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SUMMATION FORMULAE FOR QUADRICS

JAYCE R. GETZ, WITH AN APPENDIX BY CHUN-HSIEN HSU

Abstract. We prove a Poisson summation formula for the zero locus of a

quadratic form in an even number of variables with no assumption on the

support of the functions involved. The key novelty in the formula is that all

“boundary terms” are given either by constants or sums over smaller quadrics

related to the original quadric. We also discuss the link with the classical

problem of estimating the number of solutions of a quadratic form in an even

number of variables. To prove the summation formula we compute (the Arthur

truncated) theta lift of the trivial representation of SL2(AF ). As previously

observed by Ginzburg, Rallis, and Soudry, this is an analogue for orthogonal

groups on vector spaces of even dimension of the global Schrödinger represen-

tation of the metaplectic group. In the appendix the results of the paper are

related to previous work on Eisenstein series and Poisson summation formulae

for Braverman-Kazhdan spaces.
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1. Introduction

Let V0 = GdimVi
a be an even dimensional affine space over a number field F

and let Q0 be a nondegenerate anisotropic quadratic form on V0. We allow the

degenerate special case where V0 = {0}, equipped with the trivial quadratic form.

For i ≥ 0 let

Vi := V0 ⊕G2i
a(1.1)

equipped with the quadratic form

Qi(x) :=
xtJix

2
.(1.2)

Here

Ji =




J0

J
. . .

J




(1.3)

where J0 is the matrix of Q0 and J := ( 1
1 ) , with i copies of J. For i > i′ ≥ 0 we

identify Vi′ with the subspace

Vi′ ⊕ {0}2i−2i′ < Vi.

For F -algebras R let

Xi(R) := {u ∈ Vi(R) : Qi(u) = 0}(1.4)

and let X◦
i := Xi − {0}. Now fix ℓ ∈ Z>0. In this paper we prove a summation

formula for Xℓ analogous to the Poisson summation formula. It will involve the

whole family of spaces Xi for ℓ ≥ i ≥ 0. If V0 = {0} we will always assume that

ℓ > 1.
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1.1. A summation formula. Let AF be the adeles of F. Fix an additive character

ψ : F\AF → C×. We can then define the Weil representation

ρi := ρQi,ψ : SL2(AF )× S(Vi(AF )) −→ S(Vi(AF ))(1.5)

as usual. Here

S(Vi(AF )) := S(Vi(F∞))⊗ C∞
c (Vi(A

∞
F ))

is the usual Schwartz space, where ∞ is the set of infinite places of F. We have

suppressed the orthogonal group in the Weil representation because it plays no

role at the moment.

We have an action

L∨ : SL2(AF )× S(A2
F ) −→ S(A2

F )

(g, f) 7−→
(
v 7→ f(gtv)

)(1.6)

and thus an action

ri := ρi ⊗ L∨ : SL2(AF )× S(Vi(AF ))⊗ S(A2
F ) −→ S(Vi(AF ))⊗ S(A2

F )

which extends to

ri : SL2(AF )× S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F ) −→ S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2

F ).(1.7)

Let ∞ denote the set of infinite places of F. For finite places v of F let Ov

denote the ring of integers of Fv.

Definition 1.1. The Schwartz space of Xi(AF ) is the space of coinvariants

S(Vi(AF )⊕A2
F )ri(SL2(AF )) = S(Vi(F∞)⊕F 2

∞)ri(SL2(F∞))⊗
(
⊗′
v∤∞S(Vi(Fv)⊕ F 2

v )ri(SL2(Fv))

)
.

Here the restricted direct product is taken with respect to the image of 1Vi(Ov)⊕O2
v

for all finite v. The space

S(Vi(F∞)⊕ F 2
∞)ri(SL2(F∞))

denotes S(Vi(F∞)⊕F 2
∞) modulo the closure (in the usual Fréchet topology) of the

space spanned by vectors of the form f−ri(g)f for (g, f) ∈ SL2(F∞)×S(Vi(F∞)⊕

F 2
∞). The local Schwartz spaces are defined analogously (see (4.2)).

It may seem odd to define the Schwartz space of Xi(AF ) as a space of coin-

variants. However, this algebraic definition is quite convenient. To obtain functions

on X◦
i (AF ) from elements of S(Xi(AF )) we define, for i > 0, the operator

I : S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F ) −→ C∞(X◦

i (AF ))

f 7−→

(
ξ 7→

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

ri(g)f (ξ, 0, 1)dġ

)
.

(1.8)
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Here N ≤ SL2 is the unipotent radical of the Borel subgroup B of upper triangular

matrices, that is, for F -algebras R,

N(R) := {( 1 t1 ) : t ∈ R} .(1.9)

The integral I(f) is absolutely convergent and defines a function in C∞(X◦
i (AF ))

by lemmas 4.1 and 4.8 below. We observe that I factors through the canonical

map S(Vi(AF ) ⊕ A2
F ) → S(Xi(AF )) and thus allows us to produce a function

on X◦
i (AF ) from each element of S(Xi(AF )) as mentioned above. In Lemma 4.7

we prove that I(S(Xi(Fv))) contains the restrictions of any Schwartz function on

Vi(Fv) to X
◦
i (Fv) for all v.

For s ∈ C we also define a family of functionals

Zri(·, s) : S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F ) −→ C

f 7−→

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

eHB(g)(2−
dim Vi

2 −s)ri(g)f(0Vi , 0, 1)dġ

(1.10)

where HB is the usual Harish-Chandra map (see (3.7)). This is a Tate integral

(see Lemma 4.5). For i > 0 we let

ci : S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F ) −→ C(1.11)

be defined by

ci(f) :=




Zri(f, 2−

dimVi
2 ) if Zri(f, s) is holomorphic at 2− dimVi

2

lims→0
d
ds (sZri(f, s+ 2− dimVi

2 )) if Zri(f, s) has a pole at 2− dimVi
2 .

One might think of ci(f) as the regularized value of I(f) at 0 ∈ Xi(F ). We

observe that Zri(f, s) is holomorphic except possibly at s ∈ {0, 1}. In fact, it is

also holomorphic at s ∈ {0, 1} when the χ is nontrivial, where χ is the usual

character attached to the family of quadratic spaces Vi (see (4.9)). We discuss the

SL2(AF )-invariance of the functionals ci in §8 below. In particular ci is SL2(AF )-

invariant provided that dimVi 6∈ {2, 4}.

For each i we define SL2(AF )-intertwining maps

di : S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F ) −→ S(Vi−1(AF )⊕ A2

F )

f 7−→ F2(ξ 7→ f(ξ, 0, 0))
(1.12)

where F2 : S(Vi(AF )) → S(Vi−1(AF ) ⊕ A2
F ) is the partial Fourier transform of

(4.6) below. For i > i′ ≥ 0 we let

di,i′ = di′+1 ◦ · · · ◦ di−1 ◦ di : S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F ) −→ S(Vi′ (AF )⊕ A2

F ).(1.13)
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By convention, di,i is the identity. We let

F∧ : S(A2
F ) −→ S(A2

F )

be the usual SL2(AF )-equivariant Fourier transform (see (4.13)). We extend it to

S(Vi(AF )⊕A2
F ) by setting FXi := 1S(Vi(AF ))⊗F∧. Since this map is ri(SL2(AF ))-

equivariant it induces a map

FXi : S(Xi(AF )) −→ S(Xi(AF )).(1.14)

This is the Fourier transform for Xi.

Let [SL2] := SL2(F )\SL2(AF ). Our main theorem is the following summation

formula:

Theorem 1.2. For ℓ ∈ Z>0 and f ∈ S(Vℓ(AF )⊕ A2
F ) one has that

ℓ∑

i=1


ci(dℓ,i(f)) +

∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

I(dℓ,i(f))(ξ)


 + κdℓ,0(f)(0V0 , 0, 0)

=
ℓ∑

i=1


ci(dℓ,i(FXℓ(f))) +

∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

I(dℓ,i(FXℓ(f)))(ξ)


 + κdℓ,0(FXℓ(f))(0V0 , 0, 0).

Here

κ :=




meas([SL2]) if dimV0 = 0

0 otherwise.

The sums over ξ are in general infinite, but they are easily seen to be absolutely

convergent by lemmas 4.1 and 4.8 below. In general, the ith summand on the left

and right are not equal.

Let us call the terms other than the sums overX◦
ℓ (F ) in Theorem 1.2 bound-

ary terms. The key novelty in Theorem 1.2 is that it is valid under no restrictions

on the test functions involved and the boundary terms are explicit and evidently

geometric in nature. Poisson summation formulae for Xℓ and other special classes

of varieties exist in the literature; we comment on this in the next paragraph.

However Theorem 1.2 is the first instance of a Poisson summation formula for a

singular variety in which every term has a manifestly geometric interpretation.

If Vℓ is a split quadratic space and we place additional assumptions on f then

the theorem is a consequence of more general work of Braverman and Kazhdan

[BK02]. Their work was generalized to arbitrary test functions f in [CG21], but the

boundary terms were given inexplicitly in terms of residues of Eisenstein series.

Related formulae are also established for arbitrary quadratic spaces in [Get18]
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and in a special case related to Rankin-Selberg products on GL2 in [Get20]. The

relationship between Eisenstein series and the V0 = {0} case of Theorem 1.2 is

made precise in Corollary A.14 below.

The interest in general test functions and boundary terms stems from the

fact that restricting test functions restricts the information one can extract from

automorphic representations. In more detail, it is expected, and can be verified

in some cases, that the boundary terms correspond to poles of appropriate L-

functions. Hence choosing test functions that eliminate these contributions hides

information about the poles of L-functions.

Theorem 1.2 is very closely related to the circle method for quadratic forms

and we feel that it will be useful for questions in analytic number theory. To

make the relationship transparent we discuss the special case where F = Q in §2

below. Interestingly, in analytic number theory it is often only the most degenerate

boundary terms that are studied.

We expect that the image of the map I : S(X(AF )) → C∞(X◦(AF )) is the

Schwartz space of X(AF ) in either the sense of [BK02, GK19] or the sense of

[GHLar] and the map

FXi : S(Xi(AF )) −→ S(Xi(AF ))

descends to the Fourier transform on the Schwartz space ofXi(AF ) defined in these

references. This may be proved locally, and when V0 = {0} the nonarchimedean

part of the theory is contained in the appendix by C-H. Hsu. Moreover, the local

analogues of the operators di and ci are examined; it turns out that they may be

understood in terms of germ expansions at the origin. In particular, at least in

the nonarchimedean case, the functions I(FXi(f)), I(di(f)) can be recovered from

I(f) and a similar statement is true for the operators ci. See theorems A.6, A.7,

and A.9.

1.2. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.2. In order to prove Theorem 1.2, for

f ∈ S(Vℓ(AF )⊕ A2
F ) we compute

∫

[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg(1.15)

where Θf is the usual Θ-function and the superscript T denotes the usual trunca-

tion operator employed by Arthur.
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Theorem 1.3. The integral (1.15) is a polynomial in eT and T plus of (1) as

T → ∞. The constant term of the polynomial is

ℓ∑

i=1


ci(dℓ,i(F2(f))) +

∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

Ii(dℓ,i(F2(f)))(ξ)


 + κdℓ,0(F2(f))(0V0 , 0, 0).

(1.16)

Theorem 1.2 then follows upon observing that ΘF−1
2 (FX(f))(g) = ΘF2(f)(g) (see §7

for more details and the proof of Theorem 1.3).

We now explain a representation-theoretic interpretation of Theorem 1.3. For

each i let OVi (resp. GOVi) be the orthogonal (resp. orthogonal similitude) group

of Vi. The partial Fourier transform F2 : S(Vi(AF ) ⊕ A2
F ) → S(Vi(AF ) ⊕ A2

F )

of (4.6) intertwines the action of ρi+1 and ri (see Lemma 4.2). Hence it yields a

C-linear isomorphism

F2 : S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F )ρi+1(SL2(AF ))−̃→S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2

F )ri(SL2(AF ))

that is equivariant with respect to the action of OVi(AF ) (embedded in OVi+1(AF ))

in the obvious manner). The left hand side admits an obvious action of GOVi+1(AF )

and we can define a representation

σi : GOVi+1(AF )× S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F )ri(SL2(AF )) −→ S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2

F )ri(SL2(AF ))

by transport of structure. We will make the action explicit in Proposition 4.3

below. Thus σi can be considered the big theta lift of the trivial representation of

SL2(AF ).

Theorem 1.3 amounts to an explicit automorphic realization of σi. The re-

alization is clearly similar in spirit to the Schrödinger model of the metaplectic

representation of the two-fold cover of a symplectic group. In the archimedean case

this analogy is discussed in detail in [KM11]. We hope that having such an explicit

model will aid in applications analogous to the many uses of the Schrödinger model.

In particular the explicit geometric description of the model may aid in its use in

unfolding arguments that are so crucial in the theory of integral representations

of L-functions.

We hasten to point out that it is already known that σi is automorphic. In

the case where V0 = {0} it is discussed in detail in [GRS97], which contains a

wealth of information about the representation and analogues of it for exceptional

groups. In loc. cit., the theta lift is realized as a residue of an Eisenstein series. It is

then related to the theta lift of the trivial representation of SL2(AF ) to OVi(AF )

in the special case where F is totally real using Kudla and Rallis’ regularized
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Siegel-Weil identity [KR94]. As far as the author knows, this perspective does not

lead to a simpler proof of Theorem 1.3 (and hence Theorem 1.2) valid for all test

functions f. This is one of the main features of the current paper. For the purpose

of comparing our work with [GRS97] it is also worth mentioning that we make

no use of the theory of Eisenstein series on groups of absolute rank bigger than

1. There is another closely related automorphic realization that was studied by

Kazhdan and Polishchuk in [KP04]. However the automorphic realization of the

minimal representation was not completely determined. In particular it is not clear

how to extract the explicit formulae of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 from [KP04].

We now outline the contents of this paper. We pause to indicate the relation-

ship of our results with classical questions related to the circle method in §2. We

set notional and measure conventions in §3. In §4 we define the local integrals that

play a role in the statement of our main theorem, define the local Schwartz space,

and prove several useful properties of it. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is an induction

on i. In §5 the computation of
∫
[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg is inductively reduced to the case

where Vi = V0, that is, to the anisotropic case. This case requires one additional

idea and is treated in §6. We put the results of §5 and §6 together in §7 to prove

Theorem 1.3. We then deduce Theorem 1.2.

We have included an appendix by C-H. Hsu that makes the relationship

between the results of this paper and previous work on Eisenstein series, minimal

representations, and Schwartz spaces for Braverman-Kazhdan spaces precise.
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2. Application to summation over points on a quadric

Just as the Poisson summation formula gives a canonical method for estimat-

ing the number of points in a vector space of a given size, the summation formula
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of Theorem 1.2 gives a canonical method for estimating the number of points in

a quadric of a given size. Given the ubiquity of the Poisson summation formula

in analytic number theory (and more generally in analysis) we can imagine many

applications of Theorem 1.2.

Of course the question of analyzing the number of points on a quadric has

a long history, with theta functions and the circle method playing a key role.

We point out in particular the author’s work in [Get18] based on earlier work of

Heath-Brown [HB96] and Duke, Friedlander and Iwaniec [DFI93]. To make the

relationship between the circle method and Theorem 1.2 more transparent we

explain Theorem 1.2 in a special case. Let F = Q and let Qℓ be a quadratic form

with matrix Jℓ defined as in (1.3). We assume that Jℓ ∈ GLVℓ(Z) and detJℓ =

(−1)ℓ. Assume moreover that ℓ > 0 (which is to say that Vℓ is isotropic) and that

dimVℓ > 4. The case dimVℓ = 4 can also be treated, but the formula is slightly

more complicated (see [Get18, HB96]). We choose

f = f∞1Vℓ+1(Ẑ)
∈ S(Vℓ(AQ)⊕ A2

Q)

and assume that

dℓ(f∞) = cℓ(f∞) = 0.

This is easy enough to arrange. Then for any B ∈ R>0 ≤ A×
Q∞

∑

ξ∈X◦

ℓ
(Q)

I(f)
( ξ
B

)
=

∞∑

n=0

∑

ξ∈nVℓ(Z)−{0}
Qℓ(ξ)=0

ndimVℓ/2−2I(f∞)
( ξ
B

)
.(2.1)

Here we have used Lemma 4.8. Thus one side of our summation formula is a

weighted version of a sum familiar from analytic number theory. It is a smoothed

count of the number of integral zeros of Qℓ of size at most B.

By Corollary 7.2 the other side is

BdimVℓ−2cℓ(FXℓ(f)) +BdimVℓ−2
∞∑

n=0

∑

ξ∈nVℓ(Z)−{0}
Qℓ(ξ)=0

ndimVℓ/2−2I(FXℓ(f∞)) (Bξ)

+BdimVℓ/2
ℓ−1∑

i=1


ci(dℓ,i(FXℓ(f))) +

∞∑

n=0

∑

ξ∈nVi(Z)−{0}
Qi(ξ)=0

ndimVi/2−2I(dℓ,i(FXℓ(f∞))) (ξ)




+BdimVℓ/2κdℓ,0(FXℓ(f))(0V0 , 0, 0).

Thus Theorem 1.2 gives a complete asymptotic expansion of (2.1) as a func-

tion of B in terms of sums over a family of quadratic forms. This goes far beyond
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what is obtained in the usual circle method, which usually only produces a de-

scription of the main term cℓ(FXℓ(F )) (but see [Get18, Sch17, Tra20, VW18]).

The term cℓ(FXℓ(f)) is essentially the familiar singular series. The flexibility of

choosing other test functions in S(Xℓ(AQ)) allows one to impose congruence con-

ditions on the sum. It is important that one is allowed to choose arbitrary test

functions at infinity for classical applications of this formula. More specifically,

if one imposed the conditions of [BK02], for example, then the term cℓ(FXℓ(f))

would be zero, which would make the formula useless for the classical application

of counting the number of points of size at most B on Xℓ(Z).

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Groups. As in the introduction GOVi is the similitude group of (Vi, Qi). Let

λ : GOVi −→ Gm(3.1)

be the similitude norm. We identify GOVi as a subgroup of GOVi+1 via the em-

bedding given on points in an F -algebra R by

GOVi(R) −→ GOVi+1(R)

h 7−→
(
h
λ(h)

1

)
.

For x ∈ RdimVi (viewed as a column vector) we let

u(x) :=

(
IVi Jix

1
−xt −Qi(x) 1

)
(3.2)

and set

Ni+1(R) := {u(x) : x ∈ RdimVi}.(3.3)

This is the unipotent radical of a maximal parabolic subgroup of (the neutral

component of) GOVi+1 .

3.2. Normalization of measures and the Harish-Chandra map. Fix a non-

trivial character ψ : F\AF → C×. For each place v of F we normalize the Haar

measure on Fv so that the Fourier transform with respect to ψv is self-dual. Then

the induced measure on AF gives F\AF measure 1 [Wei74, §VII.2]. For each place

v of F we give Fv the measure

d×xv := ζv(1)|x|
−1
v dxv.
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If Fv is unramified over its prime field and ψv is unramified then dxv(Ov) = 1,

where Ov is the ring of integers of Fv. As usual, let

AGm ≤ F×
∞(3.4)

be the diagonal copy of R>0 and let

(A×
F )

1 := {x ∈ A×
F : |x| = 1}.(3.5)

We choose the Haar measure on AGm so that the isomorphism | · | : AGm → R>0

is measure preserving and then endow (A×
F )

1 with the unique Haar measure such

that the canonical isomorphism

AGm × (A×
F )

1−̃→A×
F

is measure-preserving.

Let T2 < B < SL2 be the maximal torus of diagonal matrices and the Borel

subgroup of upper triangular matrices, respectively. LetN be the unipotent radical

of B. Let K =
∏
v∞Kv be the usual maximal compact subgroup; thus Kv is

SO2(R) (resp. SU2(R), SL2(Ov)) if v is real (resp. complex, finite). By the Iwasawa

decomposition

SL2(AF ) = N(AF )T2(AF )K.(3.6)

For each place v of F we give SL2(Fv) the Haar measure

d (( 1 t1 ) (
a
a−1 ) k) = dt

d×a

|a|2
dk

where (t, a, k) ∈ Fv×F
×
v ×Kv and dk gives Kv measure 1. This induces a measure

on SL2(AF ).

For g ∈ SL2(AF ) write g = n ( a a−1 ) k with (n, a, k) ∈ N(AF )×A×
F ×K and

define

HB(nak) := log |a| ∈ R.(3.7)

We also use the obvious local analogue of this notation.

If G is an algebraic group over F we let

[G] := G(F )\G(AF ).

We let ζ(s) = ζ∞(s)ζ∞(s) denote the completed L-function. In the following

lemma the measure on [SL2] is induced from the measure on SL2(AF ) fixed above.

Lemma 3.1. We have meas([SL2]) = |D|1/2ζ(2), where D is the absolute dis-

criminant of F .
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Proof. It is well known that the Tamagawa number of SL2 is 1 [PR94, §5.3]. The

measure we gave above on SL2(AF ) is

|D|3/2|D|−1/2|D|−1/2 · ζ(2) = |D|1/2ζ(2).

times the Tamagawa measure by the computation in [Bor81, §6]. �

4. Local integrals and the Schwartz space

In this section we fix a place v of F and omit it from notation, writing

F := Fv. Thus F can be any local field of characteristic 0. Let f ∈ S(Vi(F )⊕F 2).

For ξ ∈ X◦
i (F ) let

I(f)(ξ) :=

∫

N(F )\SL2(F )

ri(g)f(ξ, 0, 1)dġ.(4.1)

Here, as above, N ≤ SL2 denotes the unipotent radical of the Borel subgroup of

upper triangular matrices.

Lemma 4.1. The integral
∫

N(F )\SL2(F )

|ri(g)f (ξ, 0, 1) |dġ

is convergent for all ξ ∈ V ◦
i (F ). For any A ∈ Z≥0 it is bounded by a constant

depending on f and F (and ε > 0 if dimVi = 4) times

max(|ξ|, 1)−A





min(|ξ|, 1)2−dimVi/2 if dimVi > 4

min(|ξ|, 1)−ε if dimVi = 4

1 if dimVi = 2.

In the nonarchimedean case, this can be strengthened to the assertion that the

support of the integral is contained in the intersection of a compact subset of V (F )

with V ◦(F ).

Proof. Decomposing the Haar measure on SL2(F ) using the Iwasawa decomposi-

tion we see that the integral in the lemma is equal to
∫

F××K

|ri ((
a
a−1 ) k) f | (ξ, 0, 1)

d×adk

|a|2

=

∫

F××K

|ri(k)f |
(
aξ, 0, a−1

) |a|dimVi/2d×adk

|a|2

=

∫

F××K

|ri(k)f |
(
a−1ξ, 0, a

)
|a|2−dimVi/2d×adk.
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In the nonarchimedean case it is easy to check the assertion of the lemma from

this expression. In the archimedean case it requires a small computation which is

contained in [GL19, Lemma 8.1]. �

We define

S(Xi(F )) := S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2)ri(SL2(F )).(4.2)

Temporarily let

W :=
〈
f − ri(g)f : (g, f) ∈ SL2(F )× S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2)

〉

where the brackets denote the C-span. In the nonarchimedean case

S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2)ri(SL2(F )) := S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2)/W(4.3)

and in the archimedean case

S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2)ri(SL2(F )) := S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2)/W(4.4)

whereW is the closure ofW in the usual Frechet space topology on S(Vi(F )⊕F
2).

The map I defined in (4.1) induces a morphism

I : S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2) −→ C∞(X◦
i (F ))

that factors through S(Xi(F )).

Already in the introduction we made use of two representations of SL2(F ) on

S(Vi(F )⊕F 2), namely ρi+1(g) and ri(g). We now relate these two actions. Define

a transform

F2 : S(F 2) −→ S(F 2)

f 7−→

(
(u1, u2) 7→

∫

F

f(u1, x)ψ(u2x)dx

)
(4.5)

where (u1, u2) ∈ F 2. The subscript 2 is a reminder that this is the Fourier trans-

form in the second variable. Identifying Vi+1(F ) = Vi(F )⊕ F 2 this extends to

F2 := 1S(Vi(AF )) ⊗F2 : S(Vi+1(F )) −→ S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2).(4.6)

It is obvious that F2 is GOVi(F )-equivariant. We also have the following equivari-

ance property:

Lemma 4.2. For g ∈ SL2(F ), one has that

F2 ◦ ρi+1(g) = ri(g) ◦ F2.
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Before proving the lemma, we set some notation for the Weil representation

ρi on S(Vi(F )). For more details we refer to [GL19, §3.1] and the references therein.

We let

〈v1, v2〉i := vt1Jiv2(4.7)

be the pairing attached to the quadratic form Qi, we let

γ := γ(Qi)(4.8)

be the Weil index (it is independent of i) and we let

χ(a) := (a, (−1)dimVi/2 detJi)(4.9)

be the usual character attached to the quadratic form (it is independent of i). Here

the right hand side of (4.9) is the usual Hilbert symbol.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let f ∈ S(Vi(F ) ⊕ F 2). By the Bruhat decomposition, it

suffices to check the identity for g ∈ T2(F ), g ∈ N(F ) and g =
(

1
−1

)
.

For a ∈ F×, one has

F2 ◦ ρi+1 (
a
a−1 ) f(ξ, u1, u2) = χ(a)|a|dimVi/2+1

∫

F

f (aξ, au1, ax)ψ(u2x)dx

= ri (
a
a−1 )F2(f) (ξ, u1, u2) .

For t ∈ F one has

F2 ◦ ρi+1 ( 1 t1 ) f(ξ, u1, u2) = F2(ψ(tQi+1(·))f) (ξ, u1, u2)

=

∫

F

f (ξ, u1, x)ψ(tQi(ξ) + tu1x)ψ(u2x)dx

= ψ(tQi(ξ))F2(f) (ξ, u1, u2 + tu1)

= ri ( 1 t1 )F2(f) (ξ, u1, u2) .

Moreover

F2 ◦ ρi+1

(
1

−1

)
f (ξ, u1, u2)

= γ

∫

F

ψ(u2x)

(∫

Vi(F )×F 2

f (w,w1, w2)ψ(〈ξ, w〉i + u1w2 + xw1)dw1dw2dw

)
dx

= γ

∫

F×V (F )

f (w,−u2, w2)ψ(〈ξ, w〉i + u1w2)dw2dw

= ri
(

1
−1

)
◦ F2(f) (ξ, u1, u2) .

�
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The transform F2 plays key role in the proof of Theorem 1.2, see Lemma

5.3 below. It is also important because it is what allows us to view S(Xi(F )) as

a representation of GOVi+1(F ), not just GOVi(F ) as we now explain. By Lemma

4.2 the isomorphism (4.6) yields an isomorphism

F2 : S(Vi+1(F ))ρi+1(SL2(F ))−̃→S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2)ri(SL2(F )) =: S(Xi(F )).

We have an action

L : GOVi+1(F )× S(Vi+1(F ))ρi+1(SL2(F )) −→ S(Vi+1(F ))ρi+1(SL2(F ))

(h, f) 7−→ (x 7→ f(h−1x)).
(4.10)

Thus using F2 we obtain an action GOVi+1(F ) on S(Vi(F )⊕F
2) defined by trans-

port of structure along F2:

σi(h) := F2 ◦ L(h) ◦ F
−1
2 .(4.11)

Define the semidirect product SL2(F )⋊GOVi(F ) via

(g ⋊ h)(g′ ⋊ h′) := g
(
1
λ(h)

)
g′
(

1
λ(h)−1

)
⋊ hh′.

The group SL2(F )⋊GOVi+1(F ) acts on S(Vi+1(AF )) via

ρi+1(g ⋊ h)f := ρi+1(g)(L(h)f)

(see [GL19, §3.1]). Thus ri, originally defined as a representation of SL2(F ), ex-

tends to an action

ri : SL2(F )⋊GOVi+1(F ) : S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2) −→ S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2)

given by

ri(g ⋊ h)f := ri(g)(σi(h)f).

This implies that σi descends to an action

σi : GOVi+1(F )× S(Xi(F )) −→ S(Xi(F )).(4.12)

For f ∈ S(F 2) let

F∧(f)(v) : =

∫

F 2

f(w)ψ(w ∧ v)dw

=

∫

F 2

f (w1
w2

)ψ(w1v2 − w2v1)dw1dw2.

(4.13)

Thus F∧ is an SL2(F )-equivariant Fourier transform:

F∧ : S(F 2) −→ S(F 2).(4.14)
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We extend it to S(Vi+1(F )) by setting F∧ := 1S(Vi(F )) ⊗ F∧. It clearly descends

to a linear isomorphism

FX : S(Xi(F )) −→ S(Xi(F )).(4.15)

It is useful to explicitly compute how the action of GOVi+1(F ) interacts with

the operator I. We use notation from §3.1.

Proposition 4.3. Let f ∈ S(Xi(F )) and ξ ∈ X◦
i (F ). For a ∈ F×, h ∈ GOVi(F )

and x ∈ F dimVi one has that

I (σi(h)f) (ξ) = |λ(h)|I(f)(h−1ξ),(4.16)

I
(
σi

( IVi
a
a−1

)
f
)
(ξ) = χ(a)|a|1−dimVi/2I(f)(a−1ξ),(4.17)

I (σi(u(x))f) (ξ) = ψ(xtξ)I(f)(ξ),(4.18)

σi

(
IVi

1
1

)
f = FXi(f).(4.19)

Thus the operator I intertwines the representation S(Xi(F )) with the minimal

representation of SOVi+1(F ), realized on a suitable space of functions on Xi(F )

(see [GK23, Kaz90, KM11, KP04] for more on the minimal representation). This

is made precise in the nonarchimedean case in Theorem A.6 below.

Proof. Changing variables g 7→
(
1
λ(h)

)
g
(

1
λ(h)−1

)
we have

I(σi(h)f)(ξ) =

∫

N(F )\SL2(F )

ri(g)σi(h)f(ξ, 0, 1)dġ

= |λ(h)|

∫

N(F )\SL2(F )

ri(1⋊ h)ri(g)f(ξ, 0, 1)dġ

= |λ(h)|I(f)(h−1ξ).

For a ∈ F× one has

σi

(
IVi

a
a−1

)
f(ξ, ξ′1, ξ

′
2)

=

∫

F

(∫

F

f(ξ, a−1ξ′1, x)ψ(ayx)dx

)
ψ(ξ′2y)dy

= |a|−1f(ξ, a−1ξ′1, a
−1ξ′2)

= χ(a)|a|− dimVi/2−1ri (
a
a−1 )σi

(
aIVi

a2

1

)
f(ξ, ξ′1, ξ

′
2).

(4.20)

Thus

I
(
σi

( IVi
a
a−1

)
f
)
(ξ)
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= χ(a)|a|− dimVi/2−1

∫

N(F )\SL2(F )

ri(g ⋊ 1)ri (
a
a−1 )σi

(
aIVi

a2

1

)
f(ξ, 0, 1)dġ

= χ(a)|a|− dimVi/2−1

∫

N(F )\SL2(F )

ri(g)σi

(
aIVi

a2

1

)
f(ξ, 0, 1)dġ

= χ(a)|a|− dimVi/2−1I

(
σi

(
aIVi

a2

1

)
f

)
(ξ).

Here we have changed variables g 7→ g ( a a−1 )
−1

. We now apply (4.16) to see that

the above is

χ(a)|a|− dimVi/2+1I(f)(a−1ξ).(4.21)

For f ∈ S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2) one has

L(u(x))F−1
2 (f)(ξ, ξ′1, ξ

′
2) =

∫

F

f(ξ − Jixξ
′
1, ξ

′
1, v)ψ((x

tξ −Qi(x)ξ
′
1 + ξ′2)v)dv.

Thus

σi(u(x))f(ξ, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2) =

∫

F

(∫

F

f(ξ − Jxξ′1, ξ
′
1, v)ψ((x

tξ −Qi(x)ξ
′
1 + u)v)dv

)
ψ(ξ′2u)du

=

∫

F

(∫

F

f(ξ − Jxξ′1, ξ
′
1, v)ψ(uv)dv

)
ψ(ξ′2(−x

tξ +Qi(x)ξ
′
1 + u))du

= f(ξ − Jxξ′1, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2)ψ(ξ

′
2(−x

tξ +Qi(x)ξ
′
1)).

Since σi(OVi+1(F )) commutes with ri(SL2(F )) we deduce (4.18).

We now prove (4.19). Temporarily let f ∈ S(F 2). Letting L(h)f(ξ) = f(h−1ξ)

as usual one has

L ( 1
1 )F−1

2 (f) ( xy ) = L ( 1
1 )

(
( xy ) 7→

∫

F

f ( xv )ψ(−yv)dv

)

=

∫

F

f ( yv )ψ(−xv)dv.

Applying F2 yields
∫

F 2

f ( uv )ψ(−xv + yu)dudv = F∧(f) (
x
y )(4.22)

and (4.19) follows. �

Corollary 4.4. For h ∈ GOVi(F ) one has

I(FXi ◦ σi(h)f)(ξ) = |λ(h)|dimVi/2I(FXi(f))
(
λ(h)h−1ξ

)
.

Proof. One has that
(
IVi

1
1

)(
h
λ(h)

1

)
=

(
λ(h)−1h

λ(h)−1

1

)
λ(h)IVi+1

(
IVi

1
1

)
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so by (4.16) and (4.19) we have

I(FXi(σi(h)f))(ξ) = |λ(h)|−1I(σi(λ(h)IVi+1 )FXi(f))(λ(h)h
−1ξ).

Now

λ(h)IVi+1 =

(
IVi

λ(h)−1

λ(h)

)(
λ(h)

λ(h)2

1

)

so by (4.16) and (4.17) we have

|λ(h)|−1I(σi(λ(h)IVi+1 )FXi(f))(λ(h)h
−1ξ)

= χ(λ(h))|λ(h)|dim Vi/2−2I

(
σi

(
λ(h)

λ(h)2

1

)
FXi(f)

)
(λ(h)2h−1ξ)

= χ(λ(h))|λ(h)|dim Vi/2I(FXi(f))(λ(h)h
−1ξ).

Since χ is trivial on the image of the similitude norm [GL19, Lemma 3.2] we deduce

the corollary. �

We will require another family of operators on S(Vi(F ) ⊕ F 2). For f ∈

S(Vi(F )⊕ F 2) and s ∈ C define

Zri(f, s) : =

∫

N(F )\SL2(F )

eHB(g)(2−dimVi/2−s)ri(g)f (0Vi , 0, 1)dġ,

Zρi+1(f, s) : =

∫

N(F )\SL2(F )

eHB(g)(1−dimVi/2+s)ρi+1(g)f (0Vi , 0, 1)dġ.

(4.23)

Lemma 4.5. The integral Zri(f, s) is a Tate integral in the following sense: If

Ψf (x) :=

∫

K

ri(k)f (0, 0, x)dk

then

Zri(f, s) = Z(Ψf , χ| · |
s) :=

∫

F×

Ψf (a)χ(a)|a|
sd×a.

In view of the lemma, the integral Zri(f, s) is meromorphic as a function of s.

Proof. By the Iwasawa decomposition one has

Zri(f, s) =

∫

F××K

χ(a)|a|−s(ri(k)f)
(
0Vi , 0, a

−1
)
dkd×a

=

∫

F××K

χ(a)|a|s(ri(k)f) (0Vi , 0, a)dkd
×a.

�
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Lemma 4.6. Let f ∈ S(Vi(F ) ⊕ F 2). For a ∈ F×, h ∈ OVi(F ) and x ∈ F dimVi

one has

Zri(σi(h)f, s) = Zri(f, s),

Zri

(
σi

( IVi
a
a−1

)
f, s
)
= χ(a)|a|s−1Zri(f, s),

Zri (σi(u(x))f, s) = Zri(f, s).

Proof. The first assertion is clear. Similarly we compute

Z
(
σi

( IVi
a
a−1

)
f, s
)
=

∫

F××K

χ(b)|b|s
(
σi

( IVi
a
a−1

)
ri(k)f

)
(0, 0, b)dkd×b.

Using (4.20) this is
∫

F××K

|b|sχ(b)|a|−1 (ri(k)f) (0, 0, a
−1b)dkd×b

=|a|s−1χ(a)

∫

F××K

χ(b)|b|s (ri(k)f) (0, 0, b)d
×b.

The proof of the last formula is the same as the proof of (4.18) in Proposition

4.3. �

We now prove some useful properties of the Schwartz space. By a minor

variant of the argument proving [GH20, Lemma 5.7] one obtains the following

lemma:

Lemma 4.7. One has

S(Vi(F ))
∣∣
X◦

i (F )
< I(S(Xi(F ))).

�

For nonarchimedean F with ring of integers O we say that the image of

1Vi(O)⊕O2 in S(Xi(F )) is the basic function. Let q be the order of the residue

field of O. Computing as in Lemma 4.1 one obtains the following:

Lemma 4.8. Let F be a nonarchimedean local field of characteristic 0. Assume

that ψ is unramified, that F is unramified over its prime field, and that Ji ∈

GLVi(O). For ξ ∈ X◦
i (F ) one has that

I(1Vi(O)⊕O2)(ξ) :=

∞∑

k=0

χ(̟k)qk(dimVi/2−2)
1Vi(O)

(
ξ

̟k

)
.

Moreover ∫

N(F )\SL2(F )

|ri(g)1Vi+1(O)(ξ, 0, 1)|dġ
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is convergent for all ξ ∈ V ◦
i (F ). It is supported in Vi(O) ∩ V ◦

i (F ) and is bounded

by 


|ξ|2−dimVi/2(logq |ξ|+ 1) if dim Vi > 4

logq |ξ|+ 1 if dim Vi = 4 or 2.

�

If F is nonarchimedean, unramified over its prime field, ψ is unramified, and Ji ∈

GLVi(O) then it is clear that FXi preserves the basic function.

5. Integrals of truncated isotropic theta functions

For f ∈ S(Vi+1(AF )) with i ≥ 0 and g ∈ SL2(AF ) let

Θf (g) :=
∑

ξ∈Vi+1(F )

ρi+1(g)f(ξ).(5.1)

We refer to this as an isotropic theta function because Qi+1 is isotropic.

For T ∈ R>0 and suitable functions ϕ on [SL2] we then define

ϕT (g) := ΛTϕ(g) := ϕ(g)−
∑

γ∈B(F )\SL2(F )

1>T (HB(γg))

∫

[N ]

ϕ(nγg)dn.(5.2)

Here 1>T is the characteristic function of R>T . This is the usual truncation in the

special case of SL2 (in Arthur’s notation, 1>0 is τ̂B). For fixed g the sum over γ

in this expression is finite [Art05, §6].

For f ∈ S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F ) = S(Vi+1(AF )) and s ∈ C define

Zri(f, s) : =

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

eHB(g)(2−dimVi/2−s)ri(g)f (0, 0, 1)dġ,

Zρi+1(f, s) : =

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

eHB(g)(1−dimVi/2+s)ρi+1(g)f (0, 0, 1)dġ.

(5.3)

This is the global version of (4.23). The integral Zri(f, s) is a Tate integral by

Lemma 4.5.

The main theorem of this section is the following:

Theorem 5.1. Let f ∈ S(Vi+1(AF )). As T → ∞
∫

[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg =
∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

I(F2(f))(ξ) +

∫

[SL2]

ΘTF2(f)(·,0,0)
(g)dg

+




∑

si∈
{

dimVi
2 −1,

dim Vi
2 −2, 0

}
Ress=si

eTsZri(F2(f), s+ 2− dimVi
2 )

s


+ of (1).
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Here

ΘF2(f)(·,0,0)(g) : =
∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

ρi(g)F2(f)(ξ, 0, 0)

where ρi acts via its action on S(Vi(AF )). We give the proof at the end of this

section. By induction on i this reduces the study of
∫
[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg to a special case

to be treated in §6.

Lemma 5.2. One has

Zri(f, s) = Zρi+1(F
−1
2 (f), 1− s)

as meromorphic functions in s.

Proof. Let

Ψf(x) :=

∫

K

ri(k)f(0, 0, x)dk.

One has

Zri(f, s) =

∫

A×

F
×K

χ(a)|a|sri(k)f(0, 0, a)dkd
×a = Z(Ψf , χ| · |

s).

Let Ψ̂f(x) :=
∫
AF

Ψf(y)ψ(xy)dy. Then we have

Z(Ψf , χ| · |
s) = Z(Ψ̂f , χ| · |

1−s)

by Tate’s functional equation. Let us expand Z(Ψ̂f , χ| · |
s) for Re(s) sufficiently

large. It is equal to

Z(Ψ̂f , χ| · |
s) =

∫

A×

F
×K

χ(a)|a|sF−1
2 (ri(k)f)(0, 0, a)dkd

×a

=

∫

A×

F
×K

χ(a)|a|−1−dimV/2+sρi+1 (
a
a−1 )F−1

2 (ri(k)f)(0, 0, 1)dkd
×a.

By Lemma 4.2 F−1
2 ◦ ri = ρi+1 ◦ F

−1
2 . Thus the above is

∫

A×

F
×K

χ(a)|a|−1−dimV/2+sρi+1 ((
a
a−1 ) k)F−1

2 (f)(0, 0, 1)dkd×a

=

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

eHB(g)(1−dimV/2+s)ρi+1(g)F
−1
2 (f)(0, 0, 1)dġ

= Zρi+1(F
−1
2 (f), s).

�
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Lemma 5.3. The integral
∫
[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg is equal to

∫

[SL2]

ΘTF2(f)(·,0,0)
(g)dg+

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

(
1≤T (HB(g))

∑

ξ∈Xi(F )

ri(ng)F2(f)(ξ, 0, 1)

− 1>T (HB(g))
∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

∫

N(AF )

ri(ng)F2(f) (ξ, 1, 0)dn

)
dġ.

Here is where we make key use of the transform F2. It converts the integral

of the truncated Θ-function into an object that can be unfolded. Before begin-

ning the proof we make some remarks on convergence issues. The lemma re-

duces the absolute convergence of
∫
[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg to the absolute convergence of∫
[SL2]

ΘTF2(f)(·,0,0)
(g)dg together with the absolute convergence of the other sum-

mand. The absolute convergence of the other summand is checked in propositions

5.4, 5.5, and 5.6. So by induction we are reduced to the absolute convergence

statement in Lemma 6.1. This justifies the manipulations below.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 and Poisson summation we obtain

Θf (g) =
∑

ξ∈Vi+1(F )

ri(g)F2(f)(ξ).(5.4)

Thus

∫

[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg =

∫

[SL2]

( ∑

(ξ,ξ′1,ξ
′

2)∈Vi(F )⊕F 2

ri(g)F2(f)(ξ, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2)

−
∑

γ∈B(F )\SL2(F )

1>T (HB(γg))

∫

[N ]

∑

(ξ,ξ′1,ξ
′

2)∈V (F )⊕F 2

ri(nγg)F2(f)(ξ, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2)dn

)
dg.

We separate the contributions of (ξ′1, ξ
′
2) = (0, 0) and (ξ′1, ξ

′
2) 6= (0, 0) to write

this as the sum of

∫

[SL2]

( ∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

ri(g)F2(f)(ξ, 0, 0)

−
∑

γ∈B(F )\SL2(F )

1>T (HB(γg))

∫

[N ]

∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

ri(nγg)F2(f)(ξ, 0, 0)dn

)
dg

=

∫

[SL2]

ΘTF2(f)(·,0,0)
(g)dġ
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and

∫

[SL2]

( ∑

(ξ,ξ′1,ξ
′

2)

ri(g)F2(f)(ξ, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2)

−
∑

γ∈B(F )\SL2(F )

1>T (HB(γg))

∫

[N ]

∑

(ξ,ξ′1,ξ
′

2)

ri(nγg)F2(f)(ξ, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2)dn

)
dg

where the sums are over (ξ, ξ′1, ξ
′
2) ∈ Vi(F ) ⊕ F 2 such that (ξ′1, ξ

′
2) 6= (0, 0). The

latter expression is equal to

∫

B(F )\SL2(AF )

( ∑

(ξ,α)∈Vi(F )×F×

ri(g)F2(f)(ξ, 0, α)

− 1>T (HB(g))

∫

[N ]

∑

(ξ,ξ′1,ξ
′

2)

ri(ng)F2(f)(ξ, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2)dn

)
dg

=

∫

N(F )\SL2(AF )

( ∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

ri(g)F2(f)(ξ, 0, 1)

− 1>T (HB(g))

∫

[N ]

∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

∑

(ξ′1,ξ
′

2)/∼

ri(ng)F2(f)(ξ, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2)dn

)
dg.

The last sum is over (ξ′1, ξ
′
2) ∈ F 2 − {(0, 0)} up to equivalence, where (ξ′1, ξ

′
2)

is equivalent to (αξ′1, α
−1ξ′2) for all α ∈ F×. Using the definition of the Weil

representation this becomes

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

( ∑

ξ∈Xi(F )

ri(g)F2(f)(ξ, 0, 1)

− 1>T (HB(g))

∫

[N ]

∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

∑

(ξ′1,ξ
′

2)/∼

ri(ng)F2(f)(ξ, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2)dn

)
dġ.

(5.5)

For each ξ ∈ Vi(F ) one has

∫

[N ]

∑

(ξ′1,ξ
′

2)/∼

ri(ng)F2(f) (ξ, ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2) dn

=

∫

[N ]

ri(ng)F2(f) (ξ, 0, 1)dn+

∫

[N ]

∑

α∈F

ri(ng)F2(f) (ξ, 1, α)dn.
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The left summand vanishes unlessQi(ξ) = 0, in which case it is equal to ri(g)F2(f) (ξ, 0, 1).

Thus (5.5) is equal to

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

(
1≤T (HB(g))

∑

ξ∈Xi(F )

ri(g)F2(f)(ξ, 0, 1)

− 1>T (HB(g))
∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

∫

N(AF )

ri(ng)F2(f) (ξ, 1, 0)dn

)
dġ.

(5.6)

�

We now break the second summand in Lemma 5.3 into three pieces that we

compute in the following three propositions:

Proposition 5.4. The expression
∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

1≤T (HB(g))
∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

|ri(g)F2(f)(ξ, 0, 1)| dġ

converges and one has

lim
T→∞

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

1≤T (HB(g))
∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

ri(g)F2(f)(ξ, 0, 1)dġ =
∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

I(F2(f))(ξ).

Proof. It is easy to see from Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.8 that

∑

ξ∈V ◦

i (F )

∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

|ri(g)F2(f)|(ξ, 0, 1)dġ

is absolutely convergent. The proposition follows. �

Proposition 5.5. The integral
∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

1≤T (HB(g))ri(g)F2(f)(0Vi , 0, 1)dġ

converges absolutely and is equal to

∑

si∈
{

dimVi
2 −1,

dimVi
2 −2, 0

}
Ress=si

eTsZri(F2(f), s+ 2− dimVi
2 )

s
+ of (1)

as T → ∞.

Proof. The absolute convergence statement is a trivial consequence of the Iwasawa

decomposition and well-known facts on Tate integrals.
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We now prove the asymptotic formula. We have
∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

1≤T (HB(g))ri(g)F2(f)(0Vi , 0, 1)dġ

=

∫

A×

F×K

1≤T (log |a|)χ(a)|a|
dimVi/2ri(k)F2(f)(0Vi , 0, a

−1)
dkd×a

|a|2

(5.7)

We wish to apply Mellin inversion to this expression. For Re(s) > 0 we have
∫

AGm

1≤T (log |a|)|a|
sd×a =

eTs

s
(5.8)

and for Re(s) sufficiently small we have

∫

A×

F
×K

χ(a)|a|dimVi/2+sri(k)F2(f)(0Vi , 0, a
−1)

dkd×a

|a|2
= Zri(F2(f), 2−

dimVi
2 − s).

(5.9)

Hence (5.7) is equal to

1

2πi

∫

iR+σ

eTsZri(F2(f), s+ 2− dimVi
2 )

ds

s

for σ sufficiently large.

We now shift the contour to σ very small to see that the integral in the

proposition is equal to

∑

si∈
{

dim Vi
2 −1,

dim Vi
2 −2,0

}
Ress=si

eTsZri(F2(f), s+ 2− dimVi
2 )

s
+ of (1).(5.10)

�

Proposition 5.6. As T → ∞
∫

N(AF )\SL2(AF )

1>T (HB(g))

∫

N(AF )

∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

|ri(ng)F2(f) (ξ, 1, 0) |dġ = of (1).

Proof. The integral in the proposition is equal to
∫

A×

F×K

(
1>T (log |a|)

∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

∫

AF

|a|dimVi/2−2|ri(k)F2(f)|(aξ, a, a
−1x)dxd×adk

=

∫

A×

F
×K

(
1>T (log |a|)

∑

ξ∈Vi(F )

∫

AF

|a|dimVi/2−1|ri(k)F2(f)| (aξ, a, x) dx

)
d×adk.

The integral over a is a truncated Tate integral, and by well-known properties of

Tate integrals it converges absolutely for all T. It becomes smaller as T becomes

larger. �
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. This is immediate from Lemma 5.3 and propositions 5.4,

5.5, and 5.6. �

6. Integrals of truncated anisotropic theta functions

Assume for this section that Vi := V0 is an even dimensional vector space

equipped with a nondegenerate anisotropic quadratic form Q0. Let f ∈ S(V0(AF )).

We refer to Θf(g) as an anisotropic theta function. We allow the special case

where V0 = {0}. In this case we define S(V0(AF )) := C and the Weil representation

is taken to be the trivial representation of SL2(AF ).

Our aim is to compute
∫
[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg. Since Q0 is anisotropic we cannot

reduce this computation to a smaller quadratic space as we did above. Instead, we

apply a variant of the classical Rankin-Selberg method. Let

Φs(g) :=

∫

A×

F

Φ(( 0 t ) g)|t|2sd×t.(6.1)

Moreover let

E(g,Φs) :=
∑

ξ′∈F 2−{0}

Φs(ξ
′g).(6.2)

Then, as is well-known, E(g,Φs) converges absolutely for Re(s) large enough and

admits a meromorphic continuation to the plane. Its residue at s = 1 is

Φ̂(0)

2
:=

1

2

∫

A2
F

Φ(x, y)dxdy.

In particular the residue is independent of g. For all of this we refer the reader to

[JZ87, §1]. Define

κ :=




meas([SL2]) if dimV0 = 0

0 otherwise.
(6.3)

Lemma 6.1. The integral
∫
[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg converges absolutely. If dim V0 = 0

lim
T→∞

∫

[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg = κf(0).

If dimV0 ≥ 4, then
∫
[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg is a polynomial in eT and if 0 < dim V0 < 4, it

is a polynomial in e−T . If χ 6= 1 then this polynomial vanishes identically. If χ = 1

then the constant term of the polynomial is 0.
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Proof. The lemma is easy to check when dim V0 = 0. Thus for the remainder of

the proof we assume dimV0 > 0. Assume that Φ ∈ S(A2
F ) and Φ(ξ′k) = Φ(ξ′) for

all (ξ′, k) ∈ F×−{0}×K. Assume moreover that Φ̂(0) 6= 0. Then by the comments

before the statement of Lemma 6.1 we have

Φ̂(0)

2

∫

[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg =

∫

[SL2]

Ress=1E(g,Φs)Θ
T
f (g)dg.

The function ΘTf (g) is rapidly decreasing on [SL2] (see [Art80]) and hence using

[JS81, Lemma 4.2] we deduce that the above is equal to

Ress=1

∫

[SL2]

E(g,Φs)Θ
T
f (g)dg.(6.4)

We also deduce that
∫
[SL2]

E(g,Φs)Θ
T
f (g)dg has at most a simple pole at s = 1.

One has

ΘTf (g) = Θf (g)−
∑

γ∈B(F )\SL2(F )

1>T (HB(γg))

∫

[N ]

Θf (nγg)dn

= Θf (g)−
∑

γ∈B(F )\SL2(F )

1>T (HB(γg))ρ0(γg)f(0).

Thus for Re(s) sufficiently large,
∫

[SL2]

E(g,Φs)Θ
T
f (g)dg

=

∫

[SL2]

∑

γ′∈B(F )\SL2(F )

Φs(γ
′g)
(
Θf (g)−

∑

γ∈B(F )\SL2(F )

1>T (HB(γg))ρ0(γg)f(0)
)
dg

=

∫

B(F )\SL2(AF )

Φs(g)
(
Θf (g)−

∑

γ∈B(F )\SL2(F )

1>T (HB(γg))ρ0(γg)f(0)
)
dg

=

∫

T2(F )N(AF )\SL2(AF )

Φs(g)

∫

[N ]

(
Θf (ng)−

∑

γ∈B(F )\SL2(F )

1>T (HB(γng)ρ0(γng)f(0))
)
dndġ.

This is equal to

∫

T2(F )N(AF )\SL2(AF )

Φs(g)
(
ρ0(g)f(0)1≤T (HB(g))

−

∫

N(AF )

1>T (HB(
(

1
−1

)
ng))ρ0(

(
1

−1

)
ng)f(0)

)
dndġ.

(6.5)

We break (6.5) into two summands. The first is
∫

T2(F )N(AF )\SL2(AF )

1≤T (HB(g))Φs(g)ρ0(g)f(0)dġ
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=Φs(I2)

∫

[Gm]×K

1≤T (log |a|)|a|
2s+dimV0/2χ(a)ρ0(k)f(0)

d×a

|a|2
dk.

This vanishes unless χ = 1. Assuming χ = 1 and Re(s) is sufficiently large we see

that it is equal to

Φs(I2)meas(F×\(A×
F )

1)

∫

K

ρ0(k)f(0)dk

∫ eT

0

r2s+dimV0/2−3dr

=Φs(I2)meas(F×\(A×
F )

1)

∫

K

ρ0(k)f(0)dk
eT (2s+dimV0/2−2)

2s+ dimV0

2 − 2
.

The residue of this expression at s = 1 is zero for dimV0 > 0.

The second summand of (6.5) is

−

∫

T2(F )N(AF )\SL2(AF )

Φs (g)

∫

N(AF )

ρ0(
(

1
−1

)
ng)f(0)1>T (HB(

(
1

−1

)
ng))dndġ

= −

∫

T2(F )\SL2(AF )

Φs(g)ρ0(
(

1
−1

)
g)f(0)1>T (HB(

(
1

−1

)
g))dg

= −

∫

T2(F )\SL2(AF )

Φs(
(

−1
1

)
g)ρ0(g)f(0)1>T (HB(g))dg

= −

∫

K

∫

[Gm]

∫

AF

∫

A×

F

Φ ( ta txa−1 ) |t|2sd×t|a|dimV0/2χ(a)ρ0(k)f(0)1>T (log |a|)
dxd×adk

|a|2
.

We change variables t 7→ ta−1 and then x 7→ t−1xa2 to see that this is

−

∫

K

∫

[Gm]

∫

AF

∫

A×

F

Φ ( t x ) |t|2s−1d×t|a|dimV0/2−2sχ(a)ρ0(k)f(0)1>T (log |a|)dxd
×adk.

This vanishes unless χ is trivial, in which case it is equal to

−

∫

K

ρ0(k)f(0)dkmeas(F×\(A×
F )

1)

∫ ∞

eT
rdimV0/2−2s−1dr

∫

AF

∫

A×

F

Φ ( t x ) |t|2s−1d×tdx

=

∫

K

ρ0(k)f(0)dkmeas(F×\(A×
F )

1)
eT (dimV0/2−2s)

2s− dimV0

2

∫

AF

∫

A×

F

Φ ( t x ) |t|2s−1d×tdx.

(6.6)

Assume for the moment that dim V0 = 4. If
∫
K
ρ0(k)f(0)dk = 0 then this expres-

sion vanishes. If
∫
K
ρ0(k)f(0)dk 6= 0 then this expression has a pole of order 2 at

s = 1 for suitably chosen Φ. This contradicts the fact that
∫
[SL2]

E(g,Φs)Θ
T
f (g)dg

has at most a simple pole at s = 1. Thus if dimV0 = 4 we are done.

Assume dimV0 6= 4. Then the pole of (6.6) at s = 1 is simple with residue

equal to

meas(F×\(A×
F )

1)

∫

K

ρ0(k)f(0)dk
Φ̂(0)eT (dimV0/2−2)

2(2− dimV0

2 )
.
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This is a polynomial in eT when dimV0 > 4 and a polynomial in e−T when

0 < dimV0 < 4. In either case the constant term is term 0. �

7. Proof of Theorem 1.2

For i > 0 we defined a linear form

ci : S(Xi(AF )) −→ C(7.1)

in (1.11).

Lemma 7.1. As T → ∞

∑

si∈
{

dim Vi
2 −1,

dim Vi
2 −2,0

}
Ress=si

eTsZri(f, s+ 2− dimVi
2 )

s

is a polynomial in T and eT plus of (1). The constant term of the polynomial is

ci(f).

Proof. The lemma follows immediately from Lemma 4.5 and well-known facts

about Tate zeta functions. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Theorem 5.1 we have
∫

[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg =
∑

ξ∈X◦

ℓ
(F )

I(F2(f))(ξ) +

∫

[SL2]

ΘTF2(f)(·,0,0)
(g)dg

+




∑

sℓ∈
{

dimVℓ
2 −1,

dim Vℓ
2 −2,0

}
Ress=sℓ

eTsZrℓ(F2(f), s+
dimVℓ

2 − 2)

s


+ of (1).

By induction we obtain

∫

[SL2]

ΘTf (g)dg =

∫

[SL2]

ΘTdℓ,0(F2(f))
(g)dg +

ℓ∑

i=1

( ∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

I(di(F2(f)))(ξ)+

+




∑

si∈
{

dim Vi
2 −1,

dim Vi
2 −2,0

}
Ress=si

eTsZri(F2(f), s+ 2− dimVi
2 )

s



)

+ of (1).

We now conclude using Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 7.1. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Poisson summation and the fact that FXℓ is SL2(AF )-

invariant we have
∑

ξ∈Vi(F )⊕F 2

ri(g)f(ξ) =
∑

ξ∈Vi(F )⊕F 2

FXℓ(ri(g)f)(ξ)
∑

ξ∈Vi(F )⊕F 2

ri(g)FXℓ(f)(ξ).



30 JAYCE R. GETZ

By (5.4) this implies we have

ΘF−1
2 (f)(g) = ΘF−1

2 (FXℓ (f))
(g).

Thus ∫

[SL2]

ΘT
F−1

2 (f)
(g)dg =

∫

[SL2]

ΘT
F−1

2 (FXℓ (f))
(g)dg.

We conclude using Theorem 1.3. �

In applications of Poisson summation the behavior of the functions involved

under scaling plays a key role. Since this takes some thought to work out we make

it explicit:

Corollary 7.2. Assume ℓ > 0, and that either dimVℓ > 4 or χ 6= 1. For a ∈ A×
F

and f ∈ S(Xℓ(AF )) one has

|a|1−dimVi/2χ(a)cℓ(f) + χ(a)|a|1−dimVi/2
∑

ξ∈X◦

ℓ
(F )

I(f)(a−1ξ)

+ |a|−1
ℓ−1∑

i=1


ci(dℓ,i(f)) +

∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

I(dℓ,i(f))(ξ)


 + |a|−1κdℓ,0(f)(0V0 , 0, 0)

=|a|dimVi/2−1χ(a)cℓ(FXℓ(f)) + χ(a)|a|dimVi/2−1
∑

ξ∈X◦

ℓ
(F )

I (FXℓ(f)) (aξ)

+ |a|

ℓ−1∑

i=1


ci(dℓ,i(FXℓ(f))) +

∑

ξ∈X◦

i (F )

I(dℓ,i(FXℓ(f)))(ξ)


 + |a|κdℓ,0(FXℓ(f))(0V0 , 0, 0).

Proof. Let f ∈ S(Vℓ(AF )⊕ A2
F ). By (4.17) of Proposition 4.3 we have

I
(
σℓ

( IVℓ
a
a−1

)
f
)
(ξ) = χ(a)|a|1−dimVℓ/2I(f)(a−1ξ)(7.2)

and by (4.17) and (4.19) of Proposition 4.3 we have

I
(
FXℓ

(
σℓ

( IVℓ
a
a−1

))
f
)
(ξ) = I

(
σℓ

((
IVℓ

1
1

)( IVℓ
a
a−1

))
f
)
(ξ)

= I

(
σi

((
IVℓ

a−1

a

)(
IVℓ

1
1

))
f

)
(ξ)

= I

(
σℓ

(
IVℓ

a−1

a

)
FXℓ(f)

)
(ξ)

= χ(a)|a|dimVℓ/2−1I (FXℓ(f)) (aξ).

(7.3)
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Similarly by Lemma 4.6

cℓ

(
σℓ

( IVℓ
a
a−1

)
f
)
= |a|1−dimVℓ/2χ(a)cℓ(f),

cℓ

(
FXℓ

(
σℓ

( IVℓ
a
a−1

))
f
)
= |a|dimVℓ/2−1χ(a)cℓ(FXℓ(f)).

(7.4)

On the other hand (4.20) implies

dℓ

(
σℓ

( IVℓ
a
a−1

)
f
)
= |a|−1dℓ(f),

dℓ

(
FXℓ

(
σℓ

( IVℓ
a
a−1

))
f
)
= |a|dℓ(FXℓ(f)).

(7.5)

Thus applying Theorem 1.2 to the function σi

( IVi
a
a−1

)
f we arrive at the as-

serted identity. �

There is an analogue of Corollary 7.2 that is valid in the case dimVℓ = 4 and χ = 1

as well. We omit it because it is slightly messier to state.

8. Invariance

We would like to view the identity of our summation formula Theorem 1.2 as

an identity of linear functionals on the space of SL2(AF )-coinvariants S(Xℓ(AF )),

not just S(Vℓ(AF )⊕A2
F ). Provided that dimVℓ ≥ 4 as we have assumed throughout

the paper we prove that this is possible in the current section.

To prove that a given functional present in the identity of Theorem 1.2 de-

scends to S(Xℓ(AF )) it is sufficient to check that it is invariant under SL2(AF ),

or more briefly invariant. It is obvious that the linear functional I is invariant.

Moreover, when V0 = {0} it is obviously true that the functional f 7→ f(0V0 , 0, 0)

is invariant.

For this section we take the convention that ci = 0 if i ≤ 0. To complete our

discussion of invariance it suffices to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 8.1. Assuming dim Vi 6∈ {2, 4}, the functionals ci are ri(SL2(AF ))-

invariant. If dimVi = 4 then

S(Vi(AF )⊕ A2
F ) −→ C

f 7−→ ci(f) + ci−1(di(f))

is ri(SL2(AF ))-invariant.

The theorem implies that if dim Vℓ ≥ 4 (as we have assumed throughout this

paper) all of the linear functionals in the summation formula of Theorem 1.2 are

invariant, at least after possibly grouping two of the linear functionals together.
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We first prove a special case of Theorem 8.1:

Lemma 8.2. If dimVi 6∈ {2, 4} then ci is ri(SL2(AF ))-invariant.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 5.2 it suffices to show that

S(Vi+1(AF )) −→ C

f 7−→ Zρi+1(f,
dimVi

2 − 1)

is invariant under the action of ρi+1(SL2(AF )). But this is clear. �

Lemma 8.3. Assume dimVi = 4 and that f ∈ S(Vi+1(AF )⊕A2
F ). The difference

ci(di+1(f)) + ci−1(di+1,i−1(f))

−
(
ci(di+1(FXi+1(f))) + ci−1(di+1,i−1(FXi+1(f)))

)

is invariant under f 7→ ri+1(h)f for h ∈ SL2(AF ).

Proof. By Theorem 1.2 the quantity in the statement of the lemma is equal to

−

i+1∑

j=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

j (F )

I(di+1,j(f))(ξ) +

i+1∑

j=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

j (F )

I(di+1,j(FXi+1(f)))(ξ)

− κdi+1,0(f)(0V0 , 0, 0) + κdi+1,0(FXi+1(f))(0V0 , 0, 0)

− ci+1(f) + ci+1(FXi+1(f)).

By our comments at the beginning of this section and Lemma 8.2 each of these

terms is invariant under f 7→ ri+1(h)f for h ∈ SL2(AF ). �

Proof of Theorem 8.1. If dimVi 6∈ {2, 4} then the theorem follows from Lemma

8.2. Thus we assume that dimVi = 4. We must show that f 7→ ci(f) + ci−1(di(f))

is ri(SL2(AF ))-invariant. Let f ∈ S(Vi(AF ) ⊕ A2
F ). Pick Φ ∈ S(A2

F ) such that

Φ(0, 0) = 1 and F∧(Φ)(0, 0) = 0. Then F−1
2 (f)⊗ Φ ∈ S(Vi+1(AF )⊕ A2

F ), and by

Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 8.3

ci(di+1(F
−1
2 (f)⊗ Φ)) + ci−1(di+1,i−1(F

−1
2 (f)⊗ Φ))

−
(
ci(di+1(F

−1
2 (f)⊗F∧(Φ))) + ci−1(di+1,i−1(F

−1
2 (f)⊗F∧(Φ)))

)

is invariant under f ⊗Φ 7→ ri(h)⊗ L∨(h)(f ⊗Φ) for h ∈ SL2(AF ). But the above

is

ci(f)Φ(0, 0) + ci−1(di,i−1(f))Φ(0, 0)

− ci(f)F∧(Φ)(0, 0)− ci−1(di,i−1(f))F∧(Φ)(0, 0)

= ci(f) + ci−1(di,i−1(f))
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and we deduce the proposition. �

Appendix A. Relationship with Braverman-Kazhdan spaces

Let G be a split simple simply connected group over a field of characteristic 0.

Let TG be a maximal split torus of G and let TG < P < G be a maximal parabolic

subgroup. Let M ≥ TG be the unique Levi subgroup of P containing TG and let

P op be the opposite parabolic with respect to TG. The space X◦
P := P der\G is a

Braverman-Kazhdan space. Denote by XP := X◦
P

aff
its affine closure.

In this appendix we explicate the relationship between the results of the paper

and previous results on Eisenstein series, Schwartz spaces and Poisson summation

formulae for Braverman-Kahzdan spaces. We assume the notation of the paper.

A.1. Schwartz spaces of Braverman-Kahzdan spaces. Let F be a local field.

In [BK02] one finds a definition of a Fourier transform

FP |P op : L2(XP (F )) −→ L2(XP op(F )).(A.1)

Here the L2 spaces are defined with respect to right G(F )-invariant measures on

X◦
P (F ) and X

◦
P op(F ), extended by zero to XP (F ) and XP op(F ). One then defines

SBK(XP (F )) := S(X◦
P (F )) + FP op|P (S(X

◦
P op (F ))),

where S(X◦
P (F )) is the space of compactly supported smooth functions on X◦

P (F )

if F is nonarchimedean and is defined as in [ES18] when F is archimedean.

An alternate definition of the Schwartz space was given in [GHLar] following

a special case treated in [GL21]. We denote this Schwartz space by S(XP (F )). By

[GHLar, Corollary 5.8] one has S(XP (F )) < L2(XP (F )) and the Fourier trans-

form (A.1) induces an isomorphism FXP : S(XP (F )) −→ S(XP op (F )) by [GHLar,

Theorem 5.12]. One expects that S(X◦
P (F )) < S(XP (F )). This is known if F

is nonarchimedean and G is not of type E or F [Hsu21, Theorem 1.3]. When-

ever S(X◦
P (F )) < S(XP (F )) the comments above imply that SBK(XP (F )) ≤

S(XP (F )). When F is nonarchimedean and G is not of type E or F one has

SBK(XP (F )) = S(XP (F )) by [Hsu21, Corollary 5.6].

When P is self-associate, that is, conjugate to its opposite, we fix a w0 ∈ G(F )

normalizing M such that w0Pw
−1
0 = P op. Then we have an isomorphism

ιw0 : S(XP op (F )) −→ S(XP (F ))

f 7−→ (x 7→ f(w−1
0 x))
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and we define

FXP := ιw0 ◦ FP |P op : S(XP (F )) −→ S(XP (F )).

See [GHLar, §5.3] for more details.

A.2. Agreement of Schwartz spaces. Let ℓ ≥ 1 be an integer and F be a

nonarchimedean local field of characteristic 0. We assume ψ has conductor O.

Consider the case V0 = {0}; thus Vℓ is a split quadratic space of dimension 2ℓ.

When ℓ > 2, one has a natural isomorphism of schemes X◦
ℓ
∼= P̃ der

ℓ \SpinVℓ , where

P̃ℓ is the parabolic subgroup of SpinVℓ fixing the line spanned by the standard

basis vector eℓ ∈ Vℓ. Then P̃ℓ is self-associate and as explained in [GHLar, §6.3.2],

P̃ der
ℓ \SpinVℓ = P der

ℓ \SOVℓ

where Pℓ = (SOVℓ−1
×T2)⋉Nℓ is the image of P̃ℓ in SOVℓ (see §3.1). We denote the

scheme P der
ℓ \SOVℓ by X

◦
Pℓ

and let XPℓ be its affine closure. By [Hsu21, Corollary

5.6] we have

S(XPℓ(F )) = SBK(XP̃ℓ
(F )).(A.2)

By [GK23, Remark 1.6] this space agrees with the space of smooth vectors in the

minimal representation of OVℓ+1
(F ) on the unitary representation L2(XPℓ(F )).

When ℓ = 2, letX◦
P2

be the scheme consisting of 2 by 2 matrices of rank 1, and

let XP2 := X◦
P2

∪{0} be its affine closure. Note that XP2 is an affine SL2
2-spherical

variety, but not a Braverman-Kazhdan space. The degree 2 isogeny SL2
2 → SO4

induces an isomorphism XP2→̃X2. We define S(XP2(F )) < L2(XP2(F )) to be

the space of smooth vectors in the minimal representation of SL4(F ). This is the

pullback of the minimal representation of PGL4(F ) defined in [SW07]. There is

an element r ∈ SL4(F ) such that if we denote by FXP2
the action of r under the

minimal representation then

S(XP2 (F )) = S(X◦
P2
(F )) + FXP2

(
S(X◦

P2
(F ))

)

by the proof of [GK23, Lemma 2.13].

For ℓ = 1, X◦
P1

:= X◦
1 = (A1 − {0}) ⊔ (A1 − {0}) and X1 = A1 ∪ A1. Hence

X1 is not a spherical variety. We define

S(XP1(F )) := I(S(X1(F ))).

For ℓ ≥ 1 the basic function of S(XPℓ(F )) is

bℓ(ξ) :=

∞∑

j=0

qj(ℓ−2)
1Vℓ(O)

(
ξ

̟j

)
= I(1Vℓ+1(O))(ξ), ξ ∈ X◦

ℓ (F )(A.3)
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Here we have used Lemma 4.8. By [SW07, Theorem 6.1], for ℓ ≥ 2 the function bℓ

is fixed by SOVℓ+1
(O), acting via the restriction of the minimal representation of

SOVℓ+1
(F ) on L2(XPℓ(F )). Define the following subspaces of S(Xℓ(F ))

Wℓ :=
(
S(Vℓ(F )) ⊗ S(F 2 − {0})

)
rℓ(SL2(F ))

,

W ′
ℓ := I−1(S(Vℓ(F ))|X◦

ℓ
(F )).

Of courseWℓ and W
′
ℓ depend on the field F ; when we need to indicate this depen-

dence we denote these spaces by Wℓ(F ) and W
′
ℓ(F ), respectively. For part (iv) of

the following lemma, let PX2 ⊂ PV2 be the projective scheme cut out by Q2.

Lemma A.1.

(i) We have I(Wℓ) = S(Vℓ(F ))|X◦

ℓ
(F ), and thus W ′

ℓ = I−1I(Wℓ).

(ii) The map dℓ of (1.12) vanishes on Wℓ.

(iii) Suppose ℓ 6= 2. For f ∈ W ′
ℓ, Zrℓ(f, 2 − ℓ) = I(f)(0) where Zrℓ is defined

as in (4.23).

(iv) Suppose ℓ = 2. For f ∈ S(V3(F )), let

Ψf :=

∫

SL2(O)

r2(k)fdk.

Let X2(F )
1 ⊂ X2(F ) be the set of vectors of norm 1. Then for any ξ ∈

X2(F )
1 ∼= PX2(F ) and n ∈ Z sufficiently large in a sense independent of

ξ,

I(f)(̟nξ) = nΨf (0) + a0(f)(ξ)(A.4)

for some function a0(f) ∈ C∞(PX2(F )), and the difference

Zr2(f, s)−Ψf (0)ζ(s)

is entire in s.

Consequently, Ψf(0) = ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s)
∣∣
s=0

and a0(f) depend only on

I(f). If f ∈W ′
ℓ , then Ψf (0) = 0 and thus Zr2(f, s) is entire.

Proof. Only assertions (iii) and (iv) require a proof. Note that I and Zrℓ are by

definition rℓ(SL2(O))-invariant. Writing

f =

∫

SL2(O)

(f − rℓ(k)f)dk +

∫

SL2(O)

rℓ(k)fdk,

we may assume f is rℓ(SL2(O))-invariant. Let A,B ∈ Z≥0 be integers such that

f(v + w) = f(v), ∀ v ∈ Vℓ+1(F ), w ∈ ̟AVℓ+1(O),

f(v) = 0, ∀v /∈ ̟−BVℓ+1(O).
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Let ξ ∈ X◦
ℓ (F ) have norm 1. Since f is rℓ(SL2(O))-invariant, by the Iwasawa

decomposition for any n ≥ 2A− 1

I(f)(̟nξ) =

∞∑

j=−B

qj(ℓ−2)f(̟n−jξ, 0, ̟j)

=

A−1∑

j=−B

qj(ℓ−2)f(0, 0, ̟j) +

n−A∑

j=A

qj(ℓ−2)f(0) +

n+B∑

j=n−A+1

qj(ℓ−2)f(̟n−jξ, 0, 0).

(A.5)

Consider first ℓ 6= 2 and f ∈ W ′
ℓ so that for n sufficiently large the equality reads

as

I(f)(0) =

A−1∑

j=−B

qj(ℓ−2)f(0, 0, ̟j) +
qA(ℓ−2)

1− qℓ−2
f(0)−

q(n−A+1)(ℓ−2)

1− qℓ−2
f(0)

+ q(n−A+1)(ℓ−2)
B+A−1∑

j=0

qj(ℓ−2)f(̟A−j−1ξ, 0, 0).

Since this holds for all large n we have

qA(ℓ−2)

(1 − qℓ−2)
f(0) +

A−1∑

j=−B

qj(ℓ−2)f(0, 0, ̟j) = I(f)(0).(A.6)

On the other hand by Lemma 4.5

Zrℓ(f, 2− ℓ) =

∫

F×

f(0, 0, a)|a|sd×a

∣∣∣∣
s=2−ℓ

=

∫

|a|≤q−A
f(0)|a|sd×a

∣∣∣∣
s=2−ℓ

+

A−1∑

j=−B

qj(ℓ−2)f(0, 0, ̟j)

=
qA(ℓ−2)

1− qℓ−2
f(0) +

A−1∑

j=−B

qj(ℓ−2)f(0, 0, ̟j),

(A.7)

which equals I(f)(0) by (A.6). For ℓ = 2, (A.5) and an analogue of the computation

(A.7) prove (iv). �

Lemma A.2. Let ℓ ≥ 1. For any ξ0 ∈ X◦
ℓ (F ) there exists f ∈ Wℓ such that

I(f)(0) = 0 and I(FXℓ(f))(ξ0) 6= 0.

Proof. The group OVℓ(F ) stabilizesWℓ and acts transitively onX◦
ℓ (F ). By this ob-

servation and Proposition 4.3 it suffices to treat the special case ξ0 = (1, 0, 1, 0, . . . , 1, 0).
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Let f1 = 1Vℓ(O) − 1(̟O×̟−1O)ℓ and f2 = 1O2 − 1̟O2 so that f1 ⊗ f2 ∈ Wℓ. Note

that f1 ⊗ f2 is rℓ(SL2(O))-invariant and I(f1 ⊗ f2)(0) = 0. We have

I(f1 ⊗F∧(1O2 − 1̟O2))(ξ0)

=

∫

F×

|a|ℓ−2
(
1Vℓ(O) − 1(̟O×̟−1O)ℓ

)
(aξ0)

(
1O2(0, a−1)− q−2

1̟−1O2(0, a−1)
)
d×a

= 1− q−2 − q−ℓ + q−ℓ = 1− q−2 6= 0.

�

Remark. To aid the reader interested in generalizations, we point out that one can

give a computation free proof of Lemma A.2 for ℓ ≥ 2 by mimicking the argument

proving [GH20, Lemma 12.6].

Lemma A.3. For ℓ ≥ 1, there is a (unique) linear operator F : I(S(Xℓ(F ))) →

I(S(Xℓ(F ))) which makes the following diagram commute

S(Xℓ(F ))
FXℓ−−−−→ S(Xℓ(F ))

I

y I

y

I(S(Xℓ(F )))
F

−−−−→ I(S(Xℓ(F )))

Proof. We follow the approach in [GH20, §12]. Suppose FX(ker I) ≤ ker I. Then

since FX has order 2 one has FX(ker I) = ker I and the lemma follows. Thus it

suffices to show if f ∈ S(Vℓ+1(F )) satisfies I(f) = 0 then I(FXℓ(f)) = 0.

Let E be a number field such that Ev = F for some place v. Let fv ∈

S(Vℓ+1(F )) such that I(fv) = 0. Assume ℓ ≥ 3. Choose two finite unramified places

v1, v2 distinct from v and functions fvi ∈ S(Vℓ+1(Evi)) such that fv1 ∈ Wℓ(Ev1),

FXℓ(fv2) ∈ Wℓ(Ev2) and

I(fv1)(0) = I(FXℓ(fv2))(0) = 0.

Choose fvv1v2 ∈ S(Vℓ+1(A
vv1v2
E )). By Theorem 1.2 and Lemma A.1, we have

∑

ξ∈X◦

ℓ
(E)

I(FXℓ(fvfv1fv2f
vv1v2))(ξ) = 0.(A.8)

Let ξ0 ∈ X◦
ℓ (E). By Lemma A.2 there is an fv1 as above so that I(FXℓ(fv1))(ξ0) 6=

0. Since Xℓ(E) is discrete in Xℓ(AE), we may choose fv2 and f
vv1v2 such that (A.8)

equals to I(FXℓ(fv))(ξ0). Thus I(FXℓ(fv)) vanishes on X
◦
ℓ (E). As X◦

ℓ (E) is dense

in X◦
ℓ (F ), the assertion follows by continuity.
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For ℓ = 1, 2, one can use an analogous argument. In more detail, one chooses

distinct unramified finite places vi, v
′
i, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, and fv1 ∈ Wℓ(Ev1 ), fv′1 ∈

Wℓ(Ev′1 ), fv2 ∈ F−1
Xℓ

(Wℓ(Ev2 )), fv′2 ∈ F−1
Xℓ

(Wℓ(Ev′2)) such that

I(fv1)(0) = I(fv′1)(0) = I(FXℓ(fv2))(0) = I(FXℓ(fv′2))(0) = 0

and then applies Lemma A.1(iii)(iv). �

Lemma A.4. For ℓ ≥ 2 one has I(S(Xℓ(F ))) ≤ L2(XPℓ(F )).

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.1. �

For ℓ ≥ 1 the group GOVℓ+1
(F ) acts on S(Xℓ(F )) via σℓ and hence on

I(S(Xℓ(F ))) by Proposition 4.3, Lemma A.3, and transport of structure. Using

notation from §3.1, consider the restriction of this action to Pℓ+1(F ) < (OVℓ ×

T2)⋉Nℓ+1(F ) when ℓ ≥ 2 and to (OV1 ×T2)⋉N2(F ) when ℓ = 1. By Proposition

4.3 these actions preserve S(X◦
Pℓ
(F )).

Lemma A.5.

(i) For ℓ ≥ 1, I(S(Xℓ(F ))) is a smooth OVℓ+1
(F )-representation.

(ii) For ℓ ≥ 2, S(X◦
Pℓ
(F )) is an irreducible Pℓ+1(F )-representation.

(iii) For ℓ = 1, S(X◦
P1
(F )) is an irreducible (OV1 ×T2)⋉N2(F )-representation.

Proof. Assertion (i) is clear. For ℓ ≥ 3 (ii) is stated in the proof of [Sav94, Propo-

sition 6.6] as a consequence of an analogue of the argument in [BZ77, 5.15].

We give a direct proof. Assume ℓ ≥ 2. Let XPℓ(F )
1 ⊂ X◦

Pℓ
(F ) consist of vec-

tors of norm 1. Since SOVℓ(F ) acts transitively on X◦
Pℓ
(F ) and C∞(XPℓ(F )

1) ⊂

S(X◦
Pℓ
(F )) is stable under Nℓ+1(F ), it suffices to show C∞(XPℓ(F )

1) is an irre-

ducible Nℓ+1(F )⋊ SOVℓ(O)-module.

Let 0 6= f ∈ C∞(XPℓ(F )
1) and let W be the vector space spanned by the

Nℓ+1(F ) ⋊ SOVℓ(O)-translates of f. Let x ∈ XPℓ(F )
1. The group SOVℓ(O) acts

transitively on XPℓ(F )
1. Thus using the action of SOVℓ(O) there is an element

f ′ ∈W such that f ′(x) 6= 0. By Fourier inversion, the functions

ξ 7→ ψ(xtξ), ξ ∈ XPℓ(F )
1

ranging over all x ∈ Vℓ(F ) generate C
∞(Vℓ(O))|XPℓ (F )1 . Thus 1x+̟nVℓ(O)|X1

Pℓ
(F ) ·

f ′ ∈ W for all n. We deduce that W contains 1x+̟nVℓ(O) for all n sufficiently

large and all x. Thus W = C∞(XPℓ(F )
1). This proves (ii). The proof for ℓ = 1 is

analogous. �

Theorem A.6. Suppose ℓ ≥ 2. We have the following.
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(i) The Schwartz space S(XPℓ(F )) is an unramified irreducible smooth repre-

sentation of SOVℓ+1
(F ), namely, the minimal representation. For ℓ ≥ 3, it

admits an exact sequence of smooth SOVℓ(F )-modules:

0 → S(X◦
Pℓ(F )) → S(XPℓ(F ))

(d̃ℓ,c̃ℓ)
−−−−→ S(XPℓ−1

(F ))⊕ C → 0,(A.9)

where the quotient map is given by taking germs of a function at the origin

(i.e., the singular locus), and d̃ℓ is normalized so that d̃ℓ(bℓ) = bℓ−1.

(ii) The image of S(Xℓ(F )) under I is S(XPℓ(F )). Furthermore, the map I is

SOVℓ+1
(F )-equivariant. In particular, we have a commutative diagram

S(Xℓ(F ))
FXℓ−−−−→ S(Xℓ(F ))

I

y I

y

S(XPℓ(F ))
FXPℓ−−−−→ S(XPℓ(F ))

(iii) For ℓ ≥ 3, the diagram

S(Xℓ(F ))
dℓ−−−−→ S(Xℓ−1(F ))

I

y I

y

S(XPℓ(F ))
d̃ℓ−−−−→ S(XPℓ−1

(F ))

commutes.

(iv) For ℓ ≥ 3 and f ∈ S(Xℓ(F ))

c̃ℓ(I(f)) = Zrℓ(f, 2 − ℓ) =: cℓ(f).

We call d̃ℓ and c̃ℓ the boundary maps.

Proof. For ℓ = 2, S(XP2 (F )) is by definition the minimal representation which

is known to be irreducible and unramified. Assume ℓ ≥ 3. Given (A.2) the fact

that S(XPℓ(F )) is the minimal representation of OVℓ+1
(F ) is [GK23, Remark 1.6].

Again, this representation is known to be unramified, irreducible and smooth. The

remainder of assertion (i) is [GK23, Theorem 1.2 and Equation (1.3)].

For (ii) by Lemma A.4 one has an inclusion

S := S(X◦
Pℓ(F )) + F

(
S(X◦

Pℓ(F ))
)
< L2(XPℓ(F )).

By the proof of [GK23, Lemma 2.13] S is SOVℓ+1
(F )-invariant, it is smooth as a

representation of OVℓ+1
(F ) by Lemma A.5(i), and one deduces from Lemma A.5(ii)

that it is irreducible as a representation of SOVℓ+1
(F ). We claim S contains bℓ.

Assume the claim for the moment. By (A.3) the element bℓ is spherical with respect
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to the action of the minimal representation and with respect to the action obtained

by transport of structure along I. Moreover, the action of Pℓ+1(F ) on S obtained

by transport of structure along I and via the restriction of the action of the

minimal representation on L2(XPℓ(F )) agree by Proposition 4.3 (see [GK23, §1.1]

and [SW07, §1]). Using the Iwasawa decomposition and the fact that unramified

irreducible smooth representations are determined by spherical vectors, we deduce

that S = S(XPℓ(F )). Thus I(Wℓ) < S by (i) and it follows that

S = I(Wℓ) + F(I(Wℓ)) = I(Wℓ) + I(FXℓ(Wℓ)) = I(S(Xℓ(F ))).

Therefore, the map I is an SOVℓ+1
(F )-equivariant surjection onto S(XPℓ(F )). In

particular, F = FXPℓ , which completes the proof of (ii).

To see bℓ ∈ S, it suffices to show the existence of functions f1, f2 ∈ S(F 2)

satisfying the following:

f1 + F∧(f2) = 1O2 , and fi(0) = 0, I(1Vℓ(O) ⊗ fi)(0) = 0, for i = 1, 2.

Here I(1Vℓ(O) ⊗ fi)(0) is defined because fi(0) = 0. One can find such a pair in

the subspace 〈1̟jO2 : j ∈ Z〉 < S(F 2), for example.

Suppose ℓ ≥ 3. Then by (A.9) and (ii) d̃ℓ induces an SOVℓ(F )-equivariant

isomorphism

S(Xℓ(F ))/W
′
ℓ−̃→S(XPℓ−1

(F ))(A.10)

Thus we have an SOVℓ(F )-equivariant surjection

J : S(XPℓ−1
(F ))→̃S(Xℓ(F ))/W

′
ℓ
dℓ−→ S(Xℓ−1(F ))/dℓ(W

′
ℓ)

I
−→ S(XPℓ−1

(F ))/I(dℓ(W
′
ℓ)),

satisfying J(bℓ−1) = bℓ−1. Here the first isomorphism is the inverse of (A.10). Since

S(XPℓ−1
(F )) is an irreducible SOVℓ(F )-representation, we have I(dℓ(W

′
ℓ)) = 0 and

J is the identity. This proves (iii). For (iv), by Lemma A.1(iii) cℓ vanishes on kerI

and thus induces a linear functional c′ℓ on S(XPℓ(F )). Furthermore, in terms of

(A.9) c′ℓ vanishes on S(X◦
Pℓ
(F )) and agree on C with c̃ℓ. Thus by Lemma 4.6

c̃ℓ = c′ℓ. �

Remarks.

(1) Using Theorem A.6(ii) and the results of [GK19, §1.3] or [GHLar, §6.3.2], one

can compute I(FXℓ(f)) directly from I(f).

(2) We expect an analogue of Theorem A.6 holds and can be proved similarly in

the archimedean places except that one needs to replace the quotients in (A.9) by

an appropriate notion of “D-modules”. Let us explain briefly the form that (A.9)
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should take when F = R using classical Fourier theory on vector spaces. We have

for n ≥ 1,

0 → S(Rn − {0}) → S(Rn) →
⊕̂

k≥0
Vk → 0,

where Vk is the complex vector space of homogeneous polynomials of degree k in

n variables, and ·̂ is the Fréchet completion. While each Vk is itself an irreducible

SLn(R)-module,
⊕

k≥0 Vk is an irreducible (holonomic) module of the nth Weyl

algebra. Thus an analogue of (A.9) in the archimedean case should be stated in

terms of (g,K)-modules together with an action of some unipotent group. The

boundary maps in the archimedean cases are then given by maps to the “degree

0” terms of each “D-module” (with respect to some filtration).

We are unaware of any suitable description of Weyl algebras on singular affine

varieties. However, in this specific case of cones, a candidate for the Weyl algebra

is given in [KM11, Theorem 2.4.1]; it is defined using the action of Nℓ+1(F ).

Therefore, (A.9) can be deduced after identifying S(XPℓ(F )) with the minimal

representation of SOVℓ+1
(F ) and computing the asymptotics toward the origin

using the theory of Igusa (cf. [Hsu21]). This description of Schwartz spaces of

Braverman-Kazhdan spaces over archimedean local fields is the subject of ongoing

work of the author.

In the rest of this subsection we discuss the cases 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ 2 in more detail.

Theorem A.7. Let f ∈ S(X1(F )).

(i) The integral defining I(f)(ξ) is absolutely convergent for all ξ ∈ X1(F ).

(ii) We have Zr1(f, 1) = I(f)(0).

(iii) We have an exact sequence of smooth representations of OV1(F ):

0 → S(X◦
P1
(F )) → S(XP1(F ))

((d̃′1,d̃1),c̃1)−−−−−−−→ C2 ⊕ triv → 0,

where (π,C2) is the irreducible representation given by

π(( a a−1 ))(v, w) = (|a|−1v, |a|w), π(( 1
1 ))(v, w) = (w, v)

Here (d̃′1, d̃1), c̃1 are normalized so that

(d̃′1, d̃1)(b1) = (ζ(2), ζ(2)), c̃1(b1) = 1 =
b1(0)

ζ(1)
.

In particular,

c̃1(I(f)) =
Zr1(f, 1)

ζ(1)
=
I(f)(0)

ζ(1)
.

(iv) We have d̃1(I(f)) = ζ(2)d1(f)(0).
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(v) The map I is an SOV2(F )-equivariant surjection. In particular, there is

a (unique) linear operator FXP1
: S(XP1(F )) → S(XP1(F )) which makes

the following diagram commute

S(X1(F ))
FX1−−−−→ S(X1(F ))

I

y I

y

S(XP1 (F ))
FXP1−−−−→ S(XP1 (F ))

Proof. Assertion (i) follows from Lemma 4.1. Assertion (ii) follows from (i) and

the proof of Lemma A.1. For (iii), as argued in the proof of Lemma A.1 we may

assume f is r1(SL2(O))-invariant, and using the notation therein for n large by

(A.5) and (ii)

I(f)(̟nξ) =I(f)(0)− q−n
( qA−1

1− q−1
f(0)− qA−1

B+A−1∑

j=0

q−jf(̟A−j−1ξ, 0, 0)
)
.

(A.11)

Note that since f is r1(SL2(O))-invariant, by (A.11) we have

I(f)(̟nξ) =




I(f)(̟n(1, 0)) if ξ = (a, 0), a ∈ O×,

I(f)(̟n(0, 1)) if ξ = (0, a), a ∈ O×.

Define

(d̃′1, d̃1)(I(f)) :=
ζ(2)qn

ζ(−1)

(
I(f)(̟n(1, 0))− I(f)(0), I(f)(̟n(0, 1))− I(f)(0)

)

This is well defined by (A.11). One checks directly that (iii) follows. For (iv), we

have by (iii) an SOV1(F )-equivariant surjection

J : C2−̃→S(XP1 (F ))/S(V1(F ))|X◦

P1
(F )−̃→S(X1(F ))/W

′
1

d1(·)(0)
−−−−−→ C.

Since d1(σ1 (
a
a−1 ) f)(0) = |a|d1(f)(0) for f ∈ S(X1(F )) by Proposition 4.3 and

d̃1(b1) = ζ(2) = ζ(2)d1(1V2(O))(0), the assertion follows. Assertion (v) follows from

the discussion before Lemma A.5. �

We record the following well-known lemma.

Lemma A.8. Let 1s denote the quasicharacter on T2(F ) such that 1s ((
a
a−1 )) =

|a|s. Let IndSL2

B (1s) be the normalized induced representation, and

Mw0(s) : Ind
SL2

B (1s) → IndSL2

B (1−s)
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f 7→

(
g 7→

∫

N(F )

f(
(

1
−1

)
ug)

)
du.

be the (unnormalized) intertwining operator. On Re(s) < 0, the operator Mw0(s) is

holomorphic and is an isomorphism except when s = −1 (mod2πi/ log qZ), where

it has a nontrivial kernel. The module IndSL2

B (1−1) is of length 2. Its maximal

semisimple subrepresentation (resp. quotient) is C (resp. the Steinberg representa-

tion St), and C is the kernel of Mw0(1−1). �

It follows that IndSL2

B (1−1) ⊗ IndSL2

B (1−1) is an SL2(F ) × SL2(F ) represen-

tation of length 4 whose composition factors are the external tensor products

C⊗C, St⊗C,C⊗ St, St⊗ St. There is an isogeny SL2
2 → SOV2 . After replacing it

by a conjugate we can assume that the inverse image of (SOV1 × T2)⋉N1 is B2.

All of the composition factors above descend to representations of SOV2(F ). The

direct sum (St⊗C)⊕(C⊗St) may be identified with the space of the representation

σ := Ind
OV2
SOV2

(St⊗ C)(A.12)

Concretely

(
1

1
1
1

)
∈ OV2(F )

acts by permuting the two factors of (St⊗ C)⊕ (C⊗ St).

Theorem A.9.

(i) We have an exact sequence of smooth OV2(F )-modules

0 → S(V2(F ))|X◦

2 (F ) → S(XP2 (F ))
d̃2−→ π → 0,

where π is of length 2 and admits a nonsplit exact sequence of OV2(F )-

modules

0 → σ → π → C → 0.

where the right map is given by taking highest order terms in the germ

expansion. Let c̃2 be the composite of the right map with d̃2 :

c̃2 : S(XP2(F ))
d̃2−→ π −→ C.

Then c̃2(I(f)) = ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s)
∣∣
s=0

for f ∈ S(X2(F )).
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(ii) We have an isomorphism J : π ∼= S(XP1 (F )) of OV2(F )-representations

such that J(d̃2(b2)) = b1, and under this identification we have a commu-

tative diagram of OV2(F )-representations:

S(X2(F ))
d2−−−−→ S(X1(F ))

I

y I

y

S(XP2 (F ))
d̃2−−−−→ S(XP1 (F ))

Proof. Taking germs at the origin of functions in S(XP2 (F )) gives rise to an exact

sequence of smooth SL2
2(F )-representations

0 −→ S(X◦
P2
(F )) −→ S(XP2(F )) −→ π′′ −→ 0(A.13)

By Lemma A.1(iv), the map to π′′ is given explicitly by

f 7→ a0(f) + c̃2(f) log1/q(| · |)

and c̃2(f) = ζ(s)−1Zr2(f̃ , s)
∣∣
s=0

in the notation of (A.4).

The group SL2
2(F ) acts transitively on X◦

2 (F ) via the isogeny SL2
2 → SOV2 .

Since a0(f) ∈ C∞(PX2(F )) ∼= IndSL2

B (1−1) ⊗ IndSL2

B (1−1) one has an exact se-

quence of smooth SL2
2(F )-representations

0 −→ π′ −→ π′′ −→ C −→ 0(A.14)

where π′ is a subrepresentation of IndSL2

B (1−1) ⊗ IndSL2

B (1−1). Here the second

map is determined by the requirement that c̃2(f) log1/q(| · |) is sent to c̃2(f). For

analogous computations recorded in detail see [Hsu21, §4].

To see C, St⊗C,C⊗St are composition factors of π′, by symmetry and Lemma

A.8 it suffices to show there is f ∈ S(XP2(F )) such that a0(f) is nonconstant and

c̃2(f) = 0. Consider b′2 := I(1̟O×̟−1O ⊗ 1O4). Then a0(b2 − b′2) is nonconstant

and c̃2(b
′
2) = c̃2(b2) = 1.

Let π := π′′/(C ⊗ C) and σ := π′/(C ⊗ C). To complete the proof of (i)

we are left with showing that π′ is a proper subrepresentation of IndSL2

B (1−1) ⊗

IndSL2

B (1−1). For f ∈ S(XP2 (F )), let

fs(ξ) : =

∫

F×

|a|s+1f(aξ)d×a, ξ ∈ X◦
P2
(F )

be the Mellin transform of f along the quasicharacter 1s ⊗ 1s (extended by mero-

morphic continuation). We claim that f ∈ S(XP2(F )) only ifMw0(s)⊗Mw0(s)(fs)
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is holomorphic at s = −1. Indeed, for ξ ∈ XP2(F )
1 the Laurent expansion of fs(ξ)

at s = −1 is

c̃2(f)

ζ(s+ 1)2
+
a0(f)(ξ)− c̃2(f)

ζ(s+ 1)
+O(1).

Note that a0(b2) = 1 is a constant function, and thus Mw0(s) ⊗ Mw0(s)((b2)s)

is holomorphic at s = −1 by Lemma A.8. By Lemma A.5 and the Iwasawa de-

composition π′′ ∼= S(XP2(F ))/S(X
◦
P2
(F )) is generated by (the image of) b2 as an

OV2(F )-representation, and thus the claim follows. Now if π′ is not proper, then

by Lemma A.8 there is f ∈ S(XP2 (F )) such thatMw0(−1)⊗Mw0(−1)(a0(f)) 6= 0,

and thus Mw0(s)⊗Mw0(s)(fs) has a simple pole at s = −1, which is a contradic-

tion.

Finally, to prove (ii) consider the OV2(F )-equivariant surjection

J : π ∼= S(X2(F ))/W
′
1
d1−→ S(X1(F ))/d1(W

′
1)

I
−→ S(XP1(F ))/I(d1(W

′
1)).

One has J(d̃2(b
′
2)) 6= J(d̃2(b2)). Hence the image of J has dimension greater than

1. As C is the unique proper quotient of π, J must be injective, and hence an

isomorphism. Since

S(XP1 (F )) = S(V1(F ))|X◦

1 (F ) + FXP1
(S(V1(F ))|X◦

1 (F ))

and S(V1(F ))|X◦

1 (F ) is of length 2 as a representation of (OV1 × T2) ⋉ N2(F ) by

Lemma A.5, it follows that S(XP1(F )) is a representation of OV2(F ) of length

at most 2. Since π is of length 2, we conclude that S(XP1 (F )) is an OV2(F )-

representation of length 2 and I(d1(W
′
1)) = 0. This completes the proof. �

Corollary A.10. For f ∈ S(XP2 (F )), c̃2(f) = c̃1(d̃2(f)).

Proof. By Theorem A.9, it suffices to check the assertion for f = b2. By Theorem

A.7 (iii) and Theorem A.9, we have

c̃2(b2) = 1 = c̃1(b1) = c̃1(d̃2(b2)).

�

We would like to replace π′′ by π ⊕ (C ⊗ C) in (A.13) in analogy with the

case of ℓ > 2 in Theorem A.6, where C ⊗ C consists of germs of functions at

the origin that are constant. But this is not possible if we consider (A.13) as an

exact sequence of OV2(F )-modules since C⊗C is the maximal semisimple OV2(F )-

subrepresentation of π′′ (and π′). However, if we view (A.13) as an exact sequence
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of (OV1 × T2)⋉N2(F )-modules, we can rewrite it as

0 −→ S(X◦
P2
(F )) −→ S(XP2 (F ))

(ã2,d̃2)
−−−−→ (C⊗ C)⊕ π −→ 0.(A.15)

The map ã2 is defined as follows. The stabilizer of (0 : 0 : 0 : 1) ∈ PX2(F ) in

OV2(F ) is (OV1 × T2)⋉N2(F ). Then the linear functional

ã2(f) := a0(f)((0 : 0 : 0 : 1))

is clearly invariant under (OV1×T2)⋉N2(F ). This gives a splitting π
′ = σ⊕(C⊗C)

as (OV1 × T2)⋉N2(F )-representations. We remark that

if f ∈ S(V2(F ))|X◦

P2
(F ) then ã2(f) = f(0).

Lemma A.11. Let f ∈ S(V3(F )). We have

d

ds

(
−ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s) + ζ(s+ 1)−1Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)

) ∣∣∣
s=0

= (log q) (c̃2(I(f))− ã2(I(f))) .

Proof. Wemay assume f is r2(SL2(O))-invariant. Using the computation in Lemma

A.1 and the notation therein, and taking A = B, we have

ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s) = q−Asf(0) + (1− q−s)
A−1∑

j=−A

q−jsf(0, 0, ̟j)

= f(0)− s log q
(
Af(0)−

A−1∑

j=−A

f(0, 0, ̟j)
)
+Of (s

2).

(A.16)

as s→ 0. On the other hand, by definition for Re(s) large

Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1) =

∫

F×

∫

F

f(0, 0, 0, y, 0, 0)ψ(ay)dy|a|s+1d×a

=

∫

|a|≤qA

∫

F

f(0, 0, 0, y, 0, 0)ψ(ay)dy|a|s+1d×a

=

∫

F

∫

|a|≤qA
f(0, 0, 0, y, 0, 0)ψ(ay)|a|s+1d×ady.

Using well known results on Ramanujan sums, the integral is

ζ(1)−1

∫

F×

f(0, 0, 0, y, 0, 0)|y|−s
∫

|a|≤min(q,qA|y|)

ψ(a)|a|s+1d×ad×y

= ζ(1)−1

∫

|y|≤q−A
f(0)|y|−s

∫

|a|≤qA|y|

|a|s+1d×ad×y

+ ζ(1)−1

∫

qA≥|y|>q−A
f(0, 0, 0, y, 0, 0)|y|−sd×y

∫

|a|≤q

ψ(a)|a|s+1d×a



SUMMATION FORMULAE FOR QUADRICS 47

= ζ(s+ 1)f(0)qAs + ζ(1)−1

∫

qA≥|y|>q−A
f(0, 0, 0, y, 0, 0)|y|−sd×y(ζ(s + 1) + ζ(−1)qs+1).

Therefore,

ζ(s+ 1)−1Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)

= f(0)qAs + ζ(1)−1
A−1∑

j=−A

f(0, 0, 0, ̟j, 0, 0)qjs(1− ζ(−1)ζ(−s− 1)−1)

= f(0) + s(log q)Af(0)− s(log q)

A−1∑

j=−A

f(0, 0, 0, ̟j, 0, 0) +Of (s
2).

Combining with (A.16), we have by (A.5) and Lemma A.1(iv)

λ(f) := (log q)−1 d

ds

(
−ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s) + ζ(s+ 1)−1Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)

) ∣∣∣
s=0

= −

A−1∑

j=−A

f(0, 0, ̟j) + 2Af(0)−

A−1∑

j=−A

f(0, 0, 0, ̟j, 0, 0)

= (n+ 1)c̃2(I(f))− I(f)(0, 0, 0, ̟n)

for any n sufficiently large. Note that for n large

I(f)(0, 0, 0, ̟n) = nc̃2(I(f)) + a0(f)((0 : 0 : 0 : 1))

= nc̃2(I(f)) + ã2(I(f)),

and thus λ(f) = c̃2(I(f))− ã2(I(f)). �

A.3. Eisenstein series and the Poisson summation formulae. Let F be

a number field. Fix a nontrivial additive character ψ = ⊗vψv : F\AF → C×.

For v nonarchimedean, let e(ψv) be the largest integer such that ψv is trivial on

̟
−e(ψv)
v OFv . We recall that in §A.2 we assumed that e(ψv) = 0.We cannot assume

this globally for all finite places unless F = Q, so we now summarize the results

of §A.2 suitably modified to treat arbitrary ψv.

Let ǫ(s) :=
∏
v ǫv(s, ψv) be the Tate epsilon factor of the quasi-character

| · |s : A×
F → C×. Note that when v is nonarchimedean

ǫv(s, ψv) = q(
1
2−s)e(ψv),

which is trivial at almost all places.

Theorem A.12. Let ℓ ≥ 2. Let v be a finite place of F . For ℓ ≥ i ≥ 1, there are

unique SOVi(Fv)-equivariant surjective maps

FXPi ,v : S(XPi (Fv)) −→ S(XPi (Fv))
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d̃i,v : S(XPi (Fv)) −→ S(XPi−1 (Fv))

c̃i,v : S(XPi (Fv)) −→ C

and a (OV1 × T2) ⋉ N2(Fv)-equivariant surjection ã2,v : S(XP2 (F )) −→ C with

kernels as in theorems A.6, A.7, and A.9 such that for f ∈ S(Xi(Fv)),

FXPi ,v(I(f)) = I(FXi,v(f)),

d̃i,v(I(f)) =




I(di,v(f)) if i > 1,

ǫv(1, ψv)ζv(2)d1,v(f)(0) if i = 1,

c̃i,v(I(f)) =





ci,v(f) = Zri(f, 2− i) if i > 2,

ζv(s)
−1Zr2(f, s)

∣∣
s=0

if i = 2,

ζv(1)
−1Zr1(f, 1) if i = 1.

Furthermore,

c̃2,v = ǫv(1, ψv)c̃1,v ◦ d̃2,v,(A.17)

and for f ∈ S(V3(Fv))

d

ds

(
−ζv(s)

−1Zr2(f, s) + ǫv(1, ψv)ζv(s+ 1)−1Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)
) ∣∣∣
s=0

= (log qv)

(
(e(ψv) + 1)c̃2,v(I(f)) − ã2,v(I(f))

)
.

(A.18)

We warn the reader that all maps FXPi ,v, d̃i,v, c̃i,v, ã2,v depend on ψv. In particular,

if e(ψv) 6= 0 then it is not necessarily true that d̃i,v(bi,v) = bi,v.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the maps follow from Theorems A.6, A.7,

A.9. Let us explain how to deduce (A.17) and (A.18) by modifying the proof of

Lemma A.11.

For a nontrivial additive character ψ′ of Fv, we let d(x, ψ′) (resp. d×(x, ψ′))

be the Haar measure on Fv (resp. F×
v ) such that d(x, ψ′)(Ov) = q−

e(ψ′)
2 (resp.

d×(x, ψ′)(O×
v ) = q−

e(ψ′)
2 ). Let ψ′ be an additive character with conductor Ov such

that ψv(x) = ψ′(̟
e(ψv)
v x) for all x ∈ Fv. Then in the proof of Lemma A.11 we

have instead

Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)

=

∫

F×

∫

F

f(0, 0, 0, y, 0, 0)ψv(ay)d(y, ψv)|a|
s+1d×(a, ψv)

= q
e(ψv)(s+

1
2 )

v

∫

F×

∫

F

f(0, 0, 0, y, 0, 0)ψ′(ay)d(y, ψv)|a|
s+1d×(a, ψ′).
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Therefore, the Taylor expansion of ζv(s + 1)−1Zr1(d2(f), s + 1) at s = 0 has the

constant term

q
e(ψv)

2
v d×(x, ψv)(O

×
v )f(0)

and the coefficient of s is

q
e(ψv)

2
v (log qv)d

×(x, ψv)(O
×
v )


Af(0)−

A−1∑

j=−A

f(0, 0, 0, ̟j, 0, 0)




+ q
e(ψv)

2
v (log qv)e(ψv)d

×(x, ψv)(O
×
v )f(0).

The rest follows from the proof of Lemma A.11. �

In this subsection we work under the following hypothesis.

(H1) Theorem A.12 holds for archimedean places v. In particular, we assume

that (A.18) holds for some (necessarily unique) constants αv ∈ C× and

βv ∈ C in place of log qv and e(ψv), and we then formally define log qv :=

αv and e(ψv) := βv.

Define for ℓ > i ≥ 0 and a place v of F , d̃ℓ,i,v := d̃i+1,v ◦ · · · ◦ d̃ℓ,v. Let

d̃i := ⊗vd̃i,v, d̃ℓ,i := ⊗v d̃ℓ,i,v, c̃i := ⊗v c̃i,v.

Let

κ0 := Ress=1ζ(s), κ1 := lim
s→0

d

ds
sζ(s).

For f = ⊗fv ∈ S(XP2 (AF )), define

c̃21(f) : =

(
2|D|−1/2κ1 − (log |D|)κ0

)
c̃1(d̃2(f))

+ |D|1/2κ0
∑

v

(log qv)

(
(e(ψv) + 1)c̃2,v(I(fv))− ã2,v(fv)

) ∏

v′ 6=v

c̃2,v′(fv′),

and extend by linearity to a linear functional S(XP2(AF )). We note that the

sum over v is has finite support. Indeed, for v nonarchimedean, e(ψv) = 0 and

c̃2,v(b2,v) = ã2,v(b2,v) = 1 by (A.3) whenever ψv is unramified.

We rewrite Theorem 1.2 as a summation formula on S(XPℓ(AF )):

Theorem A.13. Suppose ℓ ≥ 2. Let f ∈ S(XPℓ(AF )). We have

ℓ∑

i=3

c̃i(d̃ℓ,i(f)) + c̃21(d̃ℓ,2(f)) +

ℓ∑

i=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

Pi
(F )

d̃ℓ,i(f)(ξ) + d̃ℓ,0(f)
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=

ℓ∑

i=3

c̃i(d̃ℓ,i(FXPℓ (f))) + c̃21(dℓ,2(FXPℓ (f)))

+
ℓ∑

i=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

Pi
(F )

d̃ℓ,i(FXPℓ (f))(ξ) + d̃ℓ,0(FXPℓ (f)).

Proof. Note that ǫ(s) = |D|
1
2−s. In view of Theorem 1.2, by Theorem A.12, (H1),

and Lemma 3.1, it suffices to show for f = ⊗fv ∈ S(X2(AF ))

c2(f) + c1(d2(f)) = c̃21(I(f)).

We begin by unwinding the definition of c1 and c2. Using the functional equation

ζ(s) = ǫ(s)ζ(1 − s) and Theorem A.12, we have

c2(f) = lim
s→0

(
d

ds
sζ(s)ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s)

)

=
(
Ress=0ζ(s)

)
lim
s→0

(
d

ds
ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s)

)
+ κ1

(
ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s)

) ∣∣
s=0

= −ǫ(0)κ0 lim
s→0

(
d

ds
ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s)

)
+ κ1c̃2(I(f)).

Similarly, for c1 using ǫ(0)ǫ(1) = 1 we have

c1(d2(f)) = lim
s→0

(
d

ds
sζ(1 + s)ζ(1 + s)−1Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)

)

= κ0 lim
s→0

(
d

ds
ζ(1 + s)−1Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)

)

+

(
d

ds
sζ(1 + s)

) ∣∣∣∣
s=0

(
ζ(1 + s)−1Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)

) ∣∣
s=0

= ǫ(0)κ0 lim
s→0

(
d

ds
ǫ(1)ζ(1 + s)−1Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)

)

+

(
d

ds
ǫ(−s)−1sǫ(−s)ζ(1 + s)

) ∣∣∣∣
s=0

c̃1(d̃2(I(f))).

We have by (A.17)

κ1c̃2(I(f)) +

(
d

ds
ǫ(−s)−1sǫ(−s)ζ(1 + s)

) ∣∣∣∣
s=0

c̃1(d̃2(I(f)))

=

(
κ1ǫ(1)− (log |D|)|D|−

1
2 ǫ(0)κ0 + ǫ(0)−1κ1

)
c̃1(d̃2(I(f)))

=

(
2|D|−1/2κ1 − (log |D|)κ0

)
c̃1(d̃2(I(f))).
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Finally, by (A.17) and (A.18), we have

− lim
s→0

(
d

ds
ζ(s)−1Zr2(f, s)

)
+ ǫ(1) lim

s→0

(
d

ds
ζ(1 + s)−1Zr1(d2(f), s+ 1)

)

=
∑

v

(log qv)

(
(e(ψv) + 1)c̃2,v(I(fv))− ã2,v(I(fv))

) ∏

v′ 6=v

c̃2,v′(I(fv′)).

�

Remark. Since the definition of d̃ℓ,v, c̃ℓ,v, ã2,v is up to normalization taking germs

of functions at the singularity, this implies that the formula of Theorem A.13 does

not depend on the choice of coordinates used to derive Theorem 1.2.

We assume in the rest of the paper ℓ ≥ 3. We use Theorem A.13 to give a

new proof of the functional equation of certain degenerate Eisenstein series and

compute their poles. The computation of the poles is new in the level of generality

presented here. For a nonsplit analogue we refer to [KY22].

LetMℓ ≤ Pℓ be the Levi subgroup containing TSOVℓ . Then M
ab
ℓ :=Mℓ/M

der
ℓ

acts on the left on XPℓ and we have an induced action

Mab(AF )× C∞(X◦
Pℓ
(AF )) −→ C∞(X◦

Pℓ
(AF ))

f 7−→ m.f(x) := f(m−1g)

It follows from the definition of the Schwartz space [GHLar, §5.2, §6.3.2] that this

action preserves S(XPℓ(AF )). Let ωPℓ : Mab → Gm be the isomorphism whose

inverse is induced by

R× −→ Mℓ(R)

a 7−→
( IVℓ

a
a−1

)

Thus a.f(x) := ω−1
Pℓ

(a).f(x) = f(ax) for (a, f, x) ∈ A×
F × S(XPℓ(AF ))×X◦

ℓ (AF ).

For f ∈ S(XPℓ(AF )), an idelic (unitary) character χ, s ∈ C, let

fχs(g) :=

∫

Mab
ℓ

(AF )

δ
1/2
Pℓ

(m)χ(m)|m|sf(m−1g)dm, g ∈ SOVℓ(AF )

be its Mellin transform along χ (extended by meromorphic continuation). We

identify quasi-characters of A×
F and Mab

ℓ (AF ) via ωPℓ , and normalize the Haar

measure on Mab
ℓ (AF ) so that ωPℓ is measure preserving. This is the same as

the convention in [GHLar, §6.3.2] and we have δPℓ(ω
−1
Pℓ

(a)) = |a|2(ℓ−1). For g ∈
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SOVℓ(AF ), define the Eisenstein series

Eis(g; fχs) :=
∑

x∈Pℓ(F )\SOVℓ (F )

fχs(xg)

For ease of notation, we write Eis(fχs) := Eis(I2ℓ; fχs).

In [CG21] a summation formula similar to Theorem A.13 was obtained from

the functional equations of Eisenstein series. Here we reverse the logic and de-

duce the analytic properties of Eisenstein series from Theorem A.13 following the

approach of Tate.

Corollary A.14. Suppose ℓ ≥ 3. The Eisenstein series Eis(fχs) admits a mero-

morphic continuation to s ∈ C and satisfies a functional equation

Eis(fχs) = Eis(FXℓ(f)χ−s
).

It is entire if χ is not principal. For χ = 1, it has at worst simple poles at s ∈

{±1,±(ℓ− 1)}. One has

Ress=ℓ−1Eis(FXPℓ (f)1s)

κ0
= c̃ℓ(f),

Ress=1Eis(FXPℓ (f)1s)

κ0
=

ℓ−1∑

i=3

c̃i(d̃ℓ,i(f)) + c̃21(d̃ℓ,2(f)) +

ℓ−1∑

i=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

Pi
(F )

d̃ℓ,i(f)(ξ) + d̃ℓ,0(f).

Proof. LetMab(AF )
1 := {m ∈Mab(AF ) : |ωPℓ(m)| = 1} and let A+ (resp. A−) be

the image of R≥1 (resp. R≤1) under ω
−1
Pℓ

with Haar measure da transported from

the restriction of the measure dt
t on R>0. We may assume the unitary character χ

is trivial on A+ ∪A−. Then we can write

Eis(fχs) =

∫

A+×Mab
ℓ

(AF )1
χ(m)|a|s+ℓ−1

∑

x∈Pℓ(F )\SOVℓ (F )

(am).f(x)dmda

+

∫

A−×Mab
ℓ

(AF )1
χ(m)|a|s+ℓ−1

∑

x∈Pℓ(F )\SOVℓ (F )

(am).f(x)dmda.

(A.19)

Since Eis(fχs) converges for Re(s) sufficiently large, the first integral con-

verges absolutely for all s and defines an entire function. We apply Poisson sum-

mation (Theorem A.13) to the second integral to see that it is
∫

A−×Mab
ℓ

(F )\Mab
ℓ

(AF )1
χ(m)|a|s+ℓ−1

∑

x∈X◦

ℓ
(F )

(am).f(x)dmda

=

∫

A−×Mab(F )\Mab
ℓ

(AF )1
χ(m)|a|s+ℓ−1

(
ℓ∑

i=3

c̃i(d̃ℓ,i(FXPℓ ((am).f))) + c̃21(d̃ℓ,2(FXPℓ ((am).f)))
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+

ℓ∑

i=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

Pi
(F )

d̃ℓ,i(FXPℓ ((am).f))(ξ) + d̃ℓ,0(FXPℓ ((am).f))

−

ℓ∑

i=3

c̃i(d̃ℓ,i((am).f)) − c̃21(d̃ℓ,2((am).f)) −

ℓ−1∑

i=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

Pi
(F )

d̃ℓ,i((am).f)(ξ)− d̃ℓ,0((am).f)

)
dmda.

By Proposition 4.3, (7.4), (7.5) and Theorem A.12, the integral above is

∫

A−×Mab
ℓ

(F )\Mab
ℓ

(AF )1
χ(m)|a|s

(
|a|−ℓ+1c̃ℓ(FXPℓ (f)) + |a|−1

ℓ−1∑

i=3

c̃i(d̃ℓ,i(FXPℓ (f)))

+ |a|−1c̃21(d̃ℓ,2(FXPℓ (f))) + |a|−ℓ+1
∑

ξ∈X◦

Pℓ
(F )

(am)−1.FXPℓ (f)(ξ)

+ |a|−1
ℓ−1∑

i=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

Pi
(F )

d̃ℓ,i(FXPℓ (f))(ξ) + |a|−1d̃ℓ,0(FXPℓ (f))− |a|ℓ−1c̃ℓ(f)

− |a|

(
ℓ−1∑

i=3

c̃i(d̃ℓ,i(f)) + c̃21(d̃ℓ,2(f)) +

ℓ−1∑

i=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

Pi
(F )

d̃ℓ,i(f)(ξ) + d̃ℓ,0(f)

))
dmda.

We substitute this into the expression (A.19), change variables, and evaluate some

of the integrals to see that Eis(fχs) equals
∫

A+×Mab
ℓ

(AF )1
χ(m)|a|s+ℓ−1

∑

x∈Pℓ(F )\SOVℓ (F )

(am).f(x)dmda

+

∫

A+×Mab
ℓ

(AF )1
χ(m)|a|−s+ℓ−1

∑

x∈Pℓ(F )\SOVℓ (F )

(am).FXPℓ (f)(x)dmda

+ δχκ0

(
c̃ℓ(FXPℓ (f))

s− ℓ+ 1
−

c̃ℓ(f)

s+ ℓ− 1

)

+ δχκ0
1

s− 1

(
ℓ−1∑

i=3

c̃i(d̃ℓ,i(FXPℓ (f))) + c̃21(d̃ℓ,2(FXPℓ (f)))

+
ℓ−1∑

i=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

Pi
(F )

d̃ℓ,i(FXPℓ (f))(ξ) + d̃ℓ,0(FXPℓ (f))

)

− δχκ0
1

s+ 1

(
ℓ−1∑

i=3

c̃i(d̃ℓ,i(f)) + c̃21(d̃ℓ,2(f)) +
ℓ−1∑

i=1

∑

ξ∈X◦

Pi
(F )

d̃ℓ,i(f)(ξ) + d̃ℓ,0(f)

)
,

where δχ = 0 if χ 6= 1 and δ1 = 1. Here we have used the fact that κ0 is the

measure of Mab
ℓ (F×)\Mab

ℓ (AF )
1 with respect to dm [Wei74, §VII.5-VII.6]. The
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expression is symmetric under (f, χs) 7→ (FXPℓ (f), χ−s) and is entire if χ 6= 1.

The rest follows directly. �

Remark. Using Corollary 7.2 one can formulate an analogue of Corollary A.14

for Eisenstein series on nonsplit (special) orthogonal groups of even rank (and

absolute rank at least 3) in complete generality, whether or not we assume (H1).

An analogue also holds for V0 = {0}, ℓ = 2 but it is slightly more complicated.

The only caveat is that the sections must be constructed using functions of the

form I(f) because in the nonsplit archimedean case we do not have a definition

of the Schwartz space, and in the archimedean and the nonarchimedean nonsplit

case we have not proved an analogue of the compatibility results summarized in

Theorem A.12.

By Theorem 1.3, the second identity in Corollary A.14 can be rewritten as

κ−1
0 Ress=1Eis(FXPℓ (I(f))1s) = Constant term

T→∞

∫

[SL2]

ΘT
F−1

2 ◦dℓ(f)
(g)dg

for f ∈ S(Xℓ(AF )). This identity is akin to regularized Siegel-Weil identities,

and indicates that regularized Siegel-Weil identities can be used to geometrize

boundary terms at least for Braverman-Kazhdan spaces. For instance, one can

rephrase the Poisson summation formulae on the Lagrangian Grassmannian in

[GL21] in a geometric fashion via regularized Siegel-Weil identities established in

[Ich01, Ike96, KR94]. We leave this to future work.
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