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THE GENERALIZED LINEAR PERIODS

HENGFEI LU

ABSTRACT. Let F' be a local field of characteristic zero. Let u be a good character of GLy(F') x GLp41(F).
We study the generalized linear period problem for the pair (G, Hp p+1) = (GLop4+1(F), GLp(F) X GLp41(F))
and we prove that any bi-(Hp, p41, #)-equivariant tempered generalized function on G is invariant under the
matrix transpose. We also show that any P N Hy p41-invariant linear functional on an Hy p41-distinguished
irreducible smooth representation of G is also Hy pii-invariant if F' is nonarchimedean, where P is the
standard mirabolic subgroup of G consisting of matrices with last row vector (0,---,0,1).
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let F' be a local field of characteristic zero. Let p, g, n be positive integers and n = p 4 q. Let 0, 4 be the
involution defined on GL,,(F') given by

Op,g(9) = Wpg - g+ Wpyq

1,

for ¢ € GL,(F) where wp 4 = and 1, (resp. 1) is the identity matrix in the p x p (resp.

-1,
g X ¢) matrix space Maty ,(F) (resp. Maty q(F)). Let Hp 4 be the fixed points of 6, ; in GL,(F). Then
H, = GL,(F) x GLy(F). It is well known that the pair (GL,,(F'), GL,(F) x GL4(F)) satisfies the Gelfand-
Kazhdan criterion [AG09al, §7] with respect to the inverse map; see [JR96] for the non-archimedean case and
[AG09a, Theorem 7.1.3] for the archimedean case. It implies that dim Homp, (7, C) < 1 for all irreducible
admissible smooth representation 7 of GL,,(F). Jacquet-Rallis [JR96] proved that if dim Homg,  (7,C) =1
and F is non-archimedean, then = 2 7V where 7" denotes the representation of GL,,(F') contragredient to .
When p = ¢, it is closely related to the Shalika period problems (see [CS20]). Furthermore, Friedberg-Jacquet
[FJ93] have studied the relation between the linear period of 7 and the exterior square L-function L(s,w, A2).

This paper studies the twisted version of the linear period. We say that a character of F'* is pseudo-
algebraic if it has the form

1, if F' is nonarchimedean,
if /=R,
vy™S @)™, if F=C,
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where m and m’ are non-negative integers and ¢ and ¢/ are two distinct topological isomorphisms from F' to
C. Let up be a character of F* and pp o det be a character of GL,(F). Let pp o det @C be a character of
H, ,, denoted by p. We say that p is a good character of Hy, , if

e u2"| —|* is not pseudo-algebraic
for all r € {&1,42,---,+p} and all s € {1,2,---,2p?}. (See [CS20] for more details.) From now on, we
assume that ¢ = p + 1 throughout this paper, unless otherwise specified. One of the main results in this
paper is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that n = 2p + 1. Let f be a tempered generalized function on GL,,(F). If for every
h e Hp1p+1,
f(hz) = f(zh) = p(h)f(x)
for x € GL,(F) and any good character p, as generalized functions on GL,,(F), then
fz) = f(a").
Here and as usual, a superscript “t” indicates the transpose of a matrix. Then the pair (GLapt1(F), GL,(F)x

GL,41(F)) satisfies the generalized Gelfand-Kazhdan criterion (see [SZ11l Theorem 2.3]) with respect to the
matrix transpose, which implies that

dim Hompg, ,,, (7, ) - dim Hompg, ., , G ;fl) <1

for any irreducible admissible smooth representation m of GLgy41(F) and any good character u of Hy ,i1.
The analogue for the pair (GLap(F), GL,(F) x GL,(F)) has been proved by Chen-Sun in [CS20]. We will
use a similar idea appearing in [CS20] to prove Theorem [L11

Define I, p41 = Matyp1(F) & Matyi1,(F) and Np pi1 = {(z,y) € Ippy1|(zy)? = 0}. Denote by
GN, p1 (Ipp+1) the space consisting of tempered generalized functions on I, 41 supported on N, p11. By
linearization, Theorem [[.I]is reduced to the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let f be a tempered generalized function on I, pi1 supported on the nilpotent cone Ny pi1

such that for h = (a b) € Hypy1,

flaxb™! bya™) = f(a,y)
holds for any (z,y) € I, p+1. Then f(z,y) = f(y*,a*).

There is a brief introduction to the proof of Theorem[T.21 We will regard the n-dimensional vector space as
a graded slp(F)-module. Chen-Sun [CS20] used the graded modules and Fourier transform to prove that there
does not exist any H,, p,-invariant generalized function f on Mat, ,(F) x Mat, ,(F') such that both f and its
Fourier transform §(f) are supported on the nilpotent cone of Mat, ,(F) x Mat, ,(F). However, there may
exist Hp ,11-invariant generalized functions fo on I, p41 such that both fy and its Fourier transform §(fo)
are supported on the orbit H, , 1€ (the regular nilpotent orbit), where €*” = 0. There is a key observation

due to Dmitry Gourevitch that e € H), ,11e and so if fj € Cng,pH(Ip,pH)HP‘p“’X (see Theorem B.1]) then
fo = 0. Therefore,

H X —
Cng,p+1 (IP7P+1) Pt X = ()

i.e. Theorem [[2holds. (All the techniques in this paper work for the pair (GLap+1(F), GLpt1(F) x GL,(F))
as well. But they do not work for the pair (GLgpt2(F), GL,(F) x GL,12(F')) because Proposition B.I0 fails;
see Remark BI1]) In fact, we will prove a stronger result that any H, ,-invaraint generalized function on
I pt1 is also invariant under transposition, where H, , is a proper subgroup of H, p,11. (See the proof of
Theorem [6.4])

In a similar way, we can prove the following.

Theorem 1.3. Let f be a tempered generalized function on GL,,(F). Let ur be any character (not necessarily
good) of F*. If for every h € Hy p_1,

f(ha) = f(zh) = pr(a) f(z)
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for x € GL,,(F) and h = (a b) with a € F*,b € GL,_1(F), as generalized functions on GL,,(F), then

Remark 1.4. In [AGS08], Aizenbud-Gourevitch-Sayag use a different method to obtain a stronger result that
any bi-GL,,_1 (F)-invariant generalized function on GL,,(F') is invariant with repect to transposition for any
local field F' when pp is trivial. Here GL,,_1(F') is regarded as a proper subgroup of H; ,,_1. Inspired by their
results in [AGS0§|, we have Theorem Furthurmore, there is a much stronger result that any invariant
distribution on GL,11(F) under the adjoint action of GL,, (F') is invariant with respect to transposition (see
[AGRS10] for the non-archimedean case and [AGQO9b| [SZ12] for the archimedean case), which recently has
been extended to the case when F is of positive characteristic different from 2 (see [Mez21]).

Finally, we give one application to the vanishing of certain distributions which are equivariant under
transposition when F' is non-archimedean. More precisely, we have shown that any H,, ,-invariant generalized
function on I, 41 supported on N, 41 is also invariant under transposition, which implies that any P N
H,, pt1-invariant linear functional on an H,, ,;1-distinguished irreducible smooth representation of GLap41 (F)
is also Hj, ,+1-invariant, which extends the result of Maxim Gurevich in [Gurl7], where P is a standard
mirabolic subgroup of GLgp+1(F). (See Theorem [6:41) This is the original motivation of writing this paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In §2, we introduce some notation about the algebraic geometry. Then
we will use Chen-Sun’s method to prove Theorem in §3. The proof of Theorem [T will be given in §4,
which heavily depends on the results of Aizenbud-Gourevitch (see Theorem 2.2]). We shall prove Theorem
in §5. The last section studies the role of the mirabolic subgroup acting on the symmetric variety
GL,,(F)/GL,(F) x GL,,_,(F) following Maxim Gurevich in [Gurl7].

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

Let X be an ¢-space (i.e. locally compact totally disconnected topological space) if F' is non-archimedean or
a Nash manifold (see [AG09al, §2.3]) if F is archimedean. Let € (X) denote the space of tempered generalized
functions on X. Let a reductive group G(F') act on an affine variety X. Let « € X such that its orbit G(F)x
is closed in X. We denote the normal bundle by N, g( o and denote its fiber (the normal space) at the point

x by Né((F)z,z' Let
Go :={g € G(F)|gz = x}

be the stalizer subgroup of z. Let x be a character of G(F). Denote by € (X)F):X the subspace in %(X)
consisting of those tempered generalized functions f satisfying

g-f=x(9)f
for all g € G(F). If x is trivial, then it will be denoted by €' (X)),

Theorem 2.1. [AG09al, Theorem 3.1.1] Let G(F) act on a smooth affine variety X. Let x be a character of
G(F). Suppose that for any closed orbit G(F)x in X, we have

z,z)
Then
€(X)FIX = 0,

If V is a finite dimensional representation of G(F'), then we denote the nilpotent cone in V' by

(V) :={z € V|G(F)z > 0}.

Let Q¢(V) := V/VY. There is a canonical embedding Qg (V) < V (see [AG09a, Notation 2.3.10]). Set
Re(V) :=Q(V)\ (V). There is a stronger version of Theorem 211
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Theorem 2.2. [AG09al, Corollary 3.2.2]. Let X be a smooth affine variety. Let G(F) act on X. Let
K C G(F) be an open subgroup and let x be a character of K. Suppose that for any closed orbit G(F)x such
that

C(Ra, (N&(pyp,0) =% =0

we have
CK(QGI (Né((F)z,z))Kz)X =0.
Then € (X)X = 0.
3. A VANISHING RESULT OF GENERALIZED FUNCTIONS

In this section, we shall use ¢ to denote p + 1. Let

0 =
Tpq = Matyo(F) ® Maty(F) = { (y o) @ € Maty,y(F),y € Mat,,(F) } C gl, (F).
Denote by
Np.q :=A{(z,y) € I, 4|2y is a nilpotent matrix in Mat,, ,(F')}
the nilpotent cone in I, ,. Denote H, , := H, , x (¢) where o acts on H, , by the involution

() (7 )

<a b) (2,y) = (azb~",bya™")

The group H, , acts on I, , by

and
o (z,y) = (y',2")
for (z,y) € I, 4. Let x be the sign character of Hp 4, i.e. x|n, , is trivial and

x(o) = —1.
Denoted by €y, ,(Ip,q) the space of tempered generalized functions on I, ; supported on N, 4. Set

N, o (Ip,g) X = {f €, ,(Ipg)lg - f = x(9)f for all g € H,, ,}.
Theorem 3.1. We have %Np,q(fpyq)gpwx =0.

The rest part of this section is devoted to proving Theorem [B.Il Then Theorem [[.2] follows from Theorem
[BI] directly by definition.
Define a non-degenerate symmetric F-bilinear form on gl,(F') by

(z,w) g (Fy = the trace of zw as a F-linear operator.
Note that the restriction of this bilinear form on I, 4 is still non-degenerate. Fix a non-trivial unitary character
1 of F. Denote by
§:C(Ipg) — € (Ip,q)
the Fourier transform which is normalized such that for every Schwartz function ¢ on I, 4,

3(e)(z) = / Pw)P({z, Whgt, () )l

P,q
for z € I 4, where dw is the self-dual Haar measure on I, 4. If I, ; can be decomposed into a direct sum of
two quadratic subspaces Uy @ U, such that each U; is non-degenerate with respect to (—, —)|y,, then we may
define the partial Fourier transform

gUl((p)(xvy) :/ (p(Z,y)’lb(<$,Z>|U1)dZ

U1
for x € Uy,y € Uy and ¢ € €Uy ® Usz). Similarly for Fu,(¢). It is clear that the Fourier transform §
intertwines the action of H, ;. Thus we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. The Fourier transform § preserves the space Gy, ,(Ip, q)HPvQ’X.
1. Reduction within the null cone. Recall
Np.g = {(z,y) € I, 4Jxy is a nilpotent matrix in Mat, ,(F)}.

Let O be an H,, g-orbit in N, 4. Recall that every e € O can be extended to a graded slp-triple {h, e, f} (see
[KRTIl Proposition 4]) in the sense that

(3.1) [h,e] = 2e, [h,f] = —2f and [e,f] =h

where £ € N, 4 and h € b, 4, where by, = gl (F) @ gl (F) is the Lie algebra of H, . Let If , denote the
elements in I, ; annihilated by f under the adJ01nt action of the sl-triple {h,e,f} on I, , C g[ ( ). Then

Ipq = [bp.q.€l + sz,q'
Following [CS20], Proposition 3.9], we shall prove the following proposition in this subsection.

Proposition 3.3. Let f be a Hy, -invariant tempered generalized function on I, 4 such that f and its Fourier
transforms F(f) are all supported on an orbit O = H, e C Ny 4. If tr(2 — h)|1’gq # 2pq and F is non-
archimedean, then f = 0. If F' is archimedean and tr(2 — h)|1§ . is mot of the form 2pq — e with e > 0, then

f=o.

Denote by 6o(I, ) the space of tempered generalized functions on I, 4 \ (00) with support in O, where
00 is the complement of O in its closure in I, ;. (See [AG09a, Notation 2.5.3].) We will use similar notation
without further explaination.

Let F* act on €(Ip,q4) by

(t : f)(x,y) = f(tilxvtily)

for t € F*, (z,y) € Ipq and f € €(I,4). The orbit O is invariant under dilation and so F’* acts on
Co(Ip,q) e as well.

Lemma 3.4. [CS20, Lemma 3.13] Let n : F* — C* be an eigenvector for the action of F* on €o (I, 4)Hra.

2—h
Then n? = | — |tr( )I’szm for some pseudo-algebraic character k of F*.

Let @ be a quadratic form on I, ; defined by

Q(z,y) =tr(roy) +tr(yox)

for (z,y) € I, 4. Denote by Z(Q) the zero locus of @ in I, 4(F'). Then N, , C Z(Q) C Ip4. Recall the
following homogeneity result on tempered generalized functions.

Theorem 3.5. [AG09a, Theorem 5.1.7] Let L be a non-zero subspace of €5 (q)(Ip,q) such that for every
f € L, one has that §(f) € L and (Y o Q) - f € L for all unitary character of F Then L is a completely

reducible F* -subrepresentation of € (Ip,.q), and it has an eigenvalue of the form

| _ |% dimIp g =1
where Kk is a pseudo-algebraic character of F*.

Now we are prepared to prove Proposition The basic idea is due to Chen-Sun in [CS20].

Proof of Proposition[3:3 Denote by L the space of all tempered generalized functions f on I,, with the
properties in Proposition3.3] Assume by contradiction that L is nonzero. Then by Lemma [3.4] and Theorem

B3 one has

—h
|_|t7‘(2 )‘151q51:n2:|_

where k1 and ko are two pseudo-algebraic characters of F'*. This finishes the proof. O

dimI, 4 ,.—2
| g
2
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3.2. Proof of Theorem [B.Il In this subsection, we will give the proof of Theorem B.Il We need the
following definition and lemmas.

Definition 3.6. We fix a grading on sly(F') given by h € sls(F) and e, f € slo(F); where {h,e,f} is the
slo-triple defined in (B]). A graded representation of sly(F') is a representation of sly(F) on a graded vector
space V' = Vy @ Vi such that

sla(F)i(Vj) C Vig
for i,5 € Z/2Z. Then Vj (resp. V1) is called the even (resp. odd) part of V.
Lemma 3.7. Every irreducible graded representation of slo(F) is irreducible (as a usual representation of

5[2(F))

Denote by V¥ the irreducible graded representation of sly(F') with highest weight A and highest weight
vector of parity w € Z/2Z. Let V =V @ V4 such that dim Vy = p and dimV; = ¢ =p+ 1. Consider V as a
graded representation of sly(F).

Lemma 3.8. If V =V, & V; is irreducible as a graded representation of sla(F), then e is reqular nilpotent,
i.e., dim O is the biggest dimension among the nilpotent orbits of Ip ,41.

In general, there is a decomposition of sls(F')-graded modules
V=VleVo---aVy
for d > 1. (See [CS20Q].) There is an isomorphism
Ip,q = Hom(Vy, V1) ® Hom(V4, Vo) = Hom(Vo & Vi, Vo @ Vi)1
of F-vector spaces, where Hom(V, V'); is the odd part of Hom(V, V) as a graded sly(F)-module.
Lemma 3.9. [CS20, Lemma 3.1] Let

m;ji=tr(2 — h)|H0m(V;u.i)V:’.j)§‘ +tr(2 —h) — dim Vy”" dim V;;j

|Hom(vf7' Vi)t
AW

fori,je{1,2,--- d}. Then

_ 1 1

tr(2 — h)|1§’q —dimI,, = 3 Z mij + E(p —q)?
1<i<d
1<5<d

and

2min{\;, \j}+2, if N =X =1 (mod 2) and w; = wj;
mi; = ¢ 0, if =X =1 (mod 2) and w; # wj;
—|Xi = Ajl -1, ifAi=X =0 (mod?2) and w; = wj;
Ai + A+ 3, if i =X =0 (mod 2) and w; # w;.

Proposition 3.10. If ¢r(2 — h) =2p(p + 1), then there exists an h € Hy 11 such that o - e = heh™1.

|I£,p+1
Proof. Suppose V = @leVA“:i with d > 1. If )\; is odd, then dim VA‘" NVy = dim VA‘" NVy. If \; is even, then

dim VA‘" NVy = dim V)‘\" NVi + (—=1)¥. Since dimV; = dim V) 4+ 1, we obtain that the number of indices i
such that A; is even and w; = 1 minutes the number of indices ¢ such that A; is even and w; = 0 equals 1.

Denote by ¢ the number of indices ¢ such that ); is even and w; = 0. Assume that t7(2—h)| ;¢ L 2p(p+1).
0 1, 0 .

It is easy to see that e = | 0 0 O] and h = ( P ) where w; = (1) is the 1 x 1 matrix and
1, 0 0 “pt

Wil 1= ((S (1)) fori=1,2,--- ,p. In this case, V is irreducible as a sly(F')-graded representation.
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In general, if V is reducible, then (¢ — p)? + > 1<i<am;; > 0. The following proof is similar to [AG09a,
1<j<d
Lemma 7.7.5]. Reorder the space V)’ so that w; = 0 for 1 <i <t and w; = 1 for i > ¢. Furthermore, we
require that Ay > Ao > -+ > Ay and A1 2> A2 > -+ > g1 = Ag. Then

(q—p)*+ Z m;; =1+ Z (=N =Xl —1)+ Z (Ai+ X +3)

1<i<d 1<i<t t+1<i<2t+1
1<j<d 1)<t 1<j<t
D D VD VR R W CP VD VI )
1<i<t t+1<i<2t+1
t+1<552t41 t+1<5<2t 41
=4t(t+1) — § [Xi — A +2 E N+ X)) — E |Ai — A
1<i<t t+1<i<2t+1 t+1<i<2t+1
1<55<t 1<j<t t+1Z5<2t+1

t
=4t(t+ 1) +4) (N + Aegrga)i
i=1
which is positive unless ¢t = 0.
If there is an another sly(F)-triple {h’, €/, f'} such that V is irreducible, then Lemma 3.8 implies that both
e and €’ are regular nilpotent and so they are H, ,+1-conjugate due to Kostant-Rallis’ result that the regular
nilpotent elements are in the same H,, ,41-orbit (see [KR71, Theorem 6]). This finishes the proof. |

Remark 3.11. The above proposition does not hold for general p and ¢. For instance, let (p,q) = (6,8).
There does exist a unipotent element e = (z,y) such that

Z m;j+4=0

1<i<d
1<j<d
where d = 3,V = V@ V] @V is the decomposition of slz(F)-graded modules, rank(z) = 6 and rank(y) = 5.
Therefore o - e ¢ Hg se.

Finally, we can give a proof of Theorem B.11

Proof of Theorem[31l. It suffices to show that @y, (Ip,qg)7aX = 0. Due to Proposition B3] assume that
tr(2— h)|1f,,q = 2pq. Suppose that f € 6o (Ip7q)HM>X is a tempered generalized function on I, ;, supported on
the orbit O = H), 4e C N, 4. Then its Fourier transform §(f) is supported on O due to Lemma 3.2l Thanks
to Proposition

oc-e€Q,

it implies that f = 0 which means that every element in @), , (Ip,q)7aX is zero, as required.
2pg—tr(2—h
If F is archimedean and r1k2 = |—| " it )Ifzfnq, then k1 = k2 = 1 and tr(2—h)|;e = 2pq. Otherwise,

it contradicts Lemma 3.9 However, o - e € H, 4e in this case. Thus f = 0. This finishes the proof. O
4. Proor or THEOREM [Tl
Recall that n =p+ g and ¢ = p+ 1. Let H, , := H, , X H}, ;, be a reductive group. Define
Hpq = Hp.q % (0)
where o acts on H,, , by the involution (hy, ha) — ((hy')t, (k7 1)?). Let H, 4 act on GL,(F) by
(h1,h2) - g = haghy !

and o-g = g’ for h; € H, 4 and g € GL,,(F). Let x be the sign character of f{p)q. Let 1 ® =" be a character
of Hp,q. Let i be a character of H,,  twisted by the sign character, i.e. fly, , =p® p~* and fi(o) = —1.
This section is devoted to a proof of the following theorem.



8 HENGFEI LU

Theorem 4.1. Assume that p is a good character of H, 4. We have
€ (GL, (F))Hrai = 0.
Then Theorem [LI] will follow from Theorem .1l immediately.
Suppose that
1
(4.1) k= | q, Loi
| R
k=0,1,---,p. Then the orbits H, ,x, s are closed orbits in GL, (F) (see [JR96, Proposition 4.1]).
Lemma 4.2. [JR96| proposition 4.1] The following double cosets

g11 0 g12
Hppii | 0 @pvi O | Hppia

921 0 g2
exhaust all closed orbits in Hy p41\GLop+1(F)/Hp ps1, where xp_y i (for v =10,1,---,p — k) is defined in

@1, g = (gll 912> satisfies

921 g22
1, 1 (1, - A 1,
g -1, )7 -1,) " \4?-1, 4

and A € Mat, ,(F) is a semisimple matriz without eigenvalues £1.
Proof. See [Carl5l Theorem 4.13]. O
Thanks to Theorem 2.2 if i
C(R(Ng ) Hran i =0
implies
GLn F) ool
FQNG ) Hra= T =0

for any H, ,-closed orbit O = H,, ,x, where H, 4. is the stabilizer of 2, then Theorem ] holds.
At first, let us consider the simple case: v = 0.

Lemma 4.3. We have
%(R(N(}Ln(F) ))?:[;D,q,zp.k)ﬂ -0 = %(Q(NC}L"(F) ))ﬁp,q,xﬂk,ﬂ -0

Hp,q%p,k Tp,k Hp,qTp,krTp,k
where ﬁp,q@p,k ={he 7:[p1q|h “Tpk = Tp k) 1S the stabilizer of Ty in 7:[;07(1.
Proof. By easy computation, we have 7—~Lp7q7wp’k &~ (GLg(F) x GLg(F) x Hp—k,q—) X (o), where o acts on
GLy(F) x GLg(F) x Hp_g q—r by the involution

(9192 1) = (92 )" (g1 )" (7))
for g; € GLi(F') and h € Hp, ;. The normal bundle (see [CS2(0, Lemma 4.3]) is given by

GLn (F) _ gl (F) ~ /
Hp,qTp,krTp,k bp,q +Ad$p,kbp,q = lk.k (&) p—k,q—k-
The action of ﬁp,q,mp,k on NSLn(F) is given by

Hp,qTp, k Tp,k

(91.92:h) - (2,9, 2) = (g2wg7 ', 91995 ' hzh ™)
and o - (2,y,2) = (29", 2") for g; € GLK(F),h € Hy—p g, (2,y) € Ixy and 2 € [,y 4-. By [AGO9a
Proposition 2.5.8], CK(NSL"(F) yHr el s a product of

P,qTp.krTp.k
—

%(Ik7k)(GLk(F)><GLk(F))>4 (o) 1k ®uy " and (g(

p—k,g—k:sX

p—k,q— k)



THE GENERALIZED LINEAR PERIODS 9

—_~—

where i = pr o det is the character of GLy(F), px ® py ' is the character of GLy(F) x GLg(F), pr @ py "
is the character of (GLg(F) x GLg(F)) x (o) twisted by the sign character. Thanks to Theorem B.I]

N, igr Tp—,q—k ) P=#a=5X = 0. Thus it suffices to show that
G, (I ) Ol P XL (P 0 () i _
It follows from [CS20), Proposition 3.9] since pr is a good character. We have finished the proof. 0

Remark 4.4. 1f € H,,, then O = H,, ;o = H, , is a closed orbit in GL,(F). The group embedding from

)

the stabilizer subgroup Hy 4, = Hp 4 of  to H, 4 is given by
h,xz=1h if § =1,
(h8) oo U} B0
(h,z™ hz')o ifd=o0.
(See [CS20, Page 12].) Similarly, we have
%(R(Ngz"(F)))ﬁp‘q’w’ﬂ — 0= %(Q(Ngzn(F)))ﬂp,q,m,ﬂ -0
for x € Hp 4.

Now we can give a proof of Theorem 1]

Proof of Theorem[{.1] . Applying Theorem[22] we only need to prove that there does not exist any (H, 4, ft)-
equivariant tempered generalized function on the normal bundle of #, ,-closed orbits. Thanks to Lemma
43, we have proved Theorem [£1]if v = 0. Thus applying Lemma [£.2] it is reduced to prove that

(42) CR(NG TPl = 0 = G QN ) oraee =

Hp,q,x Hp,qx,x

for the closed orbit H,, 4, where

g1 912
T = Tp_uvk € GL,(F)
921 922
A 1,
~1,
and 26, ,(z7 1) = Lp—v—k 1 , A is a semisimple element in Mat,, , (F)
—1
]-qfvfk
A% -1, A
forv=1,2,---,p—k, without eigenvalues £1. Futhermore, we may assume that x6, ,(z) = 0, ,(x)z (where

z is called normal in the sense of [AG09al §7.4]), A is a scalar matrix and A? # 1,. Then
Hpgw = (GL,(F) x (GLK(F) x GLy(F)) X Hy_y_jqvk) % (&) = (GL,(F) % (0)) X Hpvgvia, . x
fl(GL, (F)x (o)) = X is the sign character and

NgLn(F) = Matv,u(F) S5 Ik,k S3) Ip*kfv,Q*kfu = Matv,l/(F) S NC}LTW%(F)

)
Hp,q%HT Hp—v,q—vTp—v,kTp—v,k

where GL, (F') acts on Mat, ,(F) by inner conjugation and o acts on Mat, ,(F) by the matrix transpose.
Therefore ([@2]) follows from Lemma 3] and

€ (Mat,,, (F))CbF)elx —
(See [CS20, Theorem D].) This finishes the proof. O
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.3]

The method in this paper does not work for arbitrary p and ¢ (see Remark B.1T]). However, we can still
prove several cases if p is small, such as p = 1. The main purpose in this section is to study the case
for the pair (GLy(F),GL1(F) x GLy,_1(F)). Recall that Hy ,_1 = GL1(F) x GLp_1(F). We can define
Ilm_l,/\/l,n_l,ﬁl,n_l,Hl,n_l and 7:[1,71_1 similarly. Given a closed orbit 7:{17,,_190 in GL,(F), we denote
7-117"_1@ the stabilizer of z in 7:11,71_1.

We follow the method in the previous section to give a proof of Theorem

Proof of Thoerem[1.3. The case for n = 2 is trivial. Assume that n > 3. Applying Theorem and Lemma
A2 we only need to prove that

CRING ) )X =0 = G(QING) ))Pnr=X =0

Hin—1%,T Hin—1z,T
k
forz=1(1 (k=0,1) or z satisfying
1n72
A 1

W1 12 Wi 1 = 1, -
A% -1 A
where A is a scalar in Mat, ,(F) = F and A? # 1. Now we separate them into three cases.
e Assume v = 0 and k = 0. Then N2
Hin—1%,T

fll,n_l. Then it is enough to show that

%Nl,nfl(llynfl)Hl’nihx =0.
In fact, we will prove that a stronger result
%Nl,nfl(llynfl)Hl’n721X =0.
(See the equality (G which will be proved later.) Then we are done.

e Assume v =0 and £ = 1. Then NSL"(F) = F@F and

= I1,,—1 and the stabilizer of x = 1,, is isomorphic to

1,n—1T,T
Hin 122 (GL1(F) x GLy(F) x GL,_5(F)) x ().
The action of 7:[1,7171,1 on F' @ F is given by

(91,92, h) - (2,y) = (92297 ", 91992 ')
and o - (z,y) = (z,y) for g; € GL1(F),h € GL,_2(F) and z,y € F. Moreover,

(gNLl (1171)’7"21,7171,1')HF®M;1 — O

since the element o fixes N7 1 pointwisely.
e Assume k=0 and v = 1. Then NSL”(F) = F and 7-7,1,7171,1 = (GL1(F) x GLy—2(F)) x (o). The

l,nflwlw
action on F is trivial. This implies €' (F)tn-1.2X = (.
We have finished the proof of Theorem O

6. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we use a similar idea to give another application in the representation theory.

In [Gurl7], assuming that F' is non-archimedean, Gurevich investigated the role of the mirabolic subgroup
on the symmetric variety GL,,(F)/Hp —p where Hy, ,,—, = GL,(F) x GL,_,(F). More precisely, let P be
a mirabolic subgroup of GL, (F) consisting of matrices with last row vector (0,---,0,1). Let GL,(F) act
on Mat, »(F) by inner conjugation. Bernstein [Ber84] proved that any P-invariant generalized function on
Mat,, ,(F) must be GL, (F)-invariant. We expect that there is a more general phenomenon related to the
mirabolic subgroup P.
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Define I, ,,—p and N, ,,—, as before. Let PN Hp,—p act on I, ,—, by inner conjugation. It is expected
that any P N Hy, ,,—,-invariant tempered generalized function on I, ,,_, supported on N, ,_, is also Hy, ;,—p-
invariant. The following is a baby case.

Lemma 6.1. Any PN H,_11-invariant tempered generalized function on I,,_11 supported on Nn_1,1 s also
H,,_1 1-invariant.

PT’OOf. Note that Hn_171 = GLn_l(F)XGLl (F) and PﬂHn—m = GLn_l(F) Let f S CgNn—l,l (In_l)l)PmH"’l’l.
Given arbitrary h = <a ) € Hy_1,1 fora € GL,,_1(F) and b € F*,

b
f(h-(2,y)) = fla™ ab, b ya) = f(ba™ w,yab™") = f(x,y)
for any (x,y) € Np—11. Thus f is H,_1 1-invariant. O

Gurevich proved that any P N Hj ,—1-invariant generalized function on N ,—1 is also Hj ,—i-invariant
(see |[Gurl7, Theorem 4.2]). Then by [Gurl7, Theorem 3.9] and [Gurl7 Corollary 5.1], he proved that
any P N H; ,_i-invariant linear functional on an H ,_1-distinguished irreducible smooth representation of
GL,,(F) is also Hy ,—_1-invariant (see [Gurl7, Theorem 1.1]). We will give a new and shorter proof to [Gurl7,
Theorem 4.2] here, including the archimedean case.

Proposition 6.2. Let P be the standard mirabolic subgroup of GL,(F) consisting of matrices with last row
vector (0,---,0,1). Let I, n_p, Npn—p and Cx, ,_,(Ipn—p) be as before. Then

P

(gNl,nfl (Il7n_1)PmH1Jl71 = (gNl,nfl (Il7n_l)Hlynil N

Proof. Assume n —1 > 2. We will prove that any generalized function f € €y, ,,_, (I1,n—1)""H1n=1 satisfies
f(z) = f(a") for all x € I; ,,—1. Then f is invariant with respect to P* N H{, ; and so f is invariant under

(PN Hyp1,P'NH], ) =Hin 1

It is known that H;,_2 is a proper subgroup in P N Hj ,—1. Let ﬁlyn,l be as usual and x be its sign
character. We will show that

(6.1) CNy s (L1 1) 22X = 0.

Note that I ,—1 = I1 2 ®V @ V* with dim V' = 1. Let (e,v,v*) € I1 2 ®V & V™ be a unipotent element
in Mi,n—1. Then v*(v) = 0 (see [Aiz13, §6.1]). Thus either v = 0 or v* = 0. Without loss of generality,
assume v = 0. Take any f € Gr,,_,([in—2®V ® V*)Hlv“*’x such that (e,0,v*) € supp(f). Then the
partial Fourier transform v x v+ (f) is also supported on Hy ,,_o(e, 0,v*); see [Aiz13, §4.2]. Thanks to [Aiz13]
Lemma 6.3.4] that (I1,,—2 ® V @ {0}) U (I1,n—2 ® {0} @ V*) does not support any nonzero H; ,_p-invariant
generalized functions, f = 0. Then any fll)n_g—invariant generalized function on I ,—; is invariant under
transposition. This finishes the proof. O

Proposition implies that any P N Hy ,—i-invariant linear functional on an H ,_i-distinguished irre-
ducible smooth admissible representation of GL,, (F) is also Hj ,—1-invariant.

Corollary 6.3. Any P N Hy ,—1-tnvariant linear functional on an Hy ,—1-distinguished irreducible smooth
admissible representation of GL,(F) is also Hy n_1-invariant.

Proof. Denote by 2(GL,,(F)) the distributions on GL,,(F'). Following [Gurl7, Corollary 5.1], and [KemI5|
Theorem 3.6], it suffices to show that

@(GLn(F))(PmHl,n—l)XHl,n—l — .@(GLn(F))Hl’"*IXHl’"*l_
Note that Z(GL,,(F))FHin-1)xHin-1 = §(GL, (F)/Hy ;1) " H1n-1; see [Kem15, Lemma 3.7]. Thus it is
equivalent to proving
D(CLy(F)/Hy )P0t = @(GL,(F)/Hy pq) .
We shall show that }
C(GL,(F)/Hy ) Trm=2X = 0.
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which will imply 2(GL,,(F)/H1 ,—1)H17=2X = 0 due to a general principle of ”distribution versus Schwartz
distribution” (see [AG09al Theorem 4.0.2]). Then we are done since P N Hy ,,—1 and its transpose generate
the whole group Hy ,,—1.

Suppose that n > 3. Applying Theorem and Lemma [£.2] it is enough to show that

Cny (L)X = 0= G,y (Tmy) m X,
which follows from [CS20, Theorem D] and (G.1I). Here the action of fILl on Iy 1 is given by
(a,b) - (z,y) = (bra™ ', ayb™') and o(x,y) = (z,y).
This finishes the proof. O

In fact, we can prove a bit more. Let P be the standard mirabolic subgroup of GLap41(F) consisting of
matrices with last row vector (0,---,0,1). Then H), is a proper subgroup of P N Hy, pi1.

Theorem 6.4. Let F' be nonarchimedean. Any P N Hp,i1-invariant linear functional on an Hy py1-
distinguished irreducible smooth representation of GLapy1(F) is also Hp py1-invariant.

Before we give the proof of Theorem [6.4] we shall apply Theorem [6.4] to study the relation between the
exterior square L-function and the H), ,4-distinguished spherical representation .

Let F be a finite field extension of Q,. Let O be the ring of integers of F. Let w be the uniformizer in
Or and |w| = ¢~ ! where ¢ is the cardinality of the residue field Or/wOF of F. Let B(F) be the standard
Borel subgroup of GLayy1(F) with unipotent radical N(F'). Let m be a unitary spherical principal series
representation of GLapy1(F') distinguished by Hp 11 such that

T= Ind%hpﬂ(m (X1 ® -+ ® Xx2p+1)(normalized induction)

where x; are unitary characters of F*. Let K be a maximal open compact subgroup of GLapy1(F).

Lemma 6.5. [Shi76] Up to a scalar there exists a unique right K-invariant Whittaker function W, in 7
given by W (@) = 0 unless A = (A1, A2, -+ , Aopy1) in Z2FL satisfies Ay > Ag > -+ > Agpi1, where
det((xi (@ T2P179)); ;)

W(wk) = 5}13/2(w>\) det((x: (@2PH19));.)

and §p is the modular function of B(F).

Let H), . be the image of H, ;11 in GLa,y1(F) under the following embedding
((ai,j) b ) — (Ci,j) S GL2p+1(F)
(bi5)

bsy fi=2s—-1,7=2t—-1;
where (a; ;) € GLy(F), (bi,j) € GLpy1(F) and ¢; 5 = S asy  if i = 2s,j = 2t;
0 otherwise.
Consider the integral

W= W (p)| det(p)|*dp.

N(F)NH, o \PNH, .,
It will give us a PN H,, ,, -invariant linear functional on 7 when s = 0 which is H,, . ,-invariant as well due
to Theorem Moreover, the integral is related to the exterior square L-function L(s, 7, A?) which sets up
a relation between L(s, 7, A?) and the distinction problem of 7. Denote by L(s,n) the standard L-function
of m. Take a measure dp on P such that the volume of the compact subset P N Hzlv,p-irl NKis 1.

Theorem 6.6. Let m = Indgzi‘;“(m (X1 ® - @ Xx2p+1) be a unitary spherical representation of GLapy1(F).

If w is distinguished by H), ., then L(s,m,A*)L(s,7) has a pole at s = 0.
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Proof. Suppose that B(F) = AN(F

~—

where A is the split torus and so A C H, ,.;. Then PN H, .4 =

(N(F)NH,, ,.1)(PNA)(PNH,, . ,NK). Denote by opnmy, ., the modular character of (N(F)NH), ,1 1) (PNA).
Note that 65 (w™)'/? = Spnm; p+1(w}‘). Then
s det((x; whitptl—j iq —s\ir
/ W)t = Y tbalm? 2 Vi) (-eyers
N(F)NHL G \PNH] A1 > >X0p > Aop1=0 et((xi(@ ))ii)
which equals
(1=a @ Ta@) - TT0 - @ @)a )T - xil=)a )™
i i<j i

(See [Mac95, §1.5 Example 4].) Since 7 is distinguished by H,, , 1, [, x: is trivial. Thus

lin%(l — PO L(s,m, A2)L(s,7) # 0.

s—
Therefore L(0, 7, A?)L(0,7) = oc. O

6.1. Proof of Theorem This subsection is devoted to a proof of Theorem The basic ideas come
from [Suni2l [CS20]. The generalized function f will be restricted to a smaller open subset which can be
handled easily. It will give us a very strict condition for the support of f. Then we will show that any
H,, p-invariant tempered generalized function on I, 41 is invariant under transposition, which will imply

Theorem
From Proposition [6.2], we have seen that

Lypri=Ip®VoV:
where V @ V* is equipped with a natural non-degenerate quadratic form
(v,v") = v*(v)
for v € V and v* € V*, which induces a symmetric bilinear form (—,—). Let F* act on Gy, ., (Ip,p+1) by
t- flz,y,v,0") = f(t e, t 7y, t ot 1o¥)
for (z,y) € I, p,v € V and v* € V*. Recall that

(6 ) rmoe) = s ab b o e
for a,b € GLp(F) and
g- f({E, yavav*) = f(ytaxtv (U*)tvvt)'
Let (e, vo,v5) € Nppt1 and O = (Hp , x F*)(e, v, v§) be a Hp , X F*-orbit in M, 1. Then e = <y0 ;%0> €
0
Np.p and v (w0 0 yo)*vg = 0 for any non-negative integer k. (See [Aiz13) §6.1].)
Let {h,e,f} be a graded sly(F)-triple (see (B.1)) related to I, ,, which integrates to an algebraic homo-

morphism
SLa(F) — GLop(F).

Denote by D; the image of (t tl) in H,,. Let

T :={(Dy,t7%) € H,, x F*|t € F*}

be a closed subgroup in H), x F* which fixes the element e. Define

E(e) := {(U,U*) eV xV*

v*(z0 0 yo)¥v = 0 for all non-negative integers k}

and
V(e) :={(v,v") € E(e)|(h - (v,v"), (v,v™)) = 0 for any h € (D,)}.

The following lemma is similar to [CS20, Lemma 3.13].
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Lemma 6.7. Let ) be an eigenvalue for the action of F* on Go(Ippi1)Hrr. Then

tr(2—h)\1§ p+2p _9

772:|_| K1k

for some pseudo-algebraic characters k1 and ko of F'*.
Proof. Consider the map
(6.2) Hpyp x F* x (If j@oVeV) —IL,eVaeV:

via (h,&,v,v*) = h.(e+&+v+0v*) for £ € szm, h e Hp,x F*,veV and v* € V*, which is submersive at
every point of Hy, x F* x {(0,vp,vg)}. Moreover, Hy, , x F* x {(0,v0,v§)} is open in the inverse image of
O = (Hpp x F*).(e,v0,v§) under the map ([G2). (See [CS20, Page 18].) Thanks to [JSZ1I, Lemma 2.7], the

restriction map yields an injective linear map
to (Ip,p eVe V*)Hp’pXFXJXn - %{O}XE(G) (Izgyp eV e V*)T’IXnIT
where 1 x |7 ((Dy,t72)) = n(t)~2. It is easy to see that the representation 6oy (If ) of T is completely

reducible and every eigenvalue has the form

tr(h—2)

Dy, t72) o 1 T iy (1)

where k1 is a pseudo-algebraic character of F*. Thus

tr(2—h)| _
n(t)* = |t] o (t)ng (2

for any t € F*, where 79 is an eigenvalue for the action of 7' on €g(e)(V @ V*). In order to compute 79, we
will restrict 7o to a smaller subspace Gy (o) (V © V*) of €y (V @ V).
Define a symplectic form on (V @& V*) x (V & V*) as follow

< (21,91), (w2, y2) >:= (x1,92) — (Y1, 72)

where x;,y; € V@& V*. Then V & V* is a maximal isotropic subspace. Consider the Weil representation on
Mp,,(F) = Mp((V & V*) x (V@& V*),< —,— >). Under the Weil representation wy,

A
wy (At)1> plx) = [ det A|'2p(A™"x), for A € GLyy(F),
13, N _ _ ATt
Ww 12 SD(:E) - w(<N"E7"E>)Qp(‘KI;)7 fOl" N - N € Mat2p72p(F)7
P

for p € S(V®V*) and z € V@ V*. We may extend wy, from the Schwartz space S(V & V™) to the generalized
function space € (V ¢ V*). Note that

()= () G ) () G ) (1)

holds for any X € GL,,(F). Here we only need the case that X is a diagonal matrix. Denote D; = (At B )
t

and X; = <At A1>' Then the action of D; on V & V™ is given by

(v,0%) — (AtU,U*A;l)-
It is obvious that
oo (M 350) 0t) = (w0 AT, (00 DT 00)
- f(vu ’U*)



THE GENERALIZED LINEAR PERIODS 15

for any f € Gy (e)(V & V*). Then (12p Xi acts on 6y (e)(V @ V*) trivially and so is (;2”1 1 ) Thus
2p t 2p
D; does not contribute to 7. Therefore 79 has the form
(D1, t72) o[22 VOV (172) = [t~y (1)?
) tr(2—h)| ¢ 9 5 . x
and so n(t)? = |t| pe k(L) - [E|*Pra(t) 2 for some pseudo-algebraic characters x; of F*. O

Let e be a nilpotent element in I, ,. Let {h,e,f} be the slo(F)-triple (see (3.I))). Then Chen-Sun [CS20,
Lemma 3.12] proved

(6.3) 2p* <tr(2=h)|; < 4p*.
Now we can give a proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[6.4] Following [Gurl7, Corollary 5.1], it suffices to show that
(6.4) % (GLap i1 (F))(Pme,p+1) XHppt1 _ %(GLap 11 (F))Hpwt1xHppia
Note that €'(GLap+1(F)/Hppi1) " MHrrtt 22 G(GLopr (F)) P Hrrs1) ¥ opss - Thus (@) is equivalent to
(6.5) € (GLopy1(F)/Hpps1 )P o0+t = €(GLopy1 (F)/Hppi1)Tortt,
We shall show that
€ (GLaps1(F)/Hypi1) Trrx = 0,

Then the identity (G.5) follows from the fact that P N Hy, ,11 and its transposition generate the whole group
H, p+1. Applying Theorem 22 and Lemma [42] it is enough to show that

(6.6) Ny Lpp @V V)X =0

with dim V' = dim V* = p.

Now the rest of this part is devoted to proving the equality ([6.6). Take (e, vo,v5) € Np p+1 and the sly(F')-
triple {h, e, f} related to I, ,. Denote O := H,, ,(e, v, v3) C Nppt1. Recall that F* acts on €o (I, , BV EV™)
by

tf(,y,0,0%) = f(t ™yt ot oY)
for t € F* (z,y) € Ipp and f € oI, @V @ V*). Let 1 be an eigenvalue for the action of F* on

Co(lp, ®V @ V*). By Lemmal6d n* = | — |tr(2_h)|’zf)wp+2p. By Theorem [3.5] one has n? = | — [4mep+1 and
0

tr(2—h);s +2p=2p(p+1),
which contradicts the inequality (6.3). This finishes the proof. O

Remark 6.8. It seems that our method fails for Theorem when I is archimedean. The reason is that
there are many possible solutions for

772 — | _ |d1m Ip’p+1fi_2
due to Lemma
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