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A LOCAL TRACE FORMULA FOR p-ADIC INFINITESIMAL SYMMETRIC
SPACES: THE CASE OF GUO-JACQUET

HUAJIE LI

ABSTRACT. We establish an invariant local trace formula for the tangent space of some symmetric
spaces over a non-archimedean local field of characteristic zero. These symmetric spaces are studied
in Guo-Jacquet trace formulae and our methods are inspired by works of Waldspurger and Arthur.
Some other results are given during the proof including a noninvariant local trace formula, Howe’s
finiteness for weighted orbital integrals and the representability of the Fourier transform of weighted
orbital integrals. These local results are prepared for the comparison of regular semi-simple terms,
which are weighted orbital integrals, of an infinitesimal variant of Guo-Jacquet trace formulae.
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1. Introduction

The Guo-Jacquet trace formula [15] is a promising tool to generalise Waldspurger’s result [32] on the
relation between toric periods and central values of automorphic L-functions for GLs to higher ranks.
It is inspired by Jacquet’s new proof [19] of Waldspurger’s theorem. Although such a formula has not
been established in full generality, its simple form was used by Feigon-Martin-Whitehouse [14] to obtain
some evidence for the conjecture of Guo-Jacquet. For applications, one needs to compare geometric sides
of Guo-Jacquet trace formulae for different symmetric pairs. Some local results on the comparison of
relative orbital integrals include Guo’s fundamental lemma [15] and Zhang’s smooth transfer [37].

In order to study the Guo-Jacquet trace formula and its comparison, one may begin with an infinites-
imal variant. That is to say, we replace a symmetric space by its tangent space (called an infinitesimal
symmetric space). Such a variant should share some similarities with the geometric side of Guo-Jacquet
trace formula. It is simpler than the original formula because spectral objects are replaced by the
Fourier transform of geometric objects (cf. [33] and [8]). Moreover, by the method of descent dating
back to Harish-Chandra’s works, the comparison at the infinitesimal level should imply the comparison
of geometric sides of original formulae (see [37] on the transfer of orbital integrals).

An infinitesimal variant of Guo-Jacquet trace formulae has been established in [26] and [25] via an
analogue of Arthur’s truncation process in [2] (see also [3] for its Lie algebra variant). We actually consider
more general cases suggested by [36] and [28]. Most (namely regular semi-simple) terms appearing in
these formulae can be written as explicit weighted orbital integrals on infinitesimal symmetric spaces
over a number field (see [26, Theorem 9.2] and [25, Theorem 9.2]). They are noninvariant analogues of
ordinary orbital integrals (which can be compared locally thanks to [15] and [37]) and should be the next
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objects to be compared. As the first evidence, the weighted fundamental lemma has been proved in [25,
Theorem 10.9] thanks to Labesse’s work [23] on the base change for GL,,.

The same philosophy of Waldspurger’s work [34] on the endoscopic transfer has been followed by
Zhang [37] to prove the transfer of local orbital integrals on infinitesimal symmetric spaces of Guo-
Jacquet. A simple form of the local trace formula [37, Lemma 6.5], Howe’s finiteness for orbital integrals
[29, Theorem 6.1] and representability of the Fourier transform of orbital integrals [37, Theorem 6.1]
apart from a simple form of the global trace formula [37, Theorem 8.4 and p. 1875] and the fundamental
lemma [37, Lemma 5.18] at the infinitesimal level have been used in Zhang’s proof. It is expected that
such a strategy should be extended to the weighted context. In fact, some successful attempts have
been made by Chaudouard in [9] and [10] on the stable base change. We would like to follow these
ideas in the comparison of local weighted orbital integrals on infinitesimal symmetric spaces of Guo-
Jacquet. However, further study in noninvariant local harmonic analysis on infinitesimal symmetric
spaces is needed to achieve our goal. This paper aims to prepare some essential ingredients such as a
noninvariant local trace formula, Howe’s finiteness for weighted orbital integrals, representability of the
Fourier transform of weighted orbital integrals and an invariant local trace formula. Our methods are
mainly inspired by the works of Waldspurger’s [33] and Arthur’s [5].

Let E/F be a quadratic field extension of non-archimedean local fields of characteristic zero. Denote
by D a central division algebra over F' and by GL,, p the reductive group over F' whose F-points are
GL, (D). We study two generalised cases of Guo-Jacquet trace formulae. The first case is (G, H),
where G := GLg, p and H := GL,,p x GL, p denotes its diagonal subgroup by diagonal embedding.
Denote by s the tangent space of the symmetric space G/H at the neutral element, on which H acts by
conjugation. The second case is (G', H'), where G’ is the group of invertible elements in a central simple
algebra g’ over F' containing F, and H’ is the centraliser of E* in G’. Denote by s’ the corresponding
infinitesimal symmetric space. Notice that (G, H) and (G’, H') are the same symmetric pair after a base
change to an algebraic closure of F' containing E. In the rest of the introduction and this paper, we shall
focus on results in the first case and provide complete proofs. The second case is similar in statements
and proofs, so we shall only state main results, point out additional ingredients and sketch necessary
steps for later use.

Before explaining the main results of this paper, we introduce some necessary notations. Let 1 be the
quadratic character of F*/NE* attached to E/F, where N is the norm map E* — F*. For z € G(F),
we denote by Nrd(z) its reduced norm. Let C°(s(F)) be the space of locally constant, compactly
supported, complex-valued functions on s(F'). Denote by s,s C s the Zariski open subset consisting of
regular semi-simple elements (see Section 3.1). Let My be the group of diagonal elements in G, which
is a common minimal Levi subgroup of G and H. A Levi subgroup of G containing M is said to be
w-stable if w := (1(1 10”) € M. Denote by £%%(Mp) the set of w-stable Levi subgroups of G. Suppose
that M € 2%« (My). Write m := Lie(M) and My := M N H. Let Ay be the maximal F-split torus in
the centre of M. Denote by .#% (M) the set of parabolic subgroups of G containing M. This paper is
organised in the following way.

In Section 2, we fix some notations of local harmonic analysis and recall some facts of Arthur’s (G, M)-
families, most of which can be found in [33, §I-II]. In particular, for M € £%“(My) and Q € .FE (M),
we define the local weight function v]% on G(F) of main interest by (2.6.1).

In Section 3, we prepare some properties of infinitesimal symmetric spaces. Some of them are stated
for a general symmetric pair and most of them are relative avatars of classical works of Harish-Chandra
[17]. Preliminaries on symmetric pairs can be found in [29] and [1].

In Section 4, we define local weighted orbital integrals for the action of H(F) on s(F') and study their
properties. Let M € £%“(My) and Q € FY(M). For all f € C(s(F)) and X € (m N s)(F), we
define

TG0 X.0) = PO [ FAd(a) ()N (0))of, (),
Hx (F)\H(F)

where |D®(X)|p is the Weyl discriminant factor (see (3.1.1)) and Hx denotes the centraliser of X in

H. The distributions Jﬁ(n,X ,+) on s(F) are local analogues of the global weighted orbital integrals

obtained in [26, Theorem 9.2].

In Section 5, we establish the noninvariant local trace formula. For f € C°(s(F)), we define its
Fourier transform f by (3.2.1). For M e £%% (M), let Zui(m Ns) be a set of representatives for
My (F)-conjugacy classes of M-elliptic Cartan subspaces in mNs (see Section 3.2). For f, f' € C°(s(F)),
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we define

T g, f) = > W W T (= dimaAe) N W (M ¢ /

Me LG« (M) €€ Ten(mNs) (eNses) (F)
IS, X, f, fdX,

where WOM"', WOGL”' and W(Mpg,¢) are certain Weyl groups (see Section 3.2), and J (1, X, f, f') is
defined by (5.1.1).

Theorem 1.1 (see Theorems 5.3 and 5.12). For all f, f' € C°(s(F')), we have the equality
T, f.f1) = I, f. ):

This formula results from the Plancherel formula and an analogue of Arthur’s truncation process in
[5]. We cannot deduce it via the exponential map as in [33, §V] for lack of a local trace formula for
symmetric spaces. One needs to return to the proof of [5] instead.

In Section 6, we show Howe’s finiteness for weighted orbital integrals on s(F"). For r C s(F') an open

compact subgroup, denote by C°(s(F)/r) the subspace of C°(s(F)) consisting of the functions invariant
by translation of r.

Proposition 1.2 (see Corollaries 6.6 and 6.9). Let r be an open compact subgroup of s(F), M €
LG9 (M) and o C (m N s)(F). Suppose that there exists a compact subset oo C (m N s)(F) such
that o C Ad((Mp)(F))(0¢). Then there exists a finite subset {X; : i € I} C o and a finite subset
{fi:ieI} CCX(s(F)/r) such that for all X € o and all f € CZ(s(F)/r), we have the equality

T X, ) =I5, Xa, £)I51(n, X, fi).
iel
The proof originates from Howe’s seminal work [18] which is extended to weighted orbital integrals
on Lie algebras by Waldspurger. We modify the argument in [33, §IV] to make it apply to our case.

In Section 7, we show that the Fourier transform of weighted orbital integrals on s(F') is represented
by locally integrable functions on s(F').

Proposition 1.3 (see Propositions 7.2 and 7.10). Let M € £%“(My) and X € (m N sy)(F). Then
there exists a locally constant function j$r(n, X,-) on s.s(F) such that for all f € C(s(F)), we have

I X 0) = [ i X000

Its proof is similar to that in [33, §V] and makes use of the noninvariant trace formula and Howe’s
finiteness for weighted orbital integrals.

In Section 8, we modify weighted orbital integrals to obtain 7(Nrd(-))-invariant distributions I ch (n, X,")
on 5(F) by (8.1.1) and (8.1.7), where M € £%“(My) and X € (m N s.)(F). The method is close to
Arthur’s standard one, but it is simpler here since there is no spectral object involved, which is also a
feature of [33]. By the above proposition and the construction via induction, there also exists a locally
constant function 1§, (7, X, -) on sy(F) such that for all f € C°(s(F)), we have

By X )= | SO X V)0 )| ay.
s(F
In Section 9, we establish the invariant local trace formula. For f, f' € C°(s(F')), we define
9 ff) = Y W W e [T (- timAn/Ae) R |W(MH7C>|71/
Me£G (M) ¢€ T (ms) (eses) (F)
Iii (0, X, F)IG (0, X, f)dX.
Theorem 1.4 (see Theorems 9.1 and 9.4). For all f, f' € C°(s(F)), we have the equality
190 f. ") =19, ', )

This formula is deduced from the noninvariant local trace formula. We mainly consult [33, §VII] for
the proof.
In Section 10, we prove a vanishing property at “infinity” of the function %%(n, YY) on (mNsy)(F),
where M € £%%(My), M # G and Y € s,4(F). Denote by vp(-) the valuation on F.
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Proposition 1.5 (see Propositions 10.1 and 10.4). Let M € L% (M), M # G. Let X € (m N sy)(F)
andY € s,5(F'). Then there exists N € N such that if A € F* satisfies vp(\) < —N, we have

iS5 (n, AX,Y) = 0.

It is an analogue of [9, Proposition 2.2] and serves as a complement of the limit formula for the function
iG(n,-,Y) on sy(F) in [37, Proposition 7.1], where Y € 5,4(F). In a subsequent paper, we shall prove
some relations between the functions 1§, and their analogues for the case of (G, H'), which are related to
the comparison of Guo-Jacquet trace formulae at the infinitesimal level. The above vanishing property
will be used to construct some nice test functions whose Fourier transforms have vanishing nontrivial
weighted orbital integrals.

In the end, we remark that although we concentrate on the case of Guo-Jacquet here, many results
in this paper might be extended to other symmetric pairs, which can be seen from their proofs.
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University-A*MIDEX, a French “Investissements d’Aveni” programme.

2. Notation and preliminaries

2.1. Fields. Let F be a non-archimedean local field of characteristic zero. Denote by |- | (resp. vr(-))
the normalised absolute value (resp. the valuation) on F and by Op the ring of integers of F. Fix a
uniformiser w of Op. Let ¢ be the cardinality of the residue field of Op.

2.2. Groups and the map Hp. Let G be a (connected) reductive group defined over F. All algebraic
groups and algebraic varieties in this article are assumed to be defined over F' until further notice. Fix
a Levi subgroup M of a minimal parabolic subgroup of G.

Denote by Ag the maximal F-split torus in the centre of G. Define

ag := Homz (X (G)p,R),

where X (G)p is the group of F-rational characters of G. Define the homomorphism Hg : G(F) — ag
by

(He(x), x) = log(|x(x)|F)
for all x € G(F) and x € X(G)p. Set ag,r := Hg(G(F)), which is a lattice in ag.

Fix a maximal compact subgroup K = K¢ of G(F') which is admissible relative to My in the sense
of [3, p. 9]; in other words, K is the stabiliser in G(F) of a special point in the apartment associated
to Apg, of the Bruhat-Tits building of G. For a central division algebra D over F', we denote by GL,, p
the reductive group over I whose F-points are GL,(D). In this paper, when G = Resg,pG Ly, pr with
D’ being a central division algebra over a finite extension E of F, we choose My ~ (Resg, G, p/)" to
be the subgroup of diagonal elements in G, and K = GL,(Op,) with Op, being the ring of integers of
D’ (see [35, p. 191] for example). Set W' := Normg g (Mo)/Mo(F) to be the Weyl group of (G, My),
where Normg(r)(Mo) denotes the normaliser of My in G(F). It is known that any element in W§* admits
a representative in K.

By a Levi subgroup of G, we mean a group M containing My which is the Levi component of some
parabolic subgroup of G. For such a group M, set Ky := M(F) N K. Then the triplet (M, K, Mp)
satisfies the same hypotheses as (G, K, My). Denote by FE (M), 2%(M) and £%(M) the set of
parabolic subgroups of G containing M, parabolic subgroups of G with Levi factor M and Levi subgroups
of G containing M respectively.

For P € .#% (M), let Mp be the Levi component containing My and Np the unipotent radical. Denote
Ap := Ay, and ap := apg, whose dual R-linear space is denoted by a},. Define a map Hp : G(F) = apmp
by

Hp (mnk) = H]\/[P (m)

for all m € Mp(F), n € Np(F) and k € K. Let P € 2% (Mp) be the parabolic subgroup opposite to P.
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For P C @ a pair of parabolic subgroups in .#%(Mp), the restriction X(Mg)r < X(Mp)r induces
a pair of dual maps ap — aq and a;, — ap. Let ag be the kernel of the former map ap — ag. Set AIQ)
to be the set of simple roots for the action of Ap on P N Mg. Denote by (Ag)v the set of “coroots” as
in [6, p. 26]. Then (AIQD)v is a basis of the R-linear space aIQD.

2.3. Heights. We fix a height function ||-|| : G(F) — R as in [5, §4]. It satisfies the following properties:

(1) ||l = 1,V € G(F);

) llzyll < llzllllyll, Yo,y € G(F);

(3) there exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that ||z71|| < ¢||z||V,Vz € G(F).

If P € Z%(My), for any x € G(F), we can choose mp(x) € Mp(F),np(z) € Np(F) and kp(z) € K
such that x = mp(z)np(x)kp(z). Then

(4) there exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that [|[mp(z)|| + [[np(2)| < c||z||V,Vz € G(F).

We also fix a Euclidean norm (still denoted by || - ||) on the R-linear space aps, which is invariant
under the action of WOG on apz,. Then

(5) there exist ¢, c2 > 0 such that

cr(1+logllyll) <1+ [[Ha, (9)] < ca(1 +1og lyll), Vy € Mo(F).

In addition, we require that || - || is a norm on G(F) in the sense of [22, §18.2]. This is possible. For

example, for G = GL,, by writing (g,9™") = (ij, hij)1<ij<n, one may define ||g|| := sup{|gij|r, [hij| F}
i
for g € G(F). Since {gij, hij }1<i,j<n is a set of generators for the ring of regular functions of G (viewed

as an affine variety over F), this defines a norm in the sense of [22, §18.2] on GL,(F). For general G,
one can choose an closed embedding G — GL,, over F' and define the norm on G(F') by the pull-back
of the norm on GL,(F). By [22, Proposition 18.1.(2)], this defines a norm in the sense of [22, §18.2] on
G(F).

2.4. Functions and distributions. Let g := Lie(G). More generally, we shall use a minuscule Fraktur
letter to denote the Lie algebra of its corresponding algebraic group. Denote by Ad the adjoint action
of G on itself or g. The adjoint action of g on itself is denoted by ad.

For a locally compact and totally disconnected topological space X (e.g. G(F) or g(F)), denote
by C°(X) the space of locally constant, compactly supported, complex-valued functions on X. For
f € C(X), denote by Supp(f) its support. Denote by C2°(X)* the space of distributions on X, i.e., the
linear dual of C2°(X).

Suppose that there is a left action of G(F) on such an X. Then G(F) acts on C°(X) (or more
generally the space of complex functions on X) from the left by

g fl@):=flg7"-2),Yg € G(F), f € CX(X),z € X.
Moreover, G(F') acts on C°(X)* from the left by
g-d(f)=d(g™" - f),¥g € G(F),d € CZ(X)", f € C2(X).

Let n: G(F) — C* be a locally constant character. We say a function f € C2°(X) (resp. a distribution
d € C°(X)*) is n-invariant if g- f = n(g)f (resp. g-d =n(g)d) for all g € G(F). For trivial , we simply
say that such a function (resp. distribution) is invariant.

2.5. Haar measures. Fix the Haar measure on K such that vol(K) = 1. Following [33, §1.4], for all
P € ZY(My), we fix a Haar measure on Np(F) such that

/N ., P2op(Hp(n)in = 1.

where pp is the half of the sum of roots (with multiplicity) associated to the parabolic subgroup P
opposite to P. From [5, p. 12], for all M € .£% (M), there are compatible Haar measures on G(F) and
M (F) such that for all P € 2%(M) and f € C*(G(F)), we have

/ f(z)dx :/ f(mnk)dkdndm.
G(F) M(F)XNp(F)xK

We shall fix such measures.

For a F-split torus T', we choose the Haar measure on T'(F') such that the maximal compact subgroup
of T(F) is of volume 1. For a general torus T, we choose the Haar measure on T such that the induced
measure on T'(F)/Ar(F) satisfies vol(T'(F)/Ar(F)) = 1.
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Notice that if My is a torus, we have associated to it two measures. However, it will be clear which
one should be used according to the context.

Fix open neighbourhoods V; of 0 in g(F) and Vg of 1 in G(F) such that the exponential map
exp : Vg3 = Vg induces a homeomorphism between them. Choose the unique Haar measure on g(F)
such that exp preserves the measures. Similarly, we obtain Haar measures on F-points of Lie algebras
of algebraic subgroups of G.

From the fixed Euclidean norm || - || on apy,, we deduce measures on apyz, and its subspaces.

2.6. (G, M)-families. Following [3, p. 15], we define
03(\) ==vol(aB/Z(AZ)) ™" [ MaY), VA €iap,

ave(ag)v
where Z(A%)Y denotes the lattice in a% generated by (A%2)V.

Suppose that M € Z%(Mp) and that Q € .FE(M). Let (cp)pewc(my be a (G, M)-family in the
sense of [3, p. 36]. By [3, Lemma 6.2], we can define

Q= lim > ep(NIL(N) L.
{Pe?C(M):PCQ}
We sometimes write cps 1= cICV’} if @ =G.
An important example is following. According to [3, p. 40-41], for z € G(F),
vp(\ z) i= e ANP@) wx e gy, P e 29(M),
is a (G, M)-family (denoted by (vp(r))pewc(ary). Then we obtain a function

(2.6.1) v (z) = lim > vp(\2)02(N) 1, Ve € G(F).
{Pe2C(M):PCQ}

For a smooth function c¢p(A) on iaj, we can associate to it a smooth function ¢/»(\) on ia} as in
[3, (6.3) in §6]. Denote by cp the value of cp(\) at A = 0. Let (cp)pcwpcn) and (dp)pecoc ) be
two (G, M)-families, we define their product ((cd)p) pe »c (ar) in the obvious way and have the following
product formula (see [3, Lemma 6.3])

(2.6.2) (e =Y cpdy.
QeFE ()

2.7. The maps d§, and s. Suppose that M € £ (Mj). As in [4, p. 356], we define a map
d§; : L9 (M) x L%(M) — Rxg
such that for all (Ly, Ls) € L% (M) x L% (M),
(1) dgy (G, M) = d§; (M, G) = 1;
(2) d§(La, La) = dfj(La, Ln);
(3) dS, (L1, Lo) # 0 if and only if a§; = a2} @ ak2.
Following [33, §11.4], we also choose a map (not unique)
5: LY9M) x L9M) - FE(M) x FE(M)
such that for all (Ly, Ls) € L% (M) x L% (M),
(4) s(Ly, Ly) € 2% (L1) x 29 (Ly);

(5) if s(L1, La) = (Q1,Q2), then s(La, L1) = (Q2, Q1);
(6) (splitting formula) if (cp) pe wc(ary and (dp) pe po () are (G, M)-families, we have the equality

(edyar= Y d§i(Ly, Lo)cf) ci7,
Ly,L,e %G (M)
Where (Ql, QQ) = S(Ll, LQ);
(7) (descent formula) if (cp) pemeary is a (G, M)-family and L € £%(M), we have the equality
a= Y G,
L' e %S (M)

where @' denotes the second component of s(L, L').
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3. Symmetric pairs

3.1. General cases. Following [1, Definition 7.1.1], by a symmetric pair, we mean a triple (G, H,0)
where H C G are a pair of reductive groups, and 6 is an involution on G such that H is the subgroup of
fixed points of 6.

Suppose that (G, H,6) is a symmetric pair. Let g := Lie(G) and b := Lie(H). Write df for the
differential of . Then

h={Xecg:(df)(X)=X}.
Define
S:={reG:z0(x) =1},
on which G acts by
r-s5:=as0(x) Ve € G,s€S.

We have a symmetrization map G/H — S defined by z +— x6(z)~! which identifies the symmetric space
G/H with the G-orbit of the neutral element on S. The induced action of H on S is the conjugation by
H. Let s be the tangent space at the neutral element of S. Then

s={X €g: (dO)(X) = —X},
on which H acts by restriction of the adjoint action. Notice that
g=hDs.

For X € s, denote by Hx (resp. gx, hx, sx) the centraliser of X in H (resp. g, b, s).

We say an element X € s is semi-simple if the orbit Ad(H)(X) is Zariski closed in s. By [29, Fact A, p.
108-109], X € s(F) is semi-simple if and only if Ad(H (F'))(X) is closed in s(F) in the analytic topology.
We say an element X € s is regular if Hx has minimal dimension. It is known that X € s is regular
if and only if gx (or sx) has minimal dimension (cf. [21, Proposition 7]). Denote by s,s the subset
of s consisting of regular semi-simple elements in s. For X € s, consider the characteristic polynomial
det(A —ad(X)|y). Denote by ©°(X) the coefficient of the least power of A appearing nontrivially in this
polynomial. Then ©°%(X) is an H-invariant polynomial on s. From [29, end of p. 107], we know that
X € s is regular semi-simple if and only if ©°(X) # 0. Thus s, is a principal Zariski open subset of s.

By a Cartan subspace of s, we mean a maximal abelian subspace for the Lie bracket ¢ C s (defined
over F') consisting of semi-simple elements. For such ¢, let ¢ := ¢ N 8, By [24, Theorem 5.1 and
Corollary of Theorem 5.2], if ¢ C s is a Cartan subspace, then the centraliser of ¢ in s is ¢ itself. By [24,
Corollary 2 of Theorem 3.2], if X € s,4(F), then sx is a Cartan subspace of s. Hence, if X € ¢eq(F)
with ¢ C s being a Cartan subspace, then sx = ¢ because of the maximality. By [24, Corollary 2 of
Theorem 4.1], all Cartan subspaces of s are of the form sx where X € s,5(F). By [31, p. 323], all Cartan
subspaces of s are conjugate by H over an algebraic closure of F. In particular, all Cartan subspaces of
s have the same dimension.

For a Cartan subspace ¢ C s, denote by T, the centraliser of ¢ in H and set t. := Lie(T,). It is known
that if X € croq(F) with ¢ C s being a Cartan subspace, then Hx = T, (see [29, p. 112]). Note that T
is not necessarily a torus in general (though it is always a torus in cases of main interest in this paper
thanks to Corollary 3.11.3)).

For X € s(F), we define the Weyl discriminant factor

1/2
|D*(X)| = [0°(X)| 7.
From the above discussion, we see that if X € ¢(F') with ¢ C s being a Cartan subspace, then
1/2
(3.1.1) |D*(X)| 7 = | det(ad (X)ly i s ¥

For a Cartan subspace ¢ C s, set W(H,c) := Normpgp)(c)/Tc(F) to be its Weyl group, where
Normpg(g)(c) denotes the normaliser of ¢ in H(F). Fix a set .7 (s) of representatives for H (F')-conjugacy
classes of Cartan subspaces in s, which is a finite set by [29, p. 105]. Then we have the Weyl integration
formula (see [29, p. 106])

(3.1.2) FX)AX = S w0 /
s(F) € T (s) Creg(F
for all f € C°(s(F)). Recall that the adjoint action induces a local isomorphism S : (T.(F)\H(F)) x
treg(F)) = 5¢5(F) of F-analytic manifolds, whose image is open in s,4(F"). Here we should use compatible
Haar measures on §(F) and ¢,eq(F), i.e., we require that 8 should preserve the measures. For particular
7
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cases to be considered, we shall fix Haar measures on s(F') in the following sections. Notice that we shall
not use the Haar measure on ¢z (F') obtained via the exponential map.
The lemma below makes the definition of Fourier transform on s(F') possible.

Lemma 3.1. Let (G,H,0) be a symmetric pair. Then there exists a G-invariant 0-invariant non-
degenerate symmetric bilinear form (-,-) on g. In particular, g = h ® s is an orthogonal direct sum with
respect to (-,-), and the restriction of (-,-) to b or s is non-degenerate.

Proof. This is [I, Lemma 7.1.9]. O
The following lemma is a special case of [38, Lemma 3.10], which is an analogue of Harish-Chandra’s
compactness lemma [17, Lemma 25].

Lemma 3.2. Let o5 be a compact subset of s(F'). Suppose that ¢ is a Cartan subspace of 5. Let o, be a
compact subset of ¢eg(F'). Then

{z € T(F)\H(F) : Ad(z" " (0.) Nos # 0}
is relatively compact in T.(F)\H (F).

Proof. Choose an arbitrary X € o.. We have Hx = T,. Let N]zd(H)(X) + be the normal space (see [I,
Notation 2.3.3]) to Ad(H)(X) in s at the point X. Note that NRamx),x =~ s/ad(h)(X). From

g=9gx @ad(g)(X) = hx ®sx ®ad(h)(X) @ ad(s)(X),
we see that s = sx @ ad(h)(X). Then N3,z x) x = 5x as Hx-spaces. Since X € treg, treg € 6x 18 an

étale Luna slice at X in the sense of [1, Theorem A.2.3]. Thus we can apply [38, Lemma 3.10]. d

Denote by F[s]? the F-algebra of H-invariant polynomial functions on s. For ¢ C s a Cartan subspace,
denote by F[c]V(H:9) the F-algebra of W(H, ¢)-invariant polynomial functions on ¢. An analogue of
Chevalley restriction theorem holds for symmetric spaces.

Lemma 3.3. 1) Let ¢ be a Cartan subspace of s. The restriction
Fls) — F[g" o)

s an tsomorphism.
2) The F-algebra F[s|" has a finite system of algebraically independent homogeneous generators.

Proof. See [30, Theorem 7 and Corollary of Theorem 8] and [29, Proposition 2.3]. O
The next lemma is an analogue of [17, Lemma 28].

Lemma 3.4. Let 0 C s(F) be a compact subset. Let ¢ be a Cartan subspace of s. Then c¢(F) N
Cl(Ad(H (F))(0)) is relatively compact in ¢(F'), where Cl denotes the closure of a subset in s(F).

Proof. This is [37, Lemma 6.12], whose proof relying on Lemma 3.3 applies to an arbitrary symmetric
pair. (I
The following lemma is an analogue of [33, Lemme III.4].

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 C s(F) be a compact subset. Let ¢ be a Cartan subspace of s and T, the centraliser of
¢ in H. Then there exists c; > 0 such that for allx € H(F) and X € ¢e(F) satisfying Ad(z~1)(X) € o,
we have

inf 1 <co 1,—log|D*(X .
. og ||Tz|| < cosup{l, —log|D*(X)|r}

Proof. Let || - |7\ g be any norm on (T\H)(F) in the sense of [22, §18.2]. Applying the argument of
[22, Lemma 20.3] to the finite morphism
B (TN\NH) X treg — Srs
of affine algebraic varieties defined by B(z, X) := Ad(x~1)(X), we show the inequality
log ||z||7.\# < cosup{l, —log|D*(X)|r}.

By [22, Proposition 18.3], the quotient H — T\ H has the norm descent property in the sense of [22,
§18.6]. That is to say, the restriction of || - ||7.\g to Tc(F)\H(F') is equivalent to the abstract norm
infrer (py |7 || on T(F)\H(F). O

The lemma below is an analogue of [17, Lemma 44].
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Lemma 3.6. There exists € > 0 such that the function |D*(X)|z° is locally integrable on ¢(F') for any
Cartan subspace ¢ of s.

Proof. See [38, Lemma 4.3]. O

Corollary 3.7. For any r > 0, the function sup{1,—log|D*(X)|r}" is locally integrable on c(F) for
any Cartan subspace ¢ of s.

Proof. We have the elementary fact (cf. the proof of [22, Corollary 20.2]): for € > 0 and r > 0, there
exists ¢ > 0 such that
sup{1,logy}" < cy® +1,Vy > 0.
Then it suffices to apply Lemma 3.6. (I
We say an element X € s(F) is nilpotent if 0 € CI(Ad(H (F))(X)), where Cl denotes the closure of a
subset in s(F). From [I, Lemmas 2.3.12 and 7.3.8], we know that X € s(F) is nilpotent if and only if it

is a nilpotent element in g. Denote by N® the set of nilpotent elements in s(F'), which is a cone. The
following lemma is an analogue of Jacobson-Morozov theorem.

Lemma 3.8. Let (G, H,0) be a symmetric pair and X € N*. Then there exists a group homomorphism
@ SLy(F) — G(F) such that

0 1\ 0 0 ¢ §
‘MQ(JKW<10€dﬂaww< ﬂ>EMHNmF.

Proof. This is [I, Lemma 7.1.11]. O

Let X € s,4(F'). The orbital integral of X is the distribution Ix on s(F) defined by
(3.1.3) Ve Cl(s(F)), Ix(f) = |D5(X)|}/2/ fAd(z™)(X))dz.
Hx (F)\H(F)

The next lemma is an analogue of Harish-Chandra’s submersion principle [17, Theorem 11].

Lemma 3.9. Let I : 5,5(F) — C be a function. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) I is locally constant, invariant by the adjoint action of H(F') and of support included in Ad(H (F)) (o)
with o C s5(F) a compact subset;

(2) there exists f € C°(sy5(F)) such that

VX € s5(F), I1(X) = Ix(f).
Proof. For ¢ € 7 (s), apply the argument of [11, Lemme 6.1] to the morphism
Dc: (Te(F)\H(F)) x creg(F) — s1s(F)
defined by ®(z, X) := Ad(z71)(X). Then glue the results for all ¢ € 7 (s) together. O

3.2. The case of (G, H). Let D be a central division algebra over F. Let g be the associative algebra
of 2n x 2n matrices with entries in D. Denote by G := g* = GLa, p the group of invertible elements

in g. Equipped with the Lie bracket, g is identified with the Lie algebra of G. Let € := (1" 1 )

Denote by H the subgroup of fixed points of the involution Ad(e) on G. Then H = GL,, p x GL, p is
diagonally embedded into G. Define
S :={xeG:zAd(e)(z) =1}
and its tangent space at the neutral element
s:={X €g:Ad(e)(X) =—-X}.
Then we have
g=hos
and )
dims =dimbh = 3 dim g.

Let My be the group of diagonal elements in G, which is a common minimal Levi subgroup of G and H.
For a linear subspace v C g, we write 0* := 0N G.

Note that the F-rank of G is 2n. Denote G, := G, H, := H and s, := s. Recall the following

description of semi-simple elements and descendants (see [1, Definition 7.2.2]).
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Proposition 3.10. The results below hold for F' being any field of characteristic zero.
1) An element X of s(F) is semi-simple if and only if it is H(F)-conjugate to an element of the form

0 0 1, 0
00 0 0
XA=1 40 0 o
00 0 0

with A € GL,,(D) being semi-simple in the usual sense. More precisely, the set of H(F')-conjugacy
classes of semi-simple elements of s(F) is bijective to the set of pairs (m,[A]) where 0 < m < n is an
integer and [A] is a semi-simple conjugacy class in GL,, (D). Moreover, X (A) is reqular semi-simple if
and only if m =n and A is regular semi-simple in GLy,(D) in the usual sense.
2) Let X = X(A) € s(F) be semi-simple. Then the descendant (Hx,sx) (as a representation) is
isomorphic to
((GLm,p)a, (8lm.p)a) X (Hn—m,5n—m),

where (GLm,p)a (resp. (8lm,p)a) denotes the centraliser of A in GLy, p (resp. glm.p)-

Proof. This is stated in [36, Proposition 5.2] for a non-archimedean local field of characteristic zero, but
its proof included in [20, Propositions 2.1 and 2.2] is valid for any field of characteristic zero. (I

Corollary 3.11. We have
1) 5,5 C8%;
2) for X € s.s, Hx is a torus of dimension %\/dimg;
3) for ¢ Cs a Cartan subspace, T, is a torus of dimension %\/dimg.

Proof. 1) and 2) are clear from Proposition 3.10 applied to an algebraic closure of F. 3) results from 2)
since for ¢ C s a Cartan subspace, T, = Hx for any X € ¢yeq # 0. O

Lemma 3.12. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G. Then PN H is a parabolic subgroup of H if and only
if e € P. Moreover, if € belongs to a Levi factor M of P, then M N H is a Levi factor of PN H.

Proof. One may consider all the groups over an algebraic closure of F. We first suppose that P N H is
a parabolic subgroup of H. Then € € Cent(H) C PN H, where Cent(H) denotes the centre of H. This
establishes one direction.

We now suppose that ¢ € P. Denote by N the unipotent radical of P and let M be a Levi factor of P.
By the argument in the last paragraph of the proof of [26, Lemma 4.4], we show that € is N-conjugate to
an element in M with the help of [2, Lemma 2.1] (actually we need its variant over a local field for the
characteristic function of a singleton here, whose proof is similar). Then replacing M by its N-conjugate
if necessary, we may assume that ¢ € M.

Let G = GL(V) for a vector space V' = @&1<;<,V;. Suppose that

P={geG:gV1®..aV,)CVid.aV,Vl<i<r}
and that
M={geG:g(V;) CVi,¥1<i<r}.
Since € € M, we have e(V;) C V; for all 1 <i <r. Let V;* (resp. V;”) be the +1(resp. —1)-eigenspace of
V; under the action of €. For €2 = 1, wehave V; = V.*@V,". Let V* := @1<i<, VT and V™ 1= @14, V.
Then
H={geG:g(V) VT gV)CV}
Hence,
PNnH={geG:gVi"s..aVHCcVie.aeVi gV e..oV, )TV &.aV,  VI<i<rh
It means exactly that P N H is a parabolic subgroup of H and proves the other direction. Morover,
MNH={geG:g(V;") V", g(V;) Vi ,V1<i<r}
That is to say, M N H is a Levi factor of PN H. (|

Set w := (10 16’) For P € F%(My), we say that P is “w-stable” if w € P. Denote by .Z# % (M)

the subset of w-stable parabolic subgroups in .#%(My). For M € £ (M), we say that M is “w-stable”

if w € M. Notice that M is w-stable if and only if M = Mp for some P € .ZF%“(My). Denote by

LG9 (My) the subset of w-stable Levi subgroups in .2%(Mjy). Let A,, be the group of diagonal matrices

in GL,,, which is a minimal Levi subgroup of GL,,. For M,, € %L (A,,), denote by M,, p the reductive
10



group over F' whose F-points are M, (D) and let m, p := Lie(M,, p); in particular, the notion A4, p

My, D Mp.D
[26, Proposition 5.2]). We shall always use the notation M,, to denote the preimage of M under this
bijection. Notice that if M € £%“(My) and Q € FF (M), then Q € FF(M,).

Suppose that M € £%«(My). If X € mNs, then Ay; € Hy. We say an element X € (mNs,)(F) is
M-elliptic if Aps is the maximal F-split torus in Hx (which is a torus by Corollary 3.11.2)). Denote by
(mNsys)(F)en the set of M-elliptic elements in (mNsys)(F). Write My := MNH. For X € (mNsy)(F),
let [X]as,, be the My (F)-conjugacy class of X. Denote by Tep((mNs,s)(F)) the set of My (F)-conjugacy
classes in (m N sy5)(F)en. If ¢ € mNs is a Cartan subspace, then Ay C T.. We say a Cartan subspace
¢ CmnNs is M-elliptic if Aps is the maximal F-split torus in T, (which is a torus by Corollary 3.11.3)).
Since (Mp, mNs) appears as the product of some copies of the form (H,s) in lower dimensions (cf. [26,
§5.1]), we define W (Mp,¢) and 7 (mNs) as in Section 3.1. In our notation, we write (m N s),s for the
Zariski open subset of m N s consisting of regular semi-simple elements with respect to the Myg-action.
By Proposition 3.10 and its product form, we see that m Ns,s C (MmN ). Since a Cartan subspace
is generally the same as the centraliser of a regular semi-simple element, we also deduce that a Cartan
subspace of m N s is nothing but a Cartan subspace of s contained in m N's. Denote by Jeu(m Ns) the
subset of representatives that are M-elliptic Cartan subspaces in 7 (m N ).

X
makes sense. There is a bijection M, — M = (m"’D m"’D) between .29 (A,,) and 2%« (My) (cf.

Lemma 3.13. Let M € Z%%(My) and [X]ary, € Ten((m N sys)(F)).
1) Let M’ € £ (My) and [X']ps, € Ten((m' Nsys)(F)) be such that X' is H(F)-conjugate to X.

Then there exists
W, . GLn,D
w€{< wn)'w"GWO },

where WOGL"’D denotes the Weyl group of (GLy, p, An.p), such that
(Ad(w) (M), [Ad(w)(X)]adw)(annm) = (M, [ X Tan,)-
2) The cardinality of
{(M [ X | agy,) - M € L5 (M), [X'Tary, € Pen((m’ Nsys)(F)), X' is H(F)-conjugate to X}
18
Wt w1
where WOGL" (resp. W™ ) denotes the Weyl group of (GLy, Ay) (resp. (M, Ay)).

Proof. 1) Let x € H(F) be such that Ad(x)(X) = X’. Then Ad(x)(Hx) = Hx/. Since X € (mNsys)(F)en
and X' € (m/ N &) (F)en, we have Ad(z)(Ap) = Ay and thus Ad(z)(M) = M'. As x € H(F), we
have Ad(z)(My) = My. We see that Ad(z)(An,) € My, is a maximal F-split torus, so there exists
m/ € M}, (F) such that Ad(m/~'z)(An,) = Anag,. That is to say, w’ = m'~ 'z € Normppy(Ang,) =
Norm gy (Mo), where Norm gy (Ap, ) denotes the normaliser of Ay, in H(F). Now Ad(z)(An) = A
implies that Ad(w')(Aa) = App. Because M, M’ € Z%“(M,), it is shown in [26, §9.1] that any

isomorphism Ap; — Ajpp induced by WOH can be given by {<w" w. | PWn S WOG L”"D}. Hence,
n

there exists w € {(w" w ) twy € WOGL"’D} such that w=lw' € Centyyn (An) = Wy, where
n

Centyyn (Anr) denotes the centraliser of Ay in WH. We can check that such a w satisfies the condition
in the lemma.

2) By 1), the group {(w” w ) fwy € WOGL"’D} acts transitively on this set. Let
n

wG{(w" ):wHGWOGLn’D}
W,

(Ad(w) (M), [Ad(w)(X)]adw)anne) = (M, [X] g )-
Then w € My (F'). Thus the condition on w is equivalent to

w
we{( " ):wneW(fw"’D},
W
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be such that



where Wéw "? denotes the Weyl group of (M,, p, An.p). We see that the cardinality of the set in the
lemma, is |WOGL"’D||WOM"’D|71 or |W0GL"||W0M"|71' =

Proposition 3.14. For f € C°(s(F)), we have the equality

FX)AX = S WM WSS (WMo / D*(X)| 5 /
Me£T () ce Ton(m) s () Au(FO\H(P)

F(Ad(z~Y)(X))dadX.

s(F)

Proof. From [206, beginning of §9.2], any H (F)-conjugacy class in s,5(F') is the image of a class [ Xy, €
TCen((m N s,6)(F)) for some M € 2% (My). By Lemma 3.13, the Weyl integration formula (3.1.2) can
be written as the above equality (cf. [5, p. 16-17] and [33, (3) in §L.3]). O

For P, € £%Ln(A,), denote by P, p the algebraic group over F' whose F-points are P,(D) and let

X
Pn,p := Lie(P, p). There is a bijection P, + P = (p”’D p”’D) between .F % (A,) and .Z < (M)

pn,D pn,D
(cf. [26, Proposition 5.2]). We shall always use the notation P, to denote the preimage of P under this
bijection. Following [37, p. 1846], we shall fix the Haar measures on some subspaces of s(F') as follows.

m m n n
Let P € ﬁG’“’(MO). Then we have mp = Pa.p Pap ) andnp = (TP b ) We have fixed
mp, , WMp,p np,p NP, p

the Haar measures on mp, ,,(F) and np, ,(F) in Section 2.5. We shall choose the same Haar measure
for any of the four copies in mp(F') or np(F) under these identifications. In particular, we obtain the
Haar measures on (mp Ns)(F) and (np Ns)(F).

Lemma 3.15. Let Q € FE“(My). For Y € (mg N sy)(F), the map
NGy (F) = (ng Ns)(F),n— Ad(n™")(Y) - Y
is an isomorphism of F-analytic manifolds whose Jacobian is |D5(Y)|;ﬂ/2|DQOs(Y)|;1/2.

Proof. See [26, Lemma 8.1] for the isomorphism and the proof of [37, Proposition 6.3.(ii)] for the Jacobian.
(]

Fix a continuous and nontrivial unitary character ¥ : F — C*. Let (-,-) be the non-degenerate
symmetric bilinear form on g(F') defined by

(X,Y) :=Trd(XY),VX,Y € g(F),

where Trd denotes the reduced trace on g(F'). It is invariant by the adjoint action of G(F') and Ad(e).
For f € C2°(s(F)), define its normalised Fourier transform f € C°(s(F')) by

(3.2.1) VX € s(F), f(X) == ca(s(F)) . fVU((X,Y))dyY,

where cg (s(F)) is the unique constant such that f(X) = f(—X) for all f € C°(s(F)) and all X € s(F).
For any M € .£%% (M), the restriction of (-,-) on mNs is non-degenerate. Then we can define similarly
the normalised Fourier transform of f € C°((m Ns)(F)).

Suppose that P € ﬁG""(MO). Let n be the quadratic character of F'* attached to a quadratic

extension E/F. Denote by Nrd the reduced norm on G(F). For f € C°(s(F)), we define a function
(parabolic descent) f7 € C°((mp Ns)(F)) by

(3.2.2) (2) ::/K - )(F)f(Ad(k’l)(ZqLU))n(Nrd(k:))dUdk

for all Z € (mp Ns)(F). We show that (f)h = (1), so we shall denote it by f}, without confusion. In
fact, the integral on (np Ns)(F) and the Fourier transform commute by our choices of Haar measures

(see [33, §L.7]); the commutativity of the integral on Ky and the Fourier transform results from the
H(F)-invariance of (-, ).
The following result is an analogue of [17, Theorem 13].

Proposition 3.16. Let f € C°(s(F)). Then

s (DO [ F(Ad(zY)(X)|dz < +oo.
X Esys(F) Hx (F)\H(F)
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Proof. Tt is proved in [37, Theorem 6.11] (see also [30, p. 77]) that for any fixed Cartan subspace ¢ of s,

sup  |DF(X)[2 / F(Ad(z=)(X))|dz < +oo.
X Ecreg (F) Hx (F)\H(F)

Since 7 (s) is a finite set and the orbital integral is constant on any H(F')-orbit, we obtain a uniform
bound for all X € s,5(F). O

The lemma below is an analogue of [17, Theorem 15].

1
Lemma 3.17. There exists ¢ > 0 such that the function |D*(X)|> * is locally integrable on s(F).

Proof. Choose € > 0 verifying the condition of Lemma 3.6. Let f € C°(s(F')) with f > 0. By the Weyl
integration formula (3.1.2), we have

[ PO s 0ax = 3w |

ol | F(Ad(z~1)(X))dzdX.
€T (s) Creg (F) Aq, (F)\H(F)

The convergence of the right hand side results from Proposition 3.16 and Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6. O

1
Corollary 3.18. For any r > 0, the function |D*(X)|z? sup{1, —log |D*(X)|r}" is locally integrable
on s(F).

Proof. Tt is the same as the proof of Corollary 3.7. O

3.3. The case of (G', H'). Let E be a quadratic extension of F'. Let g’ be a central simple algebra over
F with a fixed embedding of F-algebras E < g’. Let b’ := Centy (E) be the centraliser of E in g’. By
the double centraliser theorem (see [27, Theorem 3.1 in Chapter IV] for example), we know that b’ is a
central simple algebra over E and that dimb’ = 3 dimg’. Denote by G’ := ¢'™ (resp. H' :=h'”) the
group of invertible elements in g’ (resp. ), which is considered as a reductive group over F with Lie
algebra g’ (resp. h’). Let a € E\F be such that o € F. Then E = F(«a) and Ad(«) is an involution on
G’ independant of the choice of a. We see that H' is the subgroup of fixed points of Ad(«). Define

S :={r e G :zAd(a)(z) =1}

and its tangent space at the neutral element

s ={Yeg:Ad(a)(Y)=-Y}.
Then we have

g=bhos
and
dims’ =dimbp’ = % dimg'.
For a linear subspace v’ C g’, we write v'* := v’ N G".
Notice that if dimg = dimg’, then after a base change to an algebraic closure of F' containing F,

the symmetric pair (G', H') is the same as the one (G, H) defined in Section 3.2. By Corollary 3.11, we
see that s/, C s’ and that for Y € s, (resp. ¢ C s’ a Cartan subspace), Hj (resp. Ty) is a torus of

. . 1 3 7
dimension 5+/dim g’.

Lemma 3.19. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G'. Then ;Z’/ﬂ H’ is_a parabolic subgroup of Hi/zf and
only if o € P'. Moreover, if a belongs to a Levi factor M’ of P’, then M'NH' is a Levi factor of PPONH'.

Proof. Tt is the same as the proof of Lemma 3.12, except that one replaces € with a. (I

By the Wedderburn-Artin theorem, G’ is isomorphic to GL,, p for some positive integer n and some
central division algebra D over F. Since E embeds into g'(F), we see that ndeg(D) is even, where
deg(D) denotes the degree of D. From the Noether-Skolem theorem (see [27, Theorem 2.10 of Chapter
IV] for example), up to conjugation by G’'(F), the emdedding H' < G’ is reduced to one of the two
cases below (see [12, §2.1 and §3.1] and [25, §3.4]).

Case I: if deg(D) is even, then (G', H') = (GLn,p,Resg/pG Ly pr), where D' := Centp(£) denoting
the centraliser of £/ in D is a central division algebra over E of degree degT(D). Let M} ~ (Resg;pGm,p/)"
(vesp. Mg =~ (Gm,p)") be the subgroup of diagonal elements in [’ (resp. G'), which is a minimal Levi

subgroup of H' (resp. G'). For M’ € £™'(M}), denote by M’ the unique element in ,,?G/(Mé) such
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that M’ N H = M’. Then the map M’ s M’ induces a bijection between .ZH’ (M) and .ZG,(Mé) (cf.
[25, Case I'in §3.4]). Notice that we can identify Ay; with A,

Case II: if deg(D) is odd, then (G', H') = (GLyn,p,Resg/prGL2 pg,E), where D ®p E is a central
division algebra over E of degree deg(D). Let M{ ~ (Resp;rGm,porE)? (resp. Mg = (Gm,p)") be
the subgroup of diagonal elements in H' (resp. G’), which is a minimal Levi subgroup of H' (resp. G').
Denote by .25’ (M, M) the subset of elements in XG/(Mé) containing M;,. For M’ € £ (M}), denote
by M’ the unique element in £ (Mg, M) such that M’ H = M’. Then the map M’ — M’ induces
a bijection between £ (M}) and .£¢’ (M, M) (cf. [25, Case 1T in §3.4]). Notice that we can identify
App with Aﬁ’

Suppose that M’ € " (M}). If Y e m’ N, then Ay C Hj,. We say an element Y € (m' N sl ) (F)
is M'-elliptic if Ay is the maximal F-split torus in H{, (which is a torus by Corollary 3.11.2)). Denote
by (m' N sl,)(F)en the set of M'-elliptic elements in (m’ N/)(F). For Y € (m/ Ns/)(F), let [Y]ar
be the M’(F)-conjugacy class of Y. Denote by Ley((m’ N 51 )(F)) the set of M'(F)-conjugacy classes
in (:? Nsl)(Fen. If ¢ C m’ N5’ is a Cartan subspace, then Ay C T... We say a Cartan subspace
¢ Cm/Ng is M'-elliptic if Apy is the maximal F-split torus in T, (which is a torus by Corollary 3.11.3)).
Since (M’ ,171/’ N s’) appears as the product of some copies of the form (H’,s’) in lower dimensions (cf.
[25, beginning of §5]), we define W(M’, ') and 3(6’7 Ns’) as in Section 3.1. In our notation, we write
(ﬁ*tv’ Ns'),s for the Zariski open subset of m' Ng’ consisting of regular semi-simple elements with respect to
the M’-action. By a base change to an algebraic closure of F' containing F and the relevant discussion
in Section 3.2, we see that m’ N 51, C (m’ N'¢),s and that a Cartan subspace of m’ N’ is nothing but a
Cartan subspace of §' contained in m’ N s'. Denote by 9611(a7 Ns’) the subset of representatives that are
M’-elliptic Cartan subspaces in 7 (m’ N s').

Lemma 3.20 (cf. Lemma 3.13). Let M’ € £ (M}) and [Y']y € Ten((m’ N8l )(F)).

1) Let M € ™' (M}) and [Y]ar € Ten((mN s )(F)) be such that Y is H'(F)-conjugate to Y'. Then
there exists w € W(f]/ such that

(Ad(w)(M"), [Ad(w)(Y")]aaqw)arr)) = (M, [Y]ar)-
2) The cardinality of
{(M,[Y]n): M € 2™ (M), [Y]m € Ten((m N s, )(F)),Y is H'(F)-conjugate to Y'}
18
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Proposition 3.21. For f' € C°(s'(F)), we have the equality

/ Fvay = S wRrwE Y war, ) / D¥' (V)| /
s/ (F) reg (F) Ay (F)NH'(F)

— C
M'eLH (M) '€ Ton(m'Ns’) r

F(Ad(z= 1) (Y))dzdY.

Proof. From [25, Lemma 9.1], any H'(F)-conjugacy class in s/ (F') is the image of a class [Y]yr €
Cen((m’ N s’ )(F)) for some M’ € £ (M) in our case. By Lemma 3.20, the Weyl integration formula
(3.1.2) can be written as the above equality (cf. [5, p. 16-17] and [33, (3) in §I.3]). O

In both of Case I and Case II, for P' € .5 (M]), denote by P’ the unique element in .# ¢’ (M) such
that P’ N H = P'. Then the map P’ — P’ induces a bijection between .7 H’ (M}) and ZE" (M) (cf. [25,
§3.4]). Let 7 € D* in Case I (resp. 7 € GLy(D) in Case II) be an element such that Ad(a)(7) = —7.
Let P’ € ﬁH/(M(’)). Then we have mz Ns' = mp7 = 7mp, and np; N’ = npim = Tnp by [25,
Proposition 3.12]. We have fixed the Haar measures on mp/(F) and np/(F) in Section 2.5. We shall
choose the same Haar measures on (mz; Ns')(F) and (ng Ns')(F) using above identifications induced
by 7. Such Haar measures depend on the choice of 7.

Lemma 3.22. Let Q' € 7' (M}). For X € (mg Nsi)(F), the map

Ng/(F) — (ng N&)(F),n = Ad(n™")(X) - X

is an isomorphism of F-analytic manifolds whose Jacobian is |D®’ (X)|;/2|Dm5’m5/ (X)|;1/2.
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Proof. See [25, Lemma 8.1] for the isomorphism. The computation of its Jacobian is close to the proof
of [37, Proposition 6.3.(ii)]. O

Fix a continuous and nontrivial unitary character ¥ : F — C*. Let (-,-) be the symmetric bilinear
form on g'(F) defined by
(Y, X) :=Trd(Y X),VY, X € ¢g'(F),
where Trd denotes the reduced trace on g'(F). It is non-degenerate, which can be seen after the base
change to an algebraic closure of F. It is also invariant by the adjoint action of G'(F) and Ad(«). For
f' € C®(s'(F)), define its normalised Fourier transform f’ € C2°(s'(F)) by

(3.3.1) VY €5 (F), f/(Y) i= co(s'(F)) /,(F) FOT(Y, X))dX,

where cg(s'(F)) is the unique constant such that f’(Y) = f'(-Y) for all f/ € C*(s'(F)) and all
Y € s/(F). For any M’ € £H'(M}), the restriction of (-,-) on m’ N'¢ is non-degenerate. Then we can
define similarly the normalised Fourier transform of f/ € C°((m’ Ns')(F)).

Suppose that P’ € ZFH (M}). For f' € C®(s'(F)), we define a function (parabolic descent) fp, €
C((mz Ns')(F)) by

(3.3.2) fr(Z) ;=/K o) f(Ad(k~)(Z + U))dU dk

for all Z € (mz; Ns’)(F). By our choices of Haar measures (see [33, §1.7]) and the H’'(F)-invariance of
(-,-), we show that (f')pr = (fp,) ", which will be denoted by f’p, without confusion.

Proposition 3.23. Let ' € C°(s'(F)). Then

sup  |D¥ (V)|2 / F/(Ad@)(¥))]dz < +oo.
Yes/ (F) H{ (F)\H'(F)

Corollary 3.24 (cf. Corollary 3.18). For any r > 0, the function |D¥ (Y)|;% sup{1, —log | D (YV)|r}"
is locally integrable on s'(F).

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.23. We shall follow the main steps
in [37, §6.3], which is similar to the proof of [17, Theorem 13|, and only point out some additional
ingredients. Let n be the F-rank of G’. Denote G, := G', H/, := H' and s/, := s’. Recall that the F-rank
of H) is n in Case I (resp. % in Case II). We shall use induction on n. For n = 1 in Case I (resp.
n = 2 in Case II), the proposition is evident since H{, (F)\H'(F') is compact in our case.

The following description of semi-simple elements and descendants (see [I, Definition 7.2.2]) is a

generalisation of [16, Lemma 2.1] (see also [37, Proposition 4.7]).

Proposition 3.25. 1) An element Y of §'(F) is semi-simple if and only if it is H'(F)-conjugate to an

element of the form
B 0
vim= (29,

with B € s *(F) being semi-simple with respect to the H! -action. More precisely, the set of H'(F)-
conjugacy classes of semi-simple elements in s'(F) is bijective to the set of pairs (m,[B]) where 0 < m <n
is an integer in Case I (resp. an even number in Case II) and [B] is a semi-simple H]. (F)-conjugacy
class in s, (F). Moreover, Y (B) is regular semi-simple if and only if m = n and B is regular semi-
simple in 5" (F).

2) Let Y = Y (B) € §'(F) be semi-simple. Then the descendant (Hi ,s%) (as a representation) is
isomorphic to

(H;n,Basin,B) X (H;l_m,ﬁfn_m),

where H), p (resp. s,, p) denotes the centraliser of B in H,, (resp. sy,).

Proof. 1) By the base change to an algebraic closure of F' containing E, we see from [20, Proposition 2.1]
that an element Y € s/(F') which is H'(F)-conjugate to Y (B) in the proposition is semi-simple. Now we
suppose that Y € s/(F) is semi-simple. Since Y2 € h’(F), up to H'(F) conjugation, we may suppose that
Y2 = 40 with A € b/ ™ (F) being semi-simple in the usual sense. From 40 Y=Y 40 ,
0 0 m 0 0 0 0
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B 0

0 C (F). As

we deduce that Y = ( ) for some B € s/ (F) such that AB = BA and some C € s, _, .

0 0

have the same rank over an algebraic closure of F' containing E. Then C' = 0. We can also see from [20,
Proposition 2.1] that B is semi-simple with respect to the H -action after the base change. We have
established the first statement.

For the second statement, it suffices to notice that two such elements Y (B;) with By € s/, *(F) and
Y (Bs) with By € s/, (F) in the proposition are H'(F)-conjugate if and only if m; = ms (denoted by
m) and By and Bg are H] (F)-conjugate.

The third statement follows from the base change or 2).

2) It can be shown by direct calculation. (]

Y? = (A 0), we have B € s/, (F). Because Y is semi-simple, it is shown in [20, p. 71] that Y and Y2

Fix a Cartan subspace ¢’ of §/. The lemma below is an analogue of [17, Lemma 29].

Lemma 3.26. Let f' € C>°(s'(F) — N*'). Then

sup w%ymﬁ/ F/(Ad(@)(Y)|dz < +oo0
Yed,,(F) Hiy (F)\H'(F)

reg

Proof. We may apply the argument of [37, Lemma 6.14] relying on Lemma 3.4 and [38, Proposition 3.11],
which is an analogue of Harish-Chandra’s semi-simple descent for orbital integrals [22, Lemma 16.1]. By
Proposition 3.25.2), it suffices to prove the boundedness of orbital integrals for

(H;n,Ba5;n,B) x (H,, Sp—m)

n—m’~n—m

with B € s/, (F) being semi-simple with respect to the H/ -action and 0 < m < n. Since there exists an

H,, p-equivariant linear isomorphism s7, p — b7, p induced by Z +— Z B, the first factor (H), 3,5, p) is

covered by Harish-Chandra’s work [17, Theorem 13] on classical orbital integrals on Lie algebras. Then
we conclude by applying the induction hypothesis to the second factor (H,,_,,, 5% _..)- (I

Consider Xy € N*. By the Jacobson-Morozov theorem for symmetric spaces (Lemma 3.8), there
exists a group homomorphism ¢ : SL2(F) — G'(F) such that

_ 0 1 L 0 0 ' . 1 0 /
Xo—dgﬁ (0 0),Y0 = d(,O (1 0) EE(F) and DO = d(p (0 _1) E[') (F)
Write ' := dim s}, and m' := %Tr(ad(—D0)|5/YO).

Lemma 3.27. We have

1) v > y/dimg’;

2)r' +m/ > Ldimg' + 1/dimg’.
Proof. Tt suffices to check these relations after a base change to an algebraic closure of F' containing F.
Then the lemma is exactly [37, Proposition 4.4]. O

Let s} 44 be the set of X € §'(F) such that there exists an open neighbourhood ¢’ of X in §'(F)
satisfying
swp (DX (V)1 [ £/(Ad(@ () lde < +oo
Y (F) HY (F)\H'(F)
for all f" € C°(s'(F)) with Supp(f’) C ¢’. The next lemma is an analogue of [17, Lemma 38].

Lemma 3.28. We have N° — {0} C s} ..

Proof. We may apply the argument of [37, Lemma 6.16] thanks to Lemma 3.27. We only sketch some
steps for convenience and omit the details. In fact, we use induction on r’, which is also dim b’y by [37,

Lemma 3.2] and dims’ = dim b’ = § dim g’ (cf. [37, Lemma 4.3]), for X, € N —{0}. Suppose that for
all X € N¥' — {0} satisfying f)’X(,) < r', we have X € s 44. We need to show that Xy € s{ 44. Denote
by N;, the union of all H'(F)-orbits in N’*" of dimension < ¢. Then X, € Ni,dimg’—r’ H

2

- %dimg’fr’fl’

and the induction hypothesis means that N8 — f/dim o S 8] 4q- Fix t € F* with |t|p > 1 and then
2
construct an open H'(F)-invariant neighbourhood wy of X in §'(F') as in the proof of [37, Lemma 6.16].

Let Y € ¢/ . (F) and f' € C°(wp). Asin [37, (1) in p. 1853] and the first paragraph of the proof of |

reg )
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Lemma 6.16], there exists f}, € C2°(s'(F)) such that Supp(f},) N NY

3 dimg’/—r

, = 0 and that (see (3.1.3)

for the notation)

ldimg’'+i/dimg —r'—m’
(3.3.3) L-ay (f7) = [0 Ve (Iy (') + Iy (f4,))-
By Lemma 3.26 and the induction hypothesis, we have
a:= sup Iy(|f,,]) <+oo.
Yec . (F)

14 /+l /o —r —m
Denote ¢ := [¢[ £ TEVERETTI o

(3.3.3) that

by Lemma 3.27 and |t|z > 1). By iteration, we deduce from

Lieay (f) = "I (f) + Y FLieay (fl,)-

1<k<d

Replacing Y with t4Y, we get
Iy (f') = ' Tay (f) + Y FLuy(f,)-

1<k<d

By Lemma 3.4, we have lim Iy (f') = 0. Then

d— o0
= ac
Iv(f)] < ko 9
Iy (f)<a) e T
k=1
As we may replace f’ by |f'| in the above argument, we have completed the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 3.23. We may use the argument in [17, §VI.7] to show that 0 € s} ,,. Then the
proposition follows from Lemmas 3.26 and 3.28. O

4. Weighted orbital integrals

4.1. The case of (G,H). Let E/F be a quadratic field extension and 7 the quadratic character of
F*/NE* attached to it, where N is the norm map E* — F*. For & € H(F), which is viewed as
an element in G(F), we denote by Nrd(x) its reduced norm. Suppose that M € Z%«(M;) and that
Q€ FE(M). For all f € C>®(s(F)) and X € (mNsys)(F), we define the weighted orbital integral

(4.1.1) 2 (0. X, f) = |D* ()| / F(Ad (@) (0 (Ned(2))0 (2)de.
Hx (F)\H(F)

Recall that this definition depends implicitly on the choice of a maximal compact subgroup of G(F),

which has been fixed in Section 2.2. Since vf& (x) is left-invariant by M (F') and we have Hx C My for

X € mN s, we see that v]%(:n) is left-invariant by Hx (F'). This integral is absolutely convergent since

the orbit Ad(H(F))(X) is closed in s(F'), which ensures that the integrand is a compactly supported
(and locally constant) function on the homogeneous space.
Notice that for 2 € My (F), we have J& (n, Ad(z=1)(X), ) = n(Nrd(z))JS (1, X, f). Sometimes it is

convenient to introduce a transfer factor as in [37, Definition 5.7]: for X = 0 A) € sy5(F'), define

B 0
(4.1.2) K(X) = n(Nrd(4)),

where Nrd(A) denotes the reduced norm of A € GL,,(D). Then we have x(Ad(z~1)(X)) = n(Nrd(z))x(X),
and thus the function n(~)JI€[(77, -, f) is constant on Ad(My (F))(X).

Though we mainly consider M € .Z% (M), it is unharmful to extend our definition by (4.1.1) to all
Levi subgroups of the form M = Ad(w)(L), where L € £%% (M) and w € WH.

One may also extend in the obvious way the definition (4.1.1) of weighted orbital integrals to the
symmetric pair (L, Lz, Ad(e)), where L € £« (M), since it appears as the product of some copies of
the form (G, H, Ad(e)) in lower dimensions.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that M € L% (M) and that Q € FE(M).
1) For X € (mNsw)(F) fized, the support of the distribution Jﬁ(n,X, -) is contained in the closed
orbit Ad(H(F))(X).
2) For f € C°(s(F)) fized, the function Jﬁ(n, -, f) is locally constant on (m Nsw)(F). IfcCmNs s
a Cartan subspace, the restriction of this function to ¢eg(F') vanishes outside a compact subset of ¢(F).
17



3) If w € Normp gy (M), x € My (F) and k € Kg, we have the equality

de(w)(M)(Ua Ad(wz)(X), Ad(k)(f)) = n(Nrd(wzk))J5; (0, X, f)

for all X € (mNsy)(F) and f € C°(s(F)).
4) For X € (mNs)(F) and f € C(s(F)), we have the equality
T (0. X, ) = J® (0. X, £3),
where f§ € C((mg Ns)(F)) is defined by (3.2.2).
5) (Descent formula) If L € £%“(My), L C M and X € (1N 5:)(F), we have

T X, )= Y dF (M, LI (n, X, £5)
L'e %G (L)

for all f € C*(s(F)), where Q' denotes the second component of s(M, L") (see Section 2.7).
6) (Non-equivariance) For X € (mNsys)(F), y € H(F) and f € C(s(F)), we have the equality

TS0, X, Ad(y () = n(Ned(y) D> TS, X fS ),
QeFE (M)

where f§ ., € C((mg Ns)(F)) is defined by

4.13)  f3.(2):

/K (nere) () FAA(E™)(Z + U))n(Nrd(k))vg (ky)dUdk,VZ € (mg Ns)(F).

Proof. 1) This is obvious from the definition.

2) Let Y € (mNs)(F). Then ¢ := sy C mNs is a Cartan subspace and Y € ¢eg(F). Since
Ad(Mp(F))(creg(F')) is an open subset of (m N s.s)(F) (see [29, p. 105]), in order to prove the first
statement, it suffices to find a neighbourhood U of Y in ¢,ee(F') on which the function n(~)J§SI(n, -~ f)
is constant. We shall follow the proof of [22, Theorem 17.11]. Consider the function ¢ on ¢.eg(F') X
(T.(F)\H(F)) defined by ¢(X,x) := (kf)(Ad(z~1)(X)). Then ¢ is locally constant but usually not
compactly supported. However, now choosing a compact neighbourhood o of Y in ¢es(F), we see from
Harish-Chandra’s compactness lemma for symmetric spaces (Lemma 3.2) applied to o5 := Supp(f) that
the restriction of ¢ to o, X (T(F)\H(F')) is compactly supported. By [22, Lemma 2.1], there exists an
open neighbourhood U of Y in o, such that ¢(X,z) = ¢(Y,x) for all X € U and z € T(F)\H(F). It
follows that the function n(~)JAQ4 (n,-, f) is constant on U.

The second statement is a corollary of Lemma 3.4.

3) The effect of Ad(w) is a consequence of our choice of Haar measures. The effect of Ad(z) results
from the left-invariance of v§;(z) by My (F). The effect of Ad(k) comes from the right-invariance of
v§;(7) by K. One should keep in mind the effect of n(Nrd(z)) in every step.

4) Write Qu == QN H € ZH1(M;). One sees that Mg, = Mg N H and that Ng, = Ng N H.

Applying the change of variables z = mnk with m € Mg, (F), n € Ng,(F) and k € Ky in (4.1.1),

since v () = ’U%Q (m), we have

TS X, f) = |D* (X))} F(Ad(mnk)~1(X))n(Ned(mk))v ™ (m)dkdndm.

/(MQH,X(F)\MQH(F))XNQH(F)XKH

Applying Lemma 3.15 to Y = Ad(m~!)(X), we deduce

TS (0, X, f) =|D™e"s(X)|}/? / FA(R™N)(Ad(m ™) (X) + 1))
(M@ 4, x (F)\Mq ; (F))x K x(ngns)(F)

n(Nrd(mk))v%Q (m)dUdkdm

_ M
:IDQOﬁ(X)I}f/ J(Ad(m™H)(X))n(Nrd(m))vy, (m)dm
Mgy, x (F)\Mqy (F)
M
=Ty (0, X, fé})
5) It follows from (7) in Section 2.7 and 4).
6) By the change of variables, we see that

T (0, X, Ad(y~)(f)) = IDS(X)IE/Q/ F(Ad(z™H)(X))n(Nrd(zy))var (xy)da.
Hx (F)\H(F)
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For z € H(F) and Q € F%%(My), let kg(z) be an element in Ky such that zkg(x)™! € Qu(F). It
follows from the product formula (2.6.2) that (see the proof of [3, Lemma 8.2])

vaey) = D v (@ (kg (@)y).

QEFCG (M)
As in 4), we write
T, X, Ad(y=")(f) =n(Nrd(y)) Y |D5(X)|}/2/ F(Ad(@™1)(X)n(Nrd (2)v, ()
Qe T30 Hix (F)\H(F)
U/Q(kQ(x)y)dx
—Ned) S O [
0e 5 0n (Ma 7. x (F)\May, (F))x Ny (F)x K

f(Ad(mnk)~! (X))n(Nrd(mk))v%Q (m)vg (ky)dkdndm.
Applying again Lemma 3.15 to Y = Ad(m™1)(X), we obtain

IS (0, X, Ad(y () =n(Ned(y)) . [Dme(X)[ /

QeFG (M) (M@ g, x (F)\Mq (F))x K x(ngns)(F)
FAd(E™Y(Ad(m™H)(X) + U))n(Nrd(mk))v%Q (m)vg (ky)dUdkdm
=n(Nrd(y)) > |DQOs(X)|}w/2/ 18,4 (Ad(m™)(X))
QEFE (M) M@y, x (F)\Mq (F)
n(Ned(m))vy® (m)dm
=n(Ned(y) > Ty, X, f3)-
QEF (M)

O

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that M € L% (My) and that Q € FE(M). Let o C s(F) be a compact
subset. There exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that if € H(F) and X € (mNs.)(F) satisfy
Ad(z71)(X) € o, then
|05 (@)] < esup(1, —log| D*(X)|r}.
Proof. Tt is shown in the proof of [33, Lemme IIL.5] that there exist constants ¢; > 0 and N € N such
that for all z € G(F),
|05 (@)] < ex(1+ log |||

Suppose that x € H(F) and X € (mNs,)(F) satisfy Ad(z71)(X) € 0. If we replace z by yr and X

by Ad(y)(X), where y € My (F), the two sides in the inequality to be proved remain unchanged. Since

J(mNs) is a finite set, we may fix a Cartan subspace ¢ C m N s and suppose that X € creq(F). Let
7 € Tc(F) be such that

lrz|| = inf ||7'z].
7' €T (F)
Then
[0 (@) = Wi (o)l < e1(1+logIral)™ = ex(L 4 inf og [|/al])™.
Now it suffices to apply Lemma 3.5. O

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that M € L% (M) and that Q € FE(M). Let f € CP(s(F)). There exist
constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that for all X € (mNsy)(F), we have

M
[T (0, X, f)] < esup{1, —log | D*(X)|#}".

Proof. By Proposition 4.1.4) and Lemma 4.2 applied to o = Supp(f), we see that
M, _
T2 (1, X, )] <ID° ()| / |f(Ad(z™") (X))o (x)|da
Hx (F)\H(F)
<csup{l, —log |D5(X)|F}N|D5(X) ;/2/ |f(Ad(:Ifl)(X))|dx.
Hx (F)\H(F)

Now we draw our conclusion by Proposition 3.16. O
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4.2. The case of (G',H'). Suppose that M’ € £ (M}) and that Q' € FH (M'). For all f' ¢
CX(s'(F)) and Y € (m' Nsl,)(F), we define the weighted orbital integral

(4.2.1) TG, 1) = D ()|} F (A (V)i (2)de.

/Ifﬁw(F)\H’(F)

Recall that this definition depends implicitly on the choice of a maximal compact subgroup of H'(F),
which has been fixed in Section 2.2. By the base change to an algebraic closure of F' containing E, we
see that Hy, C Hi{, C M’ for Y € m’ N s’,. Then v%, (x) is left-invariant by H{ (F'). This integral
is absolutely convergent since the orbit Ad(H'(F))(Y) is closed in s'(F). Notice that for z € M'(F),
we have J9, (Ad(z=1)(Y), f') = J2,(Y, f), ie., the function J, (-, f') is constant on Ad(M’(F))(Y).
One may extend in the obvious way the definition (4.2.1) to the symmetric pair (L~’, L', Ad(«)), where
L e gt (M), since it appears as the product of some copies of the form (G’, H',Ad(«)) in lower
dimensions.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that M’ € L7 (M}) and that Q' € FH' (M').

1) ForY € (t/'nv’ Nsi)(F) fized, the support of the distribution JI%/ (Y, ) is contained in the closed orbit
Ad(H'(F))(Y).

2) For f" € C°(s'(F)) fized, the function Jg/(, 1) is locally constant on (@ﬂs;s)(F) Ifd Cm'Ns'
is a Cartan subspace, the restriction of this function to c;eg(F) vanishes outside a compact subset of
J(F).

(3)) If w € Normp: (py(My), © € M'(F) and k € Kg', we have the equality

TRy (Ad(wa) (Y), Ad(R) () = T3 (Y, f')

for allY € (W' Ns')(F) and f' € C(s'(F)).

4) ForY € (m'Nsl)(F) and f' € C(s'(F)), we have the equality

4 My
Ty (V1) = Ty (Y, ),

where f¢, € C°((mg N&')(F)) is defined by (3.3.2). N

5) (Descent formula) If L' € L™ (M}), L' C M’ and Y € (V Ns.)(F), we have

T = 3 Al (ML LG, Q)
LegH (L")

for all f' € C(s'(F)), where Q denotes the second component of s(M', L) (see Section 2.7).
6) (Noninvariance) For Y € (m' Nl )(F), y € H'(F) and f' € C(s'(F)), we have the equality

/ — Mg,
T (VA D) = Y Tu (S,
Qe ()
where fg,, € C°((mg Ns')(F)) is defined by
(4.2.2) for,(Z) = / S (Ad(E™)(Z + U))vy (ky)dUdk,VZ € (mg Ns")(F).
' Ky x(ng;Ms')(F)

Proof. Tt is almost the same as the proof of Proposition 4.1, except that one needs to use Lemma 3.22
to show 4) and 6). O

Lemma 4.5 (cf. Lemma 4.2). Suppose that M’ € L' (M}) and that Q' € FH' (M'). Let o' C &'(F) be

a compact subset. There exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that if z € H'(F) and Y € (w' N s/ )(F)
satisfy Ad(z=1)(Y) € o, then

09, ()] < esup{1, —log |D* (V)| }V.

Corollary 4.6. Suppose that M' € L7 (M}) and that Q' € FH' (M'). Let f' € C°(s'(F)). There exist
constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that for all Y € (m/ Nsl,)(F), we have
| Ta (Y, )] < esup({L, —log | D' (V) p}".
Proof. We may apply the argument of Corollary 4.3 with the help of Proposition 4.4.4), Lemma 4.5 and
Proposition 3.23. O
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5. The noninvariant trace formula

5.1. The case of (G, H). Suppose that M € £%“(M,). For z,y € G(F), we define a (G, M)-family
(vp(,Y)) pesrc () as in [5, (12.1) in §12] by
vp(\ x,y) = e MEPW—HR@) ) ¢ jat P e 29(M),

where P € &% (M) is the parabolic subgroup opposite to P. Let E/F be a quadratic field extension
and 1 the quadratic character of F*/NE* attached to it. For f, f' € C2°(s(F)) and X € (mNsys)(F)ei,
we define

(5.1.1)

I5i (0, X, f. f') = ID*"(X)IF/ FAd(H(X)f"(Ad(y ™) (X))n(Nrd(z ™ y))vns (@, y)dady.
(Axr (F)\H(F))?

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that M € L% (M) and that f, f' € CZ(s(F)).

1) The integral (5.1.1) is absolutely convergent.

2) The function J$;(n,-, f, f') is locally constant on (m M s.s)(F ).

8) If c CmnNs s an M-elliptic Cartan subspace, the restriction of J$;(n,-, f, f') to creg(F) vanishes
outside a compact subset of ¢(F).

4) If w € Normpy(py(Mo), * € Mp(F) and k, k" € Ky, we have the equality

TSy ony (1, Ad(w) (X), Ad(k)(f), Ad(K')(f")) = n(Nrd(kE"))J57 (0, X, f, f")
for all X € (m N sys)(F)en-
5) There exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that for all X € (m N sy5)(F)en, we have
|57 (0, X, f. f)] < esup{1, —log| D*(X)|p} ™.
6) For all X € (m N sys)(F)en, we have
T, X £ f) = Y0 d§i(La, L) Jig (0, X, S T (0, X, f9,),
Lq1,Loe LS (M)
where (Q1,Q2) := s(L1, L) (see Section 2.7).
Proof. The statements 1)-4) can be proved in the same way as the proof of analogous properties for
(4.1.1) in Section 4. Notice that the n(Nrd(-))-invariant effects coming from x and y may sometimes
cancel.
For x € G(F), we define a (G, M)-family (Vp(z)) pe 2 (1) by
Tp(\ ) = P X e ia},, P e 29(M).

Then vp(x,y) = Tp(x)vp(y) as the product of (G, M)-families. Notice that for all Q € 2%(M) and
x € G(F), we have
U (@) = oy (@).
The statement 6) is a consequence of the splitting formula of (G, M)-families ((6) in Section 2.7) and
Proposition 4.1.4). It together with Corollary 4.3 implies the statement 5). O

For f, f' € C(s(F)), we define
JEfo )= D0 W |We T (el T W (M ) /
(512) Me LG« (M) c€ Ten(mnNs) creg (£)
Tii (0, X, £, f)dX.
This expression is absolutely convergent by Proposition 5.1.5) and Corollary 3.7.
Remark 5.2. We have the equality
T £ ) =00, f', f)-

It results from the fact that for all M € £%“(My) and all z,y € G(F), we have vy (z,y) = var(y, ).

Again, one may extend in the obvious way the definitions (5.1.1) and (5.1.2) to the symmetric pair
(L, Ly, Ad(e)), where L € £%“(My), since it appears as the product of some copies of the form
(G, H,Ad(e)) in lower dimensions.
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Theorem 5.3 (Noninvariant trace formula). For all f, f' € C°(s(F)), we have the equality
T, f.J1) = I, f. f):

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 5.3.
Fix Py € 2%(My). Denote
af, = {T € any - a(T) > 0,¥a € AG, 1.
For T ¢ a_;o, write
d(T) := inf «(T),

aEAgO
which is invariant under the translation by ag. Set Ry := (aa,.r + ag)/ag, which is a lattice in
an,/ac. For T € Ry N (af, /ag), we define a function u(-, T) on Ag(F)\G(F) as in [5, p. 21], which is
the characteristic function of certain compact subset. To be precise, let Chy, (T) be the convex hull in

ar,/ag of
{Tp : B e 2%(My)},

where T denotes the unique W{-translate of 7' which lies in aj;. Then u(z,T) is defined as the
characteristic function of the set of points

xTr = k/’lmkg, m e Ag(F)\Mo(F), 1{31, 1{32 S Kg,
in Ag(F)\G(F) such that Hy,(m) lies in Cyy, (T).
Let f, f' € C°(s(F)). For x € H(F), we define

ke, ] f) = / |, JOO ()X

For T € Ry N (af, /ac), we define
K71 = [ Ko £, £ yn(Nvd(@)u(e, T)de.
Ac(F)\H(F)
Since Ag(F)\H(F') is a closed subgroup of Ag(F)\G(F), the restriction of u(z,T) to Ag(F)\H(F) is
also compactly supported, and the above integral is absolutely convergent.
By the Weyl integration formula (Proposition 3.14), we obtain the geometric expansion

K . f )= Y. Wttty (WMo / K"(n, X, f, f')dX,

Megc,w(MU) ¢€ Top1(mNs) Creg(F)
where
KT (X, £ ) =D (Ol [ / FAG (X)) F (Ad(ry) ™ (X)) (Ned(y))
Ag(F)\H(F) J Ap (F)\H(F)
u(y, T)dzdy.

By the change of variables zy — y, we can write
(5.1.3)
K", X, f, [") = IDS(X)IF/ FAd(=™H) (X)) (Ad(y~)(X))n(Nrd (2™ y)Juar (2, y, T)dxdy,

(Am (F)\H(F))?
where

U]\/[(:C,y,T) = / u(xila’yaT)da

Ac(FO\AM(F)

is defined as in [5, p. 21].

For z,y € G(F) and T € Ry N (a_;o/ag), we define the second weight function vy (z,y,T) as in [5, p.
30], which is left-invariant under the multiplication of Ap;(F') on x or y. To be precise, let A € a%, ®r C
be a point whose real part Ag € aj; is in general position. For P € PE(M), set

A = {a € AG : \g(a¥) <0},
where oV is the “coroot” associated to a € AG (see [, p. 26]). Denote by ¢ the characteristic function
of the set of T" € ays such that w, (7”) > 0 for each o € A} and that @, (T’) < 0 for each a € AG — A},
where {w, : @ € A§} is the basis of (a8)* which is dual to {a" : o € AG}. Let
Yp(z,y,T) :=Tp + Hp(z) — H5(y), VP € 2% (M).
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The set %y (z,y,T) = {Yp(2,y,T) : P € 29(M)} is a (G, M)-orthogonal set in the sense of [3, p. 19].
Define
om(T', V(2 y,T)) = > (~D)IPPMT — Yp(2,y,T)),VT" € arr/ac.
PG (M)
The function ops (-, Zas(x,y,T)) is known to be compactly supported (see [5, p. 22]). Then vps(z,y,T)
is defined as the integral

’UM(:L'ayaT) = / O-M(HM(a)a@M(mayaT))da'
Ac(F)\Anm(F)
Now, we define the corresponding weighted orbital integral
(5.1.4)
JEm, X, f, f) = IDE(X)IF/ FAd(@™H)(X)) f/(Ad(y =) (X)) n(Nrd(z ™" y))oas (z,y, T)dwdy.
(An (F)\H(F))?

Let ¢ € mNs be an M-elliptic Cartan subspace. For ¢ > 0 and T' € apg,p N a_;o with large |7,
consider the domain near the singular set

o(e,T) == {X € tueg(F) : [D*(X)| < e~=ITI}.
Lemma 5.4. Fiz an arbitary constant €9 > 0. Fiz a constant &' > 0 satisfying the condition of Lemma

3.6. Let ¢ CmNs be an M-elliptic Cartan subspace. Given € > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any
T € apy,rN a;o with ||T|| > €0,

’
el

/ T X PO X, P < e

Proof. It is shown in [5, (4.8) in p. 31] that there exist ¢1,d; > 0 such that for all z,y € G(F') and
T € ap,,p Nap, with [T > &,
unt(2,y,T) < ex(|IT]| + log ||| +log yl))™.
For any a1, as € Ay (F), we deduce that
unt (2,9, T) = unr (a1, azy, T) < e1 (| 7| + log [|arz]| + log [|azy|)™.
Since T.(F)/An (F) is compact, there exists co > 0 such that
. T) <eo(|T||+ inf lo + inf lo |
unle,. T) S ol T+ intlog il + it log |z

c 2 c

Now let z,y € H(F) and X € ¢(¢,T), and assume that

F(Ad(@™ (X)) f/(Ad(y~1)(X)) #0.
Let 0 C s(F) be a compact subset containing Supp(f) U Supp(f’). From Lemma 3.5, there exists ¢, > 0
such that
inf log||mxl, ian log || T2yl < ¢r sup{l, —log |D*(X)|r}.

T1ET(F) €T (F)
Therefore, there exists ¢, > 0 such that
(5.1.5) un (@,y,T) < ¢, (| T|| = log | D*(X)|r) ™.
By Proposition 3.16, there exists c¢3 > 0 such that

(5.1.6) |D5(X)|;/2/ f (2~ X2)|dz < 3
Apm (F)\H(F)

and

(617) DO [ £/ Xy)ldy < e
Apm (F)\H(F)

for all X € cpeq(F).
Putting the estimates (5.1.5), (5.1.6) and (5.1.7) into the definition (5.1.3) of KT (n, X, f, f'), we
obtain the inequality
(KT (0, X, f, f')| < coe(|T|| = log | D*(X)[ )"
By Lemma 3.6, for any subset B of ¢,cq(F') which is relatively compact in ¢(F'), there exists cg > 0
such that

/ |D*(X)|35 dX < cp.
B
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We deduce that for m € 7Z,
(5.1.8) vol(BN{X € treg(F) : |D*(X)|r=q~%}) <cpqg 2.

We claim that for any B as above, there exists ¢5 > 0 such that

T —log|D(X FdldX<c/e
Bne(e,T)

e’e||T||

This is an analogue of the exercise in [5, p. 32] and we include here a proof for completeness. For
X €¢(e,T), we have

1
ITI < == log [ D*(X)]p-

Therefore,
d1
1
[ ari-msiretaxs (14 2) [ gD ol ax
Bne(e,T) € Bne(e,T)
Since
Bnee,T)= [] BN{X € ceg(F):[D*(X)|r=q"7%}),
m> 2| Tl
= loggq

we have

mlogq) ™ (BN {X FY: |D¥(X)|p=q %
S (MEE) B 0 X € () 0P (X =)

2e||T
> 2171
— logg

/ (—log |D*(X)|p)"dX =
Bne(e,T)

Applying (5.1.8), we obtain

dy
mlogq _elm
(—log | D*(X)[p)"dX < Y < ) epg .
/Bﬁc(s,T) 2

el
ogq

Now we can confirm our claim by noting the basic fact: for d > 0 and a > 1, there exists ¢4, > 0 such

that
d

m_m < cdﬁa(f%,V:c > 0.
m>x
Taking
B ={X € ceg(F) : KT (1, X, f, [') # 0},

we see that

[ K X X < e

c(e,T)
This is half of the lemma. _
It is proved in [5, p. 32] that there exist c4,ds > 0 such that for all z,y € G(F) and T € apg, r Naj,

with [|T'|| > e,

vnr (2, Y, T) < ea(| T +log || +log |yl)*.
By the same argument as before, we obtain

’
il

/ T (0, X, £ f)lAX < cpe= "
c(e,T)

for some c¢5 > 0. This establishes the other half of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that § > 0. Then there exist c,e1,e2 > 0 such that
|’LLM(ZL', Y, T) - ’UM('Iv Y, T>| < CeislHT”
for all T € ap, ﬂa_J]SO with d(T) > 6||T||, and all x,y € {x € G(F) : ||z|| < eI},
Proof. This is Arthur’s main geometric lemma [5, Lemma 4.4]. O

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that 6 > 0. Let ¢ C mNs be an M-elliptic Cartan subspace. Then there exist
c,e > 0 such that

/ (KT (0, X, £, ') =TT (0, X, £, f)]dX < ceelIT]
Creg (F)

for all T € apy,F ﬂa_J]SO with sufficiently large |T| and d(T) > 0||T|.
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Proof. Fix e5 > 0 to be the constant given by Lemma 5.5. Let x,y € H(F') and X € ¢yeg(F) — ¢(%,T),
and assume that

FAd(@™H) (X)) f'(Ad(y~)(X)) # 0.
Let 0 C s(F) be a compact subset containing Supp(f) U Supp(f’). From Lemma 3.5, there exists ¢, > 0
such that

inf ., inf < ¢y sup{l,|D%(X)|=}.
Tlel;lc(F)HleH 'rzel;lc(F)Hwy” < cosup{L, [D*(X)[r"}

Since X € ¢reg(F) — ¢(%,T), we have

2| Tl 2T

sup{1,|D*(X)|z'} <sup{l,e 2 }=e¢ 2 .

Then, multiplying 2 and y by elements in T.(F') if necessary, and taking ||T|| > 21(;%, we can assume
that

], 1yl < eI,

It follows from Lemma 5.5 that
lurs (2, T) — var (2,9, T)| < ce= 1T,

By the definitions (see (5.1.3) and (5.1.4)) of KT(n, X, f, f') and JT (n, X, f, f'), we obtain that

/ |KT(77’X’ f’ f/) - JT(naXa fa f/)ldX S Cl@iEIHT”a
Cres (F)—c(%2.,T)

c1 ::c/
[

reg

where
Dl [ (A=) (X)) £/ (Ad(y~) (X)) | dadyd X
(F) (Am (F)\H(F))?

is finite by Proposition 3.16 and Lemma 3.4.

One can draw the conclusion by combining this with Lemma 5.4. O
Define
T, £ )= Y Wttt T (W (M, o) / T (0, X, f, f)dX,
Me£5 (Mo) ¢€ T (mNs) cres (F)

where JT(n, X, f, f') is defined by (5.1.4).
Proposition 5.7. Suppose that § > 0. Then there exist c,e > 0 such that
(KT, fo ) =TT (0, £, f)] < ce™IT]
for allT € apg F ﬁa_",fo with sufficiently large |T| and d(T) > o||T|.
Proof. Apply Lemma 5.6. O
It is proved in [5, (6.5) in p. 46] that va(x,y,T) is an exponential polynomial in T' € Ry N (a_JISU/ag).

Denote by o (,y) the constant term of var(z,y,T) as in [5, (6.6) in p. 46]. Then for f, f' € C2°(s(F))

and X € (m N sy)(F)en, J7(n, X, f, f') is also an exponential polynomial in T € Ry N (a}, /ag) whose
constant term is given by

(5.1.9)

Tu(n X, £, f') = IDS(X)IF/(A oy FAd(z™1)(X)) f (Ad(y ™) (X)n(Nrd(z~"y))on (, y)dady.

Thus for f, f' € CZ(s(F)), JT(n, f, f') is still an exponential polynomial in T € Ry N (a_ﬁo/ac) whose
constant term is given by
(5.1.10) o, £, /)= S WSS WM, c)|-1/ Jai(n, X, £, £1)dX.
Me£G (M) ¢€ Tun(mns) reg (F)
Corollary 5.8. For f, ' € C°(s(F)), we have the equality
T, 1, 1) =T, f. 1),
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Proof. By the Plancherel formula, for x € H(F'), we have
ke, [, J)) = k(z, ], ).
Then for all T € Ry N (af, /ac), ) )
KT(n.f. 1) =K (. f.1").
Finally, apply Proposition 5.7 to conclude. O

Lemma 5.9. For all Q € F%“(My), there exists a constant cg such that for all f, f" € C°(s(F)), we
have the equality

T M, — im
T fo )= D Wy W T (- tmtelAe) Mo (i £ f10)cl,
QEF - (Mo)
where JMa (n,f%, ['G) is defined by (5.1.2).

Proof. Suppose that M € %% (My). It is shown in [5, p. 92] that
Bar(,y) = (Z)EAAD R o (@),
QEF (M)
where ¢, is a constant for each @ € F G (My).
Now substitude this in the definition (5.1.9) of Jas(n, X, f, f'). Note that
’U]CSI (mlnlkzl, mgngkg) = ’U%Q (ml, TI’LQ)

for my € Mg (F),n1 € N5 _(F),mz2 € Mg, (F),n2 € Ng, (F), k1, k2 € Ky. By the same argument as
the proof of Proposition 4.1.4), one shows that

|D5(X)|F/ FAA(E™)(X) F(Ad(y™) (X)) n(Nrd(a " y))o, (2, y)dady = Jy® (0, X, £2, £'5),
(Am (FO\NH(F))?
where JAAjQ (n, X, f2, f'3) is defined by (5.1.1). Therefore, we have
7 im M,
Jﬂf(n’Xafafl) = (_1)d (Aar/de) Z J]VIQ(T/aXa fia fl??)le
QeFY (M)
Then the lemma follows from the definition (5.1.10) of J(n, f, f). d

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Using Lemma 5.9 and Corollary 5.8, we can prove the theorem by induction on
the dimension of G. O

5.2. The case of (G',H’). Suppose that M’ € £ (M}). For x,y € H'(F), we define an (H’', M')-
family (vp (2,9)) pre mr (arry BY

vpr (N 2, y) = e e W=HEr(@) y) e iat,, PP e 2T (M),
where P’ € 2H'(M’) is the parabolic subgroup opposite to P’. For f,f' € C>®(s'(F)) and Y €
(m' N sl ) (F)en, we define

620 SGOLS =ID e [ a0 A0y

Proposition 5.10. Suppose that M' € L' (MY{) and that f, f' € C°(s'(F)).

1) The integral (5.2.1) is absolutely convergent.

2) The function JI (-, f, f') is locally constant on (' (8L ) (F)en.

3)If ¢ C m' (s is an M'-elliptic Cartan subspace, the restriction of JI\}/I[/,(-, [ f') to oo (F) vanishes
outside a compact subset of ¢’ (F).

4) If w € Normpy:(py(My), x € M'(F) and k, k" € Ky, we have the equality

Ty (Ad(wa) (Y), Ad(k) (), Ad(K)(f)) = T3 (V. £ /')

for allY € (m/ N s )(F)en.
5) There exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that for allY € (w/ N sl,)(F)en, we have

\JH (Y, £, f)] < esup{1, —log | D¥' (V)| p}V.
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6) For all Y € (m/ N5l )(F)en, we have
’ ’ L' L
Jﬁ’(ya fa f/) = Z dH’(LllaL/Q)JMI/(Ya fQ_’l)JM%(Ya fé)é)’
Ly, LhelH (M)
where (Q1, Q4) := s(L}, L}) (see Section 2.7).

Proof. Tt is almost the same as the proof of Proposition 5.1, except that one needs to use Proposition
4.4.4) and Corollary 4.6 to show 6) and 5). O

For f, f' € C°(s'(F)), we define
JH/(fa fl) — Z |WJI/||W({M/|_1(_1)dim(AM//AH/) Z |W(M/,C/)|_1/

(5.2.2) M/eLH (M) € Tun(miNs) g (F)
T (Y £, f)dY.
This expression is absolutely convergent by Proposition 5.10.5) and Corollarz 3.7. One may extend in
the obvious way the definitions (5.2.1) and (5.2.2) to the symmetric pair (L’, L', Ad(«)), where L’ €
2™ (M)
Remark 5.11. We have the equality
S =T 1),
It results from the fact that for all M’ € £ (M}) and all z,y € H'(F), we have vap (z,y) = var (y, z).
Theorem 5.12 (Noninvariant trace formula). For all f, f' € C°(s'(F)), we have the equality
Ty =T F 1),

Proof. We may simply copy the proof of Theorem 5.3 here with obvious modifications. Especially, one
needs to use Proposition 3.23 to show analogues of Lemmas 5.4 and 5.6 for the case of (G, H’). O

6. Howe’s finiteness for weighted orbital integrals

6.1. The case of (G, H). For an open compact subgroup r of s(F), denote by C°(s(F')/r) the subspace
of C2°(s(F')) consisting of the functions invariant by translation of 7. Let i2* : C2°(s(F))* — C°(s(F)/r)*
be the dual map of the natural injection C°(s(F)/r) — C°(s(F)).

For any set o, denote by C[o] the C-linear space of maps from o to C with finite support. For
M € L% (M) and o C (m N s)(F), we define the linear map

0fy : Clo] = C2(s(F))",

(’ZX)XEU = Z zXJI?I(naXa ')a
Xeo
where zx € C is the coordinate at X € o.
For L € %% (M) and r;, C (INs)(F) an open compact subgroup, we define i!*" and 4%, in the
same way by using (L, Ly, Ad(e)) in place of (G, H, Ad(e)).

Proposition 6.1 (Howe’s finiteness). Let r be an open compact subgroup of s(F), M € L% (M)
and o C (m N s)(F). Suppose that there exists a compact subset o9 C (m N s)(F) such that o C
Ad(My(F))(00). Then the image of the linear map

5" 065, : Clo] = C°(s(F)/r)*

T

is of finite dimension.

Remark 6.2. For M = G, Proposition 6.1 is essentially included in a more general result [29, Theorem
6.1] in the context of #-groups (in the sense of [30, p. 467]).

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 6.1. We shall follow the main steps in
[33, §IV.2-6]. Since the function x(:)J$;(n, -, f) is constant on Ad(Mpy(F))(X) for f € C(s(F)) and
X € (mNs,)(F), and J(mNs) is a finite set, by Lemma 3.4, we may and shall suppose that o is
relatively compact in (m Ns)(F). The proposition will be proved by induction on the dimension of G.

Recall that we have chosen the standard maximal compact subgroup K = GL2,(Op) of G(F) =
GLayn (D). Let k = g(Op) := glan(Op), which is an Op-lattice in g(F) = gla,, (D) and is stable under
the adjoint action of K. Since H € £%(M,), we have set Kyy = K N H(F) = GL,(Op) x GL,(Op).
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Let H(Op) := kN Hh(F) and s(Op) := kN s(F). Then we see that &k = h(Op) ® s(Op) and that
s(OF) is stable under the adjoint action of K. For all P € .#% (M), we fix ap € Ap(F) such that
la(ap)|r < 1,Va € AG.

Recall that we denote by A® the set of nilpotent elements in 6(F') and fix a uniformiser @ of Op. Let
X € N* N (k — wk). By the Jacobson-Morozov theorem for symmetric spaces (Lemma 3.8), there exists
a group homomorphism ¢ : SLy(F) — G(F) such that

0 1 w
dcp(o 0>Xanda”:g0< w_l)GH(F).

We define the parabolic subgroup PX of G as in [33, §IV.3]. More concretely, set
gli] :={Y € g: Ad(a®)(Y) = @'Y, Vi € Z}

and
p* = P olil;
i>0
then let
(6.1.1) pPX .= {xeG: Ad(z)(px) = pX}.

Note that PX is independent of the choice of ¢ by [7, Proposition 5.7.1]. Since a® commutes with €, one
has e € PX. By Lemma 3.12, PXNH is a parabolic subgroup of H. Then there exists an element 2 € Ky
such that P’ := Ad(x)(PX) € #Y%(M,). We shall fix such an x. Let a® := Ad(z7!)(ap:) € H(F). Note
that a® depends on the choice of x, but this is unimportant. It is proved in [33, (3) in §IV.3] that

Ad(a™)(X) € wk.
But Ad(aX)(X) € 5(F). Thus we have
(6.1.2) Ad(a™)(X) € ws(OF).

Lemma 6.3. There erxists an integer h € N such that for all Y € w"s(OF), all integers | > h and all
Z € Ad(a®)"Hw's(OF)), there exists v € Ky with n(Nrd(y)) = 1 such that

Ad(Y)(X +Y +2) € X +Y +@'s(Op).

Proof. Tt is analogous to the proof of [33, Lemme IV.3]. The point is that we require v € H(F') and
n(Nrd(vy)) = 1 here.
Set

nX = @g[z]

i>1

Since a¥ commutes with ¢, one has g[i] = (g[¢] N h) @ (g[i] N's).
It is proved in [33, (4) in §IV.3] that

Ad(a®)7 (k) Ck+ Ad(a™) 7 (k) N,
By the intersection of s(F") with both sides in the last expression, we have
(6.1.3) Ad(a®)71(s(OF)) C 5(OF) + Ad(a™) 1 (s(OF)) Nn¥.
It is shown in [33, (2) in §IV.3] and the proof of [33, Lemme IV.3] that there exists ¢ € N such that
X N Ad(a®) (k) C ad(X) (k).
By the intersection of s(F") with both sides in the last expression, we have
(6.1.4) X N Ad(a®)"H(s(OF)) C ad(X)(w h(OF)).

Fix such an integer c. There exists ¢’ € N such that for all | > ¢/, we have
o Wk CVy;
e exp(wlk) C {z € K : n(Nrd(z)) = 1};
e Ad(exp(Y")(Y) =Y +ad(Y')(Y)mod 'tk VY € k, Y’ € @'k.
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Fix such an integer ¢. There exists ¢’ € N such that Ad(a™)~ (@ k) C k. Fix such an integer ¢’.

Let h € N be such that h > max{c+ ¢’,c+ ¢”}. Let Y,l and Z be as in the statement. Thanks to
(6.1.3), we can write Z = Z; + Za, where Z; € w's(Or) and Z € Ad(a™) ™! (='s(OF)) N n¥. Because
of (6.1.4), we can choose Z' € w'~°h(Op) such that Zy = ad(X)(Z'). Since Z’ € w®§(OF) from the
hypothesis I > h > ¢+ ¢/, we can define v := exp(Z’). Then we have v € Ky and n(Nrd(y)) = 1. Tt is
shown in the proof of [33, Lemme IV.3] that v verifies

AdVNX +Y +2) e X +Y + k.
But both of Ad(y)(X +Y + Z) and X + Y belong to s(F). Hence, we deduce that
AdW)(X+Y +2) € X +Y +@'s(OF).

For X € N* N (k — wk), we shall fix an integer h*X such that

(1) A verifies the condition of Lemma 6.3;

(2) K% > 15

(3) Ad(aX) (=" s(OF)) C ws(Op).

Denote by N'¢ the set of nilpotent elements in g(F). Let Pg(F) (resp. Ps(F)) be the projective space
associated to g(F) (resp. s(F)) and 7 : g(F) — {0} — Pg(F) the natural projection. Since 7(N'¢ — {0})
is compact and A'® — {0} is a closed subset of N — {0}, we know that w(N* — {0}) is compact. One
also sees that

T(N* N (k — wk)) = 7(N° —{0}).
We can and shall choose a finite set Ny C N N (k — wk) such that
X
U (X + " 5(OF))
XeNo
is an open neighbourhood of 7(N* — {0}) C Ps(F).

Lemma 6.4. There exists an integer ¢ € N such that for all d € 6$,(Clo]) and all f € C(s(F))
satisfying d(f) # 0, we have

Supp(f) N [ws(Op) U | J FX(X +" s(Op))] # 0.
XeNy
Proof. Recall that o is assumed to be relatively compact in (mNs)(F). Fix an open compact neighbour-
hood ¢’ of ¢ in s(F). Fix Py € 2% (M) and set
AJISU i={a € Ap,(F) : |a(a)|r > 1,Va € AR 1.
Similarly, for all B € 2% (M), set
AL i={a € Ay (F) : |afa)|p > 1,Va € AG}.
We see from the argument of [26, Lemma 4.11] that
Af C U A
{BeC (My):PoCB}
By the Cartan decomposition, there exists a compact subset I' C H(F') such that H(F) = KHAJISOI‘.
Fix such a I'. Then
H(F) C U Ky ALT.
{Be 2% (My):PyCB}
Fix ¢ € N such that Ad(T')(¢") € @ “s(Or). Since Ad(A5)(s(OF)) C 5(Or) 4+ (np N s)(F) and
(ngNs)(F) C N*®, we obtain
Ad(H(F))(0") € @ s(OF) + N*.
Choose an integer c such that

c>c + sup h¥.
XeNy

Let d and f be as in the statement. It is evident that
Supp(f) N Ad(H(F))(c") # 0.
Suppose that X; € w*“’,s((’)p),Xg € N satisfy X; + Xo € Supp(f). If Xs € w ™ “s(OF), we are done.

If not, let X € A be such that 7(X3) € 7(X + @" s(Op)). Then there exists A € F* such that
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Xy € MX + whxs(OF)). Since X ¢ @ °s(OF), we have vp(\) < —c and thus vp(\) + ¥ < —¢.
Therefore, X € )\whxs(OF) and then X7 + Xo € M(X + whxs( r)) C F*(X + thS(OF)). This is
exactly what we want to prove. (I

We shall fix an integer ¢ verifying the condition in Lemma 6.4. We shall also fix another integer h
such that

(6.1.5) h > sup h*.
XeNo
Denote
C = {f € CZ(s(F)/@"s(OF)) : Supp(f) € @ °s(Op)},
which is a C-linear space of finite dimension. For all L € £%(M),L # G, let 7(L) := @" (1N s)(OF).

Lemma 6.5. Let 3 = (2x)xeo € Clo]. Suppose that

*

1) 03" 0 0% (3) =0 for all L € £9(M), L # G;
2) 651(3)(C) = 0.
Then ifﬂhg(OF)* o 5]?/[(3) —=0.

Proof. Write d := 6§,(3). It suffices to prove by induction on the integer e > ¢ the assertion

(A)e: for all f € C®(s(F)/w"s(Or)) with Supp(f) € @ °s5(OF), we have d(f) = 0.

If e = ¢, this is true by the hypothesis 2). Fix an e > ¢ and suppose that (A4)._; is true. For any
open compact subset s C g(F'), denote by 1, its characteristic function. It suffices to prove that for all
Y € w %s(OF) —w “T's(OF), we have d(1y; mns0,)) = 0.

Suppose that Y € w™¢s5(Op) —w = ¢"15(Op). The hypothesis ¢ > ¢ implies @ ¢s(Op) C w~¢T1s5(OF)
and thus Y ¢ w™s(OF). Suppose on the contary that d(1y 4 ong0,)) # 0. By Lemma 6.4, there exists

X € Ny and A € F* such that (Y + @"s(Op)) N A(X + @" s(Op)) # 0. Fix such X and A. Since
vp(Y) = —e and vp(X) = 0, we have vp(\) = —e. As h > h* > h¥ — e (see (6.1.5)), we obtain
@"s(Op) C A" 5(Op) and then Y € A(X+w"" 5(OF)). Let Y’ € @w"" 5(Op) such that Y = A(X+Y").

Let Z € Ad(a®)"(@"s(OF)). Since h +e > h¥, we can apply Lemma 6.3 to X,Y’ A"!Z and
l:= h+ e. Then there exists v € Ky with n(Nrd(v)) = 1 such that

Ad(Y)(X +Y' +2712) € X + Y + " T¢5(Op).
From vp(A\) = —e, we deduce that

Ad(YANX +Y) +2) e \(X +Y') + ="s(OF),
ie.

Ad(N)(Y +2) €Y + w"s(OF).
Since v € Kp, this is equivalent to
Ad(W)(Y + Z + @"s(OF)) =Y + @"s(OF)
or
Ad(Y)(My 4 z4whs(0r) = 1y 4ahs(0r)-
By Proposition 4.1.3), we obtain
d(ly 4 z4whs0p)) = NINTd(7)d(ly 4ohs(0r))-
Because n(Nrd(y)) = 1, we have
d(ly 4 z4whsor)) = dly yors(or))-

Now, by the sum over Z € (Ad(a™) ! (@w"s(OF)) + @"s(OF)) /="s(OF) (a finite set), we get

(6.1.6) ALy s arsion) = I 5(OR)] ALy onp),
where
(6.1.7) k= Ad(ax)*l(s(Op)) +5(0OF).

By Proposition 4.1.6), we have the equality

4 (Ad(@™) (Ly sn) = nNtd(@ )1y i) = nNrd(@)) D0 63°6) (v i) ) ) -
QeFC (M), Q#G
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From (4.1.3), it is clear that (ly_;’_whk/)nQ (ax)—1 18 invariant by translation of r(Mgq). By the hypothesis
1), we have 5%Q (3) ((1y+whk/>g (ax),l) =0forall Q € F¢(M),Q # G, so

(6.1.8) n(Nrd(a™))d(ly onp) = d (Ad(a™)(1y onp)) -
We see easily that
Ad(aX)(lerwhk/) = 15,
where
(6.1.9) 5= Ad(a™)(Y) + " Ad(a™) ().

Recall Y = A(X + Y’) above. As X € N, by (6.1.2), we have Ad(a”*)(X) € ws(Op). Since
Y' € @' s(Op), by the hypothesis (3) on 2%, we have Ad(a™)(Y’) € ws(Op). For vp(\) = —e, we
obtain
(6.1.10) Ad(a™)(Y) € wTs(OF).

We see from (6.1.7) that

Ad(a™)(K') = 5(OF) + Ad(a™ )(s(Or)).
By (6.1.5) and the hypothesis (3) on A%, we have @"Ad(a™)(s(Or)) C @"" Ad(a¥)(s(OF)) C ws(Op).
Then by (6.1.5) and the hypothesis (2) on k¥, we have

6.1.11)  @"Ad@®) () = ©"s(Or) + ©"Ad(a”)(s(OF)) € @ §(OF) + ws(Op) = ws(OF).
From (6.1.9), (6.1.10) and (6.1.11), we see that
Supp(1s) C wfeﬂs((’)p).

Since s(Or) C Ad(a™)(k’), we know that 1, is invariant by translation of @"s(OF). Using the induction
hypothesis (A).—1, we have

d(1s) = 0.
Thanks to (6.1.6) and (6.1.8), we obtain

d(ly 4 whs(0p)) = 0.
This proves (A). and thus the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition 6.1. We use induction on the dimension of G. Suppose that for all L € £%(M), L #
G, and all open compact subgroups rr, of ([N s)(F), the image of the linear map
i 0 6k Clo] — C((1N 8)(F)/r)*
is of finite dimension. This is actually a product form of the proposition in lower dimensions. Now we
would like to prove the proposition. The argument below is also valid for the case G = M.
Enlarge h in (6.1.5) if necessary such that r O w"s(Or). We shall prove that the image of i;hs(oF)* o

*

$(Or) the image of

85 is of finite dimension. Admit this for the moment. Since i$* factorises by i2 ,

5%

%0 6§ is also of finite dimension. Then we finish the proof.

Let /1 be the kernel of the linear map

@ i eskiCll» @ cR(ns)(E)/rL),

LEZLS (M), L#G Le£CG(M),L£G

i

whose image is of finite dimension by our induction hypothesis applied to r; := r(L) for all L €
ZLE(M),L # G. Hence, to prove that i;hs(op)* 0 6§,(C[o]) is of finite dimension, it suffices to prove

that i‘;hg(OF)* o 51\G/[(IC1) is of finite dimension.
Consider the composition of the linear maps

di = P50 © 0%, : K1 = C(s(F)/w"s(OF))*
and
Res : C°(s(F)/w"s(OF))* — C*.
The latter map is the natural restriction. Lemma 6.5 says that
ker(Res o dy) = ker(dy),
which is denoted by ICy. Then

d1(K:1) ~ K:l/K:g ~ Reso dl(lcl) - Cc*.
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Since C' is of finite dimension, we see that dy (K1) is of finite dimension. O

Corollary 6.6. Let © be an open compact subgroup of s(F), M € L%« (My) and o C (m N s.5)(F).
Suppose that there exists a compact subset o9 C (mNs)(F) such that o C Ad(Mpy(F))(0o). Then there
exists a finite subset {X; : 1 € I}t C o and a finite subset {f; : i € I} C CX(s(F)/r) such that for all
X €0 and all f € CE(s(F)/r), we have the equality

T X, £) =I5, Xa, £)I51(n, X, f3).
i€l
Proof. By Proposition 6.1, there exists a finite subset {X; : i € I} C o such that {i%* 0 6§ (X;) : i € I}
is a basis of i2* 0 65/ (C[o]). By linear algebra, there exists a finite subset {f; : i € I} C C(s(F)/r)
such that 8" o §§,(X;)(f;) = 6:5, Vi, j € I, where §;; denotes the Kronecker delta function. Choose such
{X;:iel}and {f;:i€l}.
Then, for all X € o, there exists \;,Vi € I such that
iel
Hence, for all ¢ € 1,
Jii(n, X, fi) = Z)\jJﬁ(%Xj, fi) = Z)\j%‘ = Ai
Jel jelI
We have finished the proof. (I
6.2. The case of (G', H'). For an open compact subgroup ' of s'(F), denote by C(s'(F)/r') the
subspace of C°(s'(F')) consisting of the functions invariant by translation of /. Let zfi* (CR(s(F)* —
C(s'(F)/r")* be the dual map of the natural injection C°(s'(F)/r") — C°(s'(F)).
For any set o/, denote by C[o’] the C-linear space with a basis ¢’. For M’ € ZH (M}) and o’ C
(m' Nl )(F), we define the linear map

S Clo’] = €2 (s (F))*,

(2v)ves = Y av i (Yso),
Yeo’
where zy € C is the coordinate at Y € o”.
For L' € "' (M}) and 7, C (' N§')(F) an open compact subgroup, we define i/’ and 6%, in the
L/

same way by using (L', L/, Ad(a)) in place of (G, H', Ad(av)).

Proposition 6.7 (Howe’s finiteness). Let 1’ be an open compact subgroup of §'(F), M’ € L™ (M})
and o/ C (w' Nsl)(F). Suppose that there exists a compact subset o, C (m' Ns')(F) such that o' C
Ad(M'(F))(o(,). Then the image of the linear map

’

i oM, Clo’) = C°(s'(F) /r')"
is of finite dimension.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 6.7. It is similar to the proof of Proposi-
tion 6.1 and we only point out some additional argument. Recall that we have chosen the standard maxi-
mal compact subgroup Kp» = GL,(Op:) of H'(F') = GL,(D') in Case I (resp. Ky» = GL» (Opgpr) of
H'(F) = GLz (D®F E) in Case II). Since Ad(7)(D’) = D' in Case I (resp. Ad(7)(D®F E) = D&r E
in Case II), we deduce that Ad(7)(Op/) = Op in Case I (resp. Ad(7)(Opg,r) = Opg,r in Case
II) Thus Ad(T)(KH/) = KH/. Let f)/(OF) = g[n(OD’) in Case I (resp. f)/(OF) = g[% (OD®FE) in
Case II). Let s'(OF) := b (Op)7 = 7H'(OF) be an Op-lattice in §'(F) (see Section 3.3 for the choice of
7). Let k' := b’ (OF) @ s'(OF), whose decomposition is stable under the adjoint action of Ky because
Ad(T)(KH/) = Kpg/. For all P’ € jH/ (Mé), we fix ap: € Ap/(F) such that |a(ap/>|p < 1,Va e Ag;

Starting from X € N N (s'(Or) —ws' (OF)), we obtain a group homomorphism ¢ : SLy(F) — G'(F)
by the Jacobson-Morozov theorem for symmetric spaces (Lemma 3.8). Denote a? := ¢ “ —1] €
H'(F). Define PX as in (6.1.1), which contains the centraliser Centg:(a?) of a¥ in G’ as a Levi factor.
Since a¥ commutes with a, by Lemma 3.19, PX N H' is a parabolic subgroup of H’, which contains the
centraliser Centp(a¥) of a® in H' as a Levi factor. We want to show that there exists € Kps such
that Ad(z)(PX N H') € Z' (M) and that Ad(z)(PX) € FE' (MY).
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Lemma 6.8. For Y € N¥', there exists v € H'(F) such that Ad(z)(Y) is in the Jordan normal form,
i.e., diagonal block matrices with entries in D't in Case I (resp. (D @ E)7 in Case II) whose blocks
are of the form

0 7
r
0
Proof. It can be proved in the same way as [16, Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3] by linear algebra over a division
ring. O

Thanks to Lemma 6.8, we can construct explicitly the above morphism ¢ (see [13, p. 184]). If X
is in the Jordan normal form, by loc. cit., we may choose a® € A/ (F) for some L' € £ (M}) such
that Centp(a®) = L' and that Cente(a?) = L'. For a general X as above, by Lemma 6.8, there exists
y € H'(F) such that Ad(y)(a®) € Ap/(F) for some L' € £H' (M]) satisfying Cent s (Ad(y)(a®)) = L'
and Centg (Ad(y)(a?)) = L'. Let € Ky be such that 2~y € (PX NH')(F). Then Ad(z)(PX NH') =
Ad(y)(PX N H’) contains L’ as a Levi factor and Ad(z)(P¥) = Ad(y)(PX) contains L’ as a Levi factor.
Furthermore, since Ad(z)(PX) N H' = Ad(x)(PX N H'), we see that Ad(x)(PX N H') and Ad(x)(P¥)

are associated under the bijection P’ — P’ between .Z ™ (M}) and .Z¢’ (MF).
Fix 2 € Kp as above and denote P’ := Ad(z)(PX N H') € Z" (M}). Then P = Ad(z)(PX). Put
aX := Ad(x71)(ap/) € H'(F). By the argument of [33, (3) in §IV.3], we show that
(6.2.1) Ad(a™)(X) € ws'(OF).
Proof of Proposition 6.7. We may apply the argument of Proposition 6.1 with obvious modifications.

Especially, one needs to use Proposition 4.4 and (6.2.1) to show an analogue of Lemma 6.5 for the case of
(G', H'"). Additionally, to prove an analogue of Lemma 6.3 for this case, one may resort to the argument

rather than the consequence of some steps in the proof of [33, Lemme IV.3] since our definition of &’ is
different from g¢'(Op) := gl,,(Op). However, there is no essential difficulty with our preparation above
and we omit details here. O

Corollary 6.9 (cf. Corollary 6.6). Let 1’ be an open compact subgroup of s'(F), M’ € ™ (M}) and o’ C
(@ﬁﬁgs)(F). Suppose that there exists a compact subset o, C (m'Ns’)(F) such that o’ C Ad(M'(F))(a}).
Then there exists a finite subset {Y; : i € I} C o' and a finite subset {f; : i € I} C CX(s'(F)/r") such
that for all Y € o’ and all f' € C°(s'(F')/r'), we have the equality

T Y F) = T (Y £ T (YL £,

iel
7. Representability of the Fourier transform of weighted orbital integrals

7.1. The case of (G, H). Following [33, §V.6], we denote by &° the space of functions e : s,5(F) — C
such that

(1) e is locally constant;

(2) for any open compact subset r of §(F), there exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that for all
X € rNs(F), one has the inequality

le(X)| < esup{l, —log |D*(X)[r}".

If e € &7, the function X — |D5(X)|;1/26(X> is locally integrable on s(F) thanks to Corollary 3.18.
It defines then a distribution on s(F):

(7.1.1) Vf €CE(s(F)), f F(X)e(X)|D*(X)[n/2dX.

s(F)
Denote by 2° the space of distributions obtained in this way. The map &° — 2° defined above is an
isomorphism. For d € 2°, we shall always denote by ey its preimage in &°.

Notice that the notion &% can be defined for any symmetric pair, and that the definition 2° can at
least be extended to the symmetric pair (M, Mg, Ad(¢)), where M € L% (M), since it appears as the
product of some copies of the form (G, H, Ad(e)) in lower dimensions.
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If d € 2° is n(Nrd(+))-invariant with respect to the adjoint action of H(F'), then so is eq € &° and by
the Weyl integration formula (Proposition 3.14), we have the equality

(12 df)= S WM WEERT S (WMo / JS (0, X, ea(X)dX
Me LG« (M) c€Ten(mnNs) treg (F)

for all f € C°(s(F)), where J& (1, X, f) is defined by (4.1.1).

Remark 7.1 (Glueing). Let d € C°(s(F))* and (r;)ier be a family of open compact subsets of s(F')

such that |J r; = s(F). Suppose that for all ¢ € I, there exists d; € 2° such that d(f) = d;(f) for all
el
f eCe(s(F)) with Supp(f) C r;. Then d € 2°. Refer to [33, Remarque V.6] for the details.

Let M € £%% (M) and X € (mNsy)(F). Denote by JG (n, X, -) the distribution on s(F) defined by

Jir(n. X, f) = J5i(n, X, f)
for all f € C°(s(F')), where the right hand side is defined by (4.1.1). We also have a similar definition

for the symmetric pair (M, My, Ad(e)), where M € £%“(My). The main result of this section is the
following.

Proposition 7.2 (Representability). Let M € L% (My) and X € (mNs)(F). Then the distribution
‘]J\Cj(naXa) € 7.

Remark 7.3. For M = G, Proposition 7.2 is essentially [37, Theorem 6.1.(1)] (see also [36, Theorem 6.2]).

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 7.2. We shall follow the main steps in
[33, §V.7-10].

Let ¢ be a Cartan subspace of 5. Recall that T. denotes the centraliser of ¢ in H. Suppose that
eo : (Te(F)\H(F')) X treg(F) — C is a function such that

(1) eg is locally constant;

(2) for any open compact subset r of §(F'), there exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that for all
z € T(F)\H(F) and X € ¢eq(F) satisfying Ad(z~1)(X) € r, one has the inequality

eo(z, X) < esup{l, —log | D*(X)|r}.
Following [33, §V.7], for f € C°(s(F')), we define
(7.13) win) = [ ol [ F(Ad)(X))eo(, X)dwdX.
crog (F) Te(F)\H(F)
Lemma 7.4. Let ¢ be a Cartan subspace of s. Suppose that ey satisfies the above hypotheses. Then the
integral (7.1.3) is absolutely convergent. Moreover, the distribution dy € 2°.

Proof. We define a function €’ : s5,5(F) — C by
(7.1.4) e(X):= Z eo(z, Ad(x)(X))

{zeT (F)\H(F):Ad(z)(X)€ec(F)}
for all X € s5(F). If X ¢ Ad(H(F))(treg(F)), then €'(X) = 0. If X € Ad(H(F))(creg(F")), then
the sum in (7.1.4) is actually over the finite set W(H, ¢)y, where y € H(F) is any element such that
Ad(y)(X) € ¢(F). Hence, €’ is well-defined.
Additionally, one may check that ¢’ € &° from the hypotheses on eg. Let d' € 2° be the distribution
associated to e’ by (7.1.1). For all f € C°(s(F)), by the Weyl integration formula (3.1.2), we have

(T15)  d(f) = [W(H,o)|" /

IDE(X)I#/ F(Ad@@™h)(X))e' (Ad(z™1)(X))dzdX.
Crog (F)

Te(F)\H(F)

Since

dAd@ (X)) = Y eolws, Ad(w)(X))

weW (H,c)
for all z € T.(F)\H(F) and all X € ¢,eq(F'), we deduce that

U _ -1 5 1/2 1 eo(wx w T .
&(f) = |W(H.0) WEWZW /Cmgmw ()1 /T e, TAIGTD OO0, Ad(w) 00X
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Applying the change of variables X — Ad(w™!)(X) and z + w™?

measures, we obtain

x, which does not modify the Haar

d'(f)=do(f)
for all f € C°(s(F)). That is to say, dg = d' € 2°.
Note that in the argument above, we have used the convergence of an analogue of (7.1.5) with ey and
f replaced by their absolute values. It also results in the absolute convergence of (7.1.3). O

Corollary 7.5 (Parabolic induction). Let M € £%“(M,), P € £%(M) and d € 2™". Then the
distribution on s(F') defined by Vf € C(s(F)), f — d(fp) belongs to 2°, where f}} is defined by (3.2.2).

Proof. Applying the Weyl integration formula (3.1.2) to d(f}), we see that it suffices to fix a Cartan
subspace ¢ C m N s and prove that the distribution on s(F') defined by
(7.1.6)
VfeCX(s(F), [ |Dmm5(X)|}w/2/ fR(Ad(z™h)(X))ea(Ad(z ™) (X)) dwd X
Creg (F) Te(F)\Mp (F)
belongs to 2°. Recall that eq € &™* is associated to d by (7.1.1).
Define a function e; : H(F) X tyeg(F) — C by

(7.1.7) e1(z, X) := n(Nrd(z))/ eq(Ad(mp(z)k) (X)) n(Nrd(mp(x)k))dk
My (F)NK

for all z € H(F) and all X € ceq(F), where mp(x) € Mpy(F) is any element such that mp(z) ™'z €

Np, (F)Ky. Since Ky is a special subgroup of H(F'), such mp(x) is well-defined modulo My (F) N K.

Hence, the integral (7.1.7) is independent of the choice of mp(z). The function e; is left T, (F')-invariant

on the first variable, so it induces a function (still denoted by e1) : T.(F)\H(F) X treg(F) — C.

We shall check that e; verifies the hypotheses of Lemma 7.4. Firstly, e; is locally constant because
eq is locally constant and e; is right Kpy-invariant on the first variable. Secondly, suppose that r is
an open compact subset of s(F). We fix an open compact subset rp; C (m N s)(F) such that if X €
(mNs)(F),U € (npns)(F), k € Ky satisfy Ad(k)(X+U) € r, then X € ryy; this is possible for it suffices
to let rps contain the projection of Ad(Kg)(r) to (mNs)(F). Replacing vy with Ad(My(F)NK)(ra)
if necessary, we may additionally assume that

(7.1.8) Ad(Myg(FYNK)(ra) = -
Since eq € ™, there exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that
lea(X)| < esup{1, —log | D™ (X)|r} "
for all X € rpy N (mNs)s(F). One sees from (3.1.1) that for all X € (mNs)ys(F),
D20 £ [D™# ()] = | det(ad (X) g m) [

Hence, |D*(X)|p| D™ (X)|;" is bounded for X € rpr N(mNs).s(F). Recall that mN s, C (mNs), (see
Section 3.2) and that |D*(X)|r # 0 for X € s,5(F) (see Section 3.1). We deduce that there exists ¢ > 0
such that

(7.1.9) lea(X)| < ¢ sup{1, —log |D*(X)|r}V

for all X € ra; N sy (F). Now, suppose that x € Te(F)\H(F) and X € cyee(F) satisfy Ad(z=1)(X) € 7.
Write @ = mnk with m € My (F),n € Np,(F) and k € Kg. Then

Ad(z™1)(X) = Ad(k™)(Ad(m™")(X) + U),
where U := Ad(n='m™1)(X) - Ad(m~1)(X) € (npNs)(F). Thus Ad(m~1)(X) € rps by our assumption
on rpr. Thanks to (7.1.8) and (7.1.9), we obtain
ler(z, X)| < ¢ sup{1, —log |D*(X)|r}".

To sum up, e; verifies the hypotheses of Lemma 7.4.
Applying Lemma 7.4 to ¢ and e7, we know that the distribution d; on s(F) defined by

Vf € CX(s(F)), di(f) = /

Doy [ FAd(Y)(X) )er (2, X)dad X
Crog (F)

Te(F)\H(F)
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belongs to 2°. Note that e;(mnk, X) = n(Nrd(k))ei(m, X) for m € My(F),n € Np, (F),k € Ky. By
the same argument as the proof of Proposition 4.1.4), one shows that

a(p=[ ol [ FAA(m ™) (X))er (m, X)dnd X
treg (F) Te(F)\Mp (F)

[ ol [ FAAmE0) [ eaAd(mb) " CO)n(Ns(b)
creg (F) T (F)\Mpg (F) My (F)NK

dkdmdX.
Note that for k € My (F)NK, we have Ad(k~!) f = n(Nrd(k)) f3. By the change of variables mk — m,
one can eliminate the integral over My (F) N K and see that d; is the same as (7.1.6). O

Let M € £%%“(My) and d € ™. Suppose that d is n(Nrd(-))-invariant with respect to the adjoint
action of My (F). Following [33, §V.9], we define a distribution Indfjw(d) on s(F) by
(7.1.10)

M@= > WIS Wwol [ G0 X ea(X)dx
{Le£Gw (My):LCM} € Zun(INs) creg (F)

for all f € C°(s(F)), where J$(n, X, f) is defined by (4.1.1). In particular, if M = G and d € 2° is

n(Nrd(-))-invariant with respect to the adjoint action of H(F'), we have Indg’w(d) =d by (7.1.2).

Corollary 7.6. Let M € L% (M) and d € 2™"%. Suppose that d is n(Nrd(-))-invariant with respect
to the adjoint action of My (F). Then the integral (7.1.10) is absolutely convergent. Moreover, the
distribution Indgf’w (d) e 7°.

Remark 7.7. This corollary is unnecessary for the proof of Proposition 7.2 but useful in Section 8.1.

Proof of Corollary 7.6. It suffices to fix a Cartan subspace ¢ C m N s and prove the same assertion for
the distribution on s(F') defined by

(7.1.11) Vf e CX(s(F)), f - IS, X, fea(X)dX.
Define a function ey : (T.(F)\H(F)) X treg(F) — C by
(7.1.12) ea(x, X) == n(Nrd(z))v§ (z)eq(X)

for all z € T(F)\H(F) and all X € cuee(F). It is locally constant. Note that eq(Ad(m™1)(X)) =
N(Nrd(m))eq(X) for x € My (F) and X € (m N s5)(F) by our assumption on d. Thus we may use the
same argument as in the proof of Corollary 7.5 to show the inequality
lea(X)| = lea(Ad(m™)(X))| < ¢ sup{1, —log| D*(X)|p}".
Thanks to Lemma 4.2, one has a similar bound for v${;(z). In sum, ey verifies the hypotheses of Lemma
7.4.
Applying Lemma 7.4 to ¢ and ez, we know that the integral

VJ € CP(s(F)), f > |D*(X)| 2 / F(Ad(a™")(X))es (&, X )dwdX
Crog (F) T (F)\H(F)

is absolutely convergent and defines a distribution in #°. This distribution is the same as (7.1.11). O

Remark 7.8. Instead of the hypothesis eq € &™™*, an analogue of Corollary 7.6 holds if one assumes
that d is defined via (7.1.1) by a function eq : (m N s.)(F) — C locally constant, n(Nrd(-))-invariant
with respect to the adjoint action of My (F'), and such that for any open compact subset r of (mNs)(F),
there exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that for all X € r N s,5(F), one has the inequality

lea(X)] < esup{1, —log| D*(X)|p}".
The proof is the same, except that we need not use the boundedness of |D%(X)|p|D™"¢(X)|5" for
X € ry Nsgs(F) (see the proof of Corollary 7.5).

Lemma 7.9. Let M € L% (My) and ¢ CmNs be an M-elliptic Cartan subspace.

1) Let M' € L% (My),¢ € Tan(m’ Ns) and x € H(F) be such that Ad(z)(c) = /. Then there erist
elements m' € My (F) and w € Normp(py(Mo) such that x = m'w.

2) The cardinality of

{(M',¢): M' € L9 (My), ¢ € Tan(m' Ns), ¢ is H(F)-conjugate to ¢}
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(W b W | =MW (Mg, <) || W (He)|

Proof. 1) Since ¢ C mNs (resp. ¢ C m' Ns) is M-elliptic (resp. M’-elliptic), we have Ap, = A
(resp. Ar, = Anv). From Ad(z)(c) = ¢/, we obtain Ad(z)(Ar,) = Ar,, Ad(z)(Aym) = Ay and
Ad(z)(M) = M’, which implies that Ad(x)(Mpg) = Mj;. Then 1) can be shown by the same argument
as in the proof of Lemma 3.13.1).

2) We can and shall identify an M-elliptic (resp. M’-elliptic) Cartan subspace in m Ns (resp. m’ Ns)
with its My (F)(resp. My (F))-conjugacy class. Then Zg(m’ Ns) is identified to the set of My, (F)-
conjugacy classes of M’-elliptic Cantan subspaces in m’ Ns. As in the proof of Lemma 3.13.1), we also

see that the group Wy := (w" w ) Dwy € WOGL"’D acts transitively on the set of pairs in 2).
n
Firstly, let us count M’ appearing in the pairs (cf. [22, p. 426]).
Since M € £%«(My), for w € Wi, we see that w = Wn w ) € Normy,u.. (M) if and only if
0

n
wy, € NorchLnyD (M, p), where Normy, m.. (M) (resp. NorchLnyD (M,,p)) denotes the normaliser of
0 0 0

M (resp. M, p) in Wit (resp. WOGL""D). Hence, the number of M’ is
GLn _
Wy ™" P |[Norm, cr,, » (My,p)| ™
0

Secondly, for such an M’ fixed, we count ¢’ such that (M’, ¢’) belongs to the set of pairs in 2) (cf. [22,
Lemma 7.1]).

For x € H(F), we claim that Ad(z)(¢') € m’ Ns if and only if 2 € Normpy(p)(M’), which denotes the
normaliser of M’ in H(F). On the one hand, suppose that Ad(z)(¢’) C m’Ns. Then Ay C Centy(m'N
5) C Ad(z)(T. ), where Centy(m’ Ns) denotes the centraliser of m’ Ns in H. Since Ad(x)(Arr) =
Ad(x)(Ar, ) is the maximal F-split torus in Ad(x)(7T.), we have Ay € Ad(z)(Anv). By comparison
of dimensions, we deduce that Ad(x)(Axr) = Anr, so ¢ € Normppy(M'). On the other hand, suppose
that 2 € Normp(p)(M'). Since x € H(F'), we have Ad(z)(m' Ns) = (m'Ns). But ¢ € m'Ns, sowe
obtain Ad(x)(¢') € m’ Ns. In sum, we have proved our claim.

From this claim, the number of ¢’ is

|M}I(F)\NormH(F)(M')/NormH(F) ().

Since My (F') is a normal subgroup of Normg gy (M’), we know that the number of the double cosets is
equal to

[Normr(r) (M")/ My (F) | INorm i) (') (Normy ) (¢/) 0 M (F))] ™!
(F

:|N0rmH(F) (M/)/Ml/q )| |NOI‘H1H(F) (C/)/NOI‘IDM}J(F) (C/)|71

For 2 € Normp(r)(M'), we have Ad(z)(Anr) = Apr. Because M’ € £%(My), there exists w € W({{’w
such that w™'a € Centpy(p)(Arr) = My (F), where Centg(ry(Anr) denotes the centraliser of Ay in
H(F). Since x € Normpg(py(M’), we have w € Normy, r« (M'). That is to say,

0

NOI’IDH(F) (M/) = NOI’mWJJ,w (MI)M;{(F)

Therefore,

|Normpg gy (M') /My (F)| =|Norm e (M")||(Norm

W s (M) 1 My (F))| ™!

W,

= INorm, o, (M, p) | (W™ 0 M (F)]
M, 5 _

:|NormW0an,D(M,’L7D)||WO Pt

Since M’ and M are WOH’w—conjugate, M), p and My, p are WOGL””D—conjugate. Hence,

[Notmyy () (M")/Mjy (F)| = [Norm,ar, (M, p)|[Wy ™| 7"
We also have
|Norm () (c’)/NormM}I(F)(c’H =|Normy g (¢")/Te (F)] [Normyg, () ()T (F)|*

=|W (H, ) [W (M, )|~
37



Since (M’,¢’) and (M, ¢) are W()H’“’—conjugate, we obtain
[Normp () (¢') /Normayy, () (¢')| = W (H, ) [|[W (Mg, )| .
To sum up, the number of ¢’ is
|N0rmW0an7D(Mn7D)||WOM"’D|_1|W(MH,c)||W(H, Ol
Finally, combining the numbers of M’ and ¢/, we obtain the number of pairs (M’, ) in 2). O

Proof of Proposition 7.2. First of all, suppose that X € (m N sy5)(F)en- Then ¢ := sx C mNs is
an M-elliptic Cartan subspace and X € ¢eq(F'). Fix an open compact subgroup r C s(F) and set
r*:={Y € s(F):VZ € r,¥((Y,Z)) = 1}, which is also an open compact subgroup of s(F). For all
L € £%(M), fix an open compact subgroup r7, C (INs)(F) such that if Q € 2% (L) and if f € C°(s(F))
satisfies Supp(f) C r, then Supp(fy)) C rr, where f is defined by (3.2.2). Define r} in the same way
as r*.

There exists a neighbourhood o of X in ¢yeq(F) such that for all L € £%(M) and all f € C((IN
s)(F)/r3), the function JE (n, -, f) is constant on o. In fact, for L and f fixed, this results from Proposi-
tion 4.1.2) (actually its product form is needed). It suffices to apply Howe’s finiteness (the product form
of Corollary 6.6) to each symmetric pair (L, Ly, Ad(e)) and an arbitrary compact neighbourhood of X
in ¢reg(F'), and then take the intersection of a finite number of neighbourhoods involved.

We shall fix a o satisfying the above condition and such that if two elements of o are H (F')-conjugate
(or equivalently W (H, c)-conjugate), then they are the same. The latter condition is achievable since
the W (H, ¢)-conjugates of an element in ¢,e5(F) form a finite subset, which is discrete. Consider the
local isomorphism 3 : (T (F)\H (F)) X treg(F) — 8:s(F') of F-analytic manifolds induced by the adjoint
action. Its restriction to (T.(F)\H(F)) x o is injective. Choose a neighbourhood ¢ of 1 in T.(F)\H (F)
such that n(Nrd(e)) = 1. The set 8(e, o) is a neighbourhood of X in s(F'). Fix a function f’ € C°(s(F))
such that Supp(f’) C B(g,0), f/ > 0 and f'(X) # 0.

Let f € C°(s(F)) with Supp(f) C r. We shall calculate JE(n, f, '), which is defined by (5.1.2).

Consider M’ € £ (Mp) and ¢/ € Fup(m’ Ns). If ¢ and ¢ are not H(F)-conjugate, by our choice
of f’, the function J, (n, -, £, f') vanishes on Creg(F). Now suppose that ¢’ and ¢ are H(F)-conjugate.
Let € H(F) be such that Ad(x)(¢) = ¢’. By Lemma 7.9.1), there exist elements m’ € My (F) and
w € Normp gy (Mp) such that z = m'w. By Proposition 5.1.4), for X' € ¢, (F'), we have

reg
. 1 .
Ty (0, X' f, ') = Jip (0, Ad(m/ ™) (X)), £, f)
= Jgd(w)(l\/[) (775 Ad(wz_l)(X/), fa f/)
= Jii(n, Ad(a™ (X", £, ).
From our choices of Haar measures, we obtain
| smxii= [ Igmy ey
log (F) Crog (F)
By Lemma 7.9.2), the number of pairs (M’,¢") with ¢’ being H(F)-conjugate to ¢ is
(Wa [ [~ W (M, o) || W (H, )~
We deduce that

TG fo 1) = (—1) A /A6 [ (B, )| / IS (0, Y, f. f)dY-

treg (F)

It follows from our choice of f’ that the support of the restriction to ¢eq(F) of the function J (), -, )

is contained in [  Ad(w)(o). Then
weW (H,c)

/ ISy Ay = % / TS0, Y: Fo ) Lty o (Y)Y,
Creg (F) weW (H,c) Creg (F)

where 15q(w)(s) denotes the characteristic function of Ad(w)(c). By the change of variables Y
Ad(w)(Y), which does not modify the Haar measure, we have

/ o Y o (V)Y = / IS (0, Ad(w)(Y), f. f)dY.

38



Since w € W (H, ¢), we have shown above that
T, Ad()(Y), £, f) = T5i(n, Y. £, 1),
which is independent of w. Therefore,

JE(, f 1) = (—1)tm(As/A0) / IS (.Y, f. f)dY.

o

Let Y € 0. Applying the splitting formula for JS (n,Y, f, f') (Proposition 5.1.6)), we have

G ; G L p L
JM(naYafaf/) = Z dM(LlaLQ)J]\/jl(naKf%)JMz(naYa f/ZQZ)'
L1,Loe LG (M)
For all Q € .#% (M), since Supp( 16) € g, fg is invariant by translation of r3, . In particular, fg—
1
is invariant by 77 . Then by our assumption on o, J I\L/Il (n, -, fg—) is constant on ¢ and thus equal to
1

J]@l (n, X, f%) Therefore,

‘]G(na fvf/) = Z C(L1;L2>JJ€41(777X7]?%)7
Ly, Le G (M)

where
(L1, L) = d$; (L1, Lo)(—1)tm(An/Ac) / Ty (.Y, f',)dY.

o

We claim that ¢(G, M) # 0. In fact, from (1) and (4) in Section 2.7, we have

o(G, M) = (—1)tim(Aa/4c) / TM (0, Y, £5.)dY,

o

where Mg, = M. By Proposition 4.1.4), we have

I, Fh,) =T MY, f).
Since v% =1, we obtain

T (.Y, f) = JE Y, f').
Hence,

(G M) = (~1ytmcasc) [

[oa

|D5(Y)|§/2/ f'(Ad(z=)(Y)n(Nrd(z))dzdY.
Hy (F)\H(F)

If Ad(z=1)(Y) € Supp(f’) C B(e,0), since the restriction of 8 to (Hy (F)\H(F)) X o is injective, we
have x € ¢ and then n(Nrd(z)) = 1. Since f/ > 0 and f'(X) # 0, we deduce our claim. Now, because of
(3) in Section 2.7, we have

(7.1.13) T, X, f)=Jm, |, f) - > o(Ln, La)e(G, M)~ Iyt (n, X, /3
L1,L2€%6 (M),L1#G
for all f € C°(s(F)) with Supp(f) C r.

By induction on the dimension of G and parabolic induction (Corollary 7.5), one can suppose that
for all L; € £%(M), Ly # G, the distribution on s(F) defined by Vf € C®(s(F)), f — JEt(n, X, fg—)
belongs to 2°. This is actually a product form of the induction hypothesis in lower dimensions. '

We claim that the distribution on s(F) defined by Vf € C=(s(F)), f — J(n, f, f’) belongs to 2°
(cf. [33, (3) in §V.10]). In fact, thanks to the noninvariant trace formula (Theorem 5.3), one can replace
JG(n, f, f) with JG(n, f, f'). By its definition (5.1.2), it suffices to fix M’ € .£%* (M), ¢’ € Tun(w’ Ns)
and prove that the distribution on s(F) defined by

Vf € CE(s(F)), f IS (0, Y, f, f1)dY

belongs to 2°. By the splitting formula (Proposition 5.1.6)), it suffices to fix L}, L) € £%(M’) and
prove that the distribution on s(F') defined by

I ECTEEN S [ T Y ) T Y f g )Y,
Cleg
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where (Q}, Q%) := s(L, L}), belongs to 2°. By Proposition 4.1.4) and the definition (4.1.1), we have
T Y1) = IR Y. ) = (D [ FAdG) )N (@) )
! Hy (F)\H(F)
Then
/ J (nayfn) (nanQ’)
Crog ()

[ im / P (Y )N (0) 1 (0., 7y ) dady.
feg (F) T (F)\H(F)
Define a function e : (To (F)\H (F')) X ¢, (F) = C by
es(w,Y) s= n(Ned(@))ofh (2) I (0, Y, oy

It is locally constant by the product form of Proposition 4.1.2). Using Lemma 4.2 to dominate vgl, (x)

and Corollary 4.3 to dominate Jf}, (n,Y, f’n%), we check that es verifies the hypotheses of Lemma 7.4,
which implies our claim.

Now (7.1.13) shows that the distribution J (5, X,-) conincides with some element in 2° for all
f € C(s(F)) with Supp(f) C r. By glueing (Remark 7.1), the distribution JS (1, X,-) € 2°.

Finally, consider a general X € (m M s,s)(F). There exists € My (F) such that Y := Ad(z~1)(X) €
(1N 8)(F)ey for some L € £%(My),L € M. Then JG(n, X,-) = n(Nrd(z)).J$ (n,Y,-). Applying
the descent formula (Proposition 4.1.5)), the product form of the elliptic case that we have just proved
(applied to Y € (INs)(F)en) and parabolic induction (Corollary 7.5), we deduce that the distribution
JS(n,Y,-) € 2°. Thus the distribution J (n, X,-) € 2°. 0

7.2. The case of (G', H'). We define &*' in the same way as the previous case. For e € &*', thanks to
Corollary 3.24, it defines a distribution on &' (F):

(7.2.1) VI e C(s' (F)), f F(V)e(V)| D (V)| 7/2dy.

s'(F)
Denote by 2° the space of distributions obtained in this way. For d € 2, we shall always denote by
eq € & its preimage under the isomorphism & s" 5 9% defined above. One may extend these definitions
to the symmetric pair (M, M’, Ad(«)), where M’ € ZH'(M}). If d € 9° is invariant with respect to
the adjoint action of H'(F'), then so is eq € &*" and by the Weyl integration formula (Proposition 3.21),
we have the equality

(122) d(fy= 3 WETIWETTE Y W) / TH Y. fea(Y)dY
MeLH (M) '€ Tan(m/Ns’) Cres (F)
for all f € C°(s'(F)), where JI (Y, f') is defined by (4.2. 1)
Let M' € 7' (M}) and Y € (m/ N5l )(F). Denote by JIL(Y,-) the distribution on s'(F) defined by

JHY, f) o= T f)
for all f/ € C°(s'(F')), where the right hand side is defined by (4.2.1). One also has a similar definition
for the symmetric pair (M, M’, Ad(a)), where M’ € LH’ (MY).

Proposition 7.10 (Representability). Let M’ € L7 (M}) and Y € (' Nsl,)(F). Then the distribution
JE(Y,) e 2°.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 7.10. Although it is similar to the proof
of Proposition 7.2, we shall sketch some steps for later use.

Let ¢’ be a Cartan subspace of s'. Recall that T.» denotes the centraliser of ¢/ in H’. Suppose that
eo : (T (F)\H'(F)) X ¢;e(F) = C is a function such that

(1) eg is locally constant;

(2) for any open compact subset 7’ of §'(F), there exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that for all
x €Ty (F)\H'(F) and Y € ¢/_,(F) satisfying Ad(z=1)(Y) € ', one has the inequality

reg

eo(z,Y) < esup{1, —log| D* (V)| r}".
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For f' € C°(s'(F)), we define

(7.2.3) do(f) := / |Ds (V)32 / F(Ad(z=Y)(Y))eo(z, Y )dzdY.

Crog (F) T (F)\H'(F)
Lemma 7.11 (cf. Lemma 7.4). Let ¢ be a Cartan subspace of s'. Suppose that ey satisfies the above
hypotheses. Then the integral (7.2.3) is absolutely convergent. Moreover, the distribution dy € 758

Corollary 7.12 (Parabolic induction). Let M’ € "' (M}), P’ € 2" (M') and d € ™0 Then the
distribution on §'(F) defined by Vf' € C2(s'(F)), f' — d(f}p.) belongs to D¢, where fp, is defined by
(3.3.2).

Proof. We may apply the argument of Corollary 7.5 with the aid of Lemma 3.22. O

Let M’ € £ (M) and d € gm0’ Suppose that d is invariant with respect to the adjoint action of
M'(F). We define a distribution Ind% ;' (d) on s'(F) by
(7.2.4)
m@ = Y WEE S et [ ey

~ ’
{L'eH" (M}):L'CM'} '€ Tun(Vns') Cleg (F)

for all f' € C°(s/(F)), where JI(Y, ) is defined by (4.2.1). In particular, if M’ = H' and d € 2° is
invariant with respect to the adjoint action of H'(F'), we have Indg:’w(d) =d by (7.2.2).

Corollary 7.13. Let M’ € LH’ (M}) and d € gm'ns’, Suppose that d is invariant with respect to the
adjoint action of M'(F). Then the integral (7.2.4) is absolutely convergent. Moreover, the distribution

mdll v (d) € 2.
Remark 7.14. This corollary is unnecessary for the proof of Proposition 7.10 but useful in Section 8.2.

Proof of Corollary 7.13. We may apply the argument of Corollary 7.6 thanks to Lemmas 4.5 and 7.11.
O

Lemma 7.15 (cf. Lemma 7.9). Let M’ € £H'(M}) and ¢ C w'Ns’ be an M’-elliptic Cartan subspace.
1) Let M € LT (M}),c € Tu(mNs') and x € H'(F) be such that Ad(z)(¢') = ¢. Then there exist
elements m € M(F) and w € Normp (g (Mg) such that x = mw.
2) The cardinality of

{(M,¢): M e L™ (M]),c € Tn(mns'),c is H (F)-conjugate to ¢'}
18
Wl |[W |~ W (7, ) |[W ()]~

Proof of Proposition 7.10. We may apply the argument of Proposition 7.2 with obvious modifications.
One needs almost all results that we have prepared in this and previous sections, notably Howe’s finiteness
(Corollary 6.9) and the noninvariant trace formula (Theorem 5.12). O

8. Invariant weighted orbital integrals

8.1. The case of (G, H). Let M € £%*“(My) and X € (m N s.)(F). We shall define a distribution
IS (n,X,-) € 2° which is n(Nrd(-))-invariant with respect to the adjoint action of H(F) by induction
on dim(G). Suppose that for all L € £%(M),L # G, we have defined a distribution I, (n, X, ")
by an analogue of (8.1.1) where G is replaced by L such that the following properties are verified:
IL(n,X,-) € 2" and is n(Nrd(-))-invariant with respect to the adjoint action of Ly (F). This is
actually a product form of the induction hypothesis in lower dimensions. Denote by IAJ@’G’“’(U, X, ) its

image under Ind$"" (see (7.1.10)). As in [33, (1) in §VL1], for f € C°(s(F)), we set

(8.1.1) IGn. X, ) =JGmX. - > Iy9m X))
LEZLCG (M), L#G

Proposition 8.1. The distribution I1$;(n,X,) € 2° and is n(Nrd(-))-invariant with respect to the
adjoint action of H(F).
a1



Proof. The first statement results from the representability of jﬁ (n, X, ) (Proposition 7.2), the induction
hypothesis and Corollary 7.6. Now let us consider the second one.

Let f € C(s(F)) and y € H(F). By the H(F)-invariance of (-,-), we see that (Ad(y~')(f)) =
Ad(y~)(f). Applying Proposition 4.1.6), we have

I (0, X, Ad(y™ ) () = 5 (0, X, Ad(y™)(f) = n(Ned(y)) Y a2, X (HD,)-

QeFS (M)
For all Q € .#% (M), we show that
(N = (f.y)
by the same argument of an analogous property of (3.2.2). Then
(81.2) T, X Ady ™) (D) = n(Ned(w) > T X1 ).

QEF (M)

Let L € £%(M),L # G. Applying Proposition 4.1.6) again to J&(n,Y, Ad(y~')(f)) in the integrand
of the definition (7.1.10) of Ind$"", we obtain

7 w — ~L,Mg,w
(8.1.3) I, X, Ad(y™ ") () = n(Ned(y)) > L, X, f8,),
QEFC(L)
where IL Ma.w (n,X,-) € 2™"* denotes the image of I, (n, X, -) under Inde’w, which is defined by a

product form of (7.1.10).
From (8.1.1), (8.1.2) and (8.1.3), we deduce that

I (n, X, Ad(y™ ) () =5, X, Ad(y™) () = D, L%, X, Ady)(f)
Le£CG (M), L#G

M. 2L, Mg ,w
=n(Nrd(y)) > | I X5, - > Ly, X, £,)
QEF (M) LezMe(M),L£G
Consider Q # G first. By the induction hypothesis, /}; Q(n, ,1) € ™% ig n(Nrd(-))-invariant with
respect to the adjoint action of Mg, (F), so IMQ Ma Y, X,) = IMQ (n,X,-). By the definition of

IAAIZ[Q (n,X,-) (a product form of (8.1.1)), the term in brackets is zero. Thus it remains the term for
@ = G. Note that fgy = f4. By Proposition 4.1.4) applied to @ = G, we see that the term in brackets

is exactly I (n, X, f) defined by (8.1.1). Therefore, we show that
157 (0. X, Ad(y~)(f)) = n(Ned(y)) I§7(n, X, f),
which is the second statement. (|

Let M € Z%“(My) and X € (m N s,)(F). Denote by i§,(n, X,-) (resp. j$(n, X,-)) the element of
&% associated to IS (n, X,-) (resp. JG (0, X,-)) € 2° by (7.1.1). That is to say, for all f € C°(s(F)),

IS, X, f) = / FV)iS (n, X, Y)| D3 (Y )|;1/2dY

and
HamX.p= | SO X VD W)l ey
S
We also have a similar definition for the symmetric pair (M, My, Ad(e)), where M € L% (M).

Lemma 8.2. Let M € £%%(My) and X € (mNsy)(F). Let L € L%%(My) and Y € (1N $y5)(F)en-
Then i§;(n, X,Y) = j$(n, X, Y).

Proof. Let Ly € L% (M), Ly # G, L1 € £%%(My), L1 C Ly and ¢ € Zen(11Ns). We define a distribution
G,w

dLl,Lg C(U,X, ) on 5(F) by

(8.1.4) 450X 5) = [ P2 ik 0. X, 2302
Creg

for all f € C°(s(F)). By a product form of Proposition 8.1, the distribution 7:2(n, X, ) € 22N
and is n(Nrd(+))-invariant with respect to the adjoint action of (Lg N H)(F). We see from the proof of
Corollary 7.6 that the integral (8.1.4) is absolutely convergent and the distribution df M X, ) € 20
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We denote by efiwazyc(n, X, -) its associated element in &< by (7.1.1). From the definitions (8.1.1) and
(7.1.10), we have

~ ~ Lin Lo —
i, X, ) =j5r(n, X, ) — Z Z (W Wy = |7 Z

Loe LG (M),La#G {L1€¥£%«(Mp):L1CL2} c€ Ten(11Ns)

-1 _Gw
|W(L1QH7C)| 16L1,L2,c(777X7')'

To prove the lemma, it suffices to fix such a triple (L2, L1, ¢) and prove that efi?jL27c(n, X,Y)=0. But
(7.1.12) and (7.1.4) in the proofs of Corollary 7.6 and Lemma 7.4 respectively allow us to calculate
efl’t”LL (n, X,Y); explicitly, we have

(815) SN, (nX.Y)= ) n(Ned ()0, (2)i%2 (1, X, Ad(z)(V)).
{zeT (F)\H(F):Ad(z)(Y)€c(F)}

Let z € To(F)\H(F) such that Ad(z)(Y) € ¢(F). AsY € (IN8;)(F)en and ¢ € Zy(l; N's), from

the proof of Lemma 3.13.1), there exist elements I; € (L1 N H)(F) and w € Normpp)y(Mp) such that

x = lw. Since any element in W admits a representative in Ky, we can suppose that w € Kp. Then

vf (z) = v (1) since Ly C Ly. But v (1) =0 for Ly # G. Thus efsz’c(n,X, Y)=0by (8.1.5). O

Lemma 8.3. Let M € % (M,).
1) The function (X,Y) — i$;(n, X,Y) is locally constant on (m N sy)(F) X 5y(F).
2) If w € Normppy(My), x € My (F) and y € H(F), we have the equality

i5a(wyan (1, Ad(we) (X), Ad(y)(Y)) = n(Nrd(way) )iSy (n, X, Y)

for all (X,Y) € (mNs)(F) X 5,5(F).
3) If A € F*, we have the equality

for all (X,Y) € (mNsy)(F) X s5p5(F).

4) Let rayy € (mNs)(F) and r C s(F) be two compact subsets. Then there exist constants ¢ > 0 and
N € N such that

i (0, X,Y)| < esup{1, —log|D*(X)|p}" sup{1, —log|D*(Y)|r}"
for all X € ryy Nss and Y € 7N 5.
5) Let f € C°(s(F)) and rpr C (mNs)(F) be a compact subset. Then there exist constants ¢ > 0 and
N € N such that
157 (0, X, f)| < esup{1, —log |D*(X) |}
for all X € rpr N sys.

Proof. Let ryr C (mNs)(F) and r C s(F) be two open compact subgroups. Set r* :={Y € s(F) :VZ €
r, U((Y,Z)) = 1}, which is an open compact subgroup of s(F). Notice that if f € C°(s(F)) satisfies
Supp(f) C r, then f € C>°(s(F)/r*). Applying Howe’s finiteness (Corollary 6.6) to r* and ry; N sy, we
know that there exists a finite subset {X; : ¢ € I} C rprNs,s and a finite subset { f; : i € I} C C°(s(F)/r*)
such that for all X € rp;y N5, and all f € C°(s(F)) with Supp(f) C r, we have

i€l
We deduce that
(8.1.6) 5, X, Y) =" 5 (0, Xi, V) I5 (0, X, fi)
i€l

forall X erpyyNssand Y € rNsp.

1) The local constancy of (X,Y) — 5§ (1, X,Y) on (mNs)(F) X $,5(F) results from (8.1.6), Propo-
sition 4.1.2) and j$;(n, Xi,-) € &° for i € I. For L € £%%(My), we deduce from Lemma 8.2 the local
constancy of (X,Y) 15, (n, X,Y) on (mNsy)(F) x (1N 8)(Fen. Let (X,Y) € (mNs5)(F) X 8,5(F).
Choose L € £%%(Mp) and Y’ € (IN sys)(F)en such that Y is H(F)-conjugate to Y. Fix a neighbour-
hood Vi x V of (X, Y”) in (mNsy)(F) X ([N 8es)(F)en such that (X, Y) — x(Y)i§, (7, X,Y) is constant
on Vi x Va. Thanks to the (Nrd(-))-invariance of 1§, (1, X, -) with respect to the adjoint action of H(F)
(Proposition 8.1), we know that (X,Y) — x(Y)i§; (1, X,Y) is constant on Vi x Ad(H (F))(Va) which is
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a neighbourhood of (X,Y) in (m N &) (F) X sp5(F). Since (-) is locally constant on s,s(F), we show
that (X,Y) — 1$,(n, X,Y) is constant on a neighbourhood of (X,Y) in (m N s.)(F) X 8,5(F).

2) The effect of Ad(y) comes from Propostion 8.1. Then when considering the effects of Ad(w)
and Ad(z), up to H(F)-conjugation, we may and shall suppose that Y € (I N s5)(F)en for some L €
£E%(My). That is to say, it suffices to prove the equality

iRa(wy ) (1, Ad(w) (X),Y) = n(Nrd(wz))if; (1, X, Y)

for all (X,Y) € (mNsy)(F) x (IN8ys)(F)en. By Lemma 8.2, we may replace %gd(w)(M) and 1§, by

j’g d(w) (M) and jﬁ respectively in the equality to be proved. Now the equality results from Proposition

3)Let A€ F*, X € (mNsyeg)(F) and f € C(s(F)). From (3.1.1), we have
ID*(AX)[p = |\ @7 K@)2 Do x|

where dim(g) and rank(g) denote the dimension and rank (over an algebraic closure of F) of g respectively.
Then we have

. FX)ISmAX YY)D (V)| 2dY = J§ (0, 0X, f) = G (0, AX, f)
s(F

=|D*(AX)[}/* /H S F(Ad(z™")(AX))n(Nrd(2)v$, () do

dim —rank 4 r
But

JA) =cu(s(F)) F(2)¥ (N, 2))dZ = C\IJ(5(F))/(F) F(2)¥((-,A2))dz

s5(F)

A ) g (5(F)) / L 02 20

=A@ (At

Thus we have

TG (0, X, FO) =[R2 G (, X, fR)) = (AR @ / - FOTIY)5 (0, X, V)| D (V)| 5 2dy
5

= MG, XA DY) Pdy
s(F)

rank —dim ~ _
=|A[penkle)~dim(a)/4 / . FOY)iG(n, X, AY)|D*(Y) |2y
5

Therefore, we deduce the equality
I8 (M AX,Y) = 55 (0, X, \Y)

for all A € F* and all (X,Y) € (mNsy)(F) X s505(F). We obtain a similar equality for 7§, thanks
to Lemma 8.2 and the n(Nrd(-))-invariance of 1§, (7, X,-) with respect to the adjoint action of H(F)
(Proposition 8.1).

4) A similar bound for (X,Y) = 55 (7, X,Y) on (73 N ses) X (7 N 8y5) results from (8.1.6), Corollary
4.3 (together with Proposition 4.1.4)) and ;5§ (n, X;,-) € &% for i € I. For L € £%* (M), we deduce
from Lemma 8.2 a similar bound of (X,Y) ~ i§,(n, X,Y) on (ra N ses) X (1 N (1N 855)(F)en). Let
(X,Y) € (ra N ss) X (7N s). Thanks to the n(Nrd(-))-invariance of §;(n, X, -) with respect to the
adjoint action of H(F') (Proposition 8.1), if we replace Y by Ad(y)(Y'), where y € H(F'), the two sides
in the inequality to be proved remain unchanged. Since any Cartan subspace in s is H(F')-conjugate
to an element in Zu (I Ns) for some L € L% (M), with the help of Lemma 3.4, it suffices to fix
L € £%%(Mp),¢c € Zan(INs) and r. C ¢(F) a compact subset, prove a similar bound for (X,Y) €
(rar N Srs) X (e N treg), and then obtain a uniform bound for (X,Y) € (ra N sws) X (1 N sy) by the
finiteness of Zen(fNs). But this is what we have established.

5) It is a consequence of 4) applied to r := Supp(f) and Corollary 3.18. O
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For M € £%“(Mp) and X € (m N s.)(F), we define a distribution I§;(n, X, -) on s(F) by

(8.1.7) I (0. X, f) = I (n, X, f)

for all f € C°(s(F)).

Remark 8.4. For M = G, it is evident that IS(n, X, f) = J&(n, X, f) for all X € §,4(F) and f €
C2(s(F))-

One may easily extend the definitions (8.1.1) and (8.1.7) to the symmetric pair (L, Lz, Ad(e)), where
L € £%9%(My), since it appears as the product of some copies of the form (G, H,Ad(e)) in lower
dimensions.

Lemma 8.5. Let M € Z%“(My) and X € (m N s)(F). The distribution 1§ (n, X,-) on s(F) is
independent of the choice of the H(F)-invariant non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form (-,-) on s(F)
or the continuous nontrivial unitary character U of F.

Proof. Suppose that (-, )’ is another bilinear form and that U’ is another character. Denote by f > f the
associated Fourier transform and by I (n, X, ) (resp. J$;(n, X, -)) the associated analogue of I$;(n, X, -)
(resp. JICV’}(n,X,-)). For f € C*(s(F)), define f_ € C(s(F)) by f-(Y) := f(=Y) for all Y € s(F).
Since f:: f:: f- for all f € C>(s(F)), it suffices to prove the equality
I (0, X, f) = I§7(n, X, f)
for all f € C°(s(F)).
Let 7" be the linear automorphism of s(F") such that

VY, Z € s(F), (Y, Z)! = (7'(Y), Z).
Let a € F* such that ¥’(-) = ¥(a-). Set 7 := a7’. Then

oy cw(sF) 5
= S Fr0)

for all f € C2°(s(F)). One may check that 7 is an H(F')-equivariant linear automorphism of s(F) thanks
to H(F)-invariance of two bilinear forms. One also deduces that

VY, Z € s(F), (r(Y), Z) = (Y, 7(%))
from the symmetry of two bilinear forms. Now for all f € C°(s(F)) and all Y € s(F'), we have

)= FY) = ou _— o (5(F) ; )
S = F0) = ewtalr) [ Fw 2007 = o) [ SRR ) ), 22
_ C‘I"(E(F>> . _ C‘I//(S(F>>2 £l ’ ’
= G 5<F>f(( NY(Y,7(2)))dzZ e o)) et (TVIF /E(F)f(Z YU((Y, Z'))dZ
B i cw(s(F)? )
= e G et (e ) = ca(R) 2l detury (I

Therefore, we obtain C“"((:((g)) | detg(ry (T )|}/2. Then for all f € C°(s(F)), we have

F() = | detogm) (T[> F(7())-

Denote by 1§, (1, X, -) (resp. 5 (n, X, -)) the element of &% associated to I$;(n, X, -) (resp. J$(n, X, -))
€ 2% by (7.1.1). For f € C(s(F)), we have

S X, ) = . FO§ (0, X, Y)|[D* (V)| /2y
5

= et (I [ Fr O X D7 R Ay

= | dets(r(7)] ' - FOOIS (0, X, 77 () D (e (V)| 2a

We reduce ourselves to proving the equality

(8.1.8) | detoge) (7|23 (0, X, 77 (V) DS (v L (V) 72 = 85 (0, X, Y) D (V)| p/?
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for all Y € s,5(F'). But we have the equality
T5i(n, X, f) = J§5i(n, X, f)
since both sides equal J§7(n, X, f_(-)), which is defined by (4.1.1). The same computation as above

shows that the equality (8.1.8) is true when one replaces E% and %% with Lﬁ and 5% respectively. Recall

that 7 is H(F)-equivariant, so Hy = H -1y for Y € s,5(F). As a consequence, for L € L% (M),
Y € (IN8)(F)en if and only if 771(Y) € (IN8y5)(F)en. One may conclude by Lemma 8.2 together with
the n(Nrd(-))-invariance of 1§, (n, X, -) with respect to the adjoint action of H(F) (Proposition 8.1). [

8.2. The case of (G, H'). Let M’ € L' (M}) and Y € (m’ Ns’,)(F). We shall define a distribution
I (Y,-) € 2% which is invariant with respect to the adjoint action of H'(F) by induction on dim(H").
Suppose that we have defined a distribution /%, (v,) € 2"’ which is invariant with respect to the
adjoint action of L/(F) for all L' € £ (M), L’ # H’. This is actually a product form of the induction

hypothesis in lower dimensions. Denote by fﬁ;;H/’w(Y, -) its image under Indf,/’w (see (7.2.4)). For
freCx(s'(F)), we set

(8.2.1) .y, f) = JE v, 1) - > Iy, ).

L'egH (M"),L'#H'
Proposition 8.6. The distribution fﬁl/ Y, e 2° and is invariant with respect to the adjoint action of
H'(F).

Proof. We may apply the argument of Proposition 8.1 thanks to the representability of J A}g, (Y, ) (Propo-
sition 7.10), Corollary 7.13 and Proposition 4.4.6). O

Let M’ € £ (Mg) and Y € (m' Ns..)(F). Denote by i, (Y, ) (resp. jI,(Y,-)) the element of &
associated to IT (Y, ) (resp. JI(Y,-)) € 2° by (7.2.1). That is to say, for all f € C°(s'(F)),
(v, 1) = / F ()i (v, X)|D¥ (X)X
s/ (F)
and
T = [ S0 0 ax
s'(F
One has a similar definition for the symmetric pair (M’, M’, Ad(«)), where M’ € L5 (M}).
Lemma 8.7. Let M’ € L7 (M}) and Y € (w' Nsl,)(F). Let L' € L7 (M}) and X € (V N .,)(F)en.
Then 1, (Y, X) = 7I1(Y, X).

Proof. We may apply the argument of Lemma 8.2 by using Proposition 8.6 and consulting the proofs of
Corollary 7.13, Lemmas 7.11 and 3.20.1). O

Lemma 8.8. Let M’ € L7 (M}).
1) The function (Y, X) — 1%, (Y, X) is locally constant on (w/ Ns')(F) x s, (F).
2) If w € Normp gy (M), © € M'(F) and y € H'(F), we have the equality
%Ed(w)(M’)(Ad(wx)(Y)a Ad(y)(X)) = iy (Y, X)

for all (Y, X) € (m' Nsl)(F) x s (F).

3) If X € F*, we have the equality

a Y, X) = i3 (Y, AX)

for all (Y, X) € (w Nsl)(F) x s, (F).

4) Let vy, € (m! N8 )(F) and ' C §'(F) be two compact subsets. Then there exist constants ¢ > 0
and N € N such that

i3 (Y, X)| < esup{1, —log |D¥ (¥) |} sup{1, — log | D* (X) [} "

for allY € v, Nsiy and X € r' Nsl,.

5) Let f' € C(s'(F)) and ry; C (' Ns")(F) be a compact subset. Then there exist constants ¢ > 0
and N € N such that . )

|13 (Y )] < esup{1, —log| D* (V)| p}"
for allY € 1)y Nslg.
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Proof. Tt is almost the same as the proof of Lemma 8.3, except that one needs to use Howe’s finiteness
(Corollary 6.9), Proposition 8.6 and Lemma 8.7. We also need Proposition 4.4.2) for 1), Proposition
4.4.3) for 2), Corollary 4.6 for 4) and Corollary 3.24 for 5). O

For M’ € £H'(M}) and Y € (w’ Ns.,)(F), we define a distribution IZ,(Y,-) on &'(F) by
(8.2.2) I (Y, ) = L (Y )
for all f/ € C°(s'(F)). One may easily extend the definitions (8.2.1) and (8.2.2) to the symmetric pair
(L', L', Ad(a)), where L' € £LH' (M}).
Remark 8.9. For M' = H', it is evident that IZ (Y, f') = JH (Y, f') for all Y € s/ (F) and [’ €
Ce(s'(F)).
Lemma 8.10. Let M' € £ (M}) and Y € (w' N s')(F). The distribution I (Y,.) on §'(F) is
independent of the choice of the H'(F)-invariant non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form (-,-) on s'(F)

or the continuous nontrivial unitary character U of F'.

Proof. We may apply the argument of Lemma 8.5 thanks to Proposition 8.6 and Lemma 8.7. O

9. The invariant trace formula

9.1. The case of (G, H). For f, f' € C°(s(F)), we define
I, f. )= Y Wt Wt T (- dimtAn/Ae) |W(MH7C)|_1/

(9.1.1) MeLGw (M) ¢€ T (mNs) creg (£)
I (n, X, HIE (n, X, f)dX.

From Proposition 4.1.2), for any ¢ € Zen(mNs), IS (n, -, f') vanishes outside a compact subset of ¢(F),
so one may apply Lemma 8.3.5) to show that this expression is absolutely convergent with the help of
Proposition 3.16 and Corollary 3.7.

Theorem 9.1 (Invariant trace formula). For all f, f' € C°(s(F)), we have the equality
190 f. ") =19, ', )

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 9.1. We shall follow the main steps in [33,
§VII.2-3]. The theorem will be proved by induction on the dimension of G.

Let f € C(sys(F)) and M € L%« (My). By Proposition 4.1.2) and 3), the function x(-)J (1, -, f) :
(mNs)(F) — C is locally constant and invariant by the adjoint action of My (F'), where & is defined
by (4.1.2). Moreover, the support of its restriction to ¢(F') for any ¢ € J(m Ns) is included in the
compact subset ¢eq(F) N Ad(H (F))(Supp(f)). Then x(-)J$ (1, -, f) defines a locally constant function
on (mNs)s(F) (see Section 3.2 for the notation) via the extension by zero on the complement. From
Harish-Chandra’s submersion principle (Lemma 3.9), there exists f' € C2°((m N s)s(F)) such that

R(X) 5 (0, X, ) = |Dmm(X)|}/2/ F/(Ad(z1)(X))dx
My, x (F)\Mp (F)
for all X € (mNsy)(F). Let f7 :=kf’ € C®((mNs)s(F)), where we extend the definition of x to the
product form. Then we have
(9.1.2) Tii (0, X, £) = Jif (0, X, f), VX € (m 01 515) (F).

We have shown that for f € C°(s.s(F)) and M € L% (M), there exists a function f” € C°((m N
5)s(F)) such that (9.1.2) holds. We shall fix such an f” and denote it by ¢$;(f).

As before, one may extend in the obvious way the definition (9.1.1) and the notation ¢$,(f) to the
symmetric pair (M, My, Ad(¢)), where M € Z%«(My), since it appears as the product of some copies
of the form (G, H, Ad(e)) in lower dimensions.

Lemma 9.2. Let M € L% (My), X € (mNsys)(F)en and f, f' € CZ(s:s(F)). Then we have the equality

(913)  JHm X, f) = Y Y dE (L L) (0, X, 67 (FENE (0. X, 672 (f'D,)),
LeZC (M) Ly,L2e %G (L)

where J$(n, X, f, f') is defined by (5.1.1), and (Q1,Q2) := s(L1, L) (see Section 2.7).
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Proof. By definition,

JE (0. X, f. ) = |D*(X)| 42 /A o T ALTICOMOAW) 1 (1)

where

orly) = 10201 [ FlAda O (o,) o

Am (F)O\NH(F)
For L € £%(M) and Ly € £%(L), since Q2 € 2% (Ls), by Proposition 4.1.4), we have
(9.1.4) IE (0, X, 07 (£10,)) = T2 (1. X, £',) = T2 (0, X, f).
Since X € (m N &y5)(F)en, the right hand side of (9.1.3) is
Dol | /(A ) X)) )2 )y,
Anm (F)\H(F)

where

pa(y) = Y Yo dE(Lu L)L, X, 67 (F)vi* (y).

Le¥G (M) L1,L€£C (L)

It suffices to fix y € H(F') and prove that ¢1(y) = ¢2(y).
Let L € % (M) and

o= Y A (L D)ok (£ )0 w).
Ly,L,e %G (L)
Then

p2(y) = > Iii(n, X, hr),
Le2S (M)

For Y € (INsys)(F), we have

JEMY,hp)= Y df(La, Lo)TE (0, Y, 67 (F5)07” ().
L,,Le %G (L)

For L; € Z%(L), as in (9.1.4), we have

TEOLY. 00 (FI) = JE (1Y, F1) = T2 (0. Y, f).

Then
TE(L Y hy) = |D* (V)2 / F(Ad(Y)(V)(Ned (), y) e,
Hy (F)\H(F)
where
hzy) = > d¥(Ly, Lo)vg (2)v (y).

L,,Le¥G(L)
It is shown in the proof of [33, Lemme VII.2] that
h(zy) =vi(z,y) = > vpu)vE (@)
QeF(L)
Thus

QEFC(L)

As in (9.1.4), we have
TEMY, ) = TL (0, Y f) = TE .Y, 61 ° (F2).
Let
M,
Y = Z vh(Y)or Q(f%).
QEFC(L)
Then we obtain
(9.1.5) JL (Y, he) = Jg (0, Y, b))

for all Y € ([N sy)(F).
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By a product form of Proposition 8.1, the distribution d := I (n, X,-) € 2" and is n(Nrd(-))-
invariant with respect to the adjoint action of Ly (F). By a product form of (7.1.2), we deduce from
(9.1.5) that

jﬁ(anv h’L) = IAJ@(W, Xa hlL)

Therefore,
(,02(9) = Z f]l\//f(naXahL) = Z f]l\//f(naXah/L)
Le£G (M) LeLG (M)
- M,
= > ) Y. IimX, oL ° (F3))-
QeF (M) LezMa (M)

By (7.1.10) and (7.1.2) (actually their product forms are needed), we have
~L,Mg,w Mg ,w
Iy " (0, X, f%) =Ind;* (d)(f%)

L’ _ _
- 3 WEWEY S W (o) /

T2 (0,2, f)ea(2)dZ

{L'€.26Gw(Mo):L'CL} € T (V'Ns) creg (£)
L _ — M,
=Y WM Y W@t [ JEmzel e 2)iz
(L'e.2Gw (Mo):L'CL} € T (I'Ns) creg (F)

=d(6;.° (£3)) = Iir(n, X, 61 (13)).
Then by (8.1.1), we get
Yoo i XepfUm) = Y LU0 X 1Y)

Leg™Ma (M) Leg™Ma (M)

=Ja® 00, X, £2) = Tag® (0. X, J) = T3 (0, X, f).

Hence,
p(y) = Y. voW Iy X, f)
QeFG (M)
-l [ A HEONN@) 3 @),
AM(F)\H(F) QE?G (M)
But _
Z UQ (y)vI\Q/[ (ZL') = UM (ZL', y)v
QEFC (M)
which implies that ¢1(y) = wa(y). O

Proof of Theorem 9.1. We use induction on the dimension of G. Suppose that the equality is true for
L € £9%(My),L # G, which is actually a product form in lower dimensions. Now we would like to
prove the equality for G. The argument below is also valid for the case £%“(My) = {G}, i.e., n = 1.

First of all, suppose that f,f’ € C(s,s(F)). Applying Lemma 9.2 to the definition (5.1.2) of
JG(n, f, f'), we obtain

O N SN | G VAR DR (T

MeLGw (M) € Tenn(mns) Creg (F)
Tir(n. X, f, f)dX

=S WM WS 1) m AN /Ae) ST (M, ) /

Me¥£G .« (My) ¢€ o (mnNs) treg (F)
> Y. AP (L L)l (0, X, o0 (FENIE (0, X, 612 (fG,))dX
Le¥S (M) L1,L2e %% (L)

= Y Wy wtn TN (=) imAL A B (n, £, f),

Le£Gw(Mo)
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where

Br(n, f, f') = Z df (L1, Ly) Z W [Wy | (—1)dmAar/AL) Z

Li,Loe %G (L) {Me£Gw(My):MCL} ¢€ Ten(mNs)

WM [ T X R (N 0. X, 08 (78,))iX

Creg (F)
=Y (L L) 6E (£, 05 ().
L,,L,e %G (L)

Here we have used the absolute convergence of the expressions above to exchange the order of sums, and
I*(n, fl(f%), 72(f'%,)) is defined by a product form of (9.1.1).

By the noninvariant trace formula (Theorem 5.3) and Remark 5.2, we have the equality JC(n, f, ') =
JG(n, f', f). Therefore,

(9.1.6) > W Wt T ()AL AN (B (n, £, ') = Bu(n, I, f)) = 0.
LeZ%w(Mo)
Let L € £%%(My), L # G. Applying the induction hypothesis, we have
BL(T], f, f/) = Z dg(L1;L2)IL(77ﬂ EZ(f”C]gZ)v il(f%»
Ly,L,e %G (L)

By exchanging L and L2 and by using (2) and (5) in Section 2.7, we obtain Br(n, f, f') = Br(n, [, f).
We deduce from (9.1.6) that Ba(n, f, f) = Ba(n, f', f). But

BG(nafaf/) = IG(n’faf/)a

which implies (y, f, f') = I°(n, f', f).
Now consider f, f’ € C°(s(F)) in general. Let {§;};>1 be a sequence of increasing open compact

oo
subsets of s,5(F') such that |J €; = s,5(F). Such a consequence exists. For example, one may take

i>1
0 = {X € 55(F) : | X|| < i} for all i > 1, where || - || denotes the abstract norm on s,5(F') defined by
[22, (18.2.1) in §18.2]. From [22, Proposition 18.1.(3)], since || - || is continuous, we deduce that €; is
compact for all ¢ > 1. It is obvious that §2; is open for all ¢ > 1 and that |J Q; = s.s(F). For all i > 1,

i>1
denote by lg, the characteristic function of ;. Let f; := flg, and f/ := f'lq,.
Let M € £%“(Mp) and ¢ € Zop(mNs). For all X € cyeq(F), by Lebesgue’s dorminated convergence

theorem, we have lim IS (n, X, f}) = IS(n, X, f'). For X € (m N s.)(F), because I$;(n, X,-) € 27
11— 00
(see Proposition 8.1), again by Lebesgue’s dorminated convergence theorem, we have lim f%(n, X, fi) =
71— 00

fﬁ (n,X, f). Because of Lemma 3.4 applied to Supp(f’), there exists a compact subset r C ¢(F) such
that for all X € cyeq(F) — 7, IS (n, X, f/) = 0 for all i > 1. By Lemma 8.3.4) applied to r and Supp(f’),
there exist constants ¢ > 0 and N € N such that

150,500 = [ IR0 0 X000 2y

s(

< esup{1, —log|D*(X)| 7} / [F(V)Isup{1, ~log| D* (V)| }V D (V)| *dY
s(F)

for all i > 1 and X € 7N ¢eg. For all X € s,5(F), we also have [IS(n, X, f)| < Ix(|f'|), where

Ix is defined by (3.1.3). Combining Corollary 3.18, Corollary 3.7 and Proposition 3.16, we deduce

that {I$(n, X, f)IS(n, X, f)}i>1 is bounded by an integrable function on ¢,eq(F). Using Lebesgue’s

dorminated convergence theorem once again, we obtain

[ I X NIEm XX = i [ TG0 £)IE 0, X, 7).
Crog (F) 170 S ereg (F)
Therefore,
%G, £, 1) = Jim 19(n, fis 17).
By exchanging f and f’ and using the regular semi-simple support case that we have proved, we draw

the conclusion. 0
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Corollary 9.3. Let M, L € £%%(My), X € (mN5)(Fen and Y € (1N 8ys)(F)en. Then we have the
equality
(_1)dim(AM/AG)%]CCI (na X, Y) = (_1)dim(AL/AG)%§(77a Y, X)

Proof. By Lemma 8.3.2), up to My (F)-conjugation on X and Ly (F)-conjugation on Y, we may and
shall suppose that there exist Cartan subspaces ¢; € Zen(mNs) and ¢ € Jei(INs) such that X € ¢1 yeg (F)
and Y € ¢g req(F'). As in the proof of Proposition 7.2, we can choose an open compact neighbourhood V4
of X in ¢1 yeg (resp. Vo of Y in cg o) such that if two elements in Vi (resp. V2) are H(F)-conjugate, then
they are the same. Let f, f’ € C°(s(F)) with Supp(f) C Ad(H(F))(V2) and Supp(f’) C Ad(H(F))(V1).
By an analogous calculation to that of JG(n,f, f") in the proof of Proposition 7.2, with the help of
Lemma 8.3.2) and Proposition 4.1.3), we show the equalities

Ic(na fa f/) = (71)dim(AM/AG) / jﬁ(na le f)Ig(nv Xl; f/>dX1
Vi

and
150, X1, f) = / (0, X0, Ya) IS (1, Ya, £)dYs
Va

for all X; € V4 by (7.1.2). Then
Ic(na fa f/) = (71)dim(AM/AG) / %%;4(777 le YQ)Ig(na }/27 f)Ig(nv Xl; f/)dYQXm
V1 ><V2
Similarly, we have
IG(U? f/a f) = (71>dim(AL/AG) / %g(na }/27 Xl)Ig(nv Xla f/>Ig(777 Y2; f)XmdYQ
V2><V1

By Harish-Chandra’s submersion principle (Lemma 3.9), when f’ varies, the function X; — Ix, (f') =
K(X1)IE (0, X1,kf") on Vi runs over all C2°(V;), so the function I (n,-, f') on Vi also runs over all
C°(V1). Similarly, when f varies, the function Ig(n, -, f) on Vo runs over all C3°(V3). Then from the
invariant trace formula (Theorem 9.1), we deduce that

(1) B/ AT (1, Xy, Ya) = (—1) T AL/Ae)iF (n, Vs, X1)
for all (X1,Y3) € Vi x Va. We conclude by (X,Y) € V4 x V. O

9.2. The case of (G',H'). For f, f' € C(s'(F)), we define

IH/(f, f/) — Z |WOH/||Wéu/|_1(_1)dim(AM//AH/) Z |W(M/,cl)|_1/

(9.2.1) MIeLH (M) &€ Tan (W8 “rea(F)

Iy, HIF (Y., f)ay.

From Proposition 4.4.2), for any ¢’ € %n(n? Ns'), I (-, f') vanishes outside a compact subset of ¢/(F),
so one may apply Lemma 8.8.5) to show that this expression is absolutely convergent with the help of
Proposition 3.23 and Corollary 3.7. One may extend in the obious way the definition (9.2.1) to the

symmetric pair (M’, M’, Ad(a)), where M’ € L5 (M}).
Theorem 9.4 (Invariant trace formula). For all f, f' € C°(s'(F)), we have the equality
() =T )

Proof. We may apply the argument of Theorem 9.1 with obvious modifications. It is deduced from
the noninvariant trace formula (Theorem 5.12) and other results that we have prepared in previous
sections. O

Corollary 9.5. Let M', I/ € L7 (M}), Y € (' N8 ) (Fen and X € (V' N5l )(F)en. Then we have the
equality

(71)dim(AM'/AH’)’AL'ﬁ//(Y,X) _ (71>dim(AL//AH/)fL-g/’ (Y,X)
Proof. We may apply the argument of Corollary 9.3 by using the invariant trace formula (Theorem 9.4)

and consulting the proof of Proposition 7.10. O
51



10. A vanishing property at infinity
10.1. The case of (G, H). The following proposition is an analogue of [9, Proposition 2.2].

Proposition 10.1. Let M € L%“(My),M # G. Let X € (mNs)(F) and Y € s,4(F). Then there
exists N € N such that if A € F* satisfies vp(\) < —N, we have

i (0, AX,Y) = 0.

Remark 10.2. A limit formula at infinity for %g(n, AX,Y) in the spirit of Laplace transform is given in
[37, Proposition 7.1] (see also [36, Proposition 6.4]), which is an analogue of [33, Proposition VIIL.1].

Proof of Proposition 10.1. We shall imitate the proof of [9, Proposition 2.2].

By Lemma 8.3.2), up to H(F')-conjugation on Y, we may and shall suppose that there exists L €
LG9 (Mp) and an L-elliptic Cartan subspace ¢ C [N s such that Y € ¢eq(F). By Lemma 8.2, we have
the equality

15, AX,Y) = 5 (0, AX, Y).
Thus it suffices to prove that there exists N € N such that if A € F'* satisfies vp(A) < —N, we have
I (mAX,Y) =0.
Fix an Op-lattice ky (resp. ks) of h(F') (resp. s(F')). Denote by ks the dual Op-lattice of ks in s(F),

ie.,
ks == 1{Z €s(F):VZ' € ke, 9((Z,2")) = 1}.
Set
oX):={X'€c(F):dr € HF),Ad(z)(X') = X},

which is a finite (perhaps empty) set. For A € F*, choose hy € N such that both of the functions
35 (n,AX,+) and |D*(-)|F are constant on Y + "> k.

Let f (resp. f') € C°(s(F)) be the characteristic function of Y + @ ks (resp. w™"*ks). Then for
Z € s(F), we see that

@) =eals(r)) [ Wz 22 = eatstr) ¥z Y)) [ w220z

ey (s(F))vol(@" ko) W({Z, Y)) ().

Now there are two expressions for J]\Cj[(n, X, f) One the one hand,

(10.1.1)
IGAX, )= | F(2)i5 X, Z)|D*(2)| " 2dZ = vol(w" k.) 3§ (n, AX, V)| D* (V) |5/,
s5(F)
On the other hand,
(10.1.2)
IS (0, 0X, f) = DS OAX)[ /2 /H N FAd(z™1)(AX))n(Ned(2))0§) () dz
=cq (s(F))vol(w" ks)| DS(AX) [}/ / T((Ad(z~1)(AX),Y) f (Ad(z~ ") (AX))n(Nrd(2))oS) () da.
Hx (F)\H(F)

Fix an open neighbourhood ¥4 of 0 in h(F') which is invariant by the adjoint action of H(F') such that
a homeomorphic exponential map is defined on #;,. Choose a € N verifying the following conditions:

(1) @y C o

(2) K, := exp(w®ky) is a subgroup of Kp;

(3) n(Ned(K,)) = 1 )

(4) the adjoint action of K, stabilises ks (and thus ks).

Fix a set I" of representatives in H(F') of double cosets Hx (F)\H(F)/K,. We may and shall suppose
that if z € T and y € Hx (F)zK, verify Ad(y=1)(X) € ¢(F), then Ad(z~1)(X) € ¢(F).

The integral in (10.1.2) can be decomposed as

T((Ad(y~")AX), Y)) ' (Ad(y ™) (AX))n(Nrd(y)) v (y)dy.
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By the conditions (2), (3) and (4) on a respectively, the factors v§;, n and f’ can be extracted from
the integral. By comparing (10.1.1) and (10.1.2), since (-, -) is invariant by the adjoint action of K,, we
obtain

(10.1.3)
S0 AX,Y) =cu (s(F))[D*AX)D* (V)2 f/(Ad (@) (AX))y(Nrd(x))vs (o /H T
P((Ad(y~H)(AX),Y))dy
=cy (s(F))|D*(AX) D ()| *vol(Ka) ™1 Y vol(Hx (F)\Hx (F)zK,) f (Ad(z ™) (AX))
zel
n(Nrd(z))of (2)i(z),
where

i) ::/K U((Ad(z™")(AX), Ad(y)(Y)))dy.

For x € T, consider the map K, — F defined by

(10.1.4) Vy € Kavy — (Ad(@™1)(X), Ad(y)(Y).
Its differential at the point yg € K, is the map h(F) — F defined by
(10.1.5) VZ € §(F), Z = (Ad(z™")(X), Ad(yo)([Z, Y])).

Since (-, -) is invariant by the adjoint action of G(F'), we see that
(Ad(z7")(X), Ad(yo)(1Z,Y])) = ([Y, Ad(wyo) " (X)], 2).

Because the restriction of (-, -) to h(F') is non-degenerate, the map (10.1.5) is not surjective if and only if

[V, Ad(zyo) " (X)] = 0.
Since Y € ¢,eq(F), this condition is equivalent to

Ad(zyo) ! (X) € (F).
From our choice of I, as yg € K, it implies that

Ad(z71)(X) € ¢(F).
Let
IM:={z el :Ad(z ") (X) € «(F)},

which is a finite (perhaps empty) subset of I. Then for x € T' — IV, the map (10.1.4) is a submersion.
Define

Q= |J Hx(F)aK,,

Tel—T"

which is an open and closed subset of H(F'). Fix a basis of the F-linear space s(F). For Z € s(F), define

its norm || Z|| € R>¢ as the maximum of normalised absolute values of coefficients of Z with respect to
the fixed basis. For Z € s(F) — {0}, define v(Z) € Z by ||Z|| = |@"?)|p. Let Sx be the closure of

§ = (@ MDA (X) y € 9

in the unit sphere S := {Z € s(F) : || Z]| = 1}. Then Sx is compact. Recall that we denote by N* the
set of nilpotent elements in s(F).

Lemma 10.3. We have
Sx — 8% C N —{0}.

Proof of Lemma 10.3. Since Sx C Ss, it is obvious that {0} ¢ Sx. Let Z € Sx. There exists a sequence
{y;} in Q such that when i — oo,

VA Ad(y 1) (X) = Z.

We distinguish two cases.

i) Suppose that the sequence {||Ad(y; !)(X)||} remains bounded. By Harish-Chandra’s compactness
lemma for symmetric spaces (Lemma 3.2), the projection of the sequence {y;} to Hx(F)\H(F') is con-
tained in a compact subset. By taking a subsequence, since the projection of 2 to Hx (F)\H(F
closed, we may assume that when i — oo, Ad(y; ')(X) — Ad(y~)(X) with y € Q. Thus Z € S% in this
case.
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ii) Suppose that the sequence {||Ad(y;')(X)||} is unbounded. By taking a subsequence, we may
assume that when i — oo, [[Ad(y; *)(X)|| — 4oco. The eigenvalues of ad(Ad(y; *)(X)) are the same as
those of ad(X); here ad(Ad(y; *)(X)) and ad(X) are viewed as linear endomorphisms of g. Thus the
eigenvalues of ad(w‘”(Ad(yfl)(X))Ad(y;l)(X)) tend to zero when i — co. Hence ad(Z) is nilpotent. We
shall prove that Z € N® in this case.

Since g is reductive, one has g = 3 & gder, Where 3 denotes the centre of g and gger denotes the derived
algebra of g, and gge, is semi-simple. Let Z = Z7 + Z5 with Z7 € 3(F) and Zs € gge(F). Since ad(Z) is
nilpotent as a linear endomorphism of g, we deduce that ad(Zs3) is nilpotent as a linear endomorphism
of gder- AS gder 1S semi-simple, we obtain that Zs is a nilpotent element in g. Let X = X; + Xo
with X1 € 3(F) and X € gder(F). The projection of w’V(Ad(yfl)(X))Ad(yi_l)(X) to 3(F) is equal to
w’V(Ad(yfl)(X))Xl, which tends to zero when ¢ — co. Thus Z; = 0, and Z = Z5 is a nilpotent element

in g. Hence Z € N°. O
For U € N — {0}, consider the map K, — F defined by
(10.1.6) Vy € Ko,y = (U, Ad(y)(Y)).

Its differential at the point yg € K, is the map h(F) — F defined by
VZ € h(F), Z = (U, Ad(yo)([Z,Y))) = ([V, Ad(yy )(U)], Z)
by the G(F)-invariance of (-,-). Since Y € tee(F) and Ad(y; *)(U) € N — {0}, we have

[V, Ad(y ) (U)] # 0.
Then the map (10.1.6) is a submersion by the non-degeneration of (-,-) on h(F).

Using Lemma 10.3 and combining our discussion on the maps (10.1.4) and (10.1.6), we deduce that
there exists an open compact neighbourhood Sy of Sx in Ss such that the map ¢ : K, X Sy — F x Sy
defined by .

V(y,Z) € Ko x Sx,(y, Z) = ((Z,Ad(y)(Y)), Z)
is a submersion. Since any submersion is open, the image of ¢ (denoted by Im(y)) is an open compact
subset of F x Sx. Then the map ¢ induces a surjective submersion ¢’ : K, x Sx — Im(yp). Applying
Harish-Chandra’s submersion principle [17, Theorem 11] to ¢’, there exists a function ¢ € C2°(Im(yp))
such that for all ® € C°(Im(yp)),

/ _ &' ((Z,Ad(y)(Y)), Z)dZdy :/ o(t, 2)®'(t, Z)dZdt.
Ko xXSx Im(yp)

Fix such a ¢. Denote by C®(F x 5;() the space of locally constant, complexed-valued functions on
F x Sx. For ® € C*(F x Sx), the restriction of ® to Im(y) belongs to C°(Im(yp)), so we obtain

/ _ D((Z,Ad(y)(Y)), Z)dZdy :/ _o(t, Z)®(t, Z)dZdt.
KqoxSx FxSx

By taking ®(¢, Z) := ¥(ut)s(Z) with p € F and 8 € Cé’o(g;(), we deduce that for all Z € Sy,
| iz aaw) vy = [ ofe. 2w
K. F

Since Im(¢) is an open compact subset of F x Sx, we see that ¢ € C®(Im(p)) C C(F x Sx) =

CE(F)®CX(Sx). Suppose that ¢ = Y ¢;-§®@x; with ¢; € C, & € C(F) and x; € C°(Sx). Then
1<5<m

ot 2w = Y o€ (2)

where «EAJ € C°(F) is the Fourier transform of £;. We see that there exists Ny € N such that for all
w € F* satisfying vp(u) < —Np and all Z € Sx, we have

/K ({2, Ad(y) (Y)))dy = 0.

Fix such an Nj.
Recall that for x € T,



where p = Aw?Ad@ X)) and 7 1= = v@Ade@ X)) Ad(2z=1)(X). For 2 € T — I, we have Z € Sx, so
i(z) = 0 if

vr(\) + v(Ad(z71)(X)) < —No.
Set

Vo := sup v(Ad(z~1)(X)),

which is finite thanks to Harish-Chandra’s compactness lemma for symmetric spaces (Lemma 3.2). Now
let

N = N0+V0.

Suppose that vg(\) < —N. From (10.1.3), to show j$; (1, \X,Y") = 0, it suffices to prove v§;(z) = 0 for
all z € IV,

For z € I, we have Ad(z7!)(X) € ¢reg(F). Then Ad(z~!)(Hx) = T.. Since X € (m N s)(F),
we see that Ad(z7!)(Ap) is an F-split torus in T.. As ¢ C [N s is L-elliptic, Az is the maximal
F-split torus in T,. Thus Ad(z=1)(An) € Ar. Then Ay C Ad(z)(AL) € Ad(z)(Ang ). We deduce
that Ad(z)(Aps) is a maximal F-split torus in My, so it is My (F)-conjugate to Aps,. Therefore,
x € My (F)Normpry(My) € My (F)Kp. Consequently, we have v{;(z) = 0 and conclude. O

10.2. The case of (G', H').

Proposition 10.4. Let M' € ZH (M}),M' # H'. Let Y € (w/ Ns.)(F) and X € s/ (F). Then there
exists N € N such that if A € F* satisfies vp(A) < —N, we have

LAY, X) = 0.

Proof. Tt is almost the same as the proof of Proposition 10.1, except that one needs to use Lemma 8.8.2)
and Lemma 8.7. O
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