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ABSTRACT. We prove an equidistribution theorem for a family of holomorphic Siegel cusp forms
for GSp4/Q in various aspects. A main tool is Arthur’s invariant trace formula. While Shin [5§]
and Shin-Templier [59] used Euler-Poincaré functions at infinity in the formula, we use a pseudo-
coefficient of a holomorphic discrete series to extract holomorphic Siegel cusp forms. Then the
non-semisimple contributions arise from the geometric side, and this provides new second main
terms A, By in Theorem [[.J] which have not been studied and a mysterious second term B also
appears in the second main term coming from the semisimple elements. Furthermore our explicit
study enables us to treat more general aspects in the weight. We also give several applications
including the vertical Sato-Tate theorem, the unboundedness of Hecke fields and low-lying zeros
for degree 4 spinor L-functions and degree 5 standard L-functions of holomorphic Siegel cusp

forms.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Recently equidistribution theorems for a family of automorphic forms or automorphic repre-
sentations of a reductive group G over a number field have been studied in various aspects. The
basic conceptual studies have been proposed by Sarnak and Serre in the case G = GLy (cf. [52],
[57]) though the case when G has the compact symmetric space has been studied thoroughly.
Since then, the trace formula for G has become one of most powerful tools to analyze equidistri-
bution theorems related to a distribution of eigenvalues for a fixed operator acting on a family of
automorphic forms for G. After Selberg’s celebrated work, the trace formula for Hecke operators
on the space of automorphic representations for G whose symmetric space is non-compact, has
been developed by many people and it took much time and several stages to reach the current
form which is invariant under conjugation (see [2] and the references therein), which is called
Arthur’s invariant trace formula.

In [58], Shin made good use of Sauvageot’s important results [53] to show that the limit of
an automorphic counting measure is the Plancherel measure. It implies the equidistribution
of Hecke eigenvalues of automorphic forms on G. His key idea is to relate the automorphic
counting measure with the spectral side of Arthur’s invariant trace formula and then estimate
its geometric side. After that, in [59], he and Templier tackled a difficult problem of making it
explicit to obtain a power-saving error term for the purpose of an application to low-lying zeros
of a family of automorphic L-functions. To do that, as in [58], they used the geometric expansion
of the error term mainly consisting of global coefficients, invariant distributions, and orbital
integrals. Then they estimated each invariant in a uniform way. One of main difficulties seems to
be a uniform boundedness of the orbital integrals. However since they chose the Euler-Poincaré
function at infinity, they had only to consider the semisimple contributions in the geometric side.
This would be a usual way to get around the non-semisimple contributions. Their results are fully
general as much as possible within current knowledge under certain hypotheses such as Langlands
functoriality conjecture but they work on all automorphic forms or automorphic representations
which exhaust L-packets of the discrete series representations at infinity.

It is quite natural to consider the automorphic counting measure on automorphic represen-
tations with a fixed discrete series representation at infinity. In [58] Shin did not address this
problem but he claimed that it may be possible to do so. In this paper we carry it out, namely, we
study equidistributions of Hecke eigenvalues of holomorphic Siegel modular forms of degree two,

i.e., cuspidal representations which have a holomorphic discrete series at infinity. The strategy
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is similar to Shin [58] and Shin-Templier [59], but in addition to the semisimple contributions,
we also have to estimate the non-semisimple contributions which have not been understood well
in general. This makes the situation more difficult but as a payoff we will be able to observe
the meaning of the second main terms A, B; coming from the non-semisimple contribution in
comparison with the spectral side and a mysterious contribution By also in the second main term
from the semisimple part. Furthermore our results are unconditional in contrary to [59]. To
explain our main results, we fix our notation.

Let G = GSpy and S’ be a finite set of rational primes. Note that the symbol S will be used
for a finite set of places including oo in Section [l and Section Bl Let A (resp. Af) be the ring of
(resp. finite) adeles of Q, Qg = Hpes, Qp, and A5 = anés,u{oo} Qp. Let 7 be the profinite
completion of Z. We denote by G(Qg/) the unitary dual of G(Qg) = Hpe ¢ G(Qp) equipped
with Fell topology. Put Ag . = Zg(R)° ~ R+g. Fix a Haar measure % of G(AS"*) so that
15 (G(Z5')) = 1, and let U be a compact open subgroup of G(AS">).

Consider the algebraic representation & = &, for k = (ki,k2), ki > kp > 3 as in (B3,
and let Dlhﬁg be the holomorphic discrete series of G(R) with the Harish-Chandra parameter

(l1,12) = (k1 — 1, k3 — 2), and whose central character equal to x¢v on Ag,o. We choose the test

hol

1Ly Then we define a measure on
b

function fgr = f¢fu such that fe is a pseudo-coefficient of D

L —

G(Qs) by

(1.1)
~ 1 § : S’ 00 0 hol
10l = ’ cus 13U, 7D ’
HU6DIl, T Vol(G(Q) Ag o \G(A)) - dim & W U mensp(ms Uy o Ditin)0ng,

—

W%,EG(QS/)

where 57@ ¢ 1s a normalized Dirac delta measure supported on 7Tg, with respect to the Plancherel

measure ﬁgl, on G(Qg) (see (@), and for a given unitary representation 7%, of G(Qg),

(1.2) mcusr)(”g’? U, &k, Dlhl(?%z) = Z mcuSP(W)tr(WS,’OO(fU)) : tr(ﬂ'oo(fﬁ))-
rEII(G(A))
TGl =T /’Woo_Dllo,llz

To state the equidistribution theorem, we need to introduce the Hecke algebra C2°(G(Qg/))
which is dense under the map fg +— fsl = [J/”:q/ : g — trmg(fsr)] in a reasonable space
F (@)) consisting of suitable ﬂgl,—measurable functions on @) (see Section 2.3 of [5§]
for that space). Put K, = G(Z,). The spherical Hecke algebra H"(G(Q))) is defined by the
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subalgebra consisting of K ,-bi-invariant functions in C°(G(Qp)). It is well-known that
Hur(G(Qp)) = (C[hal,az,ag | ai,az,a3 €L, az>ay > az > 0]

where hg, 4,45 15 the characteristic function of Kj,diag(p=®',p~2,p* =, p*2~%)K,. For any
k € Z>o we denote by H"(G(Qp))" the C-span of the functions hg, g4, satisfying az < k.

In this paper, we restrict ourselves to U = K(NN) for N € Z~( which is the kernel of the natural
quotient map from G(Z) to G(Z/NZ). Put T(N) = Sps(Q) N K(N). Let ' = {p} for p N. Let

ﬁgl = ]II{’II)}. Then our main theorem is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let {(K(N),&)} be a family of weights and levels so that p{ N, ki > ko > 3
and N + ki 4+ ko—o00. For any f € H"(G(Q)))",

1. m (e} n = /\pl R .
k1+k21-i1-r11\7—>oo 'uK(N)’gﬁ’Dlhbllz (£) Hp (£)
More precisely, there exist constants a,b,a’ and b’ depending only on G such that

(1) (level-aspect) Fix ky,ky. Then for N > p'0%,
’EK(N)vf&’D?f,lzz (f) = ﬁgl(f) +A+ O(pmi%%@(N)N_?))a A= O(PKSO(N)N_2)7
where ¢ stands for Euler’s phi function:
(2) (weight-aspect) Fiz N. Then as ki + ko — o0,
. L pa’n—l—b’
MK(N)é@D?lO,llQ (f) = M;I; ( ) + B1+ By + O((lﬁl Ry 1)(1{31 — 1)(1{32 — 2))7

R

(k1 = 1)(k2 —2)

Remark 1.2. Here the second main terms A, By come from non-semisimple contributions (I2(f)

p

By = O( ((kl—k2+1)(k1+/€2—3))'

)7 BQZO

in Proposition and[6.3), while By comes from semisimple contributions (I3(f) in Proposition
63).

We explain several applications of Theorem [Tl First, we consider the vertical Sato-Tate
theorem which is formulated in terms of the classical setting. Let Si(I'(N), x) be the space of
classical holomorphic Siegel cusp forms of level I'(N) with a central character x : (Z/NZ)* —C*
and weight k = (k1,k2), k1 > ko > 3 (see ([2I2) of Section 2I)). For a prime p 1 N, let T'(p")
be the Hecke operator with the similitude p™ (see Section 22]). Any eigenform with respect to
T(p™) for any non-negative integer n and any prime p { N is called a Hecke eigen cusp form.

Let HER(I'(N), x) be a basis of Si(I'(IV), x) consisting of Hecke eigen forms outside N. Let
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Sk(T(N), x)™ be the subspace of Si(I'(N), x) generated by any Hecke eigen form F outside N
so that mp,, is tempered for any pt N. Put HE(T'(N), x)™ = Sp(T(N), x)"™ N HE(T(N), x)-
For each p { N, we fix a square root X(p)% in C and we write X(p)_% for (X(p)%)_l. For
a Hecke eigen form F € Si(I'(N),x)™, the Satake parameter of mp, at p { N is given by
{aop, aopaip, aopaip, appaipan, . Since a%palpagp = x(p)?, if we let ap, = agp and Bp, =
Qppip, it can be written as {ozlj;’p, 61{5’1)} Then it follows from the temperedness that if we set
_1 _ 1 _1 _ 1

app = appx(p)"2 + aphx ()2, bry = Brpx(p) 77 + Brpx(p)?,

then
arp, bry € [—2,2].

We introduce a suitable measure

tp = folz,y)g (z,9)g, (2,y) - por

on Q= [~2,2] x [~2, 2], where
Fola,y) = <(\/13+\}5)2x2>1<<\/13+\}5)2y2>7 Moo = @;;#\/1_%2\/1_%27

1
gy (z,y) = ; 2 -
(vp+ %) —2<1+%i\/ —%\/1—%>
Note that the denominator of ¢¥(z,y)g™ (z,y) is 22 + y?> —xy(p +p~ ') — 4+ (p+ p~H2. Let
C°(2,R) be the space of R-valued continuous functions on Q. To control non-tempered part of

Sp(T'(N)) we need to assume that (N, 11!) = 1 which might be unnecessary. Then we have

Theorem 1.3. Let pt N, ky > ko > 3, and N + ky + ka—> 00 satisfying (N,11!) = 1. Put
dth(X) = dimSg(T(N), x)™. Then the set

{(app,brp) € Q| F € HER(T(N),x)™}

is pp-equidistributed in 0, namely, for any f € C°(Q,R),

. 1
ey 3 St = [ S

pIN, (N,11)=1 &N FeHEy(D(N),x)tm

It follows immediately from this that
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Corollary 1.4. Let the notation be in Theorem .3 Then

sup  {[Qr : Q] | F € HER(T(N),x)™} = 00

N+kq+kg—ro0
(N,110)=1

where Qp is the Hecke field of F' in Definition [2.1]).

The space Si(I(N), x)™ contains endoscopic lifts from elliptic modular forms which are called
Yoshida lifts. The above corollary is still true even if we restrict F' to be a non-endoscopic lift
but as mentioned before we set a condition on the level so that N is coprime to 11! to control

the conductor under the functoriality:

Corollary 1.5. Let the notation be as above. Then

sup  {[Qr:Q] | F € HEL(T'(N),x)™ : non-endoscopic} = oco.

N+kq+kg—00
(N,111)=1

In the above corollary it is also interesting to remove among HEjy(T'(N), x)™ the lift from
Hilbert modular forms over real quadratic fields and the symmetric cubic lift other than endo-
scopic lifts. We do not treat these two cases in this paper. It is possible to study the former
one by using Base change but the latter one is difficult to analyze and need something beyond
endoscopy.

Next, we consider the distribution of the low-lying zeros of either spinor or standard L-functions
for our family. For simplicity, denote Si(I'(N),1), HER(I'(N),1) by Sg(N), HEy(N), resp. For
F € Sg(N) we denote the non-trivial zeros of L(s,mp,*), * € {Spin, St} by op = & + /=1yp.
We do not assume GRH, and hence vr can be a complex number. Let ¢ be a Schwartz function
which is even and whose transform has a compact support (so ¢ extends to an entire function).
Define

D(rp,¢,%) = ¢ <;—i 10gC&,N> ;
TF

1
where log ¢, v = m FGHEZ(:F(N)) log ¢(F, %) and ¢(F, x) stands for the analytic conductor
k

(see Section [). Then we prove

Theorem 1.6. Let the notations be as in Theorem [L3. Put dyny = dimSg(N). Let ¢ be a
Schwartz function which is even and whose Fourier transform has a support sufficiently smaller

than (—1,1). Then
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) Jm 2 Y DleeéSpin) = 6(0) + 360) = [ o) d,

N4k +ky—oo (
a1 BN pepg (v

where G = SO(even), SO(odd), or O type.
. 1
@) dm e 3 DlEraSs) = d0) - 500) = [ o)W (Sp))da.
(vah=1 2N FEHE(N)
where the corresponding density functions W (G) are

W (SO(even))(z) = 1 + Sigjzx, W(SO(odd))(z) = 1 — Sigf? + 6o(2),
W(0)(z) = 1+ %50(9;), and W(Sp)(z) = 1 — Si;j;”“’

Remark 1.7. We stated our result only for T'(N) for simplicity. In weight aspect we expect that

A B
our result holds for other congruence subgroups such as I'o(N) = { ( > |C =0 (N)}

Remark 1.8. Kowalski-Saha-Tsimerman [35] (in level one case) and M. Dickson [18] considered
weighted one-level density of spinor L-functions of scalar-valued Siegel cusp forms, namely, let
Fi(N) be a basis of the space of Siegel eigen cusp forms of weight k with respect to T'o(N). Then

1 ‘ A
TS s Z wrNED(TE, ¢, Spin) = ¢(0) __¢ /¢ (2) d.
N+k—o0 Z WEF,N,k FEFR(N)
FeFy(N)

where
Va(Am)3 T (k — 5)0(k — 2)| A(F; Bp)[”
VOI(F()(N)\HQ)4<F, F> ’
and F(Z) = Z A(F; T)ezmTr(TZ), So the symmetry type is Sp. Notice that the symmetry type

T>0
18 changed due to the weighted sum.

WE Nk =

Remark 1.9. If we apply the main results in Shin- Templier [59] for G = GSpy, one-level density
is for a family of all cuspidal representations whose infinity types are in the local L-packet con-
sisting of both holomorphic discrete series D}“ﬁ}Q and the large discrete series D}flg;. Hence their
family consists of both holomorphic Siegel cusp forms and non-holomorphic forms. The global
L-packet of a holomorphic Siegel cusp form always contains a non-holomorphic form. However,
there are cuspidal representations with the large discrete series at the infinity whose global L-packet
does not contain any cuspidal representation with a holomorphic discrete series at infinity.

Let §E(N) be the set of isomorphic classes of cuspidal representations with the given infinity

type in the local L-packet {DhOl 18“rgo} Then Shin-Templier showed that

1,027 1,12
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1
k1+ka+N—o00 |SE(N)|

- 1
> Dlrdne) = 9(0) £ 500) = [ o)W (G)a)do.

TESK(N)

where & is according to * = Spin or St, resp. and G is as in Theorem [0 The symmetry type
1 the same because the L-functions of representations in the same L-packet remain the same.
Also we can see that the contribution from endoscopic non-holomorphic forms is negligible, and
wn fact, we expect that it matches with non-semisimple contributions from the geometric side. We

elaborate it more in Section [Tl

Some experts in the trace formula may be wondering why we did not use the stable trace
formula for proving the main theorem. A reason is that even if we use the stable trace formula
for G = GSp4, we would have to take care of the fundamental lemma for Hecke elements under
several transfers which might be feasible, but this gives rise to a conditional result in contrast to
our main theorem. However, the method of the stabilization is still important in our proof. In
fact, our argument of estimating non-semisimple terms is essentially the same as the stabilization.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the correspondence between classical
holomorphic Siegel cusp forms and their adelic forms and their associated cuspidal automorphic
representations of G.Spy. We also recall various subspaces and their dimensions. In Section 3 we
quickly recall the classification of the algebraic representations of GSp4(R) and adjust a central
character to match with the holomorphic discrete series in question.

In Section 4 we give a precise description of the spectral decomposition and residual spectrum
and classification of CAP forms. Even though we consider a pseudo-coefficient of holomorphic
discrete series, there are non-trivial contributions from the residual spectrum and CAP forms. We
also define a normalized (automorphic) counting measures which will be related to the Plancherel
measure with error terms. In Section 5, we estimate the global coefficients, invariant distributions
which are (limit) character formulas of holomorphic discrete series, and orbital integrals for
spherical elements. The geometric side will be decomposed into seven main terms according to
the shape of conjugacy classes. In Section 6, by using results in previous section we estimate
those seven terms. In Section 7, we give a proof of the main theorem. Their interpretation in
terms of classical Siegel modular forms will be given in Section 8. In Section 9, we review the
spinor L-function and the standard L-function of automorphic representations for GGSps whose
infinite component is the holomorphic discrete series and estimate the conductor which shows

up in the functional equation. Then using the main theorem, we can estimate the sum of the



10 HENRY H. KIM, SATOSHI WAKATSUKI AND TAKUYA YAMAUCHI

coefficients of automorphic L-functions. In Sections 10, we apply results of Section 9 to obtain
the one-level density result for degree 4 spin L-functions and degree 5 standard L-functions.

In Section 11 we compare Shin’s work with ours to explain the meaning of the second main
terms in terms of automorphic representations. An analytic property of an infinite sum which is

necessary in Section 10 will be proved in the appendix.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank J. Arthur, P.-S. Chan , M. Miyauchi, R. Schmidt,
S-W. Shin and N. Templier for helpful discussions. This work started when the authors visited
RIMS in Kyoto in February 2015. We also discussed at KIAS in June 2015 and university of
Toronto in September 2015. We thank these institutes for their incredible hospitality.

2. PRELIMINARIES FOR HOLOMORPHIC SIEGEL MODULAR FORMS

In this section, we recall holomorphic Siegel modular forms of genus 2. We refer to [62],
[25] for the classical setting and [8] for the adelic setting. First we fix our notation. For any
commutative ring R with a unit, let M, (R) be the algebra consisting of all square matrices over
R with size n and denote by E,, (resp. 0,) the identity matrix (resp. zero matrix). We write
diag(ay,...,a,) € M,(R) for the diagonal matrix whose entries are a1, ..., a, € R. We also
write ‘X for the transpose of X € M,(R).

We define the generalized symplectic group by

0, E 0, E
ix (72 Plx=vx)| > ), v(X)eGL
e ) —Fy 0

which is a smooth algebraic group scheme over Z. The similitude v defines the character v :

G =GSpy = {X € GLy

G—GL; and defines the symplectic group Sp4 := Ker(v) which is of rank 2.
Let B be the standard Borel subgroup consisting of upper triangular matrices and 17" be the

split diagonal torus in B. For i = 1,2, let P, = M;N; be the parabolic subgroup of G = GSpy

defined by
E2 S a b
A€ GLy,ue GLy p ~GLyxGLy, Ny = S = ,
0 E2 b ¢

{00
e T | E R Y R G )
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det(g)/t
c d

a b
tGGLl,g:< )GGLQ
c d

We sometimes use the theory of elliptic modular forms on the upper half-plane H; with respect

to the following congruence subgroups of SLo(Z):

I''Y(N) ={g € SLy(Z) | g = E> mod N},

r(v) = {g: < Z) € SLy(2)

ré<N>={ =< Z) € SLy(Z)

2.1. Classical Siegel modular forms. Let Hy = {Z € M(C)| 'Z = Z, Im(Z) > 0} be the
Siegel upper half-plane of degree 2. For a pair of non-negative integers k = (k1, ko), k1 > ko > 0,

a—lzczOmodN},

czOmodN}.

we define the algebraic representation A\ of G Lo with the highest weight £ by

Vi = Sym* %28, ® det*2St,,

where Sto is the standard representation of dimension 2 with the basis {e1, es}. More explicitly,

k1—k2
o b
if R is any ring, then Vi (R) = @ Ref1=k2=t ¢h and for g = (a d) € GLa(R), A\i(g) acts on
i=0 ¢
Vi(R) by

g- ell‘“_kri . eé = det(g)kz (aeq + ceg)kl_kri - (ber + deg)i.

We identify Vi(R) with R®F1=F2+1) "and Ai(g) with the representation matrix of \(g) with
respect to the above basis.

We have the action and the automorphy factor J(v, Z) by

(2.1) vZ =(AZ+ B)(CZ+ D)™, J(v,Z)=CZ+ D € GLy(C),

or D an .
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For an integer N > 1, we define a principal congruence subgroup I'(N) to be the group
consisting of the elements g € Sp4(Z) such that g = 1 mod N. For a Vj(C)-valued function F' on
Ha, the action of v € GSpy(R)° is defined by

(2.2) F(2)|Vk = Mv(y)J(v,2) HF(v2).

The algebra of all Sps(R)-invariant differential operators on Hs is isomorphic to C[Q, A], the
commutative polynomial ring of two variables, where 2 is the degree 2 Casimir element, and A
is the degree 4 element. (see Section 5 of [33] for the details and 2 = Ay, A = Ay in the notation
there.) It is easy to see that

(2.3) OF = (ki —1° + (s =2 —5)F,  AF = ((ky ~ 1)(k — 2)°F,

for all Vj(C)-valued holomorphic function F on Hy when ki > ky > 0. When (ki,k2) =
(3,3), (3,1), or (0,0), the two eigenvalues are 0 and 4. It is similar for (k;,3) and (ki,1).
However if ko > 3, then there is no weight other than (k1,k2) itself with the same eigenvalues.
This observation would be related to the sets in (5.8]).

Suppose that k; > 3 and let us introduce the Harish-Chandra parameter (lq,l3) for the
holomorphic discrete series generated by (non-zero) F' of weight (ki,k2). It has the relation
(k1,k2) = (I1 + 1,12 + 2). Then in terms of the Harish-Chandra parameter we rewrite ([23) as

follows:
1
(2.4) QF = E(l% +13 = 5)F, AF = (I1ly)*F.

Let us turn to the general case of ky > ko > 0. For a principal congruence subgroup I'(N), N >
1, we say that a holomorphic function F': Ho—V}(C) is a holomorphic Siegel modular form of
weight (k1, k2) with respect to I'(IV) if it satisfies F|[y], = F' for any v € T'(N). If we further

impose the following condition, we call F' a holomorphic Siegel cusp form:

Jlim FIBI(Z) = 0 for any 7 € Spu(Q)

where 0H3 stands for the boundary of the Satake compactification of Ha. We denote by M, (I'(IV))
(resp. Si(I'(N))) the space of such holomorphic Siegel modular (resp. cusp) forms. The space
Ei(T'(N)) of Eisenstein series is defined by the orthogonal complement of S (I'(N)) in M (I'(IV))

with respect to Petersson inner product. Hence we have

Mp(T(N)) = Sp(T'(N)) & Eg(T(N)).
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By Harish-Chandra (see Theorem 1.7 of [§].) the space My (I'(/V)) is finite dimensional. We will

give an estimation of the dimension of Si(I'(/N)) and of its specific subspace later on.

E; NS

The group I'(N) contains the subgroup consisting of ( > , S =18 € My(Z). Hence for

Ey
a given F' € My(I'(IV)), we have the Fourier expansion

(2.5) F(z)= Y ApTY)e™ U0z - X 4 YVTI € Hs,
TeSym2(Z)>0

o Nl

),a,b,cGZ,

2.2. Hecke operators. We define the Hecke operators on M (I'(IV)) as in [19]: For any positive

Ey 0
= mod N, v(g)=n ;.
g ( 0 (Q)E) (9) }

For m € A, (N), we introduce the action of the Hecke operators on M (I'(IV)) by

where Sym?(Z)>g is the subset of My(Q) consisting of all symmetric matrices (

N Q

which are semi-positive definite.

integer n coprime to IV, let

Ap(N) = {9 € My(Z) N GSps(Q)

S F@)llm) Rl

(2.6) TnF(Z) :=v(m) k
Q€T (N)\[(N)mT'(N)

and for any positive integer n, put

T(n) := T
mel(N)\A,(N)
These actions preserve the space Si(I'(N)). For t; = diag(1,1,p,p), to = diag(1,p,p? p) for
a prime p, put T » := Ty j = 1,2, k € Z>¢ and fix gpil,gpi »i € Spa(Z) so that gpil =
’. J " ) ) ) ) b ). b
diag(p~,1,1,p") mod N and Spi i = diag(p~*,p~",p',p') mod N for each i € Z~¢. Put R, :=
S,

P
that

ipilyip, = pi(k1+k2_6)5pi7pi and note that it commutes with any Hecke operator. Then we see

(2.7)
T(p) =Tip, TP =T 2+ Top+ Ry,

T8, = T(p*) — p*Ry = p(T2p + (1 + p*)Ry),

T22,p = Taiag(1,p2,p1,p2) T (p+ 1)Tdiag(p7p7p37p3) + (p2 - 1)Tdiag(p7p27p3,p2) + (p4 +p° +p+ 1)Rp2'
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The last relation is obtained as follows: First, we note that M € Ty, if and only if r,(M) =1,
where (M) is the rank of M mod p. Then

T3, =Y HKMK)KMEK,
M

where M runs over all double coset representatives of K\A,«(N)/K, and t(K M K) is the number
of left coset representatives A of Ty ,/K such that A='M € Ty, ie., rp(A"'M) = 1. Now M

runs over the following elements;
diag(1,1,p*,p*), diag(1, p, p*, p%), diag(1,p?, p*,p%),
diag(p, p,p°,p*), diag(p,p*,p’, p%), diag(p®, p*,p*, ).
Then we may use the explicit left coset representatives in p.189-190 of [49].

By (1.15), p.435 of [19] we have the following relation:

ST = g”—g, B(t) =1 - PR,
n=0 p

Qp(t) =1=T(p)t +{T(p)*> — T(p*) — pP*Rp}t* — P’ R, T (p)t* + p° R 2t

(2.8)

The finite group Sp4(Z/NZ) ~ Sps(Z)/T(N) acts on M(I'(N)) by F — F|[¥]; if we fix a
lift 4 of v € Spa(Z/NZ). We denote this action by the same notation F|[y];. This action does
not depend on the choice of lifts of 4. The diagonal subgroup of Sp4(Z/NZ) is isomorphic to
(Z/NZ)* x (Z/NZ)* by sending S, 5, := diag(a—!,b7%, a,b) to (a,b) and it also acts on My(I'(N)),
factoring through the action of Sps(Z/NZ). Then we have the character decomposition

(2.9) My(T(N)) = D Mp(T(N), x1, X2),
x1,x2:(Z/NZ)* —CX*

where My (I'(N), x1,x2) = {F € Mi(I'(N)) | F|[Sa1le = x1(a)F and F|[Sqq]r = x2(a)F}. It is

)

easy to see that the Hecke operators preserve My (I'(IV), x1, x2) (cf. [5I]). We should remark that
in order that M (I'(N), x1, x2) # 0, the weight (ki, k2) has to satisfy the parity condition

(2.10) xa(—1) = (-DF+he,
In particular, if N =1 or 2, then Y2 has to be trivial and therefore

(2.11) k1 + ko =0 mod 2.
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Put

My(L(N), x) = &P My(T(N), x1,x)

(2.12) X1:(Z/NL)X —Cx
Se(I'(N), x) = My(T(N), x) N S (T (V).

Throughout this paper, we assume this parity condition (2I0) for F'. Let

F(z)y= > Ap(T,Y)e™ 5 0TX) ¢ MUT(N),x), Z=X+Y VT,
TGSym2(Z)ZO

be an eigenform for all T(p’), pt N, i € N with eigenvalues Ap(p'), i.e.,
T(p")F = Ap(p')F.

By (2.8) we have the following relation:

P
Z)‘F v Qiz((?) Prp(t) = 1= p" 'x(p)t*,
n=0 ’

Qrp(t) =1=Ar()T + {Ar(p)® — Ar(0®) — p" 'x(p)H* — x(0)P"Ar(D)t* + X (p)?p*t’

where 1 = k1 + k2 — 3. Then we define the partial spinor L-function of F' by

(2.13)

LY (s,spin, F) HQF’I’ )

Definition 2.14. We define the Hecke field Qr of F' by
Qr = QAr(®), x;(p), j = 1,2 for pt N and i > 0).

It is well-known (cf. [62]) that Qp has a finite degree over Q since My(I'(N)) has a Q-
structure Ly which is preserved by Hecke actions and the Hecke algebra inside Endg(Lq) is
finitely generated.

2.3. Adelic forms. For a positive integer N, let K (V) be the group consisting of the elements
g € GSpy(Z ) such that g = F4 mod N. Then we see that I'(N) = Sps(Q)NK(N) and v(K(N)) =
1+ NZ. Then it follows from the strong approximation theorem for Sp, that

215)  G(A) = ][] GQGR)TdE(N)= [] G(Q)Za(R)"Sps(R)d,K(N)
e (M)

where d, is the diagonal matrix such that (d,), = diag(a,a,1,1) if p|N, (d,), = E4 otherwise.
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Let I := Ezy/—1 € Hy and U(2) = Stabg,,®)([). For any open compact subgroup U of
GSps(Z) we let A (U)° denote the subspace of functions ¢ : GSps(Q)\GSps(A)—V;(C) such
that

(1) P(guus) = )\E(J(uoo,l)_l)gb(g) for all g € G(A), uw € U, and ux € U(2)AG o,
(2) for h € G(Ay), the function

én s Ho—Vi(C), on(Z) = dn(gool) := Me(J (goos 1)) P(hgoo)

is a holomorphic function where Z = gool, goo € Spa(R) (note that this definition is
independent of the choice of go),

(3) for g € G(A), ¢(ng)dn = 0 for any parabolic Q-subgroup R and dn is the
Nr(Q)\Nr(A4)
Haar measure on Nr(Q)\Ng(A).

We define similarly Ax(U) by omitting the last condition ([B)). Let I'(N)q := Sps(Q) N
d;'K(N)d,. Note that I'(N), = I'(N) for each a. Then we have the isomorphism
(2.16) AK(N)) = P Mp(T(N)o), ¢+ (¢d,)a-
1<a<N

(a,N)=1

We also have the isomorphism

(2.17) AE(N))° = P SiT(V)a) = P Sul(V)),
(a1 (@M1

as well (cf. [§] for checking the cuspidality). We should note that it follows from the condition

(1) to be an automorphic form that

(2.18) d(9200) = zo_o(lirk?)(b(g), g€ G(A), 200 € AG.o-

Now we restrict the isomorphism (ZI6]) to specific subspaces, using the character decomposition
@39). Given two Dirichlet characters y; : (Z/NZ)*—C*, i = 1,2, associate the characters
X; : A —C* via the natural map A7 _“&? /Qso = ZX—(Z/NZ)*.

Define x : T'(Ay)—C* by

X (diag(+, x, ¢, d)) = x}(d""¢)x5(d).

Choose F' = (F,) from RHS of ([2.I6) which satisfies F|[S. ]y = (Ful|[S::]k) = (x2(2)Fa) =
x2(2)F and F|[S;1]r = x1(2)F. If we write g € G(A) as g = 72o0dagock € G(A) and take
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zr € T(Ay), then define the automorphic function attached to F' by

(2.19) or(92s) = Me(J (9, 1)) Fulgoo X (25).

Then this gives rise to the isomorphism of the subspaces

A(K(N),X) = @ Mr(T(N)a, x1, X2)-

The central character of any element in Ay (K (), x) is given by x2 and hence Ay(K(N),1) ~

b B MOWW)axi, ).

T 1<a<N
X1€(Z/NT)* (o n)=1

Remark 2.1. Note that My(T'(N)) is embedded diagonally into EB My(T'(N)q). So given
(a1

a cusp form F € My(T'(N)), we obtain ¢p € Ap(K(N)) which under the isomorphism (216]),

corresponds to (F, ..., F), and ¢ gives rise to a cuspidal representation wp. Conversely, given

a cuspidal representation m of GSps(A), there exists N > 0 and ¢ € A(K(N)) which spans .

Under the isomorphism (2.16), ¢ corresponds to (Fa)(lf,z%fzj\g' For any a, let T, be the cuspidal

representation associated to F,. Then m and wp, have the same Hecke eigenvalues for pt N, and

hence they are in the same L-packet.

We now study the Hecke operators on Ay (K (NN)) and its relation to classical Hecke operators.
Let ¢ be an element of Ay (K(N)) and F' = (Fy), be the corresponding element of RHS via the
above isomorphism (2.I6]). For any prime p{ N and o € G(Q) N T(Q,), define the Hecke action

with respect to «
(2.20) Tog(g) 12/ (K (N)paK (N)p] @ Lge(nyp ) (95)9(997)dgy
G(Ay)

where dg; is the Haar measure on G(Ay¢) so that vol(K) = 1. Here K(N), is the p-component
of K(N) and K(N)P is the group consisting of all elements of K(N) with trivial p-component.
Here [K(N),aK(N),] stands for the characteristic function of K (N),aK(N),. Then by using

(Z15) and (Z20)), we can easily see that

_ k1+ko—3

(2.21) v(e) ToF(Z) = ()" Ty-16(9),

where g = 120094900k as above and Z = gl (cf. Section 8 of [43]). From this relation, up to the
k1+k
factor of v(a) 2 -3, the isomorphism (ZI6) preserves Hecke eigenforms in both sides.
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Conversely, let F' € Si(I'(IV)) be a Siegel cusp form which is a Hecke eigenform. Then it is easy
to see that ¢ = (F'), is an eigenform in EB Si(I'(N),). Hence we have the Hecke eigenform
o
¢ in Ag(K(N)) corresponding to F'. We denote by mp the automorphic cuspidal representation
associated to F' via ¢.

To end this subsection we give an estimation of the dimension of each space which immediately

follows from [63], [64]:

Proposition 2.2. For any k = (k1,k2), k1 > ko >3 and N, as N + ki + ky — oo,

(1) dlmSE(F(N)) ~C- Nlo(k’l — 1)(1432 — 2)(1431 — ko + 1)(1431 + ko — 3),
(2) dimAy (K (N))® ~ C - o(N)N©(ky — 1)(ks — 2) (k1 — ko + 1)(k1 + ks — 3),

(3) dimSy(T(N), x) ~ C' - X550k = 1)(ka = 2) (ks — k2 + 1) (k1 + by — 3),

(4) dimAg(K(N),x)° ~ C - N'(ky — 1) (kg — 2)(k1 — kg + 1)(k1 + k2 — 3),

where C' is a positive constant which is independent of k and N.

Proof. First we assume ko > 5 and treat the cases (1) and (2). Then one can apply Theorem
3, 4 of [63] in case N = 1,2, and Theorem 7.3 of [64] in case N > 3 for (j, k) = (k1 — ko, k2).
If ks = 3 or 4, the argument in Section 5 of [30] shows the above dimension formulas is still
validity for k2 > 3 up to the difference comes from dim My, 1 1(I'(V)) which occurs in case
ko = 3. By Proposition and ] we will see that dim My, _; 1(I'(IV)) = o(dimSk(I'(N))) as
k1 + ko + N — oo. Hence we have the claim. The second claim follows from (217]).

For (3),(4), consider a normal subgroup of Sp4(Z) defined by

I'(N) = {7 € Spa(Z) | (v mod N) € (Z/NZ)*Ey}.
By Theorem 3.2 of [64] the main term contributing to the dimension is
[Spa(Z) : T'(N)] (k1 — 1) (k2 — 2) (k1 — k2 + 1) (k1 + k2 — 3)
up to an absolute constant. Hence we have the assertion since

[Spa(Z) : T'(N)] = ¢(N)}[Spa(Z) : T(N)].
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2.4. The infinity component of 7. Let F' be a Hecke eigenform in Si(I'(/V)) with the asso-
ciated cuspidal representation T = Tp o ® ®;,7TF7p of GSps(A). We assume that ky > ko > 3.
Then 7r o is a unitary tempered representation in the discrete spectrum and its minimal K-type
is (k1,k2) = (I1 + 1,12 + 2), where (l1,1l2) is the Harish-Chandra parameter in the holomorphic
discrete series. Under the condition [y > Iy > 0, the discrete series with the Harish-Chandra
parameter (l1,[3) is unique up to isomorphism as (g, K )-cohomology where g stands for the com-
plexification of Lie(Sps(R)) and K = U(2). Let Dlhl‘?}Q be the holomorphic discrete series of
GSp4(R) with Harish-Chandra parameter (I1,l2) as above and its central character is given by
2 g Rk — p—hi—l=3 oy AG oo > Ryg. If we want to insist on the minimal K-type (ki, ko) in-
stead of the Harish-Chandra parameter (l1,l2), the holomorphic discrete series in question would

be denoted by D,E;’lb. Hence we have

hol

TrF,OO ~ Dlth.

Note that both of central characters coincide on Ag o because of ([2.I8]).

3. ALGEBRAIC REPRESENTATIONS OF GSp4(R)

In this section we quickly recall algebraic representations of GSpys(R). This is necessary to fix
the central characters of the representations associated to classical Siegel modular forms.

Recall G = GSpy and put Gy = Spy. Let T be the split maximal diagonal torus of Gy and
Kj be the maximal compact subgroup of Go(R). Let & = (£,V) be an irreducible algebraic
representation of GSp4(R). We have a decomposition Lie(G(R)) = 3 @ Lie(Go(R)) where 3 ~ R
is the center of Lie(G(R)). The infinitesimal action of Lie(G(R)) on V uniquely determines &
since there exists a sufficiently small, open neighborhood of GSps(R) at the origin in Euclidean
topology whose Zariski closure is GSp4(R). It follows from this and the classification of all
algebraic representations for Spy (cf. Section 16.2 of [21]) that

(3.1) E~V°® pap, CEL

where v : GSps—GLy is the similitude and p, is a unique irreducible algebraic representation
of G(R) with highest weight (a,b) € Z?,a > b > 0. It is clear that the compact torus U(1) x U(1)
in U(2) is Zariski dense in Ty(C) via U(2) ~ K. Hence the algebraic character of Ty is completely
determined by the action of the diagonal compact torus U(1) x U(1). It follows from this that

Papl K, contains V,p) (see Section LT] for the notation). The central character of & is given by
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diag(z, z, z, z) + 22 (@0 by @I). By Weyl’s dimension formula (see (24.19) in p.406 of [21]),
(a—=b+1)(a+b+3)(a+2)(b+1)

(3.2) dim¢ = dim p,p = G )
Put §.qp = V° ® pap. We usually consider
(3.3) §k = &3k -3ko—3, k= (k1,k2), k1 > k2 >3

and then the central character of its dual £’ coincides on Ag o with one of D}gf},m. Note that

dime _ (k‘l — ko + 1)(]{31 + k‘26— 3)(%1 — 1)(%2 — 2) _ (fl — fg)(fé + 52)5152 _ %d( ]};f}kz)’

where d(D,};;’}kz) = (01 — l2) (€1 + £2)l145 is the formal degree of D,};f}kz.

4. SPECTRAL DECOMPOSITION AND AUTOMORPHIC COUNTING MEASURES

In this section as Shin did in [58], we introduce measures related to several automorphic forms
to look carefully inside the spectral side. This is necessary to extract only holomorphic forms
from Arthur’s trace formula. It will be clear later on. However in order to do that, we have to
use a single pseudo-coefficient in the trace formula and it causes defects which never appear in
the setting of [58]. Namely, non-semisimple orbit contributions arise from the geometric side.

Let us first fix a measure on G(A). For any finite prime p, let p, be the Haar measure on
G(Qp) so that p,(G(Z,)) = 1. Let po be the Euler-Poincaré measure (see Section 2 of [58]).

Then the product measure u = H ip on G(A) is compatible with the point counting measure
p=oo
on G(Q) and the Lebesgue measure on Ag and therefore it defines the quotient measure i on

G(Q)AG.oo\G(A) = G(Q)\G(A)! where G(A)! = {g € G(A) | [v(g)|a = 1}. Tt follows that

(4'1) G(A) = G(A)l X AG,OO7 9= (gfvgoo) = ((gf7goo’V(g)’&1)7 ’V(goo)‘))

and clearly G(A)! D G(Q).

4.1. Spectral decomposition. For a quasi-character x (which is not necessarily unitary) on
AG oo we define L2 := L?(G(Q)\G(A),x) as the space of C-valued functions on G(A) which
are square integrable modulo Ag o with respect to the measure x, left G(Q)-invariant, and
transform under Ag o by x. Here “square integrable modulo Ag " means that the integral
over G(Q)\G(A)! is square integrable which makes sense because of (@I]). The regular action
of G(A) decomposes the Hilbert space L?(G(Q)\G(A),x) into the discrete spectrum and the

continuous one. Then
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dlSC( (Q\G( ) ) Lgusp( (Q)\G( ) )GBL?es( (Q)\G(A)7X)

For % € {disc, cusp, res}, let

L= L}(G(Q\G(A @ me(m

where m, () is the multiplicity of 7 in L2(G(Q\G(A), x).
We review the residual spectrum of GSpy in [32]:

Ls(G(Q\G(A), x) = L*(B) @ L*(P1) ® L*(Py).

Then
EB J ,TRM),
(mm)
where 7 runs over cuspidal representations of GLy(Ag) with the trivial central character such
that L(%, m) # 0, and 7 runs over grossencharacters of Aé such that n2, = x, and J (%, T®mn) is
the unique quotient of Ind%ﬂ det |% @ .
Similarly,
= EB J(I,n®mr),
(n,7)
where 7 runs over nontrivial quadratic characters of Aa, and 7 runs over monomial cuspidal
representations of GLa(Aqg) such that 7 ~ 7 ® n, and nw, = x, and J(1,7 ® ) is the unique
quotient of Ind%, 7| - | ® .
Finally,

Lz(B) = J(pB,X(l, 1):“)) ® @ J(el’X(V7 1/,,u)),

v
where v runs over nontrivial quadratic characters and u? = x. Here J(ppg, x(1,1, 1)) is the unique
quotient of IndGx (1,1, 1) @ exp({pp + pp, Hp( ))), and J(e1, x(v, v, 1)) is the unique quotient of
IndGx(v,v, 1) ® exp({e1 + pp, Hp( ))), which is the Langlands quotient of Ind,| - | ® o, where
o= Indg‘&x(y, U, 1h).

Any local component of a representation in the residue spectrum is known to be non-tempered

(cf. [66]). Recall that Dgf}b is tempered for k1 > ko > 3. Therefore

HomG(R) (Dl}flilkgv L?os) = 0.
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4.2. Special cohomological representation of GSp4(R). As we will see in Section [£.5] the

hol

Il Ay be non-vanishing for

trace of a pseudo-coefficient of a holomorphic discrete series D

D}“ﬁ}wwll, and 1, where 1 is the trivial representation of G(R), and w; is a certain unitary
representation defined as follows: For [ > 2, it is the induced representation Indgf()m

}qu ?ﬂ(aﬂfr)w Spa (R)\ -|sgn x D;", where D;" is the holomorphic discrete

series of SLy(R) with minimal K-type [.

wy, where

wy is the Langlands quotient of Ind

By the classification of the residual spectrum, 1 occurs as an infinity component of residual

spectrum from the Borel subgroup:

(42) Homg(R) (1, L2)K(N) = HOng(R) (1, L2(B))K(N) = @ C.

x€(Z/NZ)*
x2=1

One can see easily that there are no cuspidal representations with the infinity component 1: If
F' is such a form, then clearly, QF = 0 for any differential operator. This is clearly not possible.
(Or one can see from strong approximation theorem that G(Q)G(R) is dense in G(A). Hence if 1
is the infinity component of an automorphic representation, the automorphic representation has
to be 1.)

The special unitary representation w; occurs as the infinity component of residual spectrum
of Klingen parabolic subgroup, and CAP forms of weight (I + 1,1) from the Klingen parabolic
subgroup (Proposition [4.4]). It is non-tempered. Hence

Homg g (wiy, L2 KN = Homg () (wiy s L2(Po)) K@) s @ E(lkl,l)(F(N)a)a
a€(Z/NZ)*

where E(lkl,kg)(F(N )) is the space of Klingen Eisenstein series of weight (k1, k2).

Proposition 4.1. For any k1 > ko > 1,
dim Ej, 1,1 (C(N)) = O(k1N®) as ki + N — oo.

Proof. Put Py = P, N Spy (Recall that P, is Klingen parabolic in GSp4). Put 7 : P,—SLy be
the projection to SLs-factor of the Levi subgroup of Py. Let I'(1) = [[, I'(N)M\P5(Z) be the
double coset decomposition and <I>}\ be the associated Siegel ®-operator for each M.

First we assume that ks > 4. By a similar argument in the proof of Proposition 2.1 in [I], one
has an injective linear map which is Hecke equivariant outside N:

®: Bl oy CN)— [ Sk (02), F = (B1(F)x
A
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where Ty = 7(My\PsM ' NT(N)) ~ 7(M,'T(N)My N Py) = #(I'(N) N Pj) = I''(N). By
multiplicity one theorem for elliptic newforms, @}\(F) is independent of A which means the
composition of ® with any projection to the A-th component is still injective. Summing up, we

have
dim By, 1,1 (C(N)) < dim Sy, (T (V).

Since dim Sy, (TY(N)) = O(k;N3) as k1 + N — 0o, we have dimE(lk1 kz)(F(N)) = O(k N3).
Next we assume that 1 < ko < 4. Let E4 be the Siegel Eisenstein series of weight 4 with
respect to I'(1) = Sp4(Z). By multiplying E; we have an injective linear map E(lk1 kQ)(F(N)) —

1
Bl 44 ka44)

(I'(N)). Then we may apply the previous argument. O
4.3. Classification of endoscopic forms. In this section we study endoscopic forms in Si(I'(V))
and give an estimation of the dimension of the space S;™(I'(/V)) generated by such forms.
For simplicity we work on adelic forms instead of classicz;l forms. We write A" (I'(IV))° for
the adelic version of Sp"(I'(V)) via the isomorphism (Z.IT7). We will freely use the results
in [48]. The endoscopic lift in our situation is a functorial lift from the endoscopic group
H = GSO(2,2) to GSps. Note that GSO(2,2) ~ (GLs x GL2)/{(z,27') : 2 € GL1}, and
GSO(4) ~ (D* x D*)/{(2,27 %) : z € GL,}, where D is a quaternion division algebra over Q.
Hence a cuspidal representation of GSO(2,2) (resp. GSO(4)) can be written as (m,m2), where
71,9 are cuspidal representations of GLy (resp. D*) with the same central characters. When

we lift a pair of elliptic new forms of weights > 2, it is known that

(1) if the lift factors through GSO(4) via Jacquet-Langlands correspondence, then it has to
be a holomorphic discrete series at infinity, and
(2) if the lift does not factor through GSO(4), then the lift can not be a holomorphic discrete

series at infinity (it is a large discrete series).

Since we are interested in holomorphic Siegel forms, only the first case can happen.

For any reductive group G over Q, we denote by II(G(A)) the set consisting of the isomorphism
classes of cuspidal automorphic representations of G(A).

Let II(7) be the global packet for GSp4 constructed from a cuspidal representation 7 of H(A)
via theta lift due to Roberts [48]. Put ry = k1+ky—2 and r9 = k1 —ko+2. By adjusting the central
character, we may assume that any element of Il(7) is realized in the space L%, (G(Q)\G(A), x¢v)

cusp
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for £ = &. Then we see that

(4.3)
AP (KNP =vol KO Y Y m(I(I (L), m() € {0.1)
TEII(H (A)) I1ell(r)
Too™~Dry ®Dry HoogD]l;:(l)l,kz

where 1 (y) = charg(y). Note that s -7 2 7 (s interchanges the two components) because of
the infinite type and r; # ro. We shall describe the RHS more precisely. For II € II(7), let 11y
be the set of every places v of Q so that I, ~ Oggo() (") where GSO(4) ~ (D x DY)/Qf
for a unique quaternion division field over Q, and 6 is the local theta lift from GSO(4) to GSpy.
Note that 7, is necessarily square integrable. We write 7 = (71, m3) for 7 € II(H) where each m;
is a cuspidal automorphic representation of GLy(A) such that wy, = wg,. For such a 7, let T} be
the set of all places of Q so that both of 7, and 72, are square integrable.

By Theorem 8.5 of [48] and Theorem 8.1,8.2 of [24], if m(II) = 1, then for each II € II(7), 7 =
(1, m2), there exists a definite quaternion algebra D over Q such that 7 is in the image of Jacquet-
Langlands correspondence from GSO(D)(A) and the set of ramified places of D is given exactly
by 111 = T and

(1) for each v € T,
(a) if 0/F = m1 4, = M4, then O(c X o) = §(c X o) is the unique non-generic direct factor
of Ig(z (1, o’ where Q(Z) stands for the Klingen parabolic subgroup,
(b) if w1, # mau, then @(77‘1]{;) X 7r‘2H;,) = H(Wf;, X 7r‘2H;,) is a non-generic supercuspidal
representation,
(2) for each v ¢ T, one of 7, and 7, has to be a principal series representation and
(a) if 7, is square integrable and g, = m(x,X’) for unitary characters x,x’ so that
Wry, = XX5 then 0(m1, W 7m2,) = Jpyy(T1,0 ® x~', %) is a non generic Langlands
quotient of Ip(y)(71y ®@x 1, x) where P(Y') stands for the Siegel parabolic subgroup,
(b) if w1, = w(x1, X)) and w2, = 7(x2, x5) for unitary characters x;, x; so that x1x] =
X2X5, then 0(m1, ®7ma.,) = Ind%G(xh/X1, X2/X15 X1)-

In each case the local L-packets are given as follows (see Section 8 of [13] for (1) and Section 6.6
of [13] for (2)):
(1) (a) {7, 7~} where 7" (resp. 7~) is the unique generic (resp. non-generic) direct factor
of IQ(Z)(L O'JL),
(b) {7 T :=0(m1,p W moy), 7 = 0(7?‘1]7L X 71‘2]%,)},
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(2) (a) {mT,7~ = Jpyy(mip ® X1, %)} where 7T is the unique generic direct factor of
Ipey (T, @ X1 ),
(b) {Ind%(xh/x1,x2/x1;x1)} (the packet is singleton).
For a principal congruence subgroup K (N) we put K (N) = H(A;) N K(N). For a finite place
v = p, of Q, put N, = pgrd“(N). 1. Then by Théorem
3.2.3 of [20], (1K(N)U,N1)_21KH(N)U) is a transfer pair for each finite place v. We now apply

From now suppose that (N,11!) =

the (endoscopic) local character identities (Proposition 6.9 of [I3] for the L-packets in (2) and
Proposition 8.2 for the L-packets in (1)) with the transfer pair (1K(N)U,N1)_21KH(N)U) for each
finite placev, the RHS of (@3] is bounded by

RHS < vol(K(N)™' ) > m(ID)tr(Iy (1 (w)))
TEII(H (A)) IIell(T)
TSP Bl e ppel, D)
< vol(BE(WN)™H > 2N (e )
TEI(H(A))

Too™Drq ®Dry

< vol(K(N))"'N=2*vol(KH (N))dimS,, (I''(N)) x dimS,.,(T''(N))
< (rp —1)(rg — 1)N%F¢
Since dimS*(I'(N)) = gp(N)_ldimAzn(F(N))", we have

Theorem 4.2. dimSP™(I'(NV)) = O((k1—ko+1) (k1 +ko—3)N3€) as N+ky+ky — oo, (N, 11!) =
1.

4.4. Classification of CAP forms. In this section, we classify CAP forms. We say F'is a CAP
form associated to a parabolic subgroup P if mp is a CAP representation associated to P in the
sense of [22]. Such a representation is completely classified by [46],[61], [54].
For holomorphic Siegel modular CAP forms of weight k1 > ko > 1, it turns out that
(1) in the case when (ki, k2), ko > 2, it has to be a CAP form associated to Siegel parabolic
subgroup and k; = ko;
(2) in the case when ko = 2, we must have k1 = ko = 2 and it can be a CAP form associated
to any parabolic subgroup;
(3) in the case when (k1,k2) = (1,1), it can be a CAP form associated to Borel or Klingen
parabolic subgroup, but not Siegel parabolic subgroup;
(4) in the case when k; > ko = 1, it has to be a CAP form associated to Klingen parabolic
subgroup.
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In [51], one can see several examples regarding to the second case. In the third case Weissauer
proved that any (Hecke eigen) Siegel modular forms of weight one with respect to I'og(V) is CAP
(see [69]), but it is still open whether it is also the case for I'(N). In the case (4), it will be
proved in Proposition 4] that any (Hecke eigen) Siegel modular forms of weight (k1,1) k; > 3
is always a CAP form associated to Klingen. We expect that it holds even if k1 = 2 but in this
case we cannot use the geometric argument and thus we might have to rely on the classification
of representations for GSpys. Once Arthur’s conjectural classification in [6] is completed, then our
expectation would be true since it is known to be non-tempered at infinity by [47].

Consider the first case k1 > ko > 2. We first observe that k1 = ko by the argument in p.225 of
[54] and hence put k := ky = k. In this case the central character of mp should be a square of a
character and by twisting we may assume that it is trivial. R. Schmidt completely characterized
any holomorphic CAP form associated to P; (see Theorem 3.1 of [54].) by constructing a lift
from a cuspidal automorphic representation 7 of PGLy(A). Schmidt’s construction can be a
functorial lift by the local Langlands conjecture established by [23] (see Remark 3.2-(a) of [54]).
To characterize 7p by using the completed L-function (product over all places), we have to
carefully look at the behavior at bad places since weak equivalence does not characterize F
except for the case of level one.

Let S ,f "(I'(N)) be the space generated by Hecke eigen cusp forms of parallel weight & which
are CAP associated to P;. We now try to estimate the dimension of this space. Let .A,Ijl (T'(N))°
be the adelic version of § ,f Y(T'(N)) via (2I7). To do this we carefully check the behavior of the
levels under the functorial lift constructed by Schmidt. As is done for endoscopic lifts we work
on adelic forms.

Since any CAP representation associated to the Siegel parabolic subgroup can be regarded
as a cuspidal representation of PGSpys(A) by Theorem 2.1 of [46], we first assume that any
representation in question has the trivial central character.

Let A(w) := A(m, 1) be a candidate of the global A-packet for PGSps constructed from a
cuspidal representation 7 of PGL2(A) due to Schmidt [54] and Section 4,5 of [22] (they studied
the same A-packets in conjunction with Waldspurger’s local packers, cf. Section 3 of [54]). We
will use A(7) as a tool to describe the dimension of AL’ (K (N),1)° := AL (D(N))°NAg(T(N), 1)°
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and do not care whether this packet satisfies desirable properties. Then we see that

(44)  dimAJ(K(N),1)° =vol(K(N))™" > > mItr (T (Lgeny)),

rEN(PGLy(A))  TEA(r)

Too=Dag_2 Hm:D}éilkz

where m(II) € {0,1}. We study the RHS more precisely. For © € II(PGL2(A)), let Sy be the set
of all places v of Q such that m, is square integrable.

By Theorem 3.1 of [54], for each IT € TI(7) with m(II) = 1, there exists a subset S C Sy such
that II = II(7 ® 7g) and (—1)1° = £(1/2,7) and

(1) if v ¢ S, then II, is the unique, non-tempered irreducible quotient Q(| - |*/x, |- |~1/?)
see Proposition 5.5.1 o of In |M4m x| - |71/#) where Pj is the Siegel parabolic
Proposition 5.5.1 of f Indg, (|- [*/2 1/2) where P is the Siegel paraboli
subgroup,
(2) if v € S\ {oo}, then I, = SK (7)) = ((m)" ® St’)*) is a non-generic (tempered)
cuspidal representation, and

(3) if v = oo, then Tloe = D9

Put U = K(N) (resp. U' = KY(N)) and let U, (resp. U}) be the v-component of U (resp.
U'). In the first case, by using Iwahori decomposition with respect to P, = M;N; so that
Uy = (U, N N{)(U, N M) (U, N Ny) we see that (I1,)Y ~ (IT,x,)Y*"M1 | where II,y, is the
Jacquet module of II, (see the argument of the proof of Theorem 2.1 of [43] though it might be
well-known for experts). By using explicit semisimple decomposition of II, y, in the Table A.3,
p. 273 of [49] we have that tr(Il,(1y,)) < 3tr(m,(1y1)) in the first case (1).

In the second case the packet is L-packet and it consists of {7~ := O((xJF' & St’M)*), 7+ =
0((m, X St)*)}. Therefore one can apply the previous argument in the case of endoscopic lifts.
To bound (A3]) we additionally count admissible representations II' obtained from II in II(7)
by switching the non-generic representation 7~ with the generic representation 7+ at the finite

places v in the case (2). Therefore we have
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vol(K(N))™H > > > t(My(lgyy)

rEN(PGLy(A))  TEA(r) ScSn

Too=Dop_2 Hoogp}étlﬂkz e(1/2,m)=(—DISI

vol(K(N)™H Y > > {1l + e (L))}

TEN(PGLy(A))  TEA(r) SCSn

Too=Dop_2 Hoogp}étlﬂkz e(1/2,m)=(—DISI

vol(K(N)™H Y > I3 ;)
v S

rEll(PGLy(A)) SCSn
Too=Doj_o  e(1/2,7)=(—1)I5]

X H 2N, %tr((m, X St)(1xu (ny,))
veS\{oo}

Vol(K (V) 12PN N2l I H () ) o (V)M dimnSog_o(K (V) x [P(N) : T(V)]
kN7+€

Note that [['{(N) : T1(N)] comes from

dimStH (V) = dim (SR N KGN/ K (Vo) — i (Cugen KOO/ K No) — [KL(N,) - KL(N,)]

where vpey is @ new vector of St. Summing up we have

Theorem 4.3.

dimS (D(N)) = O(kNT*e)

as N +k — oo, (N,11) = 1.

Proof. It follows from

dimS;* (D(N)) = O(dimS (T(N), 1)p(N)) = O(dim A (K(N),1)°) = O(kN"*9).

Next we consider the case k1 > 3 and ko = 1. First of all we prove the following:

Proposition 4.4. Let £k > 3 and N > 1 be integers.

Then any Siegel cusp form F of weight

(k, 1) with respect to T'(N) which is a Hecke eigenform is a CAP form associated to the Klingen

parabolic subgroup, and its associated cuspidal representation has the infinity type wy_q.

Proof. By [T], 7Fclsp,r) has the component which is isomorphic to wy_1. (In [A7], wi 1

is denoted as L(k — 1,1).) Since it is the Langlands quotient of Ind

Spa(R)

+
Pg(R)ﬂSp4(R)| +|sgn x D,

H?((LieSps(R), K),wj_1 ® §(vk 3)) 7 0 by a direct calculation with Proposition 3.1 of [9, p.36].
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For p 1 N, let Sat,(mp) be the set of all Satake parameters of 7, which take the values in
LGSpy = GSps(C). By Theorem 24.1 of [39] (see also Theorem 7.5-(4) of [38]), there exists an
elliptic new form f of weight k£ with level dividing a power of NV such that

Saty(mr) = {p" 0y, p"?Bp, p~ 20, L p 2B, 1Y

for all p t N, where {ay, 3,} is the Satake parameters of 7 ,. This means that 7 is weakly

Spa(A)
P2(A)NSpa(A)

parabolic subgroup. O

equivalent to Ind | - |sgn x 7y and hence F' is a CAP form associated to the Klingen

By Proposition 4], if F is any Siegel cusp form of weight (k,1), k& > 3 with respect to I'(N)
which is a Hecke eigenform, then 7 is a CAP representation associated to P> and then it follows
from [61] that mF can be obtained by a theta lifting from a Hecke character for an imaginary
quadratic field. In [68], Weissauer computed the dimension of S(3;)(I'(IV)) but his calculation
works for any weight (k,1) with & > 3 (just replace 0(K,2,aN;) with §(K,k — 1,aNy) in his
notation).

For an imaginary quadratic field K let O be the ring of integers, w(K') the cardinality of the
units in Ok, Dk the fundamental discriminant of K, and 6k the different of K/Q. For an ideal
f C Ok, let Ex; be the units in Ok congruent to 1 modulo §. Clearly |Ek f| divides 6. For an
integer k > 2 and an ideal § C Ok, define §(K, k, ) to be 1 if (Ex5)F = {1} and 0 otherwise. For
a fixed K and a positive integer IV, put

M) = [ o
p|N

split in K

For an ideal a C Ok put N(a) = |Ok/a|. For K, N, and a, put

p(a, N, K) == N(@)’ [0 = Np))Nu(K)* [ a-p7".
pla p|N1(K)

Then we have the following
Proposition 4.5. For k > 3, the following equality hold:

dimS .1y (T(N) = % DO Kk —1,aN1(K))|Ex any (1) |p(a, N, K)
K M a

where K runs over all imaginary quadratic field so that 9%{|N and M all divisor of N whose

all prime divisors are inert. The last summation runs over all ideal a C O dividing 6(K, M, N)
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where

O(K,M,N) := H p2[0rdb(NM)/2}—0rdp(M).

pCK
non—split

By using this we have
Proposition 4.6. The notation being as above. Then for any e > 0,
dimS 1) (I'(N)) = O(N%%¢) as N — 0.
Proof. The trivial bound is w(K) < 6, |Ef | < 6. By definition, N1 (K) < % and then

II a-prH<]Ja-pH=¢a™!

p|N1(K)

If p is inert, N(p) = p?, where p = p is a rational prime. If p is ramified, N(p) = p, where p = p.

4

Since 1 —p~2 <1 —p~%, one has

H(l — N(a)™?) < H(l —p H=¢c)
pla p
Hence

p(a, N, K) < ((4)"2N*D N(a)*.

If p is inert and p|N, then 2[ord,(NM)/2] — ord,(M) < ordy(N). If p is ramified, then p|N and
ordy,(M) = 0 by definition. Hence

a 4 1—4 2 2
D AU 7 (D B plon N K) < NUDRH| 3o | | 32 d

d|D? d| -2
| K ‘DK

= N'D o9(Dic)oa(pe) < NOTD2e,
lie
The sum over M is majorized by d(N). Since h(K) < D;; ,

3.,
dim Sg 1y (T(N)) < NOd(N) Y D2 < NO*,
Dg|N
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4.5. Automorphic counting measures. Let S’ be a finite set of rational primes. Let & = ¢
be an irreducible algebraic representation of G(R) with the highest weight (ki,k2) satisfying
ki > ko > 3 as in B3], and Dlhl‘?}2 be the holomorphic discrete series of G(R) with the Harish-
Chandra parameter (Iy,ly) = (k1 — 1, ko — 2) and whose central character equals Xev on Ag oo
Here xgv is the central character of £¥. We fix a pseudo-coefficient fe € C°(G(R),&Y) (cf. [17],
[2, p.266], or [3, p.161]), so that

tr (oo (fe)) = (_1)Q(G(R)) = —1, Too = D}

l1,l27

where ¢(G(R)) = dim G(R)/Aq U (2) = 3. By [27], we have,

~1, if Mmoo = D |
(4.6) if Iy > 1, tr(moo(fe)) = v

0, otherwise;

: _ 7hol
_1, lf 7TOO _Dll,l27

if 1 >2and [y, =1, tl“(ﬂ'oo(ff)) =41, if oo = Wiy s

0, otherwise;

3 _ phol
-1, if 1o = Do,

if (I1,02) = (2,1), tr(moo(fe)) = 1, if Too = wy, or 1,
0, otherwise.
Let 72, be a given unitary representation of G(Qg). Let 5”05/ be the Dirac delta measure

—

supported on ﬂg, with respect to the Plancherel measure ﬁgl, on G(Qg/). Then we define a

normalized Dirac delta measure supported on ﬂg, by

k1+ko

(4.7) 0r0, ¢ (fsr) = Y ailv(ai)lg

)

ES’(ai)_léwg,(fS’)

for for =3, ai[G(Zg)iG(Zg)] € CF(G(Qg)) with respect to the normalization of (22I]). The
factor g (ay;) is defined by

2, if v(oy) € (Q%)% —1 € v(U), and Spa(Z) N U has non-trivial center,
(48)  eglar) =

1, otherwise.
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We do not need the property of the Plancherel measure except for the following Plancherel
formula by Harish-Chandra:

(4.9) 1% (fsr) = fsr(1).

For the above £ and any compact open subgroup U of G(Aslvoo), we define a counting measure

—

on G(Qg) by

(4.10) .
~ o S’ 00 0 . hol
NU{E,D}‘S‘Q = VOl(G(Q)AGpO\G(A)) —dim & Z—\ K (U)meusp(mgr; U, &k, Dll,lg)éwg,,f

" 7%,eC(Qg)

where for a given unitary representation wg, of G(Qg), the normalized multiplicity mcusp(ﬂg,; U, &k, D}’lo}z)

is given by

(4.11) mcuSP(Wg’Q U, & D;ﬂz) = Z mcuSP(W)tr(WS,’OO(fU)) : tr(woo(fg)),

7ell(G(A))
~ phol

~r0
TGl =g Moo=y

where II(G(A)) stands for the set of all isomorphism classes of automorphic representations of
G(A).

Since wy, occurs in both cuspidal spectrum and residual spectrum, we define, for * € {cusp, res},

1

-~ R S,00 0.
Aot = GGTQ Aao\ G dmgg 2o W OImelmsiU b )iy
~ m3E€G(Qs)
where
M Utpon) = S ma(m(rS o (f)) - tr(maolfe)), * € {cusp,res}.
Tell(G(A))

TFS/’:ﬂ'S/, woo:wll

Since 1 occurs only in the residual spectrum, we define

~ L 1 S’ 00 0.
ot = G A G gy | 2 W U mealmsill i Doy

—

Wg, GG(QS/)
where

erS(ﬂ'g’Q U, &, 1) = Z erS(W)tr(WS,’OO(fU)) tr(meo (fe))-

7ell(G(A))
0

WS/ZT\'S/,T\'oo’il
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If UN Sp4(Z) has a non-trivial center, then it contains —FEy. In the case when U contains —Ey
and —1 € v(U), there are two ways to extend a classical form F' to an adelic form ¢ of level U. A
way is explained in ([ZI9). Since d = diag(—1,1,1,—1) € U, v(d) = —1, we have a holomorphic
form Fy defined by

Then Fy can be also extended to an adelic form of level U. Both of them generate the same

automorphic representation. This explains a meaning of (LS.

5. ARTHUR’S INVARIANT TRACE FORMULA AND SOME CALCULATIONS

In this section we make use of Arthur’s invariant trace formula, and as in [58], [59], we relate
the Plancherel measure with the spectral expansion of the trace formula. Then this leads to
the calculation of the geometric side. In our setting the pseudo-coefficient is chosen in a single
discrete series. This causes the contribution from unipotent elements. This contribution should
be understood in terms of endoscopic representations which appear in the spectral side. In general
we do not know how to control the unipotent contribution, but in our case we compute every
terms very explicitly. We will give several estimates for invariants which appear in the trace
formula.

Recall the notations G, B, T, and M; (j = 0,1,2) given in Section @ Set Py = B and
My = T. We denote by Ny the unipotent radical of Py. The Weyl group W (= Ng(T')/T) for
My in G is generated by two elements so and sy which satisfies the relations sg = s% =1 and

50515051 = $1505150. We put so = s9s159. Then, we have
G
Wy ={1, so, s1, S2, S051, S0S2, 5152, S051S2}.

For sg and s5 in WOG , their representatives ws, and ws, in G(Q) N K can be chosen as

01 0 0 1 0 0 0

1 0 0 0 0O 0 0 1
Wsy = y Wsy =

00 0 1 0O 0 1 0

00 1 0 0 -1 0 O

For all elements s in WOG , we fix their representatives ws by ws,, ws,, and some products like

W, = WeyWsy Ws,. We also find

WMo =1, Wit ={1, s}, Wi ={1, sa}.
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For s € WOG and H C G, we set sH = w,Hw;!. The set of all Levi subgroups containing My is
given by

L={My, M, siMi, My, soM,, G}.

Set

Ko = {(_AB i) e GR)}, K,=G(Z,) (Yv<o0).

Then K, is a maximal compact subgroup of G(Q,) and K =[], K, is also a maximal compact
subgroup of G(A). We normalize Haar measures dk, on K, as fKu dk, = 1. A Haar measure dk
on K is defined by dk = [], dk,. We also choose Haar measures dz,, on Q, as va dz, =1 (v < 0)
and the Lebesgue measure dz, on R. A Haar measure dz on A is defined by do =[], dz,. For
each M in £, we fix Haar measures on Ay (R)? as in [29, Condition 5.1]. Moreover, we fix a Haar

measure on G(A). By the same manner as in [3, p.32] we normalize Haar measures on M (A)!.

5.1. Characters of holomorphic discrete series of Sps(R). We recall character formulas for
holomorphic discrete series of Sps(R). These are necessary to control the geometric side Igeom (f)

of Arthur’s invariant trace formula.

Let
cos 01 0 sin 64 0
0 cos B 0 sin 6y
t4(01,02) = . (61,05 € R).
—sin 04 0 cos 01 0
0 —sin 6y 0 cos 05

We define a compact Cartan subgroup Ty of Spy(R) as
T, = {t4(91,92) ‘ 91,92 S R}

We write ng the subset of regular elements of Ty. For each (l;,[2) in Z & Z, a function ©;, ;, on
T, is defined by

_eil191+il292 +eil291+il192

(eiel _ e—iel)(eiez _ e—i@z)(l _ ei91+i92)(e—i91 _ e—i@z) :

(5'1) @l17l2(t4(91’92)) =

Assume that (I1,[3) satisfies [ > I > 0. Then, there exists a unique holomorphic discrete series
Dy, 1, of Spa(R) whose character equals Oy, ;, (cf. [34 Theorem 12.7]). The parameter (I1,l2) is

called the Harish-Chandra parameter for discrete series representations.
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Throughout this section, we use the Harish-Chandra parameter (/1,[3) to describe holomorphic
discrete series representation instead of the minimal Ko-type (k1, k2). Since (ki, ko) = (l1+1,12+
2), one can easily convert the results from one to the other.

For a, a1, as, 0 in R, we set

to(a1,as) = diag(e®, e, e e 92),

e*cosf e%sinf 0 0
—e%sinf  e%cosf 0 0
ty ((1, 9) = . s
0 0 e %cosf) e %sinf
0 0 —e %g¢inf e “cosf

e? 0 0 0
to(a,0) 0 cosf 0 sinf

0 0 e 0

0 —sinf O cosb
It is known that the group Sp4(R) has the four Cartan subgroups Ty, T, Ta, Ty up to conjugation,
where

To = {to(a1,a2) | a1,a2 € Ry} C My(R),
T; ={tj(a,0) | a € Rsg, 0 € R} C M;(R) (5 =1,2).

Let T, denote the set of regular elements of T;. A character formula of O, ;, on T;* is known

cf. 26, . Here we summarize it briefly. For ty(a1,a2) in 1,8, we have
( y ) 0 >

{_e—lllal\—l2|a2\ + e—lz\aﬂ—ll\az\} % Sgn(a1a2)
(em —e~a)(e®2 — e@2)(] — enta2) (e~ — ¢702)

(5.2) Oy, (to(ar,a2)) =

if |a1| > |az| > 0. For tg(ar,az) in Ty™ and 6; = diag(1,—1,1,—1), we get

{—(—1)kelilarl=tlaz| 4 (_q)hel2larl=hlaz]} s son(ajas)

(53) 911,l2 (51t0(a17a2)) = (e“l _ e_al)(_ea2 n e_az)(l + €a1+a2)(€_a1 + €_a2)

For t1(a,f) in T}°®, we have

{—e~tillal+i0)~la(lal—i6) | o~la(lal+i0)~l1(lal=i6)} » son(q)

(54) O (t1(a,0)) = (eatil — g=a—i)(ga—i0 _ g—atif)(] — g2a)(g—a—if — g—atif)’

For t3(a,f) in T,°®, we have

{e—ll\a|+il26 _ e—lz|a\+i116} % Sgn(a)
(eiO _ e—i@)(ea _ e—a)(l _ ei@—l—a)(e—a _ e—i@) :

(5.5) O, 1,(t2(a, 0)) =
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Since Oy, 1, (=) = (=1)" 20y, 1,(7) and O, 1,(97'79) = O, 1,(7) (9, ¥ € Spa(R)), the formulas
EI)~(@ED) cover all cases for regular semisimple elements in Spy(R).
A closed subgroup Spi(R) of G(R) = G'Sp4(R) is defined by

02 E2 n 02 E2
g g==* .
—Fy 02 —Fs 02

Note that an isomorphism G(R) = Ag  x Sp; (R) holds. We write @}110}2 for the holomorphic

Spy (R) = {g € GL4(R)

discrete series D}“ﬁ}Q of G(R) (I > Iz > 0). For the algebraic representation £ of G(R) correspond-
ing to (I1,l2), we denote by x¢ the central character of {. For § = diag(1,1,—1,—1) € Spjf(]R), it
is obvious that

Spy (R) = Spa(R) U Sps(R)d.

Hence, considering the action of d, one finds
(5.6) 0100, (29) = xe(2) ™" X {01, 1,(9) + O1, 1,(9)} (2 € AGoo, g € Spa(R)).

Lemma 5.1. We get ©8° (v) = 0 for any reqular semisimple element v in Ag, soSpa(R)J.

l1,l2

Proof. Let Hj, ;, denote a representation space of Dy, ;,. There exists an anti-holomorphic dis-
crete series D, ;, with the same infinitesimal character as Dy, ;,. The Hilbert space Hj, g, is
also regarded as a representation space of m, because m can be defined by m(g)v =
Dy, 1,(0g6)v (v € Hy, y,). Therefore, the space Hj, ;, ® Hj, j, becomes a representation space of

Dlhlot. Namely, we have

DL (9)(v1,v2) = (Diy 15(9)v1, Dy 1,(898)v2),  DECL(8)(v1, v2) = (va,v1)

for each vector (vi,vs) in Hj, j, ® Hj,;, and each element g € Sps(R). By an orthonormal
basis {v;}32; of Hj, ,, we can choose an orthonormal basis {(v;,0), (0,vx) | j,k = 1,2,...}
of Hy, 1, ® Hj,,. Hence, for any function f in C°(GSps(R)) whose support is contained in
AG 0oSpa(R)6, it follows that

<Dl};?}2(f)(vjv 0) 3 (Ujv 0)> = < l};?}g(f)(07vk) 5 (0,Uk)> =0 (]7 k= 17 27 s )
This is obvious if one sees the action of Dlhl‘?}Q (6). Thus, this lemma is proved. O

Let D™(v) denote the Weyl denominator of v in M(R) and let W (M,T) denote the Weyl
group with respect to a torus 7" in M over R. For each 0 < j < 2, we set M = M; and T
is a torus in M over R such that T(R) = T U (=7j) when j = 1 or 2, and T'(R) = My(R) =
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To U (=Tp) U 61Ty U (—1)Tp when 7 = 0. In case of M = G, there exists a torus T' over R such
that T'(R) = Ty. We say that (9?10}2 is stable for M if ]DM(’y)]‘1/2\DG(7)\1/2(9207%2 () on regular
elements v of T(R) is a finite, W (M, T')-invariant linear combination of quasi-characters. This

condition is the same as the assumption for ®(v) in [2, Lemma 4.1 in p.271].
Lemma 5.2. The character @%‘10%2 is stable for My, My, Ms, and is not stable for G.

Proof. This can be proved by using (51)~(E.H), (E.6) and Lemma B.11 O

5.2. Spectral side. Let £ be an irreducible algebraic representation of G(R) with the highest
weight (kq, ko) with k1 > ko > 3, and Dlhl‘?}Q denote the holomorphic discrete series representation
of G(R) with the Harish-Chandra parameter (I1,l2) so that the central character is same as &V

on Ag o, where (I1,l2) = (k1 — 1, ka — 2). Choose a test function h in C2°(G(Agy,)) and we write

hol
l1,l2°

(5.7) f=feh
then f belongs to the Hecke algebra of K-finite functions in C°(G(A)Y).

By @.6), for I = (I1,12), we set
{Dpe, } if Io > 1,

(5.8) (L&) = {Drl wy } ifly >2and Iy =1,

l1,l2°

fe for a pseudo-coefficient of D If we set

{DhOI w2, 1} if (11,12) = (2, 1).

ly,l2”
They correspond to (1) k1 > ko >4, (2) k1 > ko = 3, and (3) k; = ko = 3, respectively in terms
of the classical weight for Siegel modular forms. Then the spectral side of Arthur’s invariant
trace formula for f is

(5.9) Lspec(f) = > Maise (T) 11 (oo (f¢)) tr (main (h))

—

T=Too@TinEG(A), oo €IL(L,E)
where mgisc(m) denotes the multiplicity of 7 in the discrete spectrum of L  (G(Q)\G(A), xev)
and the unramified Hecke action inside tr(mgy(h)) is normalized as (2:20)). For the proof of this
expansion, we refer to [2 Section 3|. It is fortunate that cohomological, non-holomorphic Saito-
Kurokawa representations do not appear in this case. If f¢ is a pseudo-coefficient of a large
discrete series whose parameter satisfies |l — l3| = 1, then it appears on the spectral side.

We are now ready to relate the above measures to the spectral side Ispec(f) and also to the

geometric side in Arthur’s trace formula, as in [58, Proposition 4.2].
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Proposition 5.3. Let S’ be a finite set of finite places of Q. For any compact subgroup U of
G(AS/’OO) and fgr = ZaifS’,ai € CEO(G(QS’)); fS’,ai - [G(ZS’)aiG(ZS’)]7 Qj € T(QS')’

i

) Igoom(foS’,aiff) o ) Ispoc(foS’,aifﬁ)

2 e (i) i(G(Q)Ag 0 \G(A)) dim§ 2 es (i) i(G(Q)Ag 00 \G(A)) dim &
ﬁU,gﬁ,D}lﬁlb (fs)), if la > 1,

_ ﬁU7§E’Dl}11C),Il2 (J/C\S’)) + Z ,aU,gﬁ,wll,*(fS’), if lh > 2 and I3 =1,

xc{cusp,res}

ﬁU7§E’Dl1110112 (fS/)) + IL/ZU7£&71(fSl) + Z ZZUvéﬁvwllv*(fS/)’ Zf (ll7 l2) = (27 1)7
L 7 xE€{cusp,res}

where fy is the characteristic function of U and the factor eg/(ay) is defined by (4-3).

Proof. The claim follows from the definition and 57Tg/ (fgr) = / - fsldéﬂg/ = tr(ﬂg,(fsl)). O
G(Qg)

5.3. Geometric side. Fix a finite set S’ of finite places. Let Sy be a finite set of finite places
containing S’ and put S = Sy U {co}. We will consider Hecke operators for G(Qg/) while we
will vary Sy and hence S in the geometric side of the Arthur’s trace formula. Put ¢(G(R)) =
%dim G(R)/KsAG,0c = 3. Assume that S is sufficiently large. Then, the geometric side of

Arthur’s invariant trace formula is, for f = f¢h as in (2.7)),
. wM
(5:10) Lyeon(f) = 32 (-)rCE A0 TS (s 5 16 1) S ()
MeL Wyl YEM(Q)m,s
where (M (Q))a,s denotes the set of (M, S)-equivalence classes in M (Q) (cf. [3, p.113]) which

turns out to be a finite set, for each M in £ we choose a parabolic subgroup P such that M is a

Levi subgroup of P, and we set
(5.11) hp(m) = 6p(m)'/? / / h(k~'mnk)dndk  (m € M(Qs,))
Ks, Y Np(Qs,)

(Ksy = [l,es, Ko and dp is the modular function of P(A)). Regarding JM (v, hp) it follows
from (EI0) that hp(m) = 0 unless k~'m~tymnk € Supp(h) where m € M(Qg,), k € Kg,, and
n € Np(Qg,). This implies

(5.12) v(7) € v(Supp(h)).

For the definitions of the invariant weighted orbital integral I{/(v, f¢) and the orbital integral
JM (v, hp), we refer to [3, Sections 18 and 23]. The factor a™ (S, ~) is called the global coefficient
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(see [3l Sections 19]). We will later give their details for some cases which are necessary to explain
our estimations.
Let Zg denote the center of G. For each element v in G(A), we write {v}q for the G(Q)-

conjugacy class of «. For convenience, we set

1 0 = 0 1 =z 0

01 0 0 0 -1 —y 0
umin(‘r) - 3 51(337?4) - )

0 0 1 0 0 O 1 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 z -1

Umin = umin(1)7 51 - 51(07 0)

It is clear that all minimal unipotent elements belong to {umin}c. Let v be an element of G(Q).
If 7 is a semisimple element whose diagonalization is 01, then v is G(Q)-conjugate to d;. This
fact can be proved by using the Galois cohomology.

To study concretely the geometric side, we separate the sum into the following seven types:

Tgeom (f) = N (f) + I(f) + I3(f) + La(f) + Is () + I6(f) + I7(f)

where

f): M =G and v € Zg(Q),

f): M =G and v € Zg(Q){umin }a,

f): M =G and v € Zg(Q){d }c,

f): M = G and + is semisimple and v ¢ Z¢(Q) U Z¢(Q){d1 }q,

f):

f):

f):

The main term will be I;(f) and the second main term will be I2(f) in general, but also I3(f) in
weight aspect. The terms I4(f), I5(f), Is(f) and I7(f) never contribute to both the main term

M = G and 7 is not semisimple and v € Z¢(Q){umin }a,

I(
I(
I3(

o Iy
I5(
Is(f): M # G and ~ is semisimple,
I7(

M # G and ~y is non-semisimple.

and the second main term in any aspect. We will estimate each terms after the detailed studies

of invariants a™ (S, ), Iﬁ,(v, fe), and J¥ (v, hp). Since we clearly know

L(f) = (-D1CE) N vol(GQN\G(A)) £(2),

2€Za(Q)

we do not discuss it throughout this section.
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If M = G, then I (y) = J&(7) and hg = h. For simplicity, we set

5.4. Some measures concerning I>(f) and I3(f). We choose some measures on centralizers

to calculate explicitly the orbital integrals Jg(2umin, f¢) and Jg (261, f¢). The centralizer G

Umin

of Umin in G is given by

1 % * x 1 0 0 O
0 1 0 0 0
Cu. =1z X N e
0 010 00 1 0
0 0 x 1 0 *« 0 =
The centralizer Gs, of §; satisfies
* 0 % 0
0 * 0 =x
G61 = { 0 0 S G} = {(91,92) S GL2 X GL2 | det(gl) = det(gg)}.
* *
0 * 0 =x

If we want to determine Jg(2umin, f¢) and Jg(201, f¢) precisely, we should choose measures on the
centralizers. A Haar measure on R+ is chosen by z~'dz and a Haar measure on SLo(R) is fixed by

1 0 0 in 0
(27)~Lo~3du dv df for ( “) (U > ( o > On the groups {+E4} and {Ej, 4},
0

1 0 v! —sinf cos6

we take the counting measure. By the isomorphism G, (R) = {£E;} x Rog x (R3 x SLy(R))
(resp. Gg,(R) =2 {Ey4, 0} x (Rsg x SL2(R) x SL2(R))), we obtain a Haar measure on G,,_. (R)
(xesp. G, (R)).

To simplify the description for the global coefficient a® (S, tmiyn), We choose measures on the

orbits as below. We define Jg(2umin, f¢) and Jg(2Umin, h) as

(5.13) To(tmins ) = [ [ Felk tain(@)h) ol b

(5.14)  Jolzummh) = [[(1—p7) / / B2k tin (2)K) |2l e .
QSO KSO

pESo

If we choose a suitable Haar measure on G(R), then the integral Jg(zumin) coincides with the

orbital integral of zumin normalized by the above mentioned measure on G,,_, (R).
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We may define Jg(z01,h) as
(5.15) Ja(z61,h) = / / h(zk~ 16, (x, y)k) dk dz dy.
QSO QSO KSO

This definition is useful to compute spherical Hecke algebras.

We will determine the total contributions Io(f) and I3(f) up to constant multiples (cf. Lemmas
bI1 B.12 and [0.14). We do not explicitly calculate the constants, because it is unnecessary
for our main purpose. However, if one wants to know their numerical values, one can explicitly

calculate them by using Lemmas (5.6, 5.7, (5.17), and choosing some normalizations of measures.
5.5. Estimations and vanishings for I$;(v, f¢). By [E] and [5] one knows

541, ) = (=15 DO ()12 0}, ()

l1,l2

for any G-regular semisimple element v which is R-elliptic in M. If v is not R-elliptic, then

Iﬁ(’y, f¢) vanishes. Hence, our remaining work is to study its behaviors at singular elements.

Lemma 5.4. Let M be a proper Levi subgroup in L. Then, for any M(R)-conjugacy class v in
M(Q), there exists a positive constant c(v) such that the absolute value of I;(vy, f¢) is bounded
by c(v) x xe(7) 7t x {li +1la}. Furthermore, we have I (7, f¢) = 0 if the semisimple part of 7 is
not R-elliptic in M. In addition, the term I;(f) vanishes.

Proof. By Lemmal5.2lwe can apply the same argument as in [2, Proof of Theorem 5.1] to I (v, f¢)
related to My, My, s1 M7, Mo and sgMs, because the character satisfies the same assumption as
in [2, Lemma 4.1]. Hence, one can explicitly compute Iﬁ(’y, fe¢). In particular, Iﬁ(’y, f¢) vanishes

for all non-semisimple conjugacy classes . Hence, we get I7(f) = 0. O

A required estimation for Is(f) can be proved by this lemma (cf. Section []). Hence, it is
enough to consider the terms related to M = G, i.e., Is(f), Is(f), 14(f), and I5(f).

For each non-semisimple conjugacy class v in G(R), the distribution Jg(vy) on C°(G(R))
is expressed by a linear combination of limits of regular semisimple orbital integrals (cf. [2]
Appendix]), but its coefficients are still unknown in general. Hence, we should consider them

case by case.

Lemma 5.5. Let v be an element in G(Q). We assume that the semisimple part of v is not in
Z(Q) and v does not belong to Zg(Q){d1}c. Then, there exists a positive constant c(vy) such that
the absolute value of Ji (v, fe) is bounded by c(v) x xe(v)™! x {l1 + l2}. In particular, we have
Ja(7, fe) = 0 if the semisimple part of v is not R-elliptic in G.
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Proof. As for semisimple singular elements, it was done by Langlands using Harish-Chandra’s
limit formula (cf. [36]). In case of SLy(R), one can study the limit formula for the unipotent
elements in the book [34], Section 3, Chapter XI|. Hence, one can easily calculate them (all such

explicit calculations were done in [64]). O

Lemma 5.6. If v = 261 (z € Zg(Q)), then there exists a positive constant c(7) such that

Ja(v, fe) = c(v) x xe(2) ™" x (1)l {1+ (-1 1)

If we choose the Haar measure given in Section[5.7) on the centralizer, we have c(y) = 27472,

Proof. This follows from the limit formula for SLo(R) (cf. [34]). O

Now, the remaining conjugacy classes are only unipotent orbits. The group G has the four

unipotent classes; (1) regular, (2) subregular, (3) minimal, (4) unit.

Lemma 5.7. If v = zumin (2 € Zg(Q)), then there exists a positive constant c(vy) such that

Ja(v, fe) = c(7) x xe(2) 7" x (Ih — L) (l + La).

If we choose the Haar measure given in Section[5.7) on the centralizer, we have c(y) = —2 3773,

Proof. This lemma can be proved by the limit formula of [50]. As for a suitable chamber and the
constant ¢(v), we refer to [64, Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 4.11] O

Lemma 5.8. There is only one regular unipotent G(R)-conjugacy class uyeg in G(Q). For v =
ZUreg (2 € Zg(Q)), we find Ja(v, fe) = 0.

Proof. This obviously follows from the limit formulas of [10] and [50]. O

Lemma 5.9. There are two subregular unipotent G(R)-conjugacy classes ugyp1 and ugyp 2 in

G(Q). For any z in Zg(Q), we have Jg(2usub,1, fe) = Ja(2usub,2, fe) = 0.

E, S
Proof. For a real symmetric matrix S of degree 2, we set ugy(S) = <02 > Let Sy =
2 Ep

diag(1,1), Sy_ = diag(l,—1), and S__ = diag(—1,—1). Then, u(S;++), u(S+_), u(S—__) are
representatives for subregular unipotent orbits of Sps4(R). But, the sum of the orbits of u(S;4)
and u(S__) forms a G(R)-conjugacy class. Then, we denote it by ugup, 1, and let ug,p 2 denote

the G(R)-conjugacy class of u(S4_).
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Using the limit formulas [10, [50] and some associated constants [64, Lemma 4.11], one gets

JSP4(ZU’(S++)7 fﬁ) = _JSp4(Zu(S——)7 fE)

Hence, it follows that Ja(zusyb1, fe) = Jop, (2u(Sq+), fe) + Jsp, (2u(S——-), fe) = 0. Since fe is
cuspidal, we deduce fKoo J M (R) fe(zk~ nk)dn dk = 0 from the Plancherel formula for M (R). By
normalizing Haar measures on the centralizers, one can see that
Ja(zusub,1, fe) + Ja(2usub,2, fe) = / / ( )fg(zk_lnk)dn dk = 0.
s /N1 (R

Hence, we get Ja(2usup 2, fe) = 0. O

5.6. Global coefficients a“ (S, ). For details of global coefficients a“ (.S, ), we refer to [3, Sec-
tion 19] and [29]. Tt is known that (S, 1) = vol(G(Q)\G(A)!) holds. For non-trivial unipotent
orbits for G, they are explicitly calculated in [29]. By Lemmas and .9, we need only an
information for a®(S, umi). Let v be a (G, S)-conjugacy class in G(Q). We shall consider the
case vy is not unipotent. We may reduce to the centralizers of the semisimple part ~4 of ~. For
each element v; in G(Q), we denote by G., 4 the centralizer of v, in G over Q and by G, the
wmin = Guupin+ and Gs, = G5, 1.) We set
t(vs) = G, +(Q)/G,(Q). If S is sufficiently large, then we have

a%(S,7) =) ()T Y a®(Su)

{urysu~y}

connected component of 1 in G4, 1. (Note that G

where v runs over G, (Qg)-unipotent orbits in G-, (Q) such that v,u are (G, S)-equivalent to y
and we set

1 if 7, is Q-elliptic in G,
5G('VS) =
0 otherwise.

Especially, if v is semisimple, then we have

(5.16) a%(8,7) = e%(7) 119 (7)| 7! vol (G (Q)\G4(A)1).

Hence, from this and Lemmal5.5, one finds that a needed estimation for I,(f) is obviously reduced
to some known results (cf. Proof of Proposition [6.3]). Note that we carefully see the growth of

a®(S,~) with respect to S if 7 is not semisimple. We also note that
a®(8,27) = a%(S,7)

holds for any z in Z¢(Q).
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The following notations are necessary to describe a®(S,v) explicitly. Let E be an algebraic

number field and let x = [], X be a character on EX\A}, = E*R(\A%. We set

Sg = U {w | w is a place of E such that w divides v},

veES
L(s,x) = ] Lew(s xw),
wgSE
(1 — xw(mw) q5%) " if Xy is unramified,
LEyw(S7Xw) -

1 if x4 18 ramified,

where 7, is a prime element of ¥ and ¢,, denotes the cardinality of the residue field of F,,. For

the trivial representation 15 on EX\AL, we set
CA(s) = L7(s,1p).

We write cg for the residue of (5> (s) where ¥o, = {w|oo}. We denote ¢g(S) by the constant

term of the Laurent expansion of ¢ g(s) at s = 1, that is,

Cil(s) = “1 +ep(8) + (s — 1) +

where we set cp s = [[,e5, 5. (1 — g, )"t If B = Q, then we set

LS(37X) = L%(‘S?X)? CS(S) = C6(3)7 C(S) = CQ(S)

for simplicity. We will later use the following estimates.

Lemma 5.10. Let m € N be fized. For any positive real number €, there exists a positive constant
c(e,m, E) such that

Y ILE )™ < cle,;m, B) x [ »°

X PESo
where X = [[,, xw Tuns over all non-trivial quadratic characters on EX\A}E such that x. is

unramified for any w & Sg.
Proof. Let N(x) be the norm of the conductor of x. Then by Lemma 1.4 of [67],

N(x) < 2%nE H N(pw),

pwi2
weSp—Yoo
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where np = [E : Q]. Now N(p,) < p"F. Hence N(x) < 22" [les, 2. By 0], Le(1,x) <pe

exp (C %) < N(x)¢ for some constant €. Here

Ly(,x) =Le(l,x) ] Lew(xe) ™
WESE—Y0o
Hence

I Zewox)|<| [ (Q+p")|<e [JC+pHm

wWESE—Y0o wWESE—Y0o pESH
Now for M = [],cq, Ps

1 1
log H (1+p )= Z log(1+p~ 1) < Z - < Z — < loglog M.
pESH PESH peso ¥ par P

Since N(x) <g M"E,

log M /
ILZ(1,x)| <g exp (Cb;gw> log M <o M log M.

Hence for each m € N,

S ILE, )™ < M (log MY™ D "1 = M ™ ¢(M)(log M)™ < g e M.
X d|M

For the G(Qg)-orbit of uy;, and the chosen measures (5.13]) and (5.14]), we have
(5.17) a% (S, umin) = 27" vol(Ma(Q)\M2(A)") ¢7(2)

by [29, Theorem 6.1]. Next, we explain a%s (S, 1) for non-semisimple and non-unipotent elements
~v = ysu, which we call a mixed element. For all mixed elements of GG, their global coefficients were
studied in [29, Section 3]. We mention only cases required for our estimation. Furthermore, we will
choose the same measures as in [29] Section 3.4] on the unipotent orbits over Qg. However, we do
not explain details for normalizations of measures, because they are unnecessary for estimations.
Namely, the following equalities for the global coefficients hold under suitable normalizations of
measures. By a classification of mixed elements in [29] Section 5.3] it is enough to consider the

following groups (as the centralizers of semisimple elements),
G1={(91,92) € GL2 x GLs | det(g1) = det(g2) H= Gy, ),
G2 ={g € Rg/o(GLz) | det(g) € GL1},

Gs ={(z,9) € Rp/g(GL1) x GLa | Ngg(z) = det(g)}
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where F is a quadratic extension of Q and Rp/qg means the restriction of scalars. A unipotent

element in G1(Q) can be written as

(1= 1 vy
(1) (2 2)

For the group G, representative elements of nontrivial unipotent orbits over Qg are as follows:

u1(170)7 u1(07 1)7 ul(a7 1) (a € QX/((Q§)2QQX))

For o in Q* /((Q%)*NQ*), there exist constants cmin(u1) and ¢reg(u1) (which do not depend on
S) such that

a1 (S, u1(1,0)) = aGl(S,ul(O,l)) = Cmin(u1) X ¢(5),
(5.18) a®1(S,ur (e, 1)) = creg(u1) x 2+ sz YL5(1,x)? },
where x =[], x» runs over all nontrivial quadratic characters such that x,, is unramified for any

v &S, and we set x5 = [[,cq Xv (see 29, Example 3.9]). Representative elements of non-trivial
unipotent Go(Qg)-orbits in G2(Q) are

w(a)z((l) ?) (o € BX/(((Bg,)*Q3) N EX)).

Then, there exists a constant c¢(u2) (which does not depend on S) such that

(5.19) a®? (S, ug()) = c(uy) x {ce(S) + ZXSE a) L(1 0}

where x = [], Xw runs over all nontrivial quadratic characters such that x| AL = 1 and xy
is unramified for any w ¢ Sg (see [29, Example 3.8]). Representative elements of non-trivial

unipotent G3(Qg)-orbits in G3(Q) are

ug(a) = (1, (3 T)) (€ Q*/(Ngjo(Eg,) N Q%))

where N q is the norm of F//Q. Then, there exists a constant c(usz) (which does not depend on
S) such that

(5.20) a3 (S, uz () = c(ug) x {e(S) + xs(@) L7 (L, x)}

where y is the nontrivial quadratic character on @X\A(%2 corresponding to E via the class field

theory (see [29, Section 3]).
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5.7. Explicit calculations for I>(f). Recall Jg(zumin, f¢) and Jg(zumin, ) defined as (G.I3)
and (B.14]).

Lemma 5.11. Let ¢(zumin) denote the constant given in Lemmal[5.7 Then, we have
L(f)= > 27 vol(My(Q)\M2(A)") ¥ (2) X c(2tmin) X Xe (2) 7 (I —I2) (11 +12) X TG (Zttmin, h).
2€Z(Q)

In particular, ¢5(2) is bounded by a positive constant for any S.
Proof. This lemma follows from Lemma 5.7 and (517). O

Lemma 5.12. Assume that hg, a4, @5 the characteristic function of the open compact set
K, diag(p~®,p~2,p" =%, p»2~%)K, on G(Qp) (a3 > a1 > az > 0). If a3 is odd, then we
have Jg(zUumin, hay a0.05) = 0. If a3 is even, then we may set a3 = 2m and assume m > a; > a

by the action of WOG, and we get

(1—-p2)7Y ifaz=2m, ay = az = m, and |z, = p™,
Ja(2Umin, Pay jaz,a3) = § p3—202 if a3 = 2m, m = a1 > ag, and |z|, = p"™,

0 otherwise.

If hy, is the characteristic function of {x € K, | = E4 mod p'Z,} on G(Q,), then

p 21 —p)~' ifz=1 mod plZp,

JG(zumim hp) =
0 otherwise.

Proof. The first assertion is stated in [7l, Theorem 2.4.1]. The second assertion is trivial. He
assumed that the residual characteristic is not 2 in the paper. However, since [7, Lemma 2.1.1]

can be applied for Q2, one can easily compute the above integral. O
5.8. Explicit calculations for I3(f).

Lemma 5.13. Let ¢(z601) denote the constant given in Lemmal28. Then, we have

I(f)= Y vol(Gs, (Q\Gs, (A)') x c(261) x xe(2) ™! x (I — 1) (I + L) x Ja(261, h).
2€Z(Q)

Proof. This lemma follows from Lemma [5.6] and (5.16]). O
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Lemma 5.14. Assume that Jg(201,h) is defined as (5ID) and hg, ay.45 1S the characteristic
function of K,diag(p~®, p~2,p* =%, p®~%)K, on G(Qp) (az > a1 > ag > 0). If ag is odd, then
we have Jg (201, hay a9.05) = 0. If a3 is even, then we may set az = 2m and assume m > a; > ag

by the action of WOG, and we get

1 if a3 =2m, a1 = ag =m, and |z|, = p™,
JG (261, hay az,as) = § p™B~17%2(1 —p~2) if az = 2m, m > a; = ag, and |z|, = p™,
0 otherwise.
Proof. This lemma can be proved by [7, Lemma 2.1.1]. O

5.9. Estimations for I5(f). From now on, we assume that v € G(Q) is not semisimple and

v & Zc(Q){tmin}G. By Lemmas [E.5 we may also assume that the 74 is R-elliptic in G.

Lemma 5.15. If the centralizer of v is not isomorphic to G, Ga, and G3, then we get Jo (7, fe) =
0.

Proof. For unipotent elements ~, it was proved in Lemmas and All mixed elements in
G(Q) are classified in [29] Section 5.3]. Using the classification and the limit formula for SLy(R)
(cf. [34]) one can show Jg (v, f¢) = 0. O

Lemma 5.16. Let z € Zg(Q). Then, we get
Ja(z01u1(1,0), fe) = Ja(261u1(0,1), fe) = 0.
There exists a constant c(z01u1) such that
Ja(z61u1(1,1), fe) = —Ja(201ur (1, —1), fe) = c(z61u1) x xe(2) " x {(-=1)" — (-1)""}.
Proof. This can be proved by the limit formula for SLy(R) (cf. [34]). O

Lemma 5.17. Let z € Zg(Q). The contribution of z61u1(1,0) and z61u1(0,1) to I5(f) is zero.
For any positive real number e, there exists a constant c(z01uy,e) > 0 such that the contribution
of (G, S)-equivalence classes of elements z61u1(1, ) (o € Q*/(Q%)? NQ*) is bounded by

c(z01uq,€) X Xg(z)_l X Jﬁg(zél, |hp,|) % H p° X H (1—pH™2
PESo PESo
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Proof. The first assertion obviously follows from Lemma (EI6l By (5.I8]) and Lemma [5.16] the

contribution equals
> a%(8,261(1,a)) Jg(261u1 (1, a), fe) Ja(z01ui (1, ), h)
a€Q* /(Qg)2NQx

= 2c(201up){(-1) — (=1)"} > L5(1,x)? > xso (@) Jg(261u1 (1, ), h)
X

€ /(@20

where x =[], x» runs over all quadratic characters such that xo, = sgn and x,, is unramified for

any v ¢ S. By calculating G5, 4, (1,a), We find that G5 4, (1,q) 1S contained in ZgNp and we may

set
1 0 0 0 100 y\ (1L r 0 O
0 a0 0 01y ofl]Oo1 0 0
““lo o b olloo1olloo 1 0
0 0 0 ab) \O 0 1/\0 0 —r 1

for each element = in G 5,4, (1,0)(Qs,)\Fo(Qs,). Then, we get

1 2r (1 r)(b 2y><1 0)

0 1 0 1) \2 ) \=r 1
x_lzélul(l,oz):n = 201 yooa "

00 1 0

0 0 —2r 1

From this, we deduce

3 Xso (@) Jg(zélul(l,a),h)‘ < 3 Ja(261u1(1,q), |h|)

a€Q* /(Qg,)*NQ* a€Q*/(Qg,)*NQ*
=4x [Ja-p)?x / / | h(k™'z61n k)| dndk
pESH Ks, J No(Qs,)
=4x [J@=p™) 72 x T30 (261, |hmy ).
pESo
Hence, the inequality follows from this estimation and Lemma O

Lemma 5.18. Let 02 be a semisimple element in G(Q) such that Gs, = G2 for a quadratic
extension E/Q. Each unipotent element us(a) in G2(Q) is identified with an element in Gs,(Q) C
G(Q). The G(Q)-conjugacy class of douz() has an intersection with P1(Q) and we may assume

that 09 belongs to My (Q) as a representative element of the conjugacy class. For any positive real
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number €, there exists a constant c(dqug,e) > 0 such that the contribution of (G, S)-equivalence

classes of elements dauz(a) (v € EX/((EgE)2Q§) N E*) is bounded by

c(daug,€) X X§(52)_1 X J%(ég, |hp,|) H p° X H (1 —p_l)_z.
PESO PESO

Proof. By [29 Section 5.3], we may choose the semisimple element do as

hg O 0 1
52:2: B 2 s hg:
Oy 'hg B0

for an element 3 in Q% — (Q*)? and an element z in Zg(Q). In particular, we have E = Q(1/B).
If 3 is negative, then v(d2) is also negative. Hence, by Lemma [5.1], the contribution vanishes if
is negative. We may assume that [ is positive, i.e., E is a real quadratic field. Then, there exists
an element 2’ in Zg(R) such that d2 is G(R)-conjugate to 2’'d;. Thus, it follows from (G.19]) and
Lemma that the contribution equals

Z a% (S, Sauz(a)) Ja (Sausz(a), fe) Ja(62uz(c), )
o€ X /(EZ, 2QE)NEX)

= 2c(z01u1){(~1) = (="} > LE(L, ) > X(50) (@) Ja (Saun(ev), h)
X

el J(BlS ) )*Q%,)NEX)

where x = [],, Xw runs over all nontrivial quadratic characters such that x| Ay = 1, xu = sgn for
any w|oo, and x,, is unramified for any w ¢ Sg. Therefore, we finish the proof by using Lemma

(.10 and an argument similar to the proof of Lemma [5.17] O

Lemma 5.19. Let 63 be a semisimple element in G(Q) such that Gs, = Gs for a quadratic
extension E/Q. Each unipotent element uz(a) in G3(Q) is identified with an element in G5, (Q) C
G(Q). The G(Q)-conjugacy class of d3us(a) has an intersection with P»(Q) and we may assume
that d3 belongs to M2 (Q) as a representative element of the conjugacy class. There exists a positive
constant c¢(dsug) such that the contribution of (G, S)-equivalence classes of elements dzus(a) (v €
Q*/(Ngjq(Eg,) NQ*) is bounded by

C(53U3) X Xg((sg)_l X JJ]\\/[%((S;),, ’hpzl) X H (1 —p_l)_l.
pESo
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Proof. By [29, Section 5.3|, the semisimple element d3 can be written as

1 0 00
0 0
53—Z v Y
0 1 0
0 By 0 =z

for an element z in Zg(Q), an element 8 in Q% — (Q*)?, and elements x, y in Q such that
22 — By? = 1. Note that E = Q(y/B). If 3 is positive, then d3 is not R-elliptic in G. Hence, we
have Jg(d3u3(a)) = 0 by Lemma [55l So, we assume that ( is negative, i.e., F is an imaginary
quadratic field. Since ug(a) is G(R)-conjugate to ug(1) or usz(—1), using the limit formula for
SLs(R), we have

Je(03us(1), fe) = —Ja(d3us(—1), fe) = cy x (—e'2? 4 e™?)

for a positive constant 4. Hence, by (G.20), the contribution is equal to

> a®(8, 63u3(a)) Jo (S3us(@), fe) Jo(Ssuz(a), h)
a€Q*/(Ng/g(Eg,)NQ*)
= 25 x (=20 1 LS (1, y) Z XS, (@) Ja(d3us(a), h)

acQXx /(NE/Q(EETS‘O)E)QQX)

where y denotes the nontrivial quadratic character on Q*\A! corresponding to E. We can derive

this lemma from this equality and an argument similar to the proof of Lemma [5.17] O

6. AN ESTIMATION OF THE GEOMETRIC SIDE

Let us recall our setting. Let S’ be a (non-empty) finite set of finite primes and Sy be a finite
set of finite primes containing S’. We choose Sy sufficiently large so that Arthur’s geometric
expansion works. Put S = Sy U {oco}. For a positive integer N whose prime divisors do not
belong to S’, put Jr(n) = charg (). When we study the level aspect, we always choose the
level N for the fixed S” as above. We denote by k = (ki,k2) the highest weight of § = & for
k1 > ko > 3 as in Section Bl Let us put

fsra:=1G(Lg)aG(Lg)] € CZ(G(Qy))

for @« € T(Q). Note that usually we would choose « from T'(Qg/), but due to the comparison

with spectral side, intentionally we choose Q-rational elements and clearly this never changes
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anything. If v(a) € (Q*)?, then such an o can be uniquely written as
a=(zo Bk, 2o Ey4 € Zaf(@), ko € (T'N Spy)(Q).

Put
(6.1) S { Zo - By if v(a) € (Q%)2

Ey otherwise

To prove Theorem [[.1] we have only to check it for
f=teh h=fixmfsa( @ cha,) € CX(GQs)
peS\(8'U{v|Noo})
where f., i () stands for the characteristic function of z, K'(NV).
Since I7(f) = 0 (see Lemma [5.4)), it is unnecessary to consider it. Fix a test function f as
above. Let v be a (M, S)-equivalence class whose contribution to Jgeom (f) is not zero. By (5.12))

we see that

Furthermore its semisimple part 75 is R-elliptic in M (cf. Lemmas B4 and BH). If we set
Vs = 2471 where z, € R* ~ Ap(R) and v € M(R) with v(vs) € {1}. Therefore we have

k1+k btk kitk -tk
Xe(2y) = 25T =sgn(zy)[v(24)|g ° = sgn(zy)|zy g = sgn(zy)|[v(a)]g *

This observation will be implicitly used in the proof of Proposition below.
Each orbital integral J2 (v, hp) is bounded by that of PGSps(Qg) using the projection G' —
PGSps. Therefore, we can use the same arguments as in [58] and [59] to estimate it for any

semisimple element ~.

Proposition 6.1. Fiz a finite set S’ and a function fg o = [G(Zg)aG(Zg)] € CX(G(Qs/)).

Then, we have

+k

I(f) x vol(K(N))™! x \V(a)\;,leQ = O((k1 — ko + 1)(k1 + k2 — 3)p(N)N®),

() x vol(K(N)) ™ x [u(@)l = = Ol(ks — 1)(kz — 2)).
(1) + ()} % vol(K(N) ™ x r(@)lg * - = Olks + ks — 3),

k1+k

I6(f) % Vol (K (W)™ x (@l * = O(ks + ks = 3)p(N)NT)
for any weight (k1,k2) (k1 > k2 > 3) and any level N > 0 prime to [[,cqp. Note that
vol(K(N))™ = [[(1) : T(N)] = N T, (1 = p~2)(1 = p7*).
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Proof. If zumin contributes to Igeom(f), then we have z = z,. Hence, only z,umin contributes to
I>(f) and the estimation for I5(f) obviously follows from Lemmas [B.1T] and

By Lemmas (.5] 6.8 and [16, Lemma 5] (also see [58, Lemma 4.3 and line 12 in p.100]),
there exists a sufficiently large natural number Ny such that, if N > Ny, then we have Is3(f) =
I4(f) = Is(f) = 0 and only the central elements contribute to Is(f). When N moves between 1
and Ny, there are finitely many M (Q)-conjugacy classes (M € £) which contribute to I3(f), I4(f)
and Is(f), and finitely many (G, S)-equivalence classes which contribute to I5(f) (cf. [58 Proof
of Theorem 4.11]). Thus, we get the estimation for I3(f) by Lemma [5.I3] and the estimation for
L(f) + Is(f) by Lemmas E.5, (8] By these facts and Lemma [5.4] the remaining work is to
find the growth of Is(f) with respect to N. For each proper Levi subgroup M in £ and each

element z € Z5(Q), we have

(6.2) |J$7 (2, hp)| = (constant) x / fa k() (n)dn < (constant) x N3,
]._['U\N NP(QU)
since K(N) is a normal subgroup in HU‘ ~ K. Hence, this proposition is proved. O
We set

ps = [[», H™(GQs))" = P H™(G(@))"
pes’ peS’
Proposition 6.2. (Level aspect) There exist positive constants a, b, and Ny such that

k1+ko

Iy(f) x vol(K (N)) ™" x [v(a)|g

= O(p% (ky — ko + 1)(k1 + k2 — 3)p(N)N®)

k1+ko

Is(f) x vol(K(N)) ™" x [v(a)lg = = O™ (ki + k2 — 3)p(N)N)

I3(f) = I.(f) = Is(f) = I:(f) = 0.
for any (ki,k2), N > 0, k > 1, 5, and fg o, which satisfy the conditions ki > ko > 3,
fsr.a € HY(G(Qg))", N is prime to [[ o p, and N > No[],cqr plo%.

Proof. According to [59], a faithful algebraic representation = : PGSpy — GL,, is required for
us (see [59, Section 8]). Here, we consider the adjoint action Ad : PGSpy — GL(Lie(Spy)) as
it, i.e., 2 : PGSpy — GLyo. By [59, Lemma 8.4], there exists a natural number Ny such that, if
N > Nolles pl%% then we have I3(f) = I4(f) = I5(f) = 0 and the contributions of the non-
central elements vanish in I(f). Hence, the estimation for Is(f) can be proved by [59, Lemma
2.14] and ([6.2)). The estimation for I5(f) follows from Lemmas 511l and O
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Proposition 6.3. (Weight aspect) Fiz a level N > 0. There exist positive constants a’ and b

such that

k1+ko

I(f) x vol(K(N) ™! x [v(@)lg, = O (ky — ko + 1) (k1 + k2 — 3))

k1+ko

I3(f) x vol(K(N)) ™ x [v(a)lg * = O (ky — 1) (ka2 — 2)),

k1+ko

{I4(f) + Is(f)} x vol(K(N)F x [u(@)g 2 = OWs " (k1 + ko — 3)),

k1+ko

I5(f) x vol(K(N)) ™" x ()l = = O(pg™ (k1 + ka — 3))

for any (ki,k2), k > 1, S, and fg o, which satisfy the conditions ki > ko > 3, fgra €
H™(G(Qs))", and N is prime to [[,cq p-

Proof. For each M in L, let Yy, denote the set of M (A)-conjugacy classes of semisimple R-elliptic
elements of M (Q) whose contributions to Igeom(f) are non-zero. By [59, Proposition 8.7], one
finds Y| = O(p‘gl,“erl) where a; and b; are certain positive numbers. Furthermore, there exist
positive numbers ay and by such that a™ (S,~) Ju (v, hp) = O(pg3“+b2) holds for each semisimple
R-elliptic element v in Yj,. This fact is due to [59, Proof of Theorem 9.19]. Hence, the estimation
for I4(f) and Is(f) follows from these results of [59] and Lemmas [5.4] and

Here I3(f) is the total contribution of 21 (¢ € Zg(Q)) and the center z must satisfy v(a) = 22.
Hence, only the G(Q)-conjugacy class of z,0; can contribute to I3(f). Therefore, the estimation
for I3(f) is deduced from Lemmas[E.I3 and 514l By the same argument, only the G(Q)-conjugacy
class of zyumin contributes to Is(f). Hence, the estimation for I5(f) follows from Lemmas 51Tl
and

Next we shall consider the term I5(f). By Lemma [BI5] it is enough to treat the (G,S)-
conjugacy class v such that G, is isomorphic to Gy, G2, or G3. By Lemmas (.17, .18, £.19)

each the contribution is bounded by the product of a constant, [] or p|N p¢ and a semisimple

peS’
R-elliptic orbital integral of hp for a proper standard parabolic subgroup P. Therefore, we can

reduce the estimation for I5( f) to the semisimple case as above. Hence, the proof is completed. [
Finally we treat I1(f). Suppose v = z, - I4 € Zg(Q). By (&.I2) it satisfies

v €Supp(h) = (,K(N)) x G(Zs)aG(Zs) x [  Kp
peS\S"U{v|Noo}
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Further  can happen exactly when v(a) € (Q%,)% In this case, it follows that

{ 2o -E, ifN>3

+z,-FE4 otherwise 7

since S is sufficiently large (see (6.1)) for z), € Z/(Q)). Furthermore it follows from (5.12)) again
that

v(y) = Izy[& = [v(a)lg
We define

e(a) =
1 otherwise

{ 2 if N=1,2and v(a) € (Q%)?

which is nothing but eg/(«) in [L8)) for U = K(N). By Plancherel formula and the limit formula

we have

(—1)ICE®) [ (£) = B(G(Q) Ag.00\G (A d1m§Z’Y k) fora(7)

T(G(Q)Ag o \G(A) dimfmwﬂg““*“ forallylr) (by @ID)

k1+k2

(G(Q)Ag o0 \G(A dlmszﬁg% (&) v(@)lg®

(6.3)

k1+ko

= &(a) - FI(G(Q) A, \G(A)) - dim & - A% (F3r ) - (205 ?

where fJ, , (resp. f;;l o) is the translation by |y|r (resp. |2}|r) of fs/ o and we used

() = [ Fh @) = [ w(w(fd )ik ()
G(Qgr) G(Qgr)

= [30(D) = foral[lR) = forall2hlr) = £3,(1) = A% (2 ).

Hence we have

k1+ko

)y * L(f)
2(@) FG(Q) Ag\G(A)) - dmé

Note that if v(a) € (QF,)?, then both sides of (G4) are zero giving the trivial identity.

(6.4) = (—1)UCENED (foe ) =~ (F3 -

Summing up we have obtained the following results which follow from Propositions [6.2] [6.3]

and (6.4]).



56 HENRY H. KIM, SATOSHI WAKATSUKI AND TAKUYA YAMAUCHI

Theorem 6.4. (Level-aspect) Keep the notation as in Proposition [6.2 Then

k1+ko

- %V(%?AG el — (T + A+ O NN ),

where A = O(psp(N)N2), (N,ps/) =1, and N > Nopi*~.

Theorem 6.5. (Weight-aspect) Keep the notation as in Proposition [6.3. Then

|7/(Oé)|;,k1;k2 Igoom(f) pl p%,n-i-b/
(f )+B1+B2+O((1€1—]€2+1)(l€1—1)(1432—2))7

(@) - HG(Q)Ago\G(A)) -dime 1S

P pg/

where By = O(WM) and By = O((kl—k2+l)(k1+k2—3))’ and (N,pgr) = 1.

Remark 6.6. Shin’s condition in the weight aspect in [58] becomes:
kl — kg—)OO, kg—)OO.

Theorem [6.1 can also treat in the case where k1 — ko is constant while ko tends to infinity. This

1s a new direction of the weight aspect which has not been studied.

Remark 6.7. In Theorem [6.4), if we restrict automorphic forms to those with a fized central
character x € (Z/NZ)X, then we have the better result without @(N) on the right hand side.
Accordingly the dimension of Siegel cusp forms with a fized central character is smaller by a

factor of ¢(N). (See Proposition [23.)

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section we give a proof of Theorem [T in the introduction.

Fix a prime p{ N. Let U = K(N) and S" = {p}. For any k € Z>¢, let f, be the characteristic
function of Kpdiag(p™®,p~%,pm =" p? ") K,, 0<a <as < k.

If k1 > ko > 4, it is immediate by Proposition 53] Theorems and

If ko = 3, we need to estimate the traces of Hecke operators on the residual spectrum and a
part of cuspidal space related to non-tempered representations wy, .

If k1 > ko9 = 3, by Propositions [4.1] and [4.0]

S k) g o (F) = (dim&) T OPENTE) + O(pE ki N7°)),

x€{cusp,res}
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If k1 = ko = 3, by ({2, Propositions 4.1 and [4.6],

ixoei(f)+ D ﬁK(N)@E,wll,*(ﬁ)

x€{cusp,res}

= (dimg&) " (O(pE NT4%) + O(pE kN =0) + O(pF N717)).

Notice that the above error terms are subsumed in the error terms in Theorems and
Therefore Theorem [II] follows from Proposition (.3, Theorems and This completes a

proof of the main theorem.

8. APPLICATIONS

8.1. The classical formulation. In this subsection we reformulate Theorem [[1] in terms of
classical Siegel modular forms. As we will see later, this will be used in the study of Hecke fields
and low-lying zeros.

Let x : (Z/NZ)*—C* be a Dirichlet character. Fix a square root X(p)% for each fixed pt N.
We write X(p)% = (X(p)%)l Put Vi y = Si(I'(IV)) or Si(I'(IV), x) for k1 > ko > 3. Let us recall
the Hecke operators Ty, or T'(p') on Vi n for m € A,(N) and p f N. We normalize them as
T}, = Ton/v(m)™" 7= on Sy(T(N)) and T'(p%) = T(p')/(p~~ = x(p)?) on Sp(T(N),x). Put
di, Ny = dimc Vi n. Clearly if m = p"Ey, then

— %t _3KT/N V - 1.

Then by Theorem [[.I, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 8.1. There exist constants ay,by,al, b} depending only on G such that for a prime
pt N and m = diag(p™,p®2,p~0TE p=@2FR) " qy ay, k € Z satisfying 0 < ag < a1 < k and
m ¢ Zq(Q),
(1) (Level-aspect)
L (T Vi) = A+ O™ N, A= O EN"2), N > plo%,
den m|Vk,N p ) p ) p
(2) (Weight-aspect)

! /
a’ k+b)

1
—tx(T0,| Vi) = B + By + O( b

Y (k1 — k2 + 1) (k1 — 1) (ke _2)) (k1 + ko — 00),

p_%
(k1 —1)(k2 = 2)

p_%
)

B =0( ((kl—k2+1)(k1+kz—3)

)7 B2:O
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Proof. Since v(m) = p®, by ([221]) the classical Hecke operator T}, is interpreted as the action of

3y _
f:fK(N)(p 2 [Kpm 1Kp])< ® ChaI"Kl)
LeS\{v|pNoo}
on the spectral side. Then the LHS of the main theorem is exactly ﬁtr(T Vi)
Notice that

(dim&g ) (V)
vol(K (N))

dim&j,

dlmSE(P(N)) ~ W

, dimSy(I'(N), x) ~
Then multiplying the RHS of the equations in Theorem [6.4] by p_%“ we obtain the results
with Remark O

Remark 8.2. The weight aspect depends on how we increase the weight. For instance, if k1 = ko
goes to infinity, then B becomes the second main term and By is subsumed into the error term.
On the other hand, if ko is fixed and k1 goes to infinity, then By becomes the second main term
and By is subsumed into the error term. This aspect would be a new case which has not been

studied before.

8.2. The vertical Sato-Tate theorem; proof of Theorem [I.3l Let K be the maximal open
compact subgroup of G(Q,) = GSp4(Q)). Let us first recall the Plancherel measure /’Zgl for the

unitary dual of G(Qp). For our purpose it suffices to consider its restriction to the unramified
ur,temp

tempered classes G(Q)) with a fixed unitary central character x : Q) —C'. We denote it

X
by ﬁg}kmmp. Then by Lemma 3.2 of [59], we have a natural bijection
—— ur,temp

(8.1) G(Qy), ~ [0, 7]

which is in fact a topological isomorphism. By Proposition 3.3 of [59], for a usual parameter
(61, 02) of [0,7]?, we have

~pl,tem _ (p + 1)4
:uglixt p(91792) - p47T2
(1 — e2V/7100) (] — 2V=102) (1 _ oV=101402))(] _ oV/=1(0:1-02)) 2 o
’ (1 — p~Le2V=101)(1 — p—Le2V—102)(1 — p—LeV=1(01+02))(1 — p—LevV—1(01—02)) 1EV2-
Note that li_)ln ﬁgl’ltemp = 45T, By transforming (6y,60s) into (z,7) = (2cos 61,2 cos 0), one has
p—oo’ P

the measure y, on 2 = [~2,2]? in the introduction.
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By Stone-Weierstrass theorem, the natural map H™(G(Q,)) — C=(G(Q,))—C%(Q,R) has
the dense image where the second map is given by the restriction of the correspondence f +— f

to Q via (&I)).
Now apply Theorem with m = p. Then Theorem follows from Theorem 11

8.3. Hecke fields; Proof of Corollary Corollary [[4] is a direct consequence of Theorem
[[L3] and Theorem To see the subsequent corollary we need to estimate the dimension of
the endoscopic lifts to Si(I'(/V)). It reveals the contribution of the second main term of the
geometric side. (See the second term of the RHS in Theorem [[Il) Let Si(I'(N))** be the
subspace of Sg(I'(IV))™ generated by Hecke eigen form F so that 7p is endoscopic. By Theorem
we see that

dim S (I'(N))*"

dim Si(I'(N))
Corollary [LE now follows from this with Theorem

= O(((ky — 1)(k1 — 2)) ' N"29), as ky + ko + N — oo, (N, 11!) = 1.

9. PROPERTIES OF L-FUNCTIONS OF SIEGEL CUSP FORMS ON (GSp4

Put Sp(N) = Sp(I'(N),1) and HER(N) = HER(I'(N),1) as in the introduction. Given a
Siegel cusp form F' € HEL(N), let mp be the associated cuspidal representation of GSps(A).
Throughout this section, we assume that the central character of mp is trivial and the level of
F satisfies (IV,11!) = 1 due to [20] to control the conductor under the functorial lift from the
endoscopic subgroup of GSp;4.

9.1. Degree 4 spinor L-functions. Let us first assume that 7p is a CAP representation. Since
ko > 3, by the classification of CAP representations, we must have k := k; = ky > 3 and it
is associated to Siegel parabolic subgroup. As seen in Section 4] if (N,11!) = 1 there exists
a newform f with trivial central character in Say,_2(T1(N)) C Sor_o(I'H(N?)) so that mp comes
from 7 via a theta lift or Saito-Kurokawa lift if it is of level one. We define the spinor L-function

for such 7 by

L(s,mp,Spin) = C(s + 5)C(s — 5)L{s, 7).

Then the conductor of the L-function L(s,spin, 7x) divides N2. Our definition of the L-functions
for CAP representations differs by local factors at bad places from Schmidt’s definition of L-
functions (see Theorem 5.2 of [55]), but it does not matter for the analytic properties we need

below.



60 HENRY H. KIM, SATOSHI WAKATSUKI AND TAKUYA YAMAUCHI

Next we assume that 7 is endoscopic. As seen in Section 3] it can be obtained by a theta
lift from H(A) where H = GSO(4) or H = GSO(2,2). We may put mp = 0(7) = ®.,0,(7)
for some cuspidal representation of 7 = ®/ 7, on H(A). Since mp is non-generic, only the case
H = GSO(4) happens. Let (m,72) be a pair of two cuspidal automorphic representations of
GLo(A) with the same central character obtained from 7 via Jacquet-Langlands correspondence.
As seen before, by Théoreme 3.2.3 of [20] it turns out that 7; has a fixed vector under the action
of K1(N) under the assumption (N, 11!) = 1. We define

L(s,mp,Spin) := L(s,m)L(s,m2)

and it has the conductor dividing N* since the conductor of each L(s, ;) divides N2 by [37].

Finally we assume that 7 is neither CAP nor endoscopic. Since F has a cohomological weight,
by [68], 7, is weakly equivalent to a generic cuspidal representation m = ®1/D7Tp of GSp4(A) so
that {7Tr e, Too} makes up a L-packet of II(GSps(R)). Since F' is non-endoscopic, the f-adic
Galois representation associated to F' is irreducible by Chebotarev density theorem and [12].
By the comparison theorem between de Rham cohomology and etale cohomology, mp and =«
contribute simultaneously to the de Rham cohomology of the Siegel threefold Sy (ny for K(N)
with the automorphic vector bundle corresponding to &. Hence 7 has a non-zero K(N)-fixed
vector and unramified outside of N provided that F' is of level T'(NV).

We define

L(s,mp,Spin) := L(s,7) = H Ly(s,m) = ZXF(n)n_s.
n=1

p<oo
This is independent of such a 7 since the multiplicity one is known for generic cuspidal represen-

tations of GSp4(A). Then for each prime p{ N, we may write

L(s,mp, Spin);1 = (1 — agpp™ ) (1 — appaapp™ °)(1 — agpazpp™ *)(1 — agpaipagpp™®),

~ _ kitko-3
AR(p) = aop + agpaip + Qopazpy + agpaipapy = Ap(p)p

We note that Ap(p?) = Ap(p?)p~(Frtk2+3) 4 =1,
Since the central character is trivial, one has a relation a%palpagp = 1. Let T'r(s) = W_%F(%)
and I'c(s) = 2(2m)~°I'(s).
Lemma 9.1. Let A(s, 7p, Spin) = q(F)2T¢(s + btk =3\ (s + B=k2H) (s, 7, Spin). Then
A(s,mp,Spin) = e(mp)A(1 — s, mF, Spin),

where e(mp) € {1} and N < ¢(F) < N*.
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Proof. We first bound the conductor ¢(F'). When 7 is either CAP or endoscopic, it was proved
above. Otherwise, let m = @, of GL4(A) be the strong transfer of 7r. The conductor ¢(F) can
be written in terms of the local conductor of w. By Proposition 1 of [60] (see also the last few
lines of its proof) which is still true for not only supercuspidal representations but also square
integrable representations, the depth is preserved under the above transfer. For a prime p such

that 7r, is square integrable we have
ord,(q(F)) = c(nrp) = c(mp) = 4(depth(mp) + 1) = 4(depth(mg,) + 1)

where we applied Proposition 2.2 of [37] (resp. Main Theorem of [60]) to get the third (resp. the

second) equality. By definition of depth, W?(N) # 0 implies depth(m,) < ord,(/N) — 1. This gives

ordy(¢(F)) < 4-ord,(N) provided if mp,, is square integrable or unramified. In the remaining

cases we can directly compute the conductor by using the Table A.9 of [49] under the condition

a2, 0
Let

/

L _ - L
—— (s,7p, Spin) = ;A(H)CLF(H)H ;

where A(n) is the von-Mangoldt function, and

CLF(Pd) = agp + (aOpalp)d + (aOpo@p)d + (a0pa1pa2p)d-

k1+ko—3

For each m € T(Q) we normalize the Hecke operator T, so that T := T,,v(m)~ 2" and

_n(k1+k273)
2

accordingly T'(p") = T'(p™)p
Np(p™)) the Hecke eigenvalue of F for T, (resp. Ty (p™)). By using the relations ([2.7) it is easy
to see that

. For a Hecke eigen form F, we denote by )\’F’m (resp.

r(p) = Nel), ar(?) = Nz — (0= DA, — (1-3) (14 )

where t; = diag(1,1,p,p) and ty = diag(1, p,p?,p). To apply Theorem we have to express
these values in terms of linear combinations of the eigenvalues for the Hecke operators which take

the shape of T/, as in Theorem Then we find the corresponding operators

T'(p) =T,

t19

() = /% —(p— 1T}, - (1 — %) (1 + 1%)(1731}2&)

respectively. Note that p?’TZ; p, acts on Sg(I'(V)) as the identity map. Therefore we have
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Proposition 9.2. Assume (N,11!) = 1. Put k = (k1,k2), k1 > ko > 3 and dj n := dim Si(V).
There exist constants af,ay, by, by, cf,cy, v, v, wy,w) depending only on G such that
(1) (a) (level-aspect) Fiz ki,ks. Then for N > pi0
1 1 _
— > ar(p)=0(p N )+ O(p"N~?);

d
EN perE, (N

(b) (weight-aspect) Fix N. Then as ki + ko — 00,

1 pvi
— Y ap(p)=Bi+ By +O( )
d&N Fel B (N) (]{71 — ]{72 + 1)(](31 — 1)(k‘2 — 2)
2 2
By =0(—2 ), Bz =O( P )

(k1 = 1)(k2 = 2) (k1 — Ky + 1) (k1 + k2 = 3)
(2) (a) (level-aspect) Fiz ki,ks. Then for N > pt0

L 2\ _ _1 i n —1 n 1 —9 w1 AT—3
. FEHZE: ar(p?) = (1= ) (14 3) + 0 (@l +alphIN?) + 0 (N 7).
k(V)
(b) (weight-aspect) Fix N. Then as ki + ko — 00,
1 2 1 1 pwll
— ap(p”) =—(1-—=-){1+ =) +B1+ B2+ 0 ;
AN Fef%(zv) v ( p) ( pz) e+ Dk — Dk~ 2)
pI] + p3bl pad! +p2cl
B, =0 , Bo =0 .
! ((k1_1)(k2_2)) 2 ((krl—k2+1)(l<:1+k2—3))
Proof. The claim follows from Theorem O

9.2. Degree 5 standard L-functions. Let us first recall the standard L-function for m7p =
®,TEp. Let T = mp|sy, be the restriction of 7 to Spa(A), and IT be the transfer of 7 corresponding
to wa|gp,(c), Where wa : GSps(C) — GLs5(C) is the homomorphism attached to the second
fundamental weight. Note that if ¢ : GSps(C) < GL4(C), A201 = wo@® 1. Therefore A\?7 = [IH1,
and L(s,mp,St) = L(s,7,St) = L(s,II). For any unramified prime p,

L(s,mp,St), " = (1= p~*)(1 — ayp™*)(1 — agpp™*)(1 = agyp~*)(1 — az,p ).
Lemma 9.3. Let A(s, mp,St) = q(F,St)2Tr(s)Tc(s + ki — 1)Dc(s 4 ky — 2)L(s, 7p, St). Then
A(s, 7, St) = e(mp, St)A(1 — s, 7R, St),
where e(mp,St) € {£1}, and N < q(F,St) < N2,

(G. Henniart noted in a private communication that we would have ¢(F,St) < (N 4)%

I
3
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Proof. We bound the conductor ¢(F,St) since others are well-known. By Lemma [0.I] we have
know that q(F) < N Let 7 be the strong transfer of 7 to GL4(A). Then the global conductor
q(m) coincides with ¢(F'). Then the conductor is roughly estimated by the main theorem of [11]

as follows:
q(F,St) < g(r @ m) < N1 = 28,
This gives us the claim. O
Let
(s, 7, St) Z pwr(n)n=?°.
Then

pr(p) =1+ a1y + agy + al_pl + agpl, Ne(p)? = No(p®) —p~t = prp(p) + 1.
Let

/

l]é (s, mp,St) = ZA

where

—d

br(p?) =1+ af, + o8, + ap! + a3

Note that ap(p?) = )\};(p)2 —br(p)—1= Xp(p )+p !, and
(9.1) br(p) = pr(p) =~ Npy, +07°

By using the relations ([27), we see that

( /F,tz)z - /F,diag(lvpz,p“,p ?) +p+ 1))‘Fd1ag(ppp 3 )+(p2 N 1))‘/F,diag(p7p2,p3,p2) +p  (L+p+p°+ph).
Therefore,
(9:2) br(p?) = br(p)® - 2ar () — 20p(p) — 2
= (PNpg, + 07 = 200p (%) +p7") = 2k (p°) — 2
=P (Npgy)® + 207 Ny, — 2Ny, — 2ap (%) +p7 " = 2p71 =2
- p2)‘Fd1ag(1p pt,p?) +p (p + 1) F,diag(p,p,p,p?) +p2(p2 o 1>XF,diag(p,p2,p3,p2)
+(2p~t - 2) %‘,tz - 2( /F,t2 -(p-1) /F,tz - (1 - %) <1 + ]%)) —1-pt4+p?+2pY
- pz)‘;’7diag(17p27p47p TP HUES IR Fdiag(p.p.p®p%) T P(p* - 1))‘/F7diag(p7p27p37p2)
+2(p+p = 2Ny, — 2N F1=3pT 2R = p T 2T
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where t; = diag(1,1,p,p) and t; = diag(l,p,p?,p). To obtain an estimation for the aver-
age of br(p?), according to (@2), we apply Theorem to )\;77 diag (192 p4 p2)’ )\’F’ ding(p.p.p %)’

/
/\deiag(p,p%p?pz)’ AFt,, and AF,t?'

Remark 9.4. We can see easily that L(s,II,A?) = L(s,m,Sym?). Under the Langlands func-
toriality conjecture, we expect Sym?(m) to be an automorphic representation of GLiy. Since
L(s,m,A?) has a pole at s = 1, L(s,m,Sym?) has no pole at s = 1. Let L(s,m, Sym?) =
Sont Asymza ()% Then Mgy (p) = Ar(p®) = Np(p?) + 97

Recall that Si(N) = Si(I'(N),1) and HE,(N) = HER(I'(N),1). Then by Theorem Bl we

have the following:

Proposition 9.5. Put k = (ki,k2) and dj, n = dim Si(N). There exist constants v, v, wi, w}
depending only on G such that
(1) (a) (level-aspect) Fiz ki,ks. Then for N > p3,
1 3
— > bp(p)=-p P+ 0(p 2N+ 0PN
di,N
=N FEHEL(N)

(b) (weight-aspect) Fix N. Then as ki + kg — 00,

1 _ pv’l
—— br(p) = —p 2+ B1 + By + O( ),
AN FEHZEE(N) P (k1 — ko + 1) (k1 — 1)(ko — 2)
3 s

(k1= 1)(k2 — 2) (k1 = k2 + 1) (k1 + k2 — 3)
(2) (a) (level-aspect) Fix ki,ks. Then for N > p'0,

1 - L - o .
T E bp(p2)21—3p1+2p2—p3+2p4+0(p2fA(p 1)N 2)+O(p N 3).
EN penE (N)

(b) (weight-aspect) Fix N. Then as ki + ko — 00,

!
wy

- )
(k1 =k +1)(k1 — 1)(ka —2)""

S ap(?) =1-3p ' +2p 2 —p P +2p + B1+ By +O(

1
di.N FeHE(N)

P*fe (07" P fe (07" )
(k1 — 1)(/€2 —2) (k‘l — ko + 1) (k1 + ko — 3) ’
where fa(X), fB,(X), fB,(X) are the polynomials over Q of the degree four in X whose coeffi-

cients are independent of p, k1, ks, and N.

By =0O(

)7 B2:O(
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10. ONE LEVEL-DENSITY

We follow the exposition in [I4]. Katz and Sarnak [3I] proposed a conjecture on low-lying
zeros of L-functions in natural families §, which says that the distributions of the low-lying zeros
of L-functions in a family § is predicted by a symmetry group G(§) attached to §: For a given
entire L-function L(s, ), we denote the non-trivial zeros of L(s, ) by %‘1‘% v/—1. Since we don’t
assume GRH for L(s, ), 7; can be a complex number. Let ¢(x) be a Schwartz function which is

even and whose Fourier transform
o0
— / ¢($)e—27rmy\/—1dx
— 00

has a compact support. We define
= Z ¢ (ﬁ log C7r>
27
Vi

where ¢, is the analytic conductor of L(s, 7).

Let §(X) be the set of L-functions in § such that X < ¢; < 2X. The one-level density
conjecture says that, for a Schwartz ¢(x) which is even and whose Fourier transform (ﬁ(y) is
compactly supported,

lim # D(m / z,
i gon Do) = [ dew e
where W (G(F)) is the one-level den51ty function.

There are five possible symmetry type of families of L-functions: U, SO(even), SO(odd), O,
and Sp. The corresponding density functions W (G) are determined in [3I]. They are

W(U)@) =1, W(SO(even))(z) = 1+ Sig 2T W O) () = 14 %50(:0),

T
sin 2wx sin 2wx

oo +o(x), W(Sp)(a) =1-

By Plancherel’s formula (and because ¢ is even)

/¢ d:c—/qb (2)da

It is useful to record that

W (SO(odd))(z) = 1 —

2rx

W(U)(r) = bo(a), W(SO(even))(x) = do(a) + gx(-1.(x),  W(O)(x) = do(a) + 5

o~

W(S0(odd)(#) = dole) ~ x(-1.0(@) + 1, W(SD)() = do(x) — 5x1-1.1(2).
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10.1. Degree 4 spinor L-functions. We denote the non-trivial zeros of L(s, 7, Spin) by op =
% + v/ —1yp. We do not assume GRH, and hence v can be a complex number. Let ¢ be a

Schwartz function which is even and whose Fourier transform has a compact support. Define

D(rp,¢,Spin) = Z 1) (;—i loch,N> ,
i

1

where logc, v = T Z log ¢(F, Spin) for k = (k1,k2), and c(F,Spin) = (k1 + k2)?(k1 —
EN perE, ()

ko + 1)2q(F) is the analytic conductor (cf. [14]).

Proposition 10.1. Assume (N,11!) = 1. Let ¢ be a Schwartz function which is even and whose

Fourier transform has a support sufficiently smaller than (—1 1).
1 ~
lim 7 > DlreéiSpin) = 6(0) + 3600 = [ o v,

k14ko+N—oo d
r EN penE, (V)

where G =S0(even), SO(odd), or O type. More precisely, let vi,wy,v],w] be as in Proposition
g2

(1) (level aspect) Fizx kyi,ky. Then for ¢ whose Fourier transform & has support in (—u,u),

where u = min{w?’w, ﬁ, 4—10}, as N — oo,
1 . - 1
T— >, Dl(ar,é.Spin) = $(0) + 56(0) + O(—)-
EN penm, () &

(2) (weight aspect) Fiz N. Then for ¢ whose Fourier transform ¢ has support in (—u,u),

i 1 1
where u = mln{m, 2—w,1}, as ki + ko — o0,

! )
— ko + 2)k‘1k:2) )

LS D(rr,,Spin) = 3(0) + 56(0) + O

dg,N FeHEj(N) log((k1

Proof. For G(s) = ¢ ((s )l;)g;’ﬂ) by Cauchy’s theorem,

(s, 7p, Spin)
—d .
D(rp,¢,Spin) = ZG (oF) T onv—1 A(s, 7, Spin) ’

We have

N (s,mp,Spin) 1 et o _ An)ag(n
’ ) | F 1+k2—3 ki—ko+1 E
A(s, 7, Spin) 2 0gq(F) + (s 2 )+ (s 2 )

n=1

where 9(s) = ;%Ej;
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The contribution coming from the logarithmic derivative of L(s, g, Spin) is

1 B . A(n)ap(n) .
21V =1 J2) 2G(s>< 2 n >d

n=1

. iA(n)a (n)#/ o s—1 2nv—1|n

N log cx, v <= Y oy 1 2) 2

e L

logckN
2 > A(n)ap(n)A< logn )

10.1 = — .
(10.1) loch\/nZ::1 N4 ¢ log ci. v

The contribution of the constant term A = 1 log g(F) is

L. 2G(s)Ads = log;EF) /oo ) <10g %’Ny> dy = logg(F) /_oo P(y)dy = M@(O)-

2mi J(9) oo 27 2log ¢, N log ¢, v

For the Gamma factors’ contribution, we use, for a,t € R, a > 0, (cf. [14])

L@ VD) o~ 1V7T) = 2 (0) + O(2a ™).

, 1%(0( + 1) =loga + O(1). Hence the Gamma factors contribute

2log(k k 2log(k; — Kk 1) ~ 1
og (k1 + k2) + 2log(ky 2+)¢(0)+O ! ‘
log ¢k, N log Ck,N

For av >

=

It is shown in [I5] that the prime powers p!, [ > 3 from (I0.)), contribute O ( If 7

log ek, N )
satisfies the Ramanujan conjecture, |ap(n)| < 4, and it is obvious. Hence

L Z D(7p,¢,Spin) = 5(0)

d
EN penE, (V)

2 arp(p pA< log p )
(log C&N)d&]v Z Z log Ck,N

FEHEL(N) P

2 ap(p logp < 2log p ) ( 1 >
—_—— +0 )
(log ¢, N)di, N Z Z log ¢k, v log cx. v

FEHEL(N) P

Let ar(p) = ar(p?) + 1. We note, from the prime number theorem,

~( 21 21 * ~/ 2logt 2logt 1 1 1
Yo (i) Toa _ [T5( 2L ) 2L g 40 = 26(0)+ 0 .
” loger,n /) ploger N 9 loger N/ tloger N log ¢k, v 2 log ¢k, v




68 HENRY H. KIM, SATOSHI WAKATSUKI AND TAKUYA YAMAUCHI

Hence

b 3 D(WF,¢)_¢(0)+%¢(O)

d
EN peE, (N)

(10.2) S y Z“F $< 10gp>

(logex N)de.N 70 ) 5 log ek, v

2 ar(p < 2logp > < 1 >
10.3 - + 0 .
( ) (log ¢, N)dk N Z Z log cx log ¢, v

FEeHEL(N) P

Now we exchange the two sums and use Proposition [9.21 Here in order to use Proposition

02, we need to assume that p{ N. But 3° v l(z/g_p < \/_ N and 37,y loﬁp < log N. Hence they

contribute to the error term. So if the support of ¢ is (—u,u) for an appropriate u < 1, then

L Z D(rr, ¢,Spin) = (;5(0) + %Qﬁ(()) L0 < 1 > .

di, N FeHE(N) log e, N

O

Remark 10.2. Since the support of(ﬁ is smaller than (—1,1), we cannot distinguish the symmetry
type among SO(even), SO(odd), or O type. In order to distinguish them, we need to compute
the n-level density (cf. [15]). We will show in an upcoming paper that when the root number
e(rp) =1, the symmetry type is SO(even); when the root number e(wp) = —1, the symmetry type
is SO(odd).

10.2. Degree 5 standard L-functions. As in the degree 4 spin L-function case, denote the
non-trivial zeros of L(s,mp,St) by op = % ++v/—1vp. We do not assume GRH, and hence v can
be a complex number. Let ¢ be a Schwartz function which is even and whose Fourier transform

has a compact support. Define

Dirp.¢,8t) = ¢ (3= log cery )
3

where log ¢y st v = %#ZFGHEE(N) log ¢(F, St), and ¢(F,St) = (kik2)?q(F,St) is the analytic
conductor.

As in the degree 4 spinor L-function case, we can show that
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LS Dlrp6.50 =30) - 260

d
EN penE (N

108 - 2 S pr logp ( log p )

log e d log e
( g E,st,N) kNFGHE W(N) P g Ck,st,N

2 br(p logp ( 2logp ) < 1 >
10.5 - +0
( ) Z Z log Ck,st,N log Ck,st,N

(log et ) de, v FEHE(N) P

where bp(p) = bp(p?) — 1. (If 7 satisfies the Ramanujan conjecture, then |bp(p')| < 5 and we

In the appendix,

can show easily that the prime powers p', | > 3, contribute to O <m>

we show it without the Ramanujan conjecture.)
By interchanging two sums and using Proposition as in Section [0l we see that if the
support of qg is (—u,u) for an appropriate u < 1,

1 Z D(WF,QS,St):@(0)_%¢(0)+0<¥>.

d loge
EN penm, () & Ck,st,N

Hence we have proved

Proposition 10.3. Let ¢ be a Schwartz function which is even and which its Fourier transform
has a support sufficiently smaller than (—1,1).

T X DlreoS) = 6(0) = 50(0) = [ o)W (Sp)(e) e

K14k mzlv d
+hko+N—o00
e kN penE (N)

More precisely, let vi,wy, v}, w}] be as in Proposition [9.3.

(1) (level aspect) Fizx ki,ky. Then for ¢ whose Fourier transform & has support in (—u,u),

— i 3 3 1
where u = min{gg;"77, o= 555 1> a8 N — o0,

= ) D(WF,¢,St)=$(0)—%¢(0)+0(10;N).

d
EN penE, (V)

(2) (weight aspect) Fix N. Then for ¢ whose Fourier transform é has support in (—u,u),

i 1 11
where u = mm{m, 2w,1,§}, as k1 + kg — o0,

1 5(0) — © :
T D D(rr..5t) = 6(0) — 56(0) + O os (e —Fa + 2)kika)

d
EN perE, ()
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11. STABLE VS UNSTABLE PSEUDO-COEFFICIENTS

In this section we compare Shin’s results [58] with ours. This would explain how using a single
pseudo-coefficient violates a symmetry, and how the defect corresponds to the non-semisimple
contributions on the geometric side and non-holomorphic endoscopic lifts on the spectral side.

Let (l1,l2) = (k1 — 1,ko — 2) be the Harish-Chandra parameter and let Dlargo be the large
discrete series of G(R) = GSp4(R) so that {Dlhl‘)’}z, }?rlgze} makes up an L-packet of [[(G(R)) (see
Section 2.3 of [65] for Dlarg: and [45] for an interpretation as C'*° classical forms). Note that
irreducible components of Dl1 l2| Spa(r) and le “|spa(r) form an L-packet of [](Sp4(R)) which
consists of four elements.

Let 5& (N) be the set introduced in Remark

Suppose 7 € §k( N) is not a CAP form, and non-endoscopic. Let m = mo ® m¢. By Weissauer
[68], if oo =~ Dlhlo}Q, there exists a cuspidal representatin 7’ = 7. ® 7T} such that 7l ~ D}?’rlg:
and 7y ~ my. Conversely, if T = D}?Tlg;, there exists a cuspidal representatin 7' =, ® 7/ such
that 7/ ~ DhOl and 7’y >~ 7.

2 !

Now suppose 7 is endoscopic and s, =~ DhOl Then by Roberts [48], there exists a cuspidal
representatin 7’ = 7TOO®7Tf such that 7/ ~ D}?rlg: and 71} ~ 7s. (Here ~ means weak equivalence,
and in fact equivalent outside the ramification of 7.)

Dlarge

However, if 7 is endoscopic and 7o =~ there does not exist a cuspidal representation 7’

such that 7l ~ D}frlg; and 7Tf ~ ms. (For example, we cannot construct a holomorphic Siegel

cusp form from a pair of two elliptic cusp forms of level 1, but we can construct a cuspidal

large )
lila

representation with the infinity type D

Therefore, holomorphic Siegel cusp forms always appear in pairs with cuspidal representations

with the infinity type D;frlg;, but there are cuspidal representations with the infinity type D;frlg;,
which do not appear in pairs. Let §k(N )enlaree he the subset of §k( N) consisting of II such that
largo

11 is endoscopic and Il is isomorphic to the large discrete series Dy Then the same argument

in Section [£.3] works for the theta lift from GSO(2,2) to GSpy and we have
dim Sy, (N)™188¢ — O((ky — kg + 1) (k1 + ko — 3)N®T9),  as ki + kg + N — oo.

Therefore

dim :S'VE(N)en,large
dim Si(N)

= O(((ky — 1)(ky —2)) " *N"27) as ky 4+ ko + N — oo,

which might be related to the second main term A, By of Theorem [Tl
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For x € {hol,large} and each Dj

[t = gfl + féirge, where we may call it “stable” pseudo-coefficient. (This is called Euler-

we choose a pseudo coefficient fi € C°(G(R)). Put

7l27

Poincaré function in [58].) Note that if we work on Spy, we would consider fgjt = fg’l +f, l:rge +
fa;tl—large +fa£tl_h01~

As Shin [58] did, by using fgl‘:t in the Arthur-Selberg trace formula, we can avoid the non-
semisimple contributions. However the trace tr( fggt) collects various automorphic forms both
holomorphic cusp forms and non-holomorphic cus£> forms. On the other hand in this paper
we used a single pseudo-coefficient fg’l to collect only holomorphic cusp forms. Such a pseudo-
coefficient might be called “unstable” ._ Thereby we had to calculate non-semisimple contributions
whose behaviors have not been understood well.

Let fighin be the measure for U = K(N) introduced in [58]. As in Section 5] we can define, by

using a pseudo-coefficient of D}frlgze (cf. Section 2.3 of [65]), the counting measure ﬁ';?( N6, DI
) Sk

11,lo
on gk (N)en,large‘

It is not difficult to estimate non-holomorphic residual spectrum part as in Section @l Then

we would have the following: for any f = fg in Proposition [6.1] the difference

~ ~ ~

ﬁShm( ) - 2ﬁK(N),£E7D?10’112( ) = ﬁ?(N)7§&7Dlarge (f) + (remainder)

ly,l2
would be
(1) (level-aspect) A + O(p%’erbgp(N)N_?’), as N — o0;
a’ k+b'
Py

(2) (weight-aspect) By + Ba + O( ), as ki + kg — o0,

(k1 — k2 + 1)(k1 — 1)(k2 — 2)
where A, By, By are the second main terms in Theorem [Tl Note also that the remainder in RHS
comes from CAP representations and residual spectrum, and it would be subsumed into the error
term.

enlarge - However, By is

Hence we expect that the second terms A, By correspond to Si(I'(INV))
still mysterious and it seems interesting to figure out what kind of representations contribute to

Bs. We will confirm the above speculation elsewhere.

12. APPENDIX

We prove

Z lbr(p')] log p

N~

pl,1>3 p

converges, without the assumption of Ramanujan conjecture.
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Recall the bound on the Satake parameters [41]: Let 7 be a cuspidal representation of G'L,,,
1 1
and let {1 (p), ..., am(p)} be Satake parameters. Then |a;(p)| < p? m2+1.
Hence |bp(ph)| < 5p%_%. So

ZZ|bF log p <<Zlogp2p = <<Zlogp

1
p 1>52 p2 1>52

Hence it is enough to prove that for each [ > 3, the series Z M converges.

p2
Recall the classification of spherical generic unitary representations of G'Sp4(Q,):

(1) L(p1,po,n); p1, p2,n are unitary characters;

(2) L(vPu,vPu=r,v=Pn); p,n are unitary characters and p? # 1 and 0 < 8 < %;

(3) L(VP, p, l/_gT}); i # 1, v are unitary characters and 0 < § < 1;

(4) L(Vﬁl,u,uﬁ?,u,l/_ﬁl?ﬂn); i, n are unitary characters and x?> = 1 and 0 < 3y < f; < 1,

. -1 -1 —
Sy 1 aup, gy, g, Qg , Where || =1

S3:1,p%,p78, ap, a1, where || = 1;

)
2) Sy : 1,pﬁap,p5a;1,p_ﬁap p‘ﬁaljl, where |a,| = 1;
) _—

)

Syl pﬁlap pﬁzap D Bloz , P BQoz , where |a,| = 1.

Clearly, > cq, lor @)l logp converges.
p

For S5, note that

N~

br(P)| = 1+ @ + p~ ) () + azh)] < 207 + 3.

and |ap(p)| = |p6 —I—p_ﬁ + —|—oz;1| > pﬁ — 3. Hence

-2 _1-2

br(p)] < lar(p)|' < lar(p)?p 2~ 17

Therefore,

|log p < Z |aF

5~ be@)llep

pES2 p

m\~

Since L(s,m x ) converges absolutely for Re(s) > 1, the above series converges.

For S3, note that

L+ +p7P + oy + oy | < 1+ +p77 +ap + o) +6.
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- 1=

Hence [bp(p')| < |br(p)! < [br(p)*p = ~ % . So

br(p')|log p br(p
Z| ()] <<Z| lil‘

T
pESs D2 p P

Since L(s,II x II) converges absolutely for Re(s) > 1, the above series converges.

For S4, note that

1_|_p61 _'_p_ﬁl _'_pBZ _|_p_52 S |1 +p61@p+p5204p+p_510£;1+p_620é;1|—|-6.

Hence |bp(p!)| < |br(p)|', and it is similar to So case.
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