag(h_{2n+r}, h_r) and ⟨−, −⟩ denotes the Petersson inner product. This cusp form is called the Miyawaki lift of g with respect to F, which was introduced by Ikeda in [9]. It has the following remarkable property.

Theorem 1.1 ([9, Theorem 1.1]). If F_g ≢ 0, then it is a Hecke eigenform whose (non-complete) standard L-function L(s, F_g, st) satisfies

L(s, F_g, st) = L(s, g, st) 2n∏ i=1 L(s + k + n − i, f). However, the assumption in this theorem is an obstacle to applying Miyawaki lifts. There are several results on the nonvanishing of F_g (cf. [1], [11]), but we have not yet been able to determine when F_g ≢ 0.

The most straightforward way to know when F_g ≢ 0 is to consider the norm of F_g. In [9], Ikeda studied some examples and gave a conjectural formula for the norms of Miyawaki lifts.

Conjecture 1.2 ([9, Conjecture 5.1]). We have

(1.1)

⟨f, f⟩⟨F_g, F_g⟩ ⟨h, h⟩⟨g, g⟩ = 2^{−(a+c)}Λ(k + n, st(g) ⊠ f) n∏ i=1 Λ(2i − 1, f, Ad)ξ(2i)Γ_R(2i − 1)Γ_R(2i + 1),

where h ∈ S^+_{k+1/2}(Γ_0(4)) is the Hecke eigenform corresponds to f by the Shimura correspondence, Λ(s, −) means the completion of L(s, −), ξ(s) is the completed zeta function, and

a = r^2 + 2k(n + r) + 2rn + 2n + r − k − 2, c = { 0 n > 0, 1 n = 0.

We note that Ichino solved this conjecture for (r, n) = (2, 0) in [6].

Remark 1.3. The original version of Conjecture 1.2 assumes that n < k based on Deligne’s conjecture (see [9, Remark 5.2]). In addition, it also gives a formula for r = 0. The formula for r = 0 was shown by Katsurada and Kawamura without assuming n < k (see Theorem 2.1).

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 11F67; Secondary 22E50. Key words and phrases. Miyawaki lifts, refined GGP conjecture. 1

The aim of this paper is to rewrite the above conjecture using L-values and local integrals, like the refined Gan-Gross-Prasad conjecture [7]. Let σ = ⊗_vσ_v , Σ = ⊗_vΣ_v, π = ⊗_vπ_v be the cusp representations of GL_2(A_Q ), Sp_{4n+4r}(A_Q ), Sp_{2r}(A_Q ) correspond to f, F, g, respectively. Let φ = ⊗_vφ_v ∈ Σ and ψ = ⊗_vψ_v ∈ π be the adelizations of F and g, respectively. Put

φ_ψ (h) = (φ|_{Sp4n+2r ×Sp2r (A Q)}(h, −), ψ)

for h ∈ Sp_{4n+2r}(A_Q ), where Sp_{4n+2r} × Sp_{2r} is identified with A B E F C D G H

| | | | | | | ( A B C D ) ∈ Sp_{4n+2r}, ( E F G H ) ∈ Sp_{2r}

⊂ Sp_{4n+4r}

and we denote by (−, −) the L^2-inner product with respect to the Tamagawa measure. For each place v of Q, put Φ_v(h_v ) = (Σ_v(h_v )φ_v , φ_v )/(φ_v, φ_v ), Ψ_v(g_v) = (π_v (g_v )ψ_v , ψ_v)/(ψ_v , ψ_v) for h_v ∈ Sp_{4n+4r}(Q_v ), g_v ∈ Sp_{2r}(Q_v ) and define I(Φ_v, Ψ_v) by

I(Φ_v , Ψ_v) = ∫ Sp_{2r} (Q_v )

Φ_v(g_v )Ψ_v(g_v)dg_v

as long as it converges, where (−, −) denotes a fixed inner product and dg_v is the Haar measure on Sp_{2r}(Q_v ) such that

vol(Sp_{2r}(Z)\Sp_{2r}(R), dg_∞ ) = ζ(2)ζ(4) . . . ζ(2r), vol(Sp_{2r}(Z_p), dg_p) = ζ_p(2)^{−1}ζ_p(4)^{−1} . . . ζ_p(2r)^{−1} (p < ∞).

Note that ∏ v dg_v is the Tamagawa measure on Sp_{2r}(A_Q ). We will see later that I(Φ_v, Ψ_v) is well-defined if π is tempered (Corollary 4.4).

Then, the rewritten conjecture is the following.

Conjecture 1.4. Assume that π_p is tempered for each finite place p of Q. Then, for any finite set S of places of Q containing ∞, we have

(1.2)

(φ_ψ , φ_ψ) (φ, φ)(ψ, ψ) = 2^{−c}L^S ∏ v∈S I(Φ_v, Ψ_v),

where L^S is an explicit partial Euler-product (see §3).

This paper is organized as follows. In §2, we deform (1.1) into an equation between the left hand side of (1.2) and some L-values. In §3 we state the main theorem of this paper. The main theorem gives the value of I(Φ_v , Ψ_v) and establishes the equivalence between Conjecture 1.2 and Conjecture 1.4. In §4 we prove the main theorem. The proof is quite different whether v = ∞ or v = p < ∞. In the former case, we use a single fact about matrix coefficients of lowest weight modules of scalar type. In the latter case, we use (local) double descent of Ginzburg-Soudry [5]. I believe that the latter method is essential to prove Conjecture 1.4, but I have not found a way to apply it to the former case.

Notations

For any ring R, define Sp_{2d}(R) by

Sp_{2d}(R) = { g ∈ GL_{2d}(R) | | | g ( −1_d 1_d )_t g = ( −1_d 1_d )} . For d = a + b, we identify Sp_{2a} × Sp_{2b} with the subgroup A B E F C D G H

| | | | | | | ( A B C D ) ∈ Sp_{2a}, ( E F G H ) ∈ Sp_{2b} of Sp_{2d}. We often denote the first factor of it by Sp_{2a} and the second one by Sp_{2b}. (Strictly speaking, this notation is useless when a = b, but this will not be a problem in this paper.)

We denote by S_w(Sp_{2d}(Z)) the space of Siegel cusp forms of degree d, weight w, and level one. We also denote by h_d the Siegel upper half space of degree d. For any S_w(Sp_{2d}(Z)), ⟨−, −⟩ means the Petersson inner product on S_w(Sp_{2d}(Z)).

Let τ be a unitary representation of a group G. Then, we denote a fixed G-invariant inner product of τ by (−, −)_τ or simply (−, −). Moreover, if G = Sp_{2d}(A_Q ) for some d ∈ Z_{>0} and τ is a subrepresentation of the space of square-integrable automorphic forms on G, then we fix (−, −) as the L^2-inner product with respect to the Tamagawa measure.

2. Deformation of the formula

In the rest of this paper, we continue the notations of the previous section. Namely,

• k ∈ Z_{>0}, n ∈ Z_{≥0}, and r ∈ Z_{>0} such that k + n + r ∈ 2Z, • f ∈ S_{2k}(SL_2(Z)) is a normalized Hecke eigenform and τ = ⊗_vτ_v is the cusp representation of GL_2(A_Q ) corresponds to f, • F is the Ikeda lift of f in S_{k+n+r}(Sp_{4n+4r}(Z)) and φ = ⊗_vφ_v is the adelization of F and Σ = ⊗_vΣ_v is the cusp representation of Sp_{4n+4r}(A_Q ) generated by φ, • g ∈ S_{k+n+r} (Sp_{2r}(Z)) is a Hecke eigenform and ψ = ⊗_vψ_v is the adelization of g and π = ⊗_vπ_v is the cusp representation of Sp_{2r}(A_Q ) generated by ψ, • Φ_v and Ψ_v are defied by

Φ_v(h_v ) = (Σ_v(h_v )φ_v , φ_v )/(φ_v, φ_v ), Ψ_v(g_v) = (π_v (g_v )ψ_v , ψ_v)/(ψ_v , ψ_v)

for h_v ∈ Sp_{4n+4r}(Q_v ), g_v ∈ Sp_{2r}(Q_v ) and I(Φ_v, Ψ_v) is defined by

I(Φ_v, Ψ_v) = ∫ Sp_{2r} (Q_v)

Φ_v (g_v)Ψ_v(g_v )dg_v,

where dg_v is the Haar measure on Sp_{2r}(Q_v ) such that

vol(Sp_{2r}(Z)\Sp_{2r}(R), dg_∞ ) = ζ(2)ζ(4) . . . ζ(2r), vol(Sp_{2r}(Z_p), dg_p) = ζ_p(2)^{−1}ζ_p(4)^{−1} . . . ζ_p(2r)^{−1} (p < ∞);

note that ∏ v dg_v is the Tamagawa measure on Sp_{2r}(A_Q ).

The aim of this section is to rewrite (1.1) into an equivalent equation between the left hand side of (1.2) and some L-values.

First, we rewrite (1.1) into an equation which is invariant under scalar multiplication of F and g. We recall an important result of Katsurada and Kawamura.

Theorem 2.1 ([10, Theorem 2.3]). We have

(2.1) ⟨f, f⟩⟨F, F⟩ ⟨h, h⟩ = 2^{−a0} Λ(k + n + r, f) n+r∏ i=1 Λ(2i − 1, f, Ad)ξ(2i)Γ_R(2i − 1)Γ_R(2i + 1),

where a_0 = 2k(n + r) + 2(n + r) − k − 1.

Dividing by (2.1), we see that (1.1) is equivalent to

⟨F_g, F_g⟩ ⟨F, F⟩⟨g, g⟩ = 2^{−(b+c)}

Λ(k + n, st(g) ⊠ f) Λ(k + n + r, f) ∏_r i=1 Λ(2n + 2i − 1, f, Ad)ξ(2n + 2i)

(2.2)

× [_r ∏ i=1 Γ_R(2n + 2i − 1)Γ_R(2n + 2i + 1) ]_{−1} , where b = r^2 − r + 2rn − 1.

Next, we adelize the left hand side of (2.2). For d ∈ Z_{>0}, put

Δ_{Sp2d} = ξ(2)ξ(4) . . . ξ(2d).

Then, by [15], the volume of the fundamental domain of h_d with respect to Sp_d(Z) is 2Δ_{Sp2d} . Thus, since the Tamagawa number of Sp_{2d} is 1, we have

⟨F, F⟩ = 2Δ_{Sp4n+4r} (φ, φ), ⟨g, g⟩ = 2Δ_{Sp2r} (ψ, ψ), ⟨F_g, F_g⟩ = 8Δ^2_{Sp2r} Δ_{Sp4n+2r} (φ_ψ , φ_ψ ). Therefore, (2.2) is equivalent to

(φ_ψ , φ_ψ) (φ, φ)(ψ, ψ) = 2^{−c}

Δ_{Sp4n+4r} Δ_{Sp2r} Δ_{Sp4n+2r}

(2.3) × Λ(k + n, st(g) ⊠ f) Λ(k + n + r, f) ∏_r i=1 Λ(2n + 2i − 1, f, Ad)ξ(2n + 2i) × 2^{−(r2−r+2rn)} [_r ∏ i=1 Γ_R(2n + 2i − 1)Γ_R(2n + 2i + 1) ]_{−1} . 3. Statement of the main theorem In this section, we state the main theorem. Put

L^′_∞(s, st(g) ⊠ f) = Γ_C (s) r∏ i=1 Γ_C (s + n − k + i)Γ_C (s + n + k + i − 1),

L^′_∞(s, f, Ad) = Γ_R(s + 1)Γ_C (s + 2k − 1). Then, Λ(s, st(g) ⊠ f) and Λ(s, f, Ad) are defined by

Λ(s, st(g) ⊠ f) = L^′_∞(s, st(g) ⊠ f) ∏ p<∞ L(s − k + 1/2, π_p × σ_p), Λ(s, f, Ad) = L^′_∞(s, f, Ad) ∏ p<∞ L(s, σ_p, Ad) (see [9]). Put L = Δ_{Sp4n+4r} Δ_{Sp2r} Δ_{Sp4n+2r} L(n + 1/2, π × σ) L(n + r + 1/2, σ) ∏_r i=1 L(2n + 2i − 1, σ, Ad)ξ(2n + 2i) and L_v =

(Δ_{Sp4n+4r} )_v (Δ_{Sp2r} )_v(Δ_{Sp4n+2r} )_v

L(n + 1/2, π_v × σ_v ) L(n + r + 1/2, σ_v) ∏_r i=1 L(2n + 2i − 1, σ_v, Ad)ζ_v (2n + 2i) for any place v of Q, where ζ_∞(s) = Γ_R(s) and (Δ_{Sp2d} )_v = ζ_v (2)ζ_v (4) . . . ζ_v(2d). For any finite set S of places of Q containing ∞, put

L^S = L ∏ v∈S L^{−1}_v . Moreover, put

L^′_∞ =

(Δ_{Sp4n+4r} )_∞ (Δ_{Sp2r} )_∞(Δ_{Sp4n+2r} )_∞ L^′_∞(k + n, st(g) ⊠ f) L^′_∞(k + n + r, f) ∏_r i=1 L^′_∞(2n + 2i − 1, f, Ad)ζ_∞(2n + 2i) . Remark 3.1. We did not fix the definitions of L(s, π_v × τ_v ) and L(s, σ_v, Ad) explicitly. Therefore, although L_p is uniquely determined since π_p and σ_p are unramified, L_∞ could have an ambiguity depending on them. To avoid this ambiguity, L^′_∞ was introduced.

Then, the main theorem of this paper is the following.

Theorem 3.2. Let v be a place of Q. Assume that π_p is tempered if v = p < ∞. Then, we have

I(Φ_v, Ψ_v) = { L^′_∞ × 2^{−(r2−r+2rn)} [ ∏_r i=1 Γ_R(2n + 2i − 1)Γ_R(2n + 2i + 1)]^{−1} v = ∞, L_p v = p < ∞. Combining Theorem 3.2 with (2.3), we obtain the equivalence between Conjecture 1.2 and Conjecture 1.4.

We will prove this theorem in the next section.

4. Proof of Theorem 3.2 We prove Theorem 3.2 here. In this section, fix a place v of Q.

4.1. real case. Here we assume that v = ∞.

First, we recall the classical measure d_C g on Sp_{2d}(R) (cf. [14]). d_C g is the Haar measure on Sp_{2d}(R) satisfying ∫ Sp_{2d} (R)

f(g(i1_d))d_C g = ∫ h_d f(X + iY ) det(Y )^{−(d+1)}dXdY for any function f on h_d. For a fundamental domain F of h_d with respect to Sp_{2d}(Z), ∫ F det(Y )^{−(d+1)}dXdY = 2Δ_{Sp2d}

holds (see [15]).

Lemma 4.1. We have vol(Sp_{2d}(Z)\Sp_{2d}(R), d_C g) = Δ_{Sp2d} . Proof. Put S = {g ∈ Sp_{2d}(R) | g(i1_d) ∈ F}. Then, ∫ F det(Y )^{−(d+1)}dXdY = ∫ Sp_{2d}(R)

1_S(g)d_C g = ∫ Sp_{2d}(Z)\Sp_{2d}(R) ∑ γ∈Sp_{2d}(Z)

1_S(γg)d_C g.

For any g ∈ Sp_{2d}(R), #{γ ∈ Sp_{2d}(Z) | γg ∈ S} = 2 holds. Thus we have ∫ Sp_{2d}(Z)\Sp_{2d}(R)

d_C g = 2^{−1} ∫ F det(Y )^{−(d+1)}dXdY = Δ_{Sp2d} . □ Next, we prepare a fact of matrix coefficients of lowest weight modules of scalar type. For w, d ∈ Z_{>0}, denote by τ_{w,d} the lowest weight module of Sp_{2d}(R) with minimal U(d)-type det^w. Lemma 4.2 ([12, Proposition A.1], [14, (148)]). Assume that w > d and let v_0 ∈ τ = τ_{w,d} be a lowest weight vector such that (v_0, v_0)_τ = 1. Then, we have

(τ(g)v_0, v_0)_τ = 2^{dw} det(A + D + i(−B + C))^w , where g = ( A B C D ) ∈ Sp_{2d}(R). Moreover, ∫ Sp_{2d}(R)

|(τ(g)v_0, v_0)_τ |^2d_C g(= 2^{d(d+3)/2}π^{d(d+1)/2} ∏ 1≤i≤d Γ(w − (d + i)/2) Γ(w − (d − i)/2) = 2^{d(d+3)/2} ∏ 1≤i≤d Γ_R(2w − (d + i)) Γ_R(2w − (d − i)) )

= 2^{d(d+3)/2} ∏ 1≤i≤d Γ_R(2w − 2d + i − 1) Γ_R(2w − d + i)

holds.

Then we can prove the first half of Theorem 3.2 as follows.

Proof of Theorem 3.2 for v = ∞. Let v_0 ∈ τ_{k+n+r,2n+2r} be a nonzero lowest weight vector. Then, the Sp_{2r}(R)-subrepresentation of τ_{k+n+r,2n+2r} generated by v_0 is equal to τ_{k+n+r,r} with lowest weight vector v_0. Therefore, we have Φ_∞|_{Sp2r (R)} = Ψ_∞.

By Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, we have

I(Φ_∞, Ψ_∞) = ∫ Sp_{2r} (R) |Ψ_∞(g)|^2dg_∞ (4.1)

= (Δ_{Sp2r} )^{−1}_∞ 2^{r(r+3)/2} r∏ i=1 Γ_R(2k + 2n + i − 1) Γ_R(2k + 2n + r + i) . On the other hand, L^′_∞(k + n + r, f) r∏ i=1 L^′_∞(2n + 2i − 1, f, Ad)ζ_∞(2n + 2i)Γ_R(2n + 2i − 1)Γ_R(2n + 2i + 1)

=Γ_C (n + r + k) r∏ i=1 Γ_C (2n + 2k + 2i − 2)Γ_R(2n + 2i − 1)Γ_R(2n + 2i)^2Γ_R(2n + 2i + 1)

=Γ_C (n + r + k) r∏ i=1 Γ_C (2n + 2k + 2i − 2)Γ_C (2n + 2i − 1)Γ_C (2n + 2i)

=Γ_C (n + r + k) r∏ i=1 Γ_C (2n + 2k + 2i − 2)Γ_C (2n + i)Γ_C (2n + r + i).

Therefore, we have L^′_∞ × [_r ∏ i=1 Γ_R(2n + 2i − 1)Γ_R(2n + 2i + 1) ]_{−1}

=(Δ_{Sp2r} )^{−1}_∞

Γ_C (n + k) Γ_C (n + r + k) r∏ i=1 Γ_C (2n + i)Γ_C (2n + 2k + i − 1)Γ_R(4n + 2r + 2i) Γ_C (2n + 2k + 2i − 2)Γ_C (2n + i)Γ_C (2n + r + i)

=(Δ_{Sp2r} )^{−1}_∞

Γ_C (n + k) Γ_C (n + r + k) r∏ i=1 Γ_C (2n + 2k + i − 1) Γ_C (2n + 2k + 2i − 2)

Γ_R(4n + 2r + 2i) Γ_C (2n + r + i)

=(Δ_{Sp2r} )^{−1}_∞

Γ_C (n + k) Γ_C (n + r + k) r∏ i=1 Γ_R(2n + 2k + i − 1) Γ_R(2n + 2k + r + i)

Γ_R(2n + 2k + r + i)Γ_R(2n + 2k + i) Γ_R(2n + 2k + 2i − 2)Γ_R(2n + 2k + 2i − 1) 2^{2n+r+i−1} by Γ_R(2s)/Γ_C (s) = 2^{s−1}. Then we have

L^′_∞ × [_r ∏ i=1 Γ_R(2n + 2i − 1)Γ_R(2n + 2i + 1) ]_{−1}

=I(Φ_∞, Ψ_∞)2^{−r(r+3)/2}2^{2nr+r2+r(r+1)/2−r}

Γ_C (n + k) Γ_C (n + r + k) r∏ i=1 Γ_R(2n + 2k + r + i)Γ_R(2n + 2k + i) Γ_R(2n + 2k + 2i − 2)Γ_R(2n + 2k + 2i − 1)

=I(Φ_∞, Ψ_∞)2^{2nr+r2−2r}

Γ_C (n + k) Γ_C (n + r + k) r∏ i=1 Γ_R(2n + 2k + 2i)Γ_R(2n + 2k + 2i − 1) Γ_R(2n + 2k + 2i − 2)Γ_R(2n + 2k + 2i − 1)

=I(Φ_∞, Ψ_∞)2^{2nr+r2−2r}

Γ_C (n + k) Γ_C (n + r + k)

Γ_R(2n + 2k + 2r) Γ_R(2n + 2k) =I(Φ_∞, Ψ_∞)2^{2nr+r2−2r}2^{1−(n+k)−1+(n+r+k)} = I(Φ_∞, Ψ_∞)2^{2nr+r2−r} by (4.1) . Thus we obtain

I(Φ_∞, Ψ_∞) = L^′_∞ × 2^{−(r2−r+2rn)} [_r ∏ i=1 Γ_R(2n + 2i − 1)Γ_R(2n + 2i + 1) ]_{−1} . □ 4.2. p-adic case. Here we assume that v = p < ∞. We often drop p subscript for simplicity.

Before starting, we introduce some additional notations:

• From now on, we redefine Sp_{2d}(R) by

Sp_{2d}(R) = { g ∈ GL_{2d}(R) | | | g ( −J_d J_d )_t g = ( −J_d J_d )}

for any ring R, where J_d = 1

.. .

1 ∈ GLd(Z). Then, Sp_{2a} ×Sp_{2b} is identified with the subgroup

A B g C D

| | | | | ( A B C D ) ∈ Sp_{2a}, g ∈ Sp_{2b}

of Sp_{2d}, where a + b = d.

• We put F = Q_p , O = Z_p and denote by | · | the normalized absolute value of F . • For X ∈ M_{d,e}(F ), put X^∗ = J_e^tXJ_d.

• For g ∈ GL_d(F ), put m(g) = ( g (g^∗)^{−1} ) ∈ Sp_{2d}(F ).

• For any representation τ of GL_d(F ) and character λ of F^×, put τλ = τ ⊗ λ(det) for short. • Let τ_1, . . . , τ_N be representations of GL_{d1} (F ), . . . , GL_{dN} (F ), respectively. Then we denote the normalized parabolically induced representation

Ind^{GLd′ (F )} P (F ) τ1 ⊠ · · · ⊠ τN by τ_1 × · · · × τ_N , where d^′ = d_1 + · · · + d_N and P is the block upper triangular parabolic subgroup of GL_d′ whose Levi subgroup is diag(GL_{d1} , . . . , GL_{dN} ). Moreover, for a representation μ of Sp_{2d0} (F ) such that d_0 +d^′ = d, we denote the normalized parabolically induced representation

Ind^{Sp2d(F )} Q(F ) τ1 ⊠ · · · ⊠ τN ⊠ μ by τ_1 × · · · × τ_N ⋊ μ, where Q is the block upper triangular parabolic subgroup of Sp_{2d} whose Levi subgroup is naturally isomorphic to GL_{d1} × · · · × GL_{dN} × Sp_{2d0} .

First, we check that I(Φ, Ψ) is well-defined. By the asymptotic behavior of matrix coefficients (see [4, §4]) and the geometric lemma (see [2, §2]), we obtain the following.

Lemma 4.3. Let λ_1, . . . , λ_d be unitary characters of F^× and r_1, . . . , r_d ∈ R. Put τ = λ_1| · |^{r1} × · · · × λ_d| · |^{rd} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} .

Let f be a matrix coefficient of τ. Then, for any ε > 0, there exist C_ε > 0 such that |f(m(diag(a_1, . . . , a_d))| ≤ C_εδ_d(a_1, . . . , a_d)^{1/2}|a_1 . . . a_d|^{−R−ε} for any a_1, . . . , a_d ∈ F^× such that |a_1| ≤ · · · ≤ |a_d| ≤ 1, where δ_d(a_1, . . . , a_d) = |a_1|^{2d}|a_2|^{2d−2} . . . |a_d|^2, R = max{|r_i| | i = 1, . . . , d}.

For convenience, we denote σ = χ × χ^{−1}, where χ is an unramified character of F^×. We note that χ is unitary by Ramanujan conjecture. It is known that

Σ = χ(det_{2n+2r}) ⋊ 1_{Sp0}

(see [8], note that χ(det_{2n+2r}) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} is irreducible by [13]).

Corollary 4.4. If π is tempered, then I(Φ, Ψ) is well-defined.

Proof. By the Cartan decomposition, we have ∫ Sp_{2r} (F ) |Φ(g)Ψ(g)|dg ≤C ∫ |a_1|≤···≤|a_r |≤1 δ_r(a_1, . . . , a_r)^{−1}|Φ(m(diag(a_1, . . . , a_r, 1_{2n+r})))Ψ(m(diag(a_1, . . . , a_r)))|d^×a_1 . . . d^×a_r

for some C > 0. By Lemma 4.3, for any ε > 0, there exist C_ε > 0 such that |Φ(m(diag(a_1, . . . , a_r, 1_{2n+r})))| ≤ C_ε|a_1|^{2n+2r} . . . |a_r|^{2n+r+1}|a_1 . . . a_r|^{−ε−(2n+2r−1)/2} = C_εδ_r(a_1, . . . , a_r)^{1/2}|a_1 . . . a_r|^{n+1/2−ε} and |Ψ(m(diag(a_1, . . . , a_r)))| ≤ C_εδ_r(a_1, . . . , a_r)^{1/2}|a_1 . . . a_r|^{−ε} if |a_1| ≤ · · · ≤ |a_r| ≤ 1, since π is tempered and Σ ⊂ χ| · |^{−(2n+2r−1)/2} × · · · × χ| · |^{(2n+2r−1)/2} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} . Thus we have ∫

Sp_{2r} (F ) |Φ(g)Ψ(g)|dg ≤ CC^2_ε r∏ i=1 ∫ O |a_i|^{n+1/2−2ε}d^×a_i. Since n + 1/2 − 2ε > 0 if we take ε < 1/4, I(Φ, Ψ) is well-defined. □

Next, we recall local twisted doubling zeta integrals (see [3]). For any d ∈ Z_{>0}, we denote the unique irreducible subrepresentation of σ| · |^{−(d−1)/2} × · · · × σ| · |^{(d−1)/2} by σ_d. It is known that there exists a unique realization of σ_d in Ind^{GL2d(F )}_{UGL} ψ_F ∘ Tr, where ψ_F is a nontrivial additive character of F and U_{GL} = {( 1_d ∗

1_d )} ≃ M_d(F ). We denote it by W(σ_d). Note that the following equation W ( ( a a ) g) = W (g)

holds for any W ∈ W(σ_d), g ∈ GL_{2d}(F ), and a ∈ GL_d(F ). For simplicity, we fix ψ_F so that ψ_F (x) = e^{2πix} in this paper. Put U = 1_{2m} ∗ ∗

1_{4m} ∗

1_{2m}

⊂ Sp_{8m}(F )

and ψ_U (u) = ψ_F (Tr(X + Y )) for

u =

1_m X ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_m ∗ ∗ ∗ Y ∗ ∗ 1_m ∗ ∗

1_m ∗ ∗ 1_m ∗ ∗ 1_m ∗ ∗ 1_m 1_m

∈ U.

For a standard section f_s of W(σ_{2m})| · |^s ⋊ 1_{Sp0} , define the Fourier coefficient F(f_s) of f_s with respect to ψ_U , which is a function on Sp_{2m}(F ) × Sp_{2m}(F ), by F(f_s)(g, h) = ∫ U_0

f_s(δu_0i(g, h))ψ_U (u_0)du_0.

Moreover, for a matrix coefficient ω of the dual μ^∨ of an irreducible representation μ of Sp_{2m}(F ), define the local twisted doubling zeta integral Z(f_s, ω) by Z(f_s, ω) = ∫ Sp_{2m}(F ) F(f_s)(1, g^ι)ω(g)dg, where

U_0 = U ∩ {( 1_{8m} ∗ 1_{8m} )} , δ = ( 1_{4m} −1_{4m} ) 1_{2m} 1_{2m} 1_{2m}

1_{2m} 1_{2m} , i is the embedding of Sp_{2m}(F ) × Sp_{2m}(F ) in Sp_{8m}(F ) defined by

i(g, h) = g A B h C D g^{∗−1} for g = ( A B C D ) , h ∈ Sp_{2m}(F ),

and du_0 is normalized by vol(U_0 ∩ GL_{8m}(O), du_0) = 1.

Remark 4.5. We note some properties of F(f_s) and Z(f_s, ω):

• If Re(s) is sufficiently large, for any f_s and ω, the integral defining F(f_s) and Z(f_s, ω) are absolutely convergent. Moreover, all F(f_s) and Z(f_s, ω) admit meromorphic continuations and there are polynomials P (X), Q(X) ∈ C [X] such that all P (q^{−s})F(f_s)(1, 1) and all Q(q^{−s})Z(f_s, ω) are in C [q^{±s} ].

• i(Sp_{2m}(F ), Sp_{2m}(F )) stabilize ψ_U and F(f_s(· u))(g, h) = ψ^{−1}_U (u)F(f_s)(g, h) for any u ∈ U.

• F(f_s)(g_0g, g^ι_0h) = F(f_s)(g, h) for any g_0 ∈ Sp_{2m}(F ), where g^ι_0 = ( 1_m 1_m ) g_0 ( 1_m 1_m ) ; denote

Δ(g_0) = i(g_0, g^ι_0) for short.

• If all data are unramified, vol(Sp_{2m}(O), dg) = Δ^{−1}_{Sp2m} , and f_s(1) = ω(1) = 1, then

Z(f_s, ω) = Δ^{−1}_{Sp2m} L(s + 1/2, μ × σ) L(s + m + 1/2, σ) ∏_m i=1 L(2s + 2i − 1, σ, Ad)ζ(2s + 2i) . (Note: L(s, σ, Sym^2) = L(s, σ, Ad) = ζ(s)L(s, χ^2)L(s, χ^{−2}), L(s, σ, ∧^2) = ζ(s).)

For any d ∈ Z_{>0}, let f^d_s be the section of W(σ_d)| · |^s ⋊ 1_{Sp0} such that f^d_s |_{Sp4d(O)} ≡ 1. Define F_{s,m} by F_{s,m}(g) = F(f^{2m}_s )(1, g^ι) for g ∈ Sp_{2m}(F ). F_{s,m} has the following inductivity.

Proposition 4.6. Let m_0 ∈ Z_{>0} such that m − m_0 ≥ 0. Then, for any g ∈ Sp_{2(m−m0)}(F ), we have

(4.2) F_{s,m}(diag(1_{m0} , g, 1_{m0} )) = F_{s+m0 ,m−m0} (g)ζ(4s + 2m + 2)^{−1}ζ(4s + 2m + 4)^{−1} . . . ζ(4s + 2m + 2m_0)^{−1}.

In particular, F_{−m/2,m}(1) = Δ^{−1}_{Sp2m} .

Proof. In this proof, the Haar measure of any topological group H such that H ⊂ GL_d(F ) for some d ∈ Z_{>0} is normalized so that the volume of H ∩ GL_d(O) is 1. In addition, for any d ∈ Z_{>0}, the Haar measure of F^d is normalized so that the volume of O^d is 1.

It is sufficient to show (4.2) for m_0 = 1 by induction, and we can assume that g = m(A) by the Cartan decomposition, where A ∈ GL_{m−1}(F ) ∩ M_{m−1}(O).

Put I = F_{s,m}(diag(1, g, 1)) for short. Since f^{2m}_s is Sp_{8m}(O)-invariant, we have

I = ∫ U_0

f^{2m}_s (δu_0i(1, m(diag(A^{∗−1}, 1))))ψ_U (u_0)du_0 = ∫ U^1_0

f^{2m}_s (u^1_0m(diag(1, A, 1_{3m})))ψ^1_U (u^1_0)du^1_0,

where

U^1_0 =

1_{2m}

1_{2m} ∗ ∗ 1_{2m} ∗ 1_{2m}

and ψ^1_U (u^1_0) = ψ^{−1}_F (TrX ( 0_m

1_m ) ) for

u^1_0 =

1_{2m}

1_{2m} X ∗ 1_{2m} ∗ 1_{2m} .

Moreover, for k =

1_m 1_{m−1} 1 , we have

I = ∫ U^1_0

f^{2m}_s (u^1_0m(diag(1, A, 1_{3m})diag(k, k)))ψ^1_U (u^1_0)du^1_0 = ∫ U^1_0

f^{2m}_s (u^1_0m(diag(1, A, 1_{3m})))ψ^2_U (u^1_0)du^1_0,

where ψ^2_U (u^1_0) = ψ^{−1}_F (Tr ( 0_m 1_{m−1} ) Y + TrW 0^{m−1} 1 0^{m−1} ) for

u^1_0 =

1 1_{2m−1} 1 1_{2m−1} X Y P Q 1_{2m−1} Z W R P^∗ 1 W^∗ Y^∗ 1_{2m−1} Z X^∗ 1

.

We consider

F_1(Z) = ∫ U^2_0

f^{2m}_s (

1 1_{2m−1} 1 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} Z 1 1_{2m−1} Z 1 u^2_0m(diag(1, A, 1_{3m})))ψ^2_U (u^2_0)du^2_0

= ∫ U^2_0

f^{2m}_s (u^2_0m(diag(1, A, 1_{3m}))

1 1_{2m−1} 1 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} Z 1 1_{2m−1} Z 1

)ψ^2_U (u^2_0)du^2_0,

where

U^2_0 =

1 1_{2m−1} 1 1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ ∗ 1 ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ 1

.

If |Z| ≤ 1, we have F_1(Z) = F_1(0) since f^{2m}_s is unramified. On the other hand, if |Z| > 1, for a ∈ O such that ψ_F (−Za) ≠ 1, we have

F_1(Z) = ∫ U^2_0

f^{2m}_s (

1 1_{2m−1} 1 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} Z 1 1_{2m−1} Z 1 u^2_0m(diag(1, A, 1_{3m})) 1 a 1_{8m−2} 1 )ψ^2_U (u^2_0)du^2_0

= ψ_F (−Za)F_1(Z)

and F_1(Z) = 0 since

1 −a 1_{8m−2} 1

1 1_{2m−1} 1 1_{2m−1} X Y P Q 1_{2m−1} Z W R P^∗ 1 W^∗ Y^∗ 1_{2m−1} Z X^∗ 1

1 a 1_{8m−2} 1

=

1 −aZ −aX 1_{2m−1} 1 1_{2m−1} X Y P Q 1_{2m−1} aX Z W R P^∗ 1 aZ W^∗ Y^∗ 1_{2m−1} Z X^∗ 1

=

1 −aZ −aX^∗ 1_{2m−1} 1 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} aX 1 aZ 1_{2m−1} 1

1 1_{2m−1} 1 1_{2m−1} X Y P + ∗ Q + ∗ 1_{2m−1} Z W R P^∗ + ∗ 1 W^∗ Y^∗ 1_{2m−1} Z X^∗ 1

.

Therefore, we have I = ∫ U^2_0

f^{2m}_s (u^2_0m(diag(1, A, 1_{3m})))ψ^2_U (u^2_0)du^2_0.

Let f^{1,2m−1} s be the section of (W(σ)|·|^{−(2m−1)/2} ×W(σ_{2m−1})|·|^{1/2})|·|^s ⋊1_{Sp0} satisfying f^{1,2m−1}_s |_{Sp8m (O)} ≡ 1.

Then,

f^{2m}_s (h) = ∫ F^{2m−1} f^{1,2m−1} s (m( 1 1 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1}

1 1_{2m−1} M 1 1_{2m−1} )h)dM

holds by [3, Lemma 22]. Therefore, we have

I = ∫ F^{2m−1} ∫ U^3_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (u^3_0m( 1 1 M 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} diag(1^2, A, 1^{3m−1})))ψ^{3U} (u^{30})du^{30}dM

= | det A| ∫ F^{2m−1} ∫ U^3_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (u^3_0m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1}) 1 1 M 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1}

))ψ^{3U} (u^{30})du^{30}dM,

where

U^3_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ ∗ 1 ∗ 1 and ψ^3_U (u^3_0) = ψ^{−1}_F (Tr ( 0_m 1_{m−1} ) Y + TrW 0^{m−1} 1 0^{m−1} ) for

u^3_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} X P Y Q 1_{2m−1} W^∗ Y^∗ 1_{2m−1} R W P^∗ 1 X^∗ 1

.

As above, we reduce the integration in I by considering the right action of some elements in Sp_{8m}(O) like 1 ∗ 1_{8m−2} 1 . Here we present only the results.

• We have I = | det A| ∫ U^3_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (u^3_0m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1})))ψ^3_U (u^3_0)du^3_0

by considering the action of m(

1 (∗, 0^{m−1})

1 (0^{m−1}, ∗)

1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} ). • We have I = | det A| ∫ U^4_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (u^4_0m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1})))ψ^3_U (u^4_0)du^4_0

by considering the action of

1 ∗ 1 ∗ 1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} 1 1

, where

U^4_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ 1 ∗ 1

.

• We have I = | det A| ∫ U^5_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (u^5_0m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1})))ψ^3_U (u^5_0)du^5_0

= | det A|^{−2m+1} ∫ U^5_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1}))u^5_0)ψ^3_U (u^5_0)du^5_0

by considering the action of m(

1 (0^m, ∗)

1 (∗, 0^m)

1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1}

), where

U^5_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} ( ∗ 0^{m−1} ) ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ( 0^{m−1} ∗ ) ∗ 1_{2m−1} ( ∗ 0^{m−1} ) ∗ 1 ( 0^{m−1} ∗ ) 1

.

• We have

I = | det A|^{−2m+1} ∫ F ∫ U^6_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1}))u^6_0v(x))ψ^3_U (u^6_0)ψ^{−1}_F (x)du^6_0dx

by considering the action of

1 ∗ 1 1_{2m−1} ∗ 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} 1 1

, where

v(x) =

1 1 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} −xe^∗ 1_{2m−1} xe^∗ 1_{2m−1} xe 1 −xe 1

, e = ( 0^{m−1} 1 0^{m−1} ) ,

and

U^6_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ 1 1

.

Put F_2(x) = | det A|^{−2m+1} ∫ U^6_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1}))u^6_0v(x))ψ^3_U (u^6_0)ψ^{−1}_F (x)du^6_0.

Then I = F_2(0) + ∫ |x|>1 F_2(x)dx. If |x| > 1, by

v(x) = m(diag((x^{−1}1_2, 1_{m−1}, x^{−1}, 1_{2m−2}, x^{−1}, 1_{m−1}))^tv(x) e −e e^′ −e^∗ e^′ e^∗ −e^∗ e^′ e^∗ e^′ e −e tv(x^{−1}),

where e^′ = diag(1_{m−1}, 0, 1_{m−1}), we have

F_2(x)

=| det A|^{−2m+1} ∫ U^6_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1}))u^6_0m(diag(x^{−1}1_2, 1_{m−1}, x^{−1}, 1_{2m−2}, x^{−1}, 1_{m−1}))^tv(x))ψ^3_U (u^6_0)ψ^{−1}_F (x)du^6_0 =|x|^{−4s−2r−2}ψ^{−1}_F (x)F_2(0).

Note that ∫ |x|>1 |x|^{−4s−2r−2}ψ^{−1}_F (x)dx = ∑ n≥0 ∫ p^{−n−1}O\p^{−n}O p^{(n+1)(−4s−2r−2)}ψ^{−1}_F (x)dx = − ∫ O p^{−4s−2r−2}ψ^{−1}_F (x)dx = −p^{−4s−2r−2}. Thus we obtain

I = | det A|^{−2m+1}ζ(4s + 2r + 2)^{−1}F_2(0)

= ζ(4s + 2r + 2)^{−1} ∫ U^6_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (u^6_0m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1})))ψ^3_U (u^6_0)ψ^{−1}_F (x)du^6_0. Put

F_3(P ) = ζ(4s+2r+2)^{−1} ∫ U^7_0 f^{1,2m−1} s (u^7_0

1 1 1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} P 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} P^∗ 1 1 m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−1})))ψ^3_U (u^7_0)du^7_0,

where

U^7_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ 1_{2m−1} 1 1

.

Then, by considering the action of

1 ∗ 1 1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} ∗ 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} 1 1

, we have

F_3(P ) = { F_3(0) P ∈ O^{2m−1}, 0 otherwise and I = ζ(4s + 2r + 2)^{−1} ∫ V^1_0 f^{2m−1} s+1/2 (v 1 0 m(diag(A, 1_{3m−1})))ψ^1_V (v^1_0 )dv^1_0 ,

where

V^1_0 =

1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ 1_{2m−1} and ψ^1_V (v_0) = ψ^{−1}_F (Tr ( 0_m 1_{m−1} ) Y ) for

v_0 =

1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} Y Q 1_{2m−1} Y^∗ 1_{2m−1} .

Put I^′ = ζ(4s + 2r + 2)I and we do similar calculations. For k = 1_{m−1} 1 1_{m−1} , we have

I^′ = ∫ V^1_0 f^{2m−1} s+1/2 (v 1 0 m(diag(A, 1_{3m−1})diag(k, k)))ψ^1_V (v^1_0 )dv^1_0 = ∫ V^1_0 f^{2m−1} s+1/2 (v 1 0 m(diag(1, A, 1_{3m−2})))ψ^2_V (v^1_0 )dv^1_0 ,

where ψ^2_V (v^1_0 ) = ψ^{−1}_F (Tr ( 0_{m−1} 1_{m−1} ) Y ) for

v^1_0 =

1 1_{2m−2} 1 1_{2m−2} X Y P Q 1_{2m−2} Z W R P^∗ 1 W^∗ Y^∗ 1_{2m−2} Z X^∗ 1

.

Moreover, by considering the action of 1 ∗ 1_{8m−6} 1 , we have

I^′ = ∫ V^2_0 f^{2m−1} s+1/2 (v 2 0 m(diag(1, A, 1_{3m−2})))ψ^2_V (v^2_0 )dv^2_0 ,

where

V^2_0 =

1 1_{2m−2} 1 1_{2m−2} ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−2} ∗ ∗ ∗ 1 ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−2} ∗ 1

.

Let f^{1,2m−2}

s+1/2 be the section of (W(σ)|·| −m+1 ×W(σ 2m−2)|·| 1/2)|·|^{s+1/2} ⋊1_{Sp0} satisfying f^{1,2m−2}_{s+1/2} |_{Sp8m−4(O)} ≡ 1. Then, by

f^{2m−1} s+1/2 (h) = ∫ F^{2m−2} f^{1,2m−2} s+1/2 (m( 1 1 1_{2m−2} 1_{2m−2}

1 1_{2m−2} M 1 1_{2m−2} )h)dM, we have

I^′ = | det A| ∫ F^{2m−2} ∫ V^3_0 f^{1,2m−2} s+1/2 (v 3 0 m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−3}) 1 1 M 1_{2m−2} 1_{2m−2}

))ψ^{3V} (v^{30} )dv^{30} dM,

where

V^3_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−2}

1_{2m−2} ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−2} ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−2} ∗ ∗ ∗ 1 ∗ 1

and ψ^3_V (v^3_0 ) = ψ^{−1}_F (Tr ( 0_{m−1} 1_{m−1} ) Y ) for

v^3_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−2}

1_{2m−2} X P Y Q 1_{2m−2} W^∗ Y^∗ 1_{2m−2} R W P^∗ 1 X^∗ 1

.

Then, the calculations continue as follows.

• We have

I^′ = | det A| ∫ V^3_0 f^{1,2m−2} s+1/2 (v 3 0 m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−3})))ψ^3_V (v^3_0 )dv^3_0

by considering the action of m(

1 (∗, 0^{m−1}) 1 (0^{m−1}, ∗) 1_{2m−2} 1_{2m−2} ), • We have

I^′ = | det A| ∫ V^4_0 f^{1,2m−2} s+1/2 (v 4 0 m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−3})))ψ^3_V (v^4_0 )dv^4_0 by considering the action of

1 ∗ 1 ∗ 1_{2m−2}

1_{2m−2} 1_{2m−2} 1_{2m−2} 1 1

, where

V^4_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−2}

1_{2m−2} ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−2} ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−2} ∗ ∗ 1 ∗ 1

,

• We have

I^′ = | det A|^{−2m+2} ∫ V^5_0 f^{1,2m−2} s+1/2 (m(diag(12, A, 13m−3))v 5 0 )ψ^3_V (v^5_0 )dv^5_0

by considering the action of m(

1 (0^{m−1}, ∗)

1 (∗, 0^{m−1})

1_{2m−2} 1_{2m−2}

), where

U^5_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−2} 1_{2m−2} ( ∗ 0^{m−1} ) ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−2} ( 0^{m−1} ∗ ) ∗ 1_{2m−2} ( ∗ 0^{m−1} ) ∗ 1 ( 0^{m−1} ∗ ) 1

.

• We have

I^′ = | det A|^{−2m+1} ∫ V^6_0 f^{1,2m−2} s+1/2 (m(diag(12, A, 13m−3))v 6 0 )ψ^3_V (v^6_0 )dv^6_0 = ∫ V^6_0 f^{1,2m−2} s+1/2 (v 6 0 m(diag(1_2, A, 1_{3m−3})))ψ^3_V (v^6_0 )dv^6_0 by considering the action of

1 ∗ 1 1_{2m−2} ∗ 1_{2m−2}

1_{2m−2} 1_{2m−2} 1 1

, where

V^6_0 =

1 1 1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} ∗ ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ 1_{2m−1} ∗ 1 1

.

Then, by considering the action of

1 ∗ 1 1_{2m−1}

1_{2m−1} ∗ 1_{2m−1} 1_{2m−1} 1 1

, we have

I^′ = ∫ W^1_0 f^{2m−2} s+1 (w^1_0 m(diag(A, 1_{3m−3})))ψ^1_W (w^1_0 )dw^1_0 ,

where

W^1_0 =

1_{2m−2}

1_{2m−2} ∗ ∗ 1_{2m−2} ∗ 1_{2m−2} and ψ^1_W (W^1_0 ) = ψ^{−1}_F (TrX ( 0_{m−1} 1_{m−1} ) ) for

w^1_0 =

1_{2m−2}

1_{2m−2} X ∗ 1_{2m−2} ∗ 1_{2m−2} . Thus we have

I = ζ(4s + 2r + 2)^{−1}F_{s+1,m−1}(m(A)). □ Next, we rewrite Φ using F_{s,2n+2r}. The key is the following result in [5] (local double descent).

Proposition 4.7 ([5, Theorem 12.3]). For m ∈ Z_{>0}, put

ρ^0_m = χ(det_{3m}) × χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} .

Then, we have

J_ψ−1_U (ρ^0_m) ≃ (χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} ) ⊠ (χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} ) as a representation of i(Sp_{2m}(F ), Sp_{2m}(F )) ≃ Sp_{2m}(F ) × Sp_{2m}(F ). (Note: χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} ≃ (χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} )^ι ≃ (χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} )^∨.)

Remark 4.8. Denote by ρ_m the unramified constituent of ρ^0_m. Assume that m is even. Then, we can see that ρ_m ⊂ σ_{2m}| · |^{−m/2} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} as follows.

First, χ(det_{3m}) ⊂ χ(det_{2m})| · |^{−m/2} × χ(det_m)| · |^m induces

ρ_m(⊂ ρ^0_m) ⊂ χ(det_{2m})| · |^{−m/2} × χ(det_m)| · |^m × χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} =: ρ^1_m. Next, χ(det_m)| · |^{m/2} × χ(det_m)| · |^{−m/2} ↠ χ(det_{2m}) induces

ρ^1_m ↠ χ(det_{2m})| · |^{−m/2} × χ(det_{2m})| · |^{m/2} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} =: ρ^2_m.

Note that this map send a nonzero unramified vector in ρ_m to a nonzero unramified vector in ρ^2_m. Then, since (χ(det_{2m})| · |^{m/2})^{±1} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} are irreducible (by [13]) and σ_{2m} ≃ χ(det_{2m}) × χ^{−1}(det_{2m}), we have χ^{−1}(det_{2m})| · |^{−m/2} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} ≃ χ(det_{2m})| · |^{m/2} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} and it induces

ρ^2_m^∼→ σ_{2m}| · |^{−m/2} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} .

And finally, ρ_m is mapped onto a nonzero subspace of σ_{2m}| · |^{−m/2} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} by the composition of above maps. Corollary 4.9. Assume that m is even. Let Θ be the bi-Sp_{2m}(O)-invariant matrix coefficient of χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} such that Θ(1) = 1. Then,

Δ^{−1}_{Sp2m} Θ = F_{−m/2,m} holds.

Proof. We regard ρ_m ⊂ W(σ_{2m})| · |^{−m/2} ⋊ 1_{Sp0} . For now, we assume that the following map L : ρ_m → C f_{−m/2} → F(f_{−m/2})(1, 1) is well-defined. Then, since L goes through J_ψ−1_U (ρ_m) and L is Δ(Sp_{2m}(F ))-invariant (see Remark 4.5), F(f_{−m/2})(1, g^ι) is the sum of some matrix coefficients of χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} for any f_{−m/2} ∈ ρ_m by J_ψ−1_U (ρ_m) ⊂ J_ψ−1_U (ρ^0_m) ≃ (χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} )^∨ ⊠ (χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} )^ι (Proposition 4.7). Thus, since F_{−m/2,m} is bi-Sp_{2m}(O)-invariant, we have F_{−m/2,m} = F_{−m/2,m}(1)Θ = Δ^{−1}_{Sp2m} Θ by Proposition 4.6.

Now we show that L is well-defined. Define L_s by L_s(f_s) = F(f_s)(1, 1) for any standard section f_s of W(σ_{2m})| · |^s ⋊ 1_{Sp0} satisfying f_{−m/2} ∈ ρ_m. Consider the Laurent expansion

L_s = ∑ M≥−M_0 (s + m/2)^M L^M ∘ J

of L_s at s = −m/2, where M_0 ∈ Z_{≥0}, J is the canonical surjection from ρ_m to J_ψ−1_U (ρ_m), and L^M ∈ Hom_{Δ(Sp2m(F ))}(J_ψ−1_U (ρ_m), C ) ⊂ Hom_{Δ(Sp2m (F ))}(J_ψ−1_U (ρ^0_m), C ).

Since m is even, χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} is irreducible by [13]. In particular,

Hom_{Δ(Sp2m (F ))}(J_ψ−1_U (ρ^0_m), C ) ≃ Hom_{Sp2m (F )}((χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} )^∨ ⊗ (χ(det_m) ⋊ 1_{Sp0} )^ι, C ) is 1-dimensional. Fix a nonzero element L in Hom_{Δ(Sp2m(F ))}(J_ψ−1_U (ρ^0_m), C ) and put L^M = c_M L, where c_M ∈ C . Then, since F_{s,m} is well-defined and nonzero at s = −m/2, we have c_M L(J(f^{2m}_{−m/2})) = 0 for M > 0 and c_0L(J(f^{2m}_{−m/2})) ≠ 0. Thus c_M = 0 for M > 0 and L = L_{−m/2} = c_0L is well-defined. □

And finally, we complete the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2 for v = p < ∞. By Proposition 4.6 and Corollary 4.9, we have Φ(g) = Δ_{Sp4n+4r} F_{−n−r,2n+2r}(g) = (Δ_{Sp4n+4r} /Δ_{Sp4n+2r} )F_{n,r} (g) for g ∈ Sp_{2r}(F ). Thus we have

I(Φ, Ψ) = (Δ_{Sp4n+4r} /Δ_{Sp4n+2r} ) ∫ Sp_{2r} (F ) F_{n,r}(g)Ψ(g)dg = Δ_{Sp4n+4r} Δ_{Sp2r} Δ_{Sp4n+2r} L(n + 1/2, π × σ) L(n + r + 1/2, σ) ∏_r i=1 L(2n + 2i − 1, σ, Ad)ζ(2n + 2i) . □ References

[1] Hiraku Atobe. A theory of Miyawaki liftings: the Hilbert-Siegel case. Math. Ann., 376(3-4):1467–1535, 2020. [2] I. N. Bernstein and A. V. Zelevinsky. Induced representations of reductive p-adic groups. I. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér.

(4), 10:441–472, 1977.

[3] Yuanqing Cai, Solomon Friedberg, David Ginzburg, and Eyal Kaplan. Doubling constructions and tensor product lfunctions: the linear case. Inventiones mathematicae, 217(3):985–1068, 2019.

[4] William Casselman. Introduction to the theory of admissible representations for reductive p-adic groups. Draft, 1 May 1995. [5] David Ginzburg and David Soudry. Double descent in classical groups. J. Number Theory, 235:1–156, 2022. [6] Atsushi Ichino. Pullbacks of Saito-Kurokawa lifts. Invent. Math., 162(3):551–647, 2005.

[7] Atsushi Ichino and Tamutsu Ikeda. On the periods of automorphic forms on special orthogonal groups and the Gross-Prasad conjecture. Geom. Funct. Anal., 19(5):1378–1425, 2010.

[8] Tamotsu Ikeda. On the lifting of elliptic cusp forms to Siegel cusp forms of degree 2n. Ann. of Math. (2), 154(3):641–681, 2001.

[9] Tamotsu Ikeda. Pullback of the lifting of elliptic cusp forms and Miyawaki’s conjecture. Duke Math. J., 131(3):469–497, 2006.

[10] Hidenori Katsurada and Hisa-aki Kawamura. Ikeda’s conjecture on the period of the Duke-Imamoḡlu-Ikeda lift. Proc. Lond.

Math. Soc. (3), 111(2):445–483, 2015.

[11] Henry H. Kim and Takuya Yamauchi. Non-vanishing of Miyawaki type lifts. Abh. Math. Semin. Univ. Hambg., 89(2):117– 134, 2019.

[12] Andrew Knightly and Charles Li. On the distribution of Satake parameters for Siegel modular forms. Doc. Math., 24:677– 747, 2019.

[13] Stephen S. Kudla and Stephen Rallis. Ramified degenerate principal series representations for Sp(n). Israel J. Math., 78(2-3):209–256, 1992.

[14] Ameya Pitale, Abhishek Saha, and Ralf Schmidt. On the standard L-function for GSp_{2n} ×GL_1 and algebraicity of symmetric fourth L-values for GL_2. Ann. Math. Qué., 45(1):113–159, 2021.

[15] Carl Ludwig Siegel. The volume of the fundamental domain for some infinite groups. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 39(2):209– 218, 1936.