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NON-VANISHING MOD p OF THETA LIFTS

XIAOYU ZHANG

Abstract. We establish the non-vanishing mod p of certain global theta lifts from a compact orthogonal group On over a

totally real number field F to a symplectic group Sp2m over F under mild conditions.
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1. Introduction

In this article we study some arithmetic properties of global theta lifts of automorphic forms between certain reductive

dual pairs. In particular, we show that under mild conditions, a p-primitive automorphic form has p-primitive theta lift

by a carefully chosen theta series.

Let’s first recall some background and relevant information. Let (H,G) be a pair of reductive groups overQ contained

inside a symplectic group such that the centralizer of one is exactly the other (we call this a reductive dual pair) 1. The

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11F06, 11F27, 11F46.
1We should remark that we consider only reductive dual pairs (H,G) over Q in this introduction for ease of notations, however we work in

fact over a totally real number F in the main body of the article.
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theory of global theta correspondences2 is a powerful tool that transfers in an explicit way an automorphic form f on

H(Q)\H(A) to an automorphic form Θφ(f) on G(Q)\G(A), called the theta correspondence/lift of f , which depends

on another parameter φ, a Bruhat-Schwartz function on a symplectic A-module. Let π be an automorphic representation

of H(A). Then the theta correspondence of π to G(A) is the automorphic representation Θ(π) of G(A) generated by

Θφ(f) for all f ∈ π and all φ. We can also define local theta correspondence Θv(πv) for an admissible representation

πv of H(Qv) to G(Qv) for any place v of Q.

The foundational problems in this theory are the criterion for

Questions 1.1. When Θ(π) is cuspidal? When Θ(π) vanishes? What is the relation between Θ(π) and the local theta

correspondences Θ(πv) for all places v of Q?

All these form the Rallis program ([Ral84a, Ral84b, Ral87]).

To put these problems into the context of this article, we consider a non-degenerate quadratic space U over Q of

dimension n and a non-degenerate symplectic space Vm over Q of dimension m. Then we write H = O(U) and

Gm = Sp(Vm) for the corresponding isometry groups of these spaces.

Then the tower property, discovered by Rallis in [Ral84a], answered the cuspidality problem and the relation with

local theta correspondences. More precisely, for each cuspidal automorphic representation π, there is a minimal integer

m0 such that the theta correspondence Θm0(π) from H(A) to Gm0(A) is non-zero. In this case, Θm0(π) is moreover

cuspidal. Besides for any m > m0, Θm(π) is non-zero and not cuspidal. In case Θ(π) is cuspidal, we have Θ(π) =
⊗′
vΘ(πv).
The second goal of Rallis program is to give a local-global criterion for the vanishing of Θ(π), which says roughly

as follows: the theta correspondence Θ(π) 6= 0 for a cuspidal automorphic representation π if and only if (1) the local

theta correspondence Θ(πv) from H(Qv) to G(Qv) of πv is non-zero for all places v of Q; (2) the standard L-function

L(s, π) of π is non-vanishing or has a pole at a distinguished point s0 (to get a glimpse of this cycle of ideas, we refer

the reader to the introduction of [GQT12]). The second part is related to the famous Rallis inner product formula, which

gives an identity between the Petersson inner product of Θφ(f) and the product of the Petersson inner product of f and

the special L-value L∗(s0, π) of L(s, π) or its residue at s = s0:

〈Θφ(f),Θφ(f)〉 = L∗(s0, π)〈f , f〉.
In order to establish this formula, Rallis and his collaborators develop the Siegel-Weil formula and the doubling method.

The doubling method gives an integral representation for the L-function L(s, π) ([PS-R87]). One of the latest devel-

opment in this direction is the identification of the local L-factors defined by Lapid-Rallis and the gcd of the local zeta

integrals associated to a family of good sections ([Yam14]). In particular, we have now a necessary and sufficient con-

dition for the non-vanishing of Θ(π) in terms of analytic properties of L(s, π) and the local ones Θ(πv). On the other

hand, the Siegel-Weil formula relates Θ(π) with π the trivial representation to an Eisenstein series ([Wei64]). This was

extended by Kudla and Rallis in a series of papers ([KR88a, KR88b, KR90]) and eventually culminates in the work

[GQT12] (we refer the reader to this article for more references in this direction).

The above very brief description shows that there is an essentially complete answer to the foundational problems in

the theory of global theta correspondences. The present article aims however not in this direction (we will return to

these discussions at the end of this introduction). In the present article we are interested in the arithmetic properties of

theta correspondences, which roughly states as follows:

Questions 1.2. Suppose we have an automorphic form f on H(Q)\H(A) satisfying certain arithmetic properties (for

example, algebraic, rational, integral, p-integral, p-primitive, etc), then can we expect that Θφ(f) also satisfies such

properties (for certain φ)?

There have been works in some special cases. For example

(1) (H,G) = (GU(2),GU(3)) in [Fin00];

(2) (H,G) = (GL(2),GO(B)) for indefinite quaternion algebra B in [Pra06];

(3) (H,G) = (GSO(B),GSp(4)) for definite quaternion algebra B in [HN17].

In this article we want to study the p-primitivity problem of Θφ(f) for the reductive dual pair

(H,G) = (O(U),Sp(Vm))

2We will not distinguish the terminologies ‘theta correspondence’ and ‘theta lift’.
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withm = 4n0 and n0 = ⌊n/2⌋ and some related reductive dual pairs (H, G̃). Our method is in line with the above third

case and is different from the first two cases. Our main result roughly says as follows: let O be the ring of integers of Cp
and P its maximal ideal, fix an irreducible algebraic representation (ρλ,Wλ) (over C, say3) of H of highest weight λ
and a prime number p which is greater than a constant depending only on U and λ. Then we have the following partial

Answer 1.3. We can construct a specific Bruhat-Schwartz function φλ (depending only on U and λ) such that for a

p-integral automorphic form f on H(Q)\H(A) of weight λ, the Fourier coefficients of the classical Siegel modular

form associated to the theta lift Θφλ(f) all have values in O (or in an O-lattice of a certain Cp-vector space). Moreover

if f is p-primitive, then one of these Fourier coefficients is non-zero modulo P.

We believe that there should exist a mod p version of the theory of global theta correspondences using for example

mod p version of the theory of Weil representations. However to the author’s knowledge neither theory has not been

fully developed (see however [Shi12, Shi] for such local theories over a p-adic field using geometric methods). Our work

can be seen as an intermediate step in transferring the well established characteristic 0 global theta correspondences to

mod p global theta correspondences4.

To give a more precise account of our result, we need some more notations. We fix an isomorphism of fields C and

Cp and view Wλ also as a Cp-vector space in this way. We assume that there is a basis B = (E1, · · · , En) of U such

that the quadratic form on U is represented by the diagonal matrix QU = diag(δ1, · · · , δn) where δ1, · · · , δn are all

odd square-free positive integers (in particular, H(R) is compact). Under this basis, H is identified with the orthogonal

group defined by QU . Then an automorphic form f on H(Q)\H(A) of weight λ and of level K (a compact open

subgroup ofH(AF,f )) is a map on H(Q)\H(A)/K with values in a Wλ and transforms according to the rule ρλ under

the action of H(R). Thus f is in fact determined by its values on a finite set. We say that f is p-integral if its p-adic

avatar have values in an O-lattice of Wλ. We say f is p-primitive if furthermore the p-adic avatar of f has at least one

value which is non-zero modulo P. On the other hand, for an automorphic form F on G(Q)\G(A) (of weight τ and

certain level), we say it is p-integral if the classical Siegel modular form associated to F has Fourier coefficients in an

O-lattice of Wτ and it is p-primitive if furthermore one of the Fourier coefficients is non-zero mod P (see §2.2 for the

precise definitions).

There is a maximal torus subgroup T of H consisting of elements of the form diag(t1, · · · , tn0 , 1n−2n0) where

t1, · · · , tn0 are all matrices of size 2×2. We assume that p ∤ δ1 · · · δn× ♯(T (Q)\T (Af )/T (Ẑ)) and p > p(U, λ) where

p(U, λ) is a constant depending on U and λ (see also Assumption 2.1). We assume moreover that n ≥ 3 and if n ≥ 4
we require δ1δ2δ3δ4, δ1δ2δ5δ6, · · · , δ1δ2δ2n0−1δ2n0 are all perfect squares in Q (see also Assumption 7.1). Then the

main result of the article is as follows:

Theorem 1.4. Under the above assumptions, we construct a Bruhat-Schwartz function φλ with values in Wλ ⊗ Wτ◦

such that the following holds:

(1) Let f ∈ Aρλ(H,H(Ẑ)) be a p-integral automorphic form of weight λ and of level H(Ẑ). Then the theta lift

Θφλ(f) ∈ Aρτ◦ (G,Γ0(2, δU ), χ
◦
U ) is of weight τ◦ (depending on λ), of level Γ0(2, δU ), of character χ◦

U and is

p-integral.

(2) Furthermore if f is p-primitive and not Spin-invariant (see Definition 7.7, roughly speaking, this requires that a

map F f on H(Af ) related to f is not invariant under a certain large subgroup of H(Af )), then Θφλ(f) is also

p-primitive.

See §2.2 for the definition of the notations. The first part is a special case of Theorem 6.1 (where we allow smaller

level subgroups K) and the second part is Theorem 7.15. This result partially recovers [HN17, Theorem 5.3] (see also

Remark 7.17).

We next explain the strategy of the proof for the second part of the theorem, which roughly follows the ideas in

loc.cit. There are two major difficulties to overcome in order to generalize loc.cit: one is to show the non-vanishing

mod p of certain Bessel periods and the second is to show certain toric orbits satisfy some equidistribution property

3For ease of notations, we write in the introduction Wλ as a C-vector space. In the main body of the article, the representation (ρλ,Wλ) is

over Cp. There is really no difference between the two and the latter is only easier to define certain lattices.
4Even when a mod p version of the theory of global theta correspondences can be independently constructed without using our modulo p

process, our work will still work as a bridge between the characteristic 0 version and characteristic p versions of global theta correspondences.

This is especially useful when we use the Rallis inner product formula to study mod p of certain L-values. We hope to come back to this point in

the near future.
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(this is dealt with in the appendix). We first express the Sz-th Fourier coefficients a(Sz) of the classical Siegel modular

form associated to Θφλ(f) using a sum of f(h) for h running through a finite set [Ez] (Proposition 4.5). Moreover these

coefficients a(S) are all in O if f is p-integral (Theorem 6.1, this is not so hard and can be proved for more general

reductive dual pairs of orthogonal-symplectic type). Then we consider the Bessel period B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
of Θφλ(f) against

a character ψ of T (Q)\T (A), which can be shown to be an integral of the product of f and ψ over [Ez]× T (Q)\T (A).
A simple argument shows that if f is p-integral, then B∗

Θφλ
(f),Sz,ψ

also takes values in O. Moreover if B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ

is non-zero modulo P, then there exists some a(S) which is non-zero modulo P (S may be different from Sz, though

it is closely related to the latter, see Theorem 6.2). So it suffices to show that there exists some character ψ such that

B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
is non-zero modulo P:

Theorem 1.5. Let f ∈ Aρλ(H,H(Ẑ)) be p-primitive, then there are infinitely many characters ψ : T (Q)\T (A) → C×

of finite order such that B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
is non-zero modulo P.

See Theorem 7.10 for a more precise formulation of the above result. To prove this theorem, we first express the

Bessel period as a finite sum over R of the product of ψ and F̃f ,r′,α′ (related to f and the conductor of ψ), where R is

a finite subset of T (A). Then we consider those characters ψ of ℓ-power conductors for some carefully chosen fixed

prime ℓ 6= p and choose R such that the ℓ-th component of any two elements in R are not in the same T (Q)-coset. Now

we apply a result from Appendix A (here we need the condition that F f is not Spin-invariant) to conclude that for any

fixed sufficiently large conductor r, there exists a character ψ of this conductor such that
∑

t′∈R F̃f ,r′,α′(t′ςξ(r))ψ(t
′) is

non-zero modulo P. We also refer the reader to Appendix A.1 for an introduction to the appendix, which consists of a

study of equidistributions of CM points on certain algebraic groups compact at infinity5.

Once the case (H,G) = (O(Zn),Sp(Z4n0)) is proved, one can deduce easily more general cases: let Ṽ be a non-

degenerate symplectic Z-module free of rank 2m (which is ≤ 2n0 and bounded below by some constant depending on n

and the weight λ 6) and write G̃ = Sp(Ṽ ). Then we construct a Bruhat-Schwartz function φ̃λ with values in Wλ⊗Wτ̃◦

as in the preceding case such that

Theorem 1.6. In addition to the assumptions in the preceding theorem, we assume H(Af ) = H(Q)H(Ẑ) (see As-

sumption 6.3 and Remark 6.5), then for any p-primitive f ∈ Aρλ(H,H(Ẑ)) which is not Spin-invariant, its theta lift

Θ
φ̃λ
(f) to G̃(A) is also p-primitive.

In particular, when H(R) ≃ O3(R) and G(R) ≃ SL2(R), we obtain a mod p version of the Jacquet-Langlands

correspondence on the level of automorphic forms (of course, under very restrictive conditions on H).

The proof relies on comparing the Fourier coefficients of the theta lifts Θ
φ̃λ
(f) and Θφλ(f) for some particular

symmetric matrices Sz̃ ∈ Symm(Q) and Sz ∈ Sym2n0
(Q) (the assumption on H is particularly made to achieve this).

See Theorems 6.6 and 7.16 for more details and in particular the second part of §6 for notations.

Our work gives a proof of the non-vanishing (without mod p) of the corresponding theta lifts by a completely dif-

ferent method as in previous works. Besides we can use the above theorem to prove new cases of p-part Bloch-Kato

conjectures using the Rallis inner product formula that we have mentioned in the beginning. We will discuss this in

another forthcoming work7.

There are some related questions that we do not address in this article, for example, assuming f ∈ Aρλ(H,K)
p-integral or p-primitive,

5The appendix treats cases more general than we need in the main body of this article. We need this because the main results in the appendix

can be used for other reductive dual pairs than the orthogonal-symplectic type that we deal with in this article; moreover the distribution of CM

points on (compact) Shimura varieties is also a very important problem on its own and the generality that we work in the appendix can thus be

used readily for future work in this direction.
6The formulation that m depends on weight λ means that we fix an automorphic form f and looks at its theta lifts to symplectic groups of

various ranks and study for which rank the theta lift may be p-primitive. We can also reformulate it by saying that the weight λ depends on

the weight, that is, we fix a reductive dual pair (H, G̃) and study for automorphic forms f on H(A) of which weight λ, its theta lift to G̃(A) is

p-primitive.
7In an earlier version of this article, the application to p-part Bloch-Kato conjecture was also included. However we feel that this makes the

present article too long and the application is of independent interest and therefore we decide to put it in another work. We apologize for this

possible confusion for some readers.

4



(1) Does the mod p theta lift Θφλ(f)(modP) generate an irreducible automorphic representation of G(A)? Even

without modulo p, such results seem not yet fully developed. The local counterpart (without mod p) is the Howe

duality principle ([How90, Kud96]).

(2) Is the mod p theta lift Θφλ(f)(modP) cuspidal? Note that the Fourier coefficient a(Sz) mentioned above is

for a strictly positive definite symmetric matrix Sz (z has full rank) The cuspidality of Θφλ(f)(modP) follows

from the that of Θφλ(f) (see Questions 1.1) but is the converse also true? Is there an independent proof?

(3) Is there a p-adic family of Bruhat-Schwartz functions φλ parameterized by the space of characters of T (Qp) (or

a subspace of it) such that for a family fλ of p-adic automorphic forms on H , we have a good control of the p-
power which divides the theta lift Θφλ(fλ)? This is intimately related to the construction of p-adic L-functions

on G because one approach is to use the doubling method and construct a p-adic family of Eisenstein series

while the Siegel-Weil formula shows that Θφλ(f) for f a constant map is an Eisenstein series on G×G.

(4) The strategy employed in this article is presumably applicable for any reductive dual pair (H,G) as long as H
is a quotient of the groups considered in Appendix A with finite kernel. It is an interesting question whether we

can also consider H such that H(R) is not compact (modulo center): with minor modifications, the results in

Appendix A should be applicable to such H , on the other hand, we are not clear for the present how to modify

the strategy in the proof of Theorem 7.10 for such cases.

All these questions are very interesting and important but we have to apologize that we touch none of them in this article.

We hope that this list of questions (far from exhaustive) may provide some perspectives for the interested readers in

related research domains.

Here is an outline of the article: In §§2 and 3 we recollect the basic notions on automorphic forms and theta lifts

that we will need in this article. Moreover we define the notions of p-integral and p-primitive automorphic forms

on orthogonal group and symplectic group, which are the basis for our work. Then in §4 we define carefully the

Bruhat-Schwartz function used in global theta correspondences and deduce some simple properties of the theta lifts of

automorphic forms from H to G by this particular Bruhat-Schwartz function. In §5 we consider Bessel periods and

toric integrals and in §6 we deduce the p-primitivity of theta lifts from the non-vanishing modulo P of Bessel periods.

§7 is the technical heart of this article. We make a digression in §7.1 and recall the main results from Appendix A

that will be used in the next subsection. In §7.2, we prove the main technical result of this article on the non-vanishing

modulo P of the Bessel periods. In Appendix A, we give a quite general treatment of the crucial ingredient mentioned

in §7.1 and we believe it may have interest on its own. When first reading the appendix, we recommend the reader to

take G to be the group as in the introduction of the appendix (so as to avoid the complicated conditions introduced on

G in the beginning the Appendix A), this is also the case that is used in §7.1. Moreover we use also G in the appendix,

this has nothing to do with the group G appearing in the main text of this article. As the reader can see when he/she

goes along this article, the works [CV05, HN17] have a great influence on the ideas and presentations of this article.
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Notations

We fix a totally real number field F of finite degree d over Q and write OF for the ring of integers of F ; for a place

v of F , we write Fv for the completion of F at v and Ov the completion of OF at v if v is a finite place. Similarly for

a place v0 of Q, we write Fv0 = F ⊗Q Qv0 =
∏
v|v0 Fv and Ov0 = OF ⊗Z Zv0 =

∏
v|v0 Ov if v0 is a finite place. We

write AF for the ring of adèles of F , AF,f for the ring of finite adèles and ÔF = OF ⊗Z Ẑ.

We fix a prime number p and an isomorphism of fields ιp : C ≃ Cp, compatible with the embeddings Q →֒ C and

Q →֒ Cp. We list the real embeddings of F by

r1, · · · , rd : F → R.

We then denote the composition

νi : F
ri−→ R →֒ C

ιp−→ Cp, (i = 1, · · · , d).
5



We write O for the ring of integers of Cp, P the maximal ideal of O and κ = O/P the residue field. Using the

isomorphism ιp, we will identify C with Cp when they appear as the values of certain maps or the base field of certain

spaces of algebraic representations of a group. In particular we view O as a subring of C.

We write Symn(R) for the set of n × n symmetric matrices with entries in a ring R, Mm,n(R) the set of m × n-

matrices with entries in R. For a matrix A, we write At for its transpose. For an OF -module M and an OF -algebra R,

we write M(R) =M ⊗OF
R.

For an algebraic group G over F , we write G(F ⊗νk R) = G(F ⊗F,νk R) and

[G] = G(F )\G(AF ), [G]f = G(F )\G(AF,f ).
IfG1, G2 are two groups and V1, V2 are representations over a fieldK ofG1, G2 respectively, then we write V1⊗K V2

for the tensor product representation (overK) of the product group G1×G2 (this is also sometimes denoted by V1⊠V2
in the literature).

2. Automorphic forms

In this section we define vector-valued automorphic forms on orthogonal group and symplectic group. This is well-

known in the literature and we omit the proof of some facts. Along the way we shall also define the notions of p-integral

and p-primitive automorphic forms, the basic objects of study in this article.

2.1. The groups H and G.

2.1.1. Orthogonal group. Let U = On
F with n ≥ 3 and equipped with a non-degenerate symmetric OF -bilinear form

〈·, ·〉U . We write

n0 = ⌊n
2
⌋, nr = n− 2n0.

We fix an OF -basis B = (E1, E2, · · · , En) for U and write QU for the symmetric matrix associated to the quadratic

form on U under this basis, which we assume to be of the form

QU = diag(δ1, δ2, · · · , δn)
with δi totally positive elements in OF such that the prime factors of each ideal δiOF are square-free and none of them

divides 2 (we say that δi is odd square-free). For an OF -algebraR containing the square roots 1/
√

2δ2i−1,
√
−1/

√
2δ2i

for all i = 1, · · · , n0, the quadratic space (U(R), 〈·, ·〉U ) (obtained from (U, 〈·, ·〉U ) by extending scalars) is split and

we have another basis for U(R):

B̃ =

{
(Ẽ+

1 , · · · , Ẽ+
n0
, Ẽ−

1 , · · · , Ẽ−
n0
, En), n odd;

(Ẽ+
1 , · · · , Ẽ+

n0
, Ẽ−

1 , · · · , Ẽ−
n0
), n even,

with Ẽ±
i =

E2i−1√
2δ2i−1

±
√
−1E2i√
2δ2i

(i = 1, · · · , n0).

The transformation matrix between these two basis is given by

T =




1/
√
2δ1

√
−1/

√
2δ2 0 0 · · · 0

0 0 1/
√
2δ3

√
−1/

√
2δ4 · · · 0

...
...

. . .
. . .

... 0
1/
√
2δ1 −

√
−1/

√
2δ2 0 0 · · · 0

0 0 1/
√
2δ3 −

√
−1/

√
2δ4 · · · 0

...
...

. . .
. . .

... 0
0 · · · · · · · · · · · · 1nr




.

One defines the orthogonal group scheme H = O(U) over OF , more precisely H consists of g ∈ GLn/OF such

that gtQUg = QU . We have the following torus subgroups of H:

Ti = SO(OF (E2i−1, E2i)) (i = 1, · · · , n0) and T =

n0∏

i=1

Ti,

6



where OF (E2i−1, E2i) is the quadratic submodule of U generated by the basis vectors E2i−1, E2i and we view the

special orthogonal group SO(OF (E2i−1, E2i)) as a subgroup of H in a natural way (sending an element t ∈ Ti to the

matrix diag(12i−2, t, 1n−2i)). Then T is a maximal torus ofH . For a Z-algebraR as above, we define homomorphisms

µi : Ti(R) → R×,

(
a −bδ2i−1/δ2i
b a

)
7→ a+ b

√
−δ2i−1/δ2i.

Write tk for the Lie algebra of T (F ⊗rk R) (k = 1, · · · , d). Then we list irreducible algebraic representations of

H(F ⊗rk R) by parameters

λ(k) = (λ(k),◦; ǫ(k))

with λ(k) = (λ
(k)
1 , · · · , λ(k)n0 ) ∈ it∗k such that λ

(k)
1 ≥ λ

(k)
2 ≥ · · · ≥ λ

(k)
n0 ≥ 0 being integers and ǫ(k) = ±1 (we call them

highest weight with respect to T (F ⊗rk R)). Moreover two parameters (λ(k),◦; ǫ(k)) and (λ(k),◦;−ǫ(k)) correspond

to the same representation of H(F ⊗rk R) if and only if n is even and λ
(k)
n0 > 0. The weight λ(k),◦ is the highest

weight of one of the irreducible components of the restriction of λ(k) to SO(U)(F ⊗rk R). In case n odd (we have a

direct product H(F ⊗rk R) = SO(U)(F ⊗rk R)× {1n,−1n}), −1n acts by the scalar ǫ(k); in case n even, we use the

following convention: we let the trivial representation of H(F ⊗rk R) correspond to the parameter (0, · · · , 0; 1), the

sign representation det of H(F ⊗rk R) to (0, · · · , 0;−1) and (λ(k),◦; ǫ(k))⊗ det = (λ(k),◦;−ǫ(k)) 8.

Now we fix throughout this article an irreducible algebraic representation (ρλ,Wλ) of H (over Cp
9 ) of highest

weight

λ = (λ(1), · · · , λ(d)) with λ(k) = (λ
(k)
1 , λ

(k)
2 , · · · , λ(k)n0

; ǫ(k)) as above

with respect to the torus T . For the consideration of theta correspondences, we impose the following

Assumption 2.1. p ∤ δ1 · · · δn × ♯(T (F )\T (AF,f )/T (ÔF )). Moreover for each k = 1, · · · , d, let j(k) ∈ N be such

that λ
(k)

j(k)
> λ

(k)

j(k)+1
= 0 (if λ

(k)
n0 > 0, we put j(k) = n0; if λ

(k)
1 = 0, we put j(k) = 0), we have

(a) case (+)(k): ǫ(k) = (−1)
∑

i λ
(k)
i and p > max(j(k), λ

(k)
1 − λ

(k)
2 , · · · , λ(k)j−1 − λ

(k)
j , λ

(k)
j ).

(b) case (−)(k): n is even, j(k) = 0 orn0, ǫ
(k) = −(−1)

∑
i λ

(k)
i and p > max(n, λ

(k)
1 −λ(k)2 , · · · , λ(k)j−1−λ

(k)
j , λ

(k)
j ).

For ease of later references, we rearrange the above conditions into the following

(a) case (1)(k): either ǫ(k) = (−1)
∑

i λ
(k)
i and p > max(j(k), λ

(k)
1 − λ

(k)
2 , · · · , λ(k)j−1 − λ

(k)
j , λ

(k)
j ) or n is even,

j(k) = n0, ǫ
(k) = −(−1)

∑
i λ

(k)
i and p > max(n, λ

(k)
1 − λ

(k)
2 , · · · , λ(k)j−1 − λ

(k)
j , λ

(k)
j );

(b) case (2)(k): n is even, j(k) = 0, ǫ(k) = −(−1)
∑

i λ
(k)
i and p > max(n, λ

(k)
1 − λ

(k)
2 , · · · , λ(k)j−1 − λ

(k)
j , λ

(k)
j ).

The assumption on the prime p allows us to define certain O-lattices giving rise to perfect pairings while the assump-

tion on ǫ(k) and j(k) is to ensure the archimedean theta correspondence is non-zero (see also (18)).

Write (ρstd,Wstd) for the standard representation ρstd : H(F ⊗νk Cp) → AutCp(U(F ⊗νk Cp)) of H(F ⊗νk Cp)
(the inclusion map). To give an explicit description of the representation (tensor product over Cp)

Wλ =
d⊗

k=1

Wλ(k)

ofH(F ⊗QCp) =
∏d
k=1H(F ⊗νk Cp) in terms of generators, we need to discuss for each k the cases (1)(k) and (2)(k)

as in the above assumption separately: as before, suppose λ
(k)

j(k)
> λ

(k)

j(k)+1
= 0,

(a) Case (1)(k), then Wλ(k) is a subrepresentation of the tensor product W̃λ(k)

W̃λ := Symλ
(k)
1 −λ(k)2 (∧1Wstd)⊗ · · · ⊗ Sym

λ
(k)

j(k)−1
−λ(k)

j(k) (∧j(k)−1Wstd)⊗ Sym
λ
(k)

j(k) (∧j(k)Wstd).

8Our notation (λ1, · · · , λn0
; ǫ) (we omit the superscript (k) temporarily) is in some sense a hybrid of the notations in [Pau05] and [KV78,

§II.6]: in case n odd, our (λ◦; ǫ) is the same as in [KV78] and correspond to (λ◦; (−1)
∑

i
λiǫ) in [Pau05]; in case n even, our (λ◦;±1) is the

same as in [Pau05] and corresponds to (λ1, · · · , λn0
)± in [KV78].

9This is equivalent to considering algebraic representations over C via ιp and we will not distinguish these two cases.
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More precisely, Wλ(k) is generated by the following highest weight vector

vλ(k) := (Ẽ+
1 )

λ
(k)
1 −λ(k)2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ (Ẽ+

1 ∧ · · · ∧ Ẽ+
j(k)−1

)
λ
(k)

j(k)−1
−λ(k)

j(k) ⊗ (Ẽ+
1 ∧ · · · ∧ Ẽ+

j )
λ
(k)

j(k) .

Here the tensor products are over Cp and we define v1v2 :=
1
2!(v1⊗v2+v2⊗v1), v1∧v2 := 1

2!(v1⊗v2−v2⊗v1)
and similarly for v1v2 · · · vk, v1 ∧ v2 ∧ · · · ∧ vk. This vector satisfies the formula

ρλ(k)(t)vλ =

n0∏

i=1

µi(ti)
λ
(k)
i vλ(k) , ∀t = diag(t1, t2, · · · , tn0) ∈ T.

(b) Case (2)(k), then Wλ(k) is just the tensor product ∧nWstd, which is generated by the following highest weight

vector

vλ(k) := Ẽ+
1 ∧ · · · ∧ Ẽ−

n0
.

The vector vλ(k) satisfies the same formula as in case (1)(k). In summary, as Cp-representations of H(F ⊗Q Cp), we

have

ρλ =

d⊗

k=1

ρλ(k) generated by vλ =

d⊗

k=1

vλ(k) .

Since all these representations are algebraic, we can also view ρλ as a representation of H(R) for any subring R of

F ⊗Q Cp (for example, R = R,C,O, etc). In particular, we can view ρλ(k) as a representation of H(OF ⊗νk O). The

Cp-vector space Wstd ≃ U(F ⊗νk Cp) has a canonical OF ⊗νk O-basis B̃ = (b1, · · · , bn) (so that U(OF ⊗νk O) =

OF ⊗νk O(B̃)) and using this basis we construct a canonical basis B(∧sWstd) for ∧sWstd, consisting of bi1 ∧ · · ·∧bis
for i1 < i2 < · · · < is. Note that the O-submodule O(B(∧sWstd)) of ∧sWstd generated by B(∧sWstd) is stable

under the action of AutO(U(OF ⊗νk O)) induced from its action on U(OF ⊗νk O), and in particular this O-submodule

is stable under the action of the subgroup H(OF ⊗νk O) ⊂ AutO(U(OF ⊗νk O)). Then we use this canonical basis of

∧sWstd to construct a canonical basis of Symr(∧sWstd) in the same way as above and eventually we get a canonical

basis B(W̃λ) for W̃λ(k) , of which the vector vλ(k) is one member. Then we put (tensor product over O)

W̃λ(k)(O) := O(B(W̃λ(k))), Wλ(k)(O) := Wλ(k)

⋂
W̃λ(k)(O), Wλ(O) :=

d⊗

k=1

Wλ(k)(O).

The O-module Wλ(O) is free of maximal rank in Wλ over Cp and Wλ(O) ⊗O Cp = Wλ. Moreover it is easy to see

that W̃λ(O) is stable under the action of AutO(U(OF ⊗Z O)) and thus Wλ(O) is stable under H(OF ⊗Z O).

2.1.2. Symplectic group. Let V = O2m
F with m > 0 and be equipped with a non-degenerate symplectic form 〈·, ·〉V .

Fix a symplectic OF -basis (e+1 , · · · , e+m, e−1 , · · · , e−m) of V such that 〈e+i , e−j 〉V = δi,j for all i, j = 1, · · · ,m. Put

V ± = OF (e
±
1 , · · · , e±2n). Then we write G = Sp(V ) to be the symplectic group associated to V over OF . Suppose

that the symplectic matrix associated to the symplectic form under the above fixed basis is given by the following matrix

QV =

(
0 1m

−1m 0

)
.

Thus G consists of g ∈ SL2m/OF such that gtQV g = QV .

We list irreducible algebraic representations of GLm by parameters

τ = (τ1, · · · , τm) ∈ Zm

with τ1 ≥ · · · ≥ τm (we call them highest weights with respect to the diagonal torus and the upper triangular Borel

subgroup). Fix k = 1, · · · , d, a representation (ρτ ,Wτ ) of GLm(F ⊗νk Cp) of highest weight τ (over Cp) can be

realized as a subrepresentation of the tensor product W̃τ which is given by

W̃τ := Symτ1−τ2(V +)⊗OF
Symτ2−τ3(∧2V +)⊗OF

· · · ⊗OF
Symτm(∧mV +)⊗OF ,νk Cp.

More precisely, W̃τ is generated over Cp by the highest weight vector

vτ = (e+)τ1−τ2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ (e+1 ∧ · · · ∧ e+m−1)
τm−1−τm ∧ (e+1 ∧ · · · ∧ e+m)τm .
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As in the case of Wstd for H , we can use the basis (e+1 , · · · , e+m) for V + to construct a basis for ∧V + and then a basis

for Symr(∧kV +) and eventually a basis B(W̃τ ) for W̃τ , of which the vector vτ is a member. Then we put

W̃τ (O) = O(B(W̃τ )), Wτ (O) = Wτ

⋂
W̃τ (O).

Moreover Wτ (O) is free over O of maximal rank in Wτ and is stable under the action of GLm(OF ⊗νk O).

2.2. Automorphic forms. Let λ, τ and p be as above. We review the notion of automorphic forms on H(F )\H(AF )
and on G(F )\G(AF ) and then we will define the notions of p-integral and p-primitive automorphic forms on these

groups.

Automorphic forms on H
For the prime p, we have d distinct non-trivial morphisms of Qp-algebras Fp → Cp whose restriction to F can be

identified with νi : F →֒ Cp (i = 1, · · · , d). This gives a group embedding

H(Fp) →
d∏

k=1

H(F ⊗νk Cp)

and thus we can letH(Fp) act on Wλ through this embedding (we identifyH(Fp) with its image under this embedding).

For the irreducible algebraic representation (ρλ,Wλ) of H(F ⊗Q Cp), ι
−1
p (Wλ) is an irreducible representation of

H(F ⊗Q C) which we denote again by ρλ.

Definition 2.2. Fix a compact open subgroup K of H(AF,f ), we write Aρλ(H,K) for the C-vector space of maps
f : H(AF ) → ι−1

p (Wλ) satisfying

f(zγhk) = ρλ(h
−1
∞ )f(hf )

for any h = h∞hf ∈ H(AF ) = H(F ⊗QR)×H(AF,f ) and (z, γ, k) ∈ ZH(AF )×H(F )×K . Here ZH is the center

of H . This is the space of (complex vector valued) automorphic forms on H(AF ) of weight λ and of level K .

For f ∈ Aρλ(H,K), its p-adic avatar is defined to be

f̂ : H(AF,f) → Wλ, h 7→ ρ(hp)
−1ιp(f(h)) where hp = (hp)p|p.

We will often omit ιp when the context is clear.

Thus for f ∈ Aρλ(H,K), one has

f̂(γhu) = ρλ(up)
−1f̂(h), ∀γ ∈ H(F ), h ∈ H(AF,f ), u ∈ K.

The values of f̂ is determined by those at a set S of representatives of the finite double coset H(Q)\H(AF,f )/K .

Definition 2.3. Let K be a compact open subgroup of H(AF,f ) such that p-th component Kp ⊂ H(Op) (that is, for

any place p | p, Kp ⊂ H(Op)). We call f ∈ Aρλ(H,K) p-integral if f̂(g) ∈ Wλ(O) for all g ∈ H(AF,f ). We call f

p-primitive if f̂(g0) 6≡ 0(modP) for some g0 (here modP means modulo PWλ(O)).

In view of the transformation property of f̂ , the definition of Wλ(O) and the assumption on Kp, f is p-integral if

and only if for a (or any) set of representatives S of H(F )\H(AF,f )/K , f̂(g) ∈ Wλ(O) for all g ∈ S.

Automorphic forms on G
Let Hm be the Siegel upper half space of degree m > 0, consisting of complex symmetric matrices Z = X +

iY ∈ Symm(C) such that Y is strictly positive definite. Let G(F ⊗rk R) = Sp2m(R) act on Hm by fractional linear

transformation (
A B
C D

)
· Z = (AZ +B)(CZ +D)−1.

The stabilizer of i · 1m inG(F ⊗νk R) is K
(k)
∞ , the compact subgroup ofG(F ⊗νk R) consisting of g such that gtg = 1.

The automorphy factor is given by

J (k) : G(F ⊗νk R)×Hm → GLm(C), (

(
A B
C D

)
, Z) 7→ CZ +D.
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We put K∞ =
∏
kK

(k)
∞ and J =

∏
k J

(k) : G(F ⊗Q R)× Hd
m → GLm(C)

d for the obvious product. For an ideal N

of OF prime to 2, we write

(1) Γ0(2,N) =

{(
A B
C D

)
∈ G(ÔF )|C ≡ 0(mod 2N), B ≡ 0(mod 2OF ), det(D) ≡ 1(mod 4OF )

}
,

a compact open subgroup of G(ÔF ). Fix an irreducible algebraic representation (ρτ ,Wτ ) of (GLm)
d with

τ = (τ (1), · · · , τ (d)), ρτ =
d⊗

k=1

ρτ (k) , Wτ =
d⊗

k=1

Wτ (k) , Wτ (O) =
d⊗

k=1

Wτ (k)(O),

where the first and second tensor product are over Cp while the last one is over O. We have defined generators vτ (k) for

(ρτ (k) ,Wτ (k)) and then we put

(2) vτ =

d⊗

k=1

vτ (k) ,

a generator of (ρτ ,Wτ ).

Definition 2.4. Fix (ρτ ,Wτ ) as above and also a finite order character

χ : (1 + 4O2)×
∏

q∤2

O×
q → C×,

we denote by Aρτ (G,Γ0(2,N), χ) the space of smooth maps f : G(AF ) → ι−1
p (Wτ ) such that

f(γgk∞kfz) = ρτ (J(k∞, i · 1m))−1f(g)χ(det(D))

for any (γ, k∞, kf , z) ∈ G(F )×K∞ × Γ0(2,N) × ZG(A) and kf =

(
A B
C D

)
. Here ZG is the center of G. We call

f a Siegel modular form of weight τ , of level Γ0(2,N) and of character χ.

Definition 2.5. Write U for the unipotent subgroup scheme of G over OF consisting of elements u(X) =

(
1m X
0 1m

)

withX ∈ Symm/OF . For anyS ∈ Symm(F ), theS-th Fourier coefficient of a Siegel modular forms f ∈ Aρτ (G,Γ0(2,N), χ)
is given by

Wf,S : G(AF ) → ι−1
p (Wτ ), g 7→

∫

[U ]

f(u(X)g)e(−Tr(SX))du(X).

Here the Haar measure du(X) on [U ] is chosen such that [U ] has total volume 1.

We fix an additive character e = ⊗vev : F\AF → C× given by

ev(x) =

{
exp(2iπx), if v | ∞;

exp(−2iπ{TrFv/Qq
(x)}v), if v | q a finite place.

Here {TrFv/Qq
(x)}v = {TrFv/Qq

(x)}q is the fractional part of TrFv/Qq
(x) ∈ Qq. We also put

e∞ :=
∏

v|∞
ev : F ⊗Q R → C×.

It follows from the definition that

Wf,S(u(X)g) = e(−Tr(SX))Wf,S(g),

Wf,S(

(
A 0
0 A−t

)
g) = Wf,AtSA(g), ∀A ∈ GLm(F ).

(3)

Moreover, we have the Fourier expansion

f(g) =
∑

S∈Symm(F )

Wf,S(g).

We next relate Siegel modular forms to classical (Hilbert-)Siegel modular forms:
10



Definition 2.6. For any Z = X + iY ∈ Hd
m (X = (X(1), · · · ,X(d)) and Y = (Y (1), · · · , Y (d))), we choose

g∞ ∈ G(F ⊗QR) such that g∞((i ·1m)d) = Z (here (i ·1m)d = (i ·1m, · · · , i ·1m) ∈ Hd
m). Then for a Siegel modular

form f ∈ Aρτ (G,Γ0(2,N), χ), its associated classical (Hilbert-)Siegel modular form f∗ : Hd
m → ι−1

p (Wτ ) is given by

f∗(Z) = ρτ (J(g∞, i · 1m))f(g∞).

It follows from the definition that f∗ is independent of the choice g∞. One sees immediately that for any γ ∈
G(F ) ∩ Γ0(2,N), we have

f∗(γ(Z)) = ρτ (J(γ, Z))f
∗(Z).

Recall that we have a Fourier expansion for the classical Siegel modular form

(4) f∗(Z) =
∑

S∈Sym◦
m

a(S)qS

with

qS =
d∏

k=1

exp(2iπTr(rk(S)Z
(k))) with Z = (Z(1), · · · , Z(d)),

Sym◦
m = {S ∈ Symm(F )|2S ∈ Symm(OF ) and S1,1, S2,2, · · · , Sm,m ∈ OF }.

Definition 2.7. Let f ∈ Aρτ (G,Γ0(2,N), χ) be as above. We call f p-integral if ιp(a(S)) ∈ Wτ (O) for all S ∈ Sym◦
m.

We call f p-primitive if furthermore ιp(a(S0)) 6≡ 0(modP) for some S0 ∈ Sym◦
m.

We will often omit the map ιp in ιp(a(S0)) and write directly a(S0) 6≡ 0(modP) when the context is clear.

Remark 2.8. Our notion of p-integral Siegel modular forms coincides with the one defined using automorphic sheaves

on Siegel modular varieties over OF [1/NmF/Q(N)], since both of which use the p-integrality of Fourier expansions of

Siegel modular forms.

2.3. The pairings. Recall we have fixed a highest weight λ = (λ◦; ǫ)withλ◦ = (λ(1),◦, · · · , λ(d),◦), ǫ = (ǫ(1), · · · , ǫ(d))
and j = (j(1), · · · , j(d)) as in Assumption 2.1. We fix an integer m > 0 such that for any k = 1, · · · , d, the following

holds

(5)

{
j(k) ≤ m ≤ 2n0, case (1)(k);

m = 2n0, case (2)(k).

We associate to λ an element τ = (τ (1), · · · , τ (d)) ∈ (Zm)d (cf. [KV78, pp.25 & 27]) such that τ (k) ∈ Zm is given by

τ (k) = τ(λ)(k) = (τ
(k)
1 , · · · , τ (k)m ) =





(λ
(k)
1 , · · · , λ(k)

j(k)
, 0, · · · , 0), case (1)(k);

(

n︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, · · · , 1, 0, · · · , 0), case (2)(k).

We also put

τ◦ = (τ (1),◦, · · · , τ (d),◦) with τ (k),◦ = τ(λ)(k),◦ = (τ
(k)
1 + n0, · · · , τ (k)m + n0).

The symmetric pairing 〈·, ·〉U on U can be extended to a non-degenerate H-equivariant pairing 〈·, ·〉U on ⊗r
OF
U in

a natural way:

〈
v1 ⊗ v2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vr, v

′
1 ⊗ v′2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ v′r

〉
U
:=

r∏

i=1

〈vi, v′i〉U .

Under Assumption 2.1, we have a perfect H(O)-equivariant pairing

(6) 〈·, ·〉U : Wλ(O)⊗O Wλ(O) → O.
We put

W := U ⊗F V, W± := U ⊗F V
±,

and equip W with the natural symplectic pairing 〈·, ·〉W induced from U and V : for any u, u′ ∈ U and v, v′ ∈ V , we

set 〈u⊗ v, u′ ⊗ v′〉W := 〈u, u′〉U · 〈v, v′〉V . Then we get from (6) an H(O)-equivariant pairing

〈·, ·〉W,U : (Wλ(O)⊗O Wτ (O))⊗Wλ(O) → Wτ (O).
11



In the same way, we have an H(C)-equivariant pairing

(7) 〈·, ·〉W,U :
(
ι−1
p (Wλ)⊗C ι

−1
p (Wτ )

)
⊗ ι−1

p (Wλ) → ι−1
p (Wτ ).

The symplectic form on V = V +⊕V − induces a perfect pairing 〈·, ·〉V : V +×V − → Z, and therefore a perfect pairing

on the tensor products 〈·, ·〉V : V +(O)⊗k⊗V −(O)⊗k → O for k ≥ 0. So we get the following AutOF⊗ZO(V
+(OF ⊗Z

O))-equivariant pairings (we let AutOF⊗ZO(V
+(OF ⊗Z O)) act on V −(OF ⊗Z O) by transpose inverse)

(8) 〈·, ·〉V : Wτ (O)⊗Wτ∨(O) → O, 〈·, ·〉W,V : (Wλ(O)⊗O Wτ (O))⊗Wτ∨(O) → Wλ(O).

Here Wτ∨ is the contragredient representation of AutF⊗QCp(V
+(F ⊗Q Cp)) = GLm(Cp)

d induced by the action of

AutF⊗QCp(V
+(F ⊗Q Cp)) on V −(Cp). Moreover under Assumption 2.1, the first pairing is perfect.

Lemma 2.9. For any w ∈ Wλ(O)⊗O Wτ (O), u ∈ Wλ(O), v ∈ Wτ∨(O), we have

〈〈(g, h)w, hv〉W,V , gu〉U = 〈〈(g, h)w, gu〉W,U , hv〉V , ∀g ∈ H(OF ⊗Z O), h ∈ AutOF⊗ZO(V
+(OF ⊗Z O))

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram

(Wλ(O)⊗Wτ (O))⊗ (Wλ(O)⊗Wτ∨(O)) Wλ(O)⊗Wλ(O)

Wτ (O)⊗Wτ∨(O) O

〈·,·〉V

〈·,·〉U 〈·,·〉U
〈·,·〉V

We denote the diagonal map/pairing by 〈·, ·〉. Note that the horizontal pairings are both AutOF⊗ZO(V
+(OF ⊗Z O))-

equivariant while the vertical pairings are both H(O)-equivariant. Moreover we have 〈〈w, v〉W,V , u〉U = 〈w, v⊗u〉 =
〈〈w, u〉W,U , v〉V . This concludes the proof of the lemma. �

3. Theta lifts

In this section, we recall the notions of Weil representations and theta lifts. For later computation, we fix Haar

measures on the spaces V (Fv), the groups G(Fv), etc. as follows

(a) For a finite place v = q, we fix the measure on V ±(Fq) such that the volume of V ±(Oq) is equal to 1. For

k = 1, · · · , d, we fix the measure on V ±(F ⊗rk R) to be the standard Lebesgue measure with respect to the

R-basis (e±1 , · · · , e±m). The measure on G(Fq) is such that the volume of G(Oq) is equal to 1. The measure on

G(F ⊗rk R) is induced from the measures on the Siegel upper half space Hm and on K
(k)
∞ , the former is given

by

det(Y )−m−1
∏

1≤i≤j≤m
dXi,jdYi,j

where Z = X + iY ∈ Hm, and the latter is chosen such that K
(k)
∞ has total volume 1.

(b) For a finite place v = q, the measure on U(Fq) is such that the volume of U(Oq) is equal to |δ1δ2 · · · δn|q (here

the q-adic value is normalized such that |q|q = q−1 if q | q). The measure on U(F ⊗rk R) is rk(δ1 · · · δn) times

the standard Lebesgue measure with respect to the R-basis (E1, · · · , En). The measure on H(Fq) is such that

H(Oq) has volume 1. The measure on H(F ⊗rk R) is such that it has total volume equal to 1. The measure on

T (F ⊗rk R) is such that the total volume is 1 and the measure on T (Fq) is such that T (Oq) has volume 1.

For each place v of F and X = V, V ±, U,W,W±, we also write

Xv = X ⊗OF
Fv = X(Fv).

We identify W+ with Mn,m(OF ) using the basis vectors (E1, · · · , En) and (e+1 , · · · , e+m): the tensor Ei ⊗ e+j ∈ W+

is identified with the elementary matrix Ei,j ∈ Mn,m(OF ). Thus we have an action of H ×GLm on W+ given by

(h, g)v = hvg−1.

where the RHS is product of matrices h, v, g−1. Write S(W+
v ) for the space of C-valued Bruhat-Schwartz functions

on W+
v . Then the local Weil representation ωW+

v
of H(Fv)×G(Fv) on S(W+

v ) is given by the Schrödinger model as

follows: let χUv : F
×
v → {±1} denote the quadratic character attached to the quadratic space Uv, given by

χUv(x) =
(
x, (−1)n(n−1)/2det(Uv)

)
v

12



where (·, ·)v is the Hilbert symbol on F×
v . Write qv for the quadratic form associated to the bilinear form 〈·, ·〉U on Uv

and write γ(qv) for the Weil index of the character of second degree Fv → C× sending x to ev(qv(x)) ([Rao93, Theorem

A.1]). This is an 8-th root of unity. For a ∈ F×
v , write aqv for the product of a with qv and set γ(a, qv) = γ(aqv)/γ(qv)

([Rao93, A.3]). Then we have ([Kud96, Lemma 4.1, p.17]):

γ(ab, qv) = γ(a, qv)γ(b, qv)(a, b)v , ∀a, b ∈ F×
v .

In particular we have the following

(9) γ(ab, qv) = γ(a, qv)γ(b, qv) if





either v ∤ 2∞ and a, b ∈ O×
v ;

or v | 2 and a, b ∈ 1 + 4Ov ;

or v | ∞ and a, b totally positive.

The computations of these values γ(qv) and γ(a, qv) can be found in [Rao93, A.4]. In particular, we have

(10) γ(qv) = 1, ∀v ∤ 2
n∏

i=1

δi.

We set then

γn(det(A), qv) =

{
γ(det(A), qv)

−1, n odd;

1, n even.

We write γ(q) =
∏
v γ(qv). For A ∈ GLm(AF ), we put

γn(det(A)) =
∏

v

γn(det(Av), qv).

With these preparations we can now give the following well-known formulas for the Weil representation of H(Fv) ×
G(Fv) on the space S(W+

v ) ([Kud96, pp.38-39]): for any f ∈ S(W+
v ), one has

ωW+
v

((
A 0
0 A−t

))
f(x) = γ(det(A), qv)

−1χUv(det(A))|det(A)|n/2v f(xA),

ωW+
v

((
1m B
0 1m

))
f(x) = ev(

1

2
Tr(SxB))f(x) with Sx = xtQUx,

ωW+
v

((
0 1m

−1m 0

))
f(x) = γ(qv)

−m ·
∫

W+
v

f(y)ev(〈QV y, x〉W )dy,

ωW+
v
(h)f(x) = f(h−1x), h ∈ H(Fv).

(11)

The global Weil representation ωW+ of H(AF ) × G(AF ) on S(W+(AF )) = ⊗′
vS(W+

v ) is the tensor product of

local ones

ωW+ =
⊗

v

ωW+
v
.

For any φ ∈ S(W+(AF )), we define the associated theta series Θφ to be a function on H(AF )×G(AF ) given by

Θφ(h, g) :=
∑

w∈W+(F )

ωW+(h, g)φ(w), (h, g) ∈ H(AF )×G(AF ).

Definition 3.1. For an automorphic form f ∈ Aρλ(H,K), its theta lift to G(AF ) by φ ∈ S(W+(AF )) is the Siegel

modular form Θφ(f) on G(AF ) given by

Θφ(f)(g) :=

∫

[H]

f(h)Θφ(h, g)dh, g ∈ G(AF ).

Remark 3.2. In the following we will consider those Bruhat-Schwartz functions that are valued in a vector space V1
such as ι−1

p (Wλ) and the like. Then the theta series Θφ is defined using the same formula as the scalar-valued case. If

f is also valued in a vector space V2 and suppose there is a pairing 〈·, ·〉 between V1 and V2, then we define the theta lift

Θφ(f)(g) to be the integral
∫
[H]〈f(h),Θφ(h, g)〉dh (this is always a finite sum and there are no convergence issues).
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4. Theta series

In this section we pick one particular Bruhat-Schwartz function and then study some basic properties of theta lifts by

the theta series associated to this function.

4.1. A particular choice of Bruhat-Schwartz function. Let m,n, j, λ, τ etc. be as in §2.2. In this section we choose

one particular φ = ⊗′
vφv ∈ S(W+(AF )) with which we study the non-vanishing mod p of theta lifts.

For each finite place v, we set φv = IW+(Ov), the characteristic function of W+(Ov).
For v | ∞, the construction is more involved. First we put

φv(w) = ev (i〈w,QV w〉W ) = ev(iTr(w
tQUw)), ∀w ∈W+(Fv).

Then we write

φ∞ =
⊗

v|∞
φv ∈ S(W+(F ⊗Q R)).

We next define the following vectors, where j is as in Assumption 2.1 (we omit the dependence on k of the first two

vectors):

v(r) = (Ẽ+
1 ⊗ e+1 ) · · · (Ẽ+

r ⊗ e+r ) ∈ Symr(W+(F ⊗rk C)),

ṽ(r) =

{
(Ẽ+

1 ⊗ e+1 ) · · · (Ẽ+
n0

⊗ e+n0
)(Ẽ−

r+1 ⊗ e+n0+1) · · · (Ẽ−
n0

⊗ e+2n0−r)(En ⊗ e+n−r) ∈ Symn−r(W+(F ⊗rk C)), n odd;

(Ẽ+
1 ⊗ e+1 ) · · · (Ẽ+

n0
⊗ e+n0

)(Ẽ−
r+1 ⊗ e+n0+1) · · · (Ẽ−

n0
⊗ e+2n0−r) ∈ Symn−r(W+(F ⊗rk C)), n even;

vλ(k),τ (k) =




v
λ
(k)
1 −λ(k)2

(1) v
λ
(k)
2 −λ(k)3

(2) · · · vλ
(k)
n0

(n0)
∈ Sym

∑
i λ

(k)
i (W+(F ⊗rk C)), case (1)(k);

ṽ(j(k)) ∈ Symn(W+(F ⊗rk C)), case (2)(k).

We write

Symλ(k)(W+(F ⊗rk C)) =

{
Sym

∑
i λ

(k)
i (W+(F ⊗rk C)), case (1)(k);

Symn(W+(F ⊗rk C)), case (2)(k).

and define the following vector (the tensor product is over C)

vλ,τ =
d⊗

k=1

vλ(k),τ (k) ∈
d⊗

k=1

Symλ(k)(W+(F ⊗rk C)) =: Symλ(W+(F ⊗Q C))

For a matrix A of size s× t and integers 0 ≤ s′ ≤ s, 0 ≤ t′ ≤ t, we write Aul
(s′,t′) (resp, Adl

(s′,t′)) for the upper-left (resp,

down-left) block matrix of A of size s′× t′. Following [KV78, (II.6.10)], for an element z(k) =



x
y
t


 ∈W+(F ⊗rk C)

with x = (xi,j), y = (yi,j) ∈ Mn0,m(C) and t ∈ Mnr×m(C) (t is the empty matrix in case n even and therefore should

be discarded), we define the following functions on z(k):

z
(k)
(r) = det(xul(r,r)), z̃

(k)
(r) = det



xul(n0,n−r)
ydl(n0−r,n−r)

t


 ,

z
(k)

λ(k),τ (k)
=




z
λ
(k)
1 −λ(k)2

(1) z
λ
(k)
2 −λ(k)3

(2) · · · zλ
(k)
n0

(n0)
, case (1)(k);

z̃
(k)

(j(k))
, case (2)(k).

zλ,τ =
d∏

k=1

z
(k)

λ(k),τ (k)
, with z = (z(1), · · · , z(d)) ∈W+(F ⊗Q C) =

d∏

k=1

W+(F ⊗rk C).

(12)

Then by Propositions II.6.6 and II.6.11 of loc.cit, (Tz)λ,τ is a pluri-harmonic polynomial in the variable z and is a highest

weight vector of weight (λ, τ) under the natural action of H(F ⊗Q C)×GLm(F ⊗Q C) (note in loc.cit, H(F ⊗Q C)
14



is defined using the matrix J as in p.21 and p.25 of loc.cit while our H(F ⊗Q C) is defined using the diagonal matrix

QU ). Now we put

∆λ(z) = zλ,τvλ,τ , z = (z(1), · · · , z(d)) ∈W+(F ⊗Q C),

which satisfies the following formula

(13) ∆λ(Thzg) =
(
ρλ(h)⊗ ρτ (g

−1)
)
∆λ(Tz), ∀h ∈ H(F ⊗Q C), g ∈ GLm(F ⊗Q C).

Moreover the subrepresentation of H(F ⊗Q C) × GLm(F ⊗Q C) inside Symλ(W+(F ⊗Q C)) generated by these

vectors ∆λ(Tz) for z ∈W+(F ⊗Q C) is exactly ι−1
p (Wλ ⊗Cp Wτ ) (cf.(II.6.13) of loc.cit).

With these preparations we can now define our archimedean (vector-valued) Bruhat-Schwartz function φ∞,λ associ-

ated to the weight λ by the formula (cf. [KV78, p.27])

φ∞,λ : W
+
∞ =W+(F ⊗Q R) → ι−1

p (Wλ ⊗Cp Wτ◦), z 7→ φ∞(z) ·∆λ(Tz).

Compare this with (13), the difference on the weights τ and τ◦ is because we add an extra factor φ∞. Then we have

(14) φ∞,λ(hvg) =
(
ρλ(h) ⊗ ρτ◦(g

−1)
)
φ∞,λ(v), ∀h ∈ H(F ⊗Q R), g ∈ GLm(F ⊗Q R), v ∈W+(F ⊗Q R).

We assemble these local factors φv together and set

φλ = φ∞,λ

⊗
(⊗v<∞φv) : W

+(AF ) → ι−1
p (Wλ ⊗Cp Wτ◦).

This is the vector-valued Bruhat-Schwartz function in S(W+(AF )) ⊗ ι−1
p (Wλ ⊗Cp Wτ◦) that we are going to use in

the rest of this article. It is easy to see

Lemma 4.1. For any h ∈ H(F ⊗Q R), k ∈ K∞ and v ∈W+
∞,

ωW+
∞
(h, k)φ∞,λ(v) =

(
ρλ(h

−1 ⊗ ρτ◦(k
−1))

)
φ∞,λ(v).

4.2. Fourier coefficients of theta lifts. For f ∈ Aρλ(H,K) and φλ as above, the theta lift of f by φλ is by definition

given by

Θφλ(f)(g) =

∫

[H]

〈Θφλ(h, g), f(h)〉W,Udh ∈ ι−1
p (Wτ◦), g ∈ G(AF ).

We put

δU =
n⋂

k=1

δiOF an ideal of OF and χU = ⊗′
vχUv a character of A×

F .

We have a product map χ◦
U : A×

F → C× sending x to γn(x)χU (x). In general this is not a group homomorphism,

however by (9), its restriction to the following compact open subgroup is indeed a group homomorphism

χ◦
U : (1 + 4O2)×

∏

q6=2

O×
q → C×, x 7→ γn(x)χU (x).

Lemma 4.2. For any g =

(
A B
C D

)
∈ Γ0(2, δU ) with A,B,C,D block matrices of size m×m, we have

ωW+(g)φλ = χ◦
U (detD)φλ.

Proof. It suffices to examine place by place. For a finite place v ∤ 2δU , we know that gv can be expressed as a product of

matrices in G(Ov) of the forms

(
a 0
0 a−t

)
,

(
0 1m

−1m 0

)
and

(
1m b
0 1m

)
. Now the formulas for Weil representation

ωW+
v

in (11) as well as the value for γ(qv) in (10) show that all these three types of matrices act as identity on φq =

IW+(Ov) and thus ωW+
v
(gv)φv = φv.

For a place v | 2δU , we use the following decomposition (for ease of notation,we write

(
A B
C D

)
for

(
Av Bv
Cv Dv

)
)

(
A B
C D

)
=

(
A 0
0 A−t

)(
0 1m

−1m 0

)(
1 −AtC
0 1

)(
0 1m

−1m 0

)−1(
1 A−1B
0 1

)
=: a1a2a3a4a5.
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Assume first v | δU . Then we have the following step by step computations:

ωW+
v
(a5)φv(x) = IW+(Ov)(x)ev(

1

2
Tr(SxA

−1B)) = IW+(Ov)(x) = φv(x).

ωW+
v
(a4a5)φv(x) = ωW+

v
(a4)φv(x) = γ(qv)

−1IQ−1
U
W+(Ov)

(x),

ωW+
v
(a3a4a5)φv(x) = γ(qv)

−1IQ−1
U
W+(Ov)

(x)ev(−
1

2
Tr(SxA

tC)) = γ(qv)
−1IQ−1

U
W+(Ov)

(x), since C ≡ 0(mod δU ),

ωW+
v
(a2a3a4a5)φv(x) = γ(qv)γ(qv)

−1IQ−1
U

·QUW+(Ov)
(x) = IW+(Ov)(x),

ωW+
v
(a1a2a3a4a5)φv(x) = χ◦

U(det(D))IW+(Ov)(xA) = χ◦
U (det(D))IW+(Ov)(x), since A ∈ GLm(Ov).

This proves the lemma for the place v | δU .

Now consider the case v | 2. The computation is the same as above, except for the first and the last steps: in ωW+
v
(a5),

we haveB ≡ 0(mod 2OF ) since g ∈ Γ0(2, δU ), thus we again haveωW+
v
(a5)φv(x) = φv(x); inωW+

v
(a1a2a3a4a5)φv(x),

we have det(A) ≡ 1(mod 4OF ), which lies in the domain of definition of the character χ◦
U . This proves the lemma for

the place v | 2. �

We fix a compact open subgroup K ⊂ H(ÔF ) in the following. This gives immediately

Corollary 4.3. For any f ∈ Aρλ(H,K), the theta lift Θφλ(f) is a Siegel modular form of weight τ◦, of level Γ0(2, δU )
and of character χ◦

U .

Proof. It remains to deal with the level and character. For any k =

(
A B
C D

)
∈ Γ0(2, δU ) as above,

Θφλ(f)(gk) =

∫

[H]

∑

v∈W+(F )

〈ωW+(h, gk)φλ(v), f(h)〉W,Udh

=

∫

[H]

∑

v∈W+(F )

〈ωW+(h, g)(ωW+(1, k)φλ)(v), f(h)〉W,Udh

= χ◦
U (detD)

∫

[H]

∑

v∈W+(F )

〈ωW+(h, g)φλ(v), f(h)〉W,Udh

= χ◦
U (detD)Θφλ(f)(g).

�

Remark 4.4. Concerning the level of Θφλ(f), compare the above result with [HN17, §3.7], whose proof relies on

[Yos80, Proposition 2.5]. There the author fixes an Eichler order R of level N of the quaternion algebra D over

F = Q, then the Haar measure onD×(Qv) is chosen such that (R⊗ZZv)
× has volume equal to 1. This dependence of

the Haar measure on the order R is also reflected in the formula of Weil representation for the element QV ∈ G(Qv),
and thus on the level of the theta lift, as computed in Proposition 2.5 of loc.cit.

For any vector z ∈W+(F ), we write

Hz(F
′) =

{
h ∈ H(F ′)|hz = z

}
with F ′ = F,Fv ,AF ,AF,f .

By Witt’s theorem, one has

H(F )z =
{
x ∈W+(F )|Sx = Sz

}
.

We consider the following integral subsets of H(Fv) with v a finite place of F :

Ez;v =
{
h ∈ H(Fv)|h−1z ∈W+(Ov)

}
, Ez =

{
hf ∈ H(AF,f )|h−1

f z ∈W+(ÔF )
}
=
∏

v∤∞
Ez;v.

By definition, one has

Hz(AF,f) · Ez ·H(ÔF ) = Ez.
16



Then Hz(AF,f )\Ez/H(ÔF ) is finite (cf. [Yos84, Proposition 1.5]) and thus the double quotient

[Ez,K ] := Hz(F )\Ez/K
is also a finite set. For S ∈ Symm(F ) and g ∈ G(AF ), one has

WΘφλ
(f),S(g) =

∫

[U ]

Θφλ(f)(g)e(−Tr(SX))du(X)

=

∫

[H]

∑

v∈W+(F )

〈ωW+(h, g)φλ(v), f(h)〉W,Udh
∫

[U ]

e(Tr(SvX)−Tr(SX))du(X)

=

∫

[H]

∑

v∈W+(F ), Sv=S

〈ωW+(h, g)φλ(v), f(h)〉W,Udh.

Thus if WΘφλ
(f),S(g) 6= 0, then S = Sz for some z ∈W+(F ). In this case, one has

WΘφλ
(f),Sz

(g) =

∫

[H]

∑

γ∈Hz(F )\H(F )

〈ωW+(g)φλ(h
−1γ−1z), f(h)〉W,Udh

=

∫

Hz(F )\H(AF )

〈ωW+(g)φλ(h
−1z), f(h)〉W,Udh

Now consider an element g = gξ :=

(
ξ 0
0 ξ−t

)
, one gets

(15) WΘφλ
(f),Sz

(gξ) = γn(det(ξ), q)χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n/2AF
·

∫

Hz(F )\H(AF )

〈φλ(h−1zξ), f(h)〉W,Udh.

If we require ξf = 1 and det ξ∞ > 0 in ξ = ξ∞ξf , by the definitions of the character χU and γn as well as the

H(F ⊗Q R)-equivariance of the pairing 〈·, ·〉W,U , one gets

WΘφλ
(f),Sz

(gξ) = (det ξ∞)n/2
∫

Hz(F )\H(AF,f )

φf (h
−1
f z)〈φ∞,λ(zξ∞), f(hf )〉W,Udhf

= (det ξ∞)n/2
∫

Hz(F )\H(AF,f )

IEz(hf )〈φ∞,λ(zξ∞), f(hf )〉W,Udhf

By (14) and the definition of φ∞,λ we get further

WΘφλ
(f),Sz

(gξ)

=(det ξ∞)n/2
∫

Hz(F )\H(AF,f )

IEz(hf )ρτ◦(ξ
t
∞) (〈∆λ(Tz), f(hf )〉W,U ) e∞(iTr(Szξ∞ξ

t
∞))dhf

=(det ξ∞)n/2vol(K)× ρτ◦(ξ
t
∞)


 ∑

[hf ]∈[Ez,K ]

wz,hf 〈∆λ(Tz), f(hf )〉W,U


 e∞(iTr(Szξ∞ξ

t
∞))

where

(16) wz,hf = 1/♯(Hz(F ) ∩ hfKh−1
f ).

Note that Hz(F ) ∩ hfKh−1
f ⊂ H(F ) ∩ hfKh−1

f and the latter is indeed a finite group. Expressing the above result

using classical Siegel modular forms, we get the following
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Proposition 4.5. Let f ∈ Aρλ(H,K). Then the Fourier expansion for the classical Siegel modular form Θ∗
φλ
(f)

associated to Θφλ(f) is given by

Θ∗
φλ
(f)(Z) =

∑

S∈Sym◦
m

a(S)qS , Z ∈ Hd
2n

where S = Sz for some z ∈W+(F ) and a(Sz) = vol(K)
∑

[hf ]∈[Ez,K ]wz,hf 〈∆λ(Tz), f(hf )〉W,U .

Proof. The proof follows from (13) and the relation between τ and τ◦. �

In the following for m = 2n0, we will take z ∈ Mn,2n0(F ) to be explicitly given by

z =

(
z′

0nr×2n0

)
with z′ =




1 0 0 · · · 0 0 · · ·
0 0 0 · · · 1 0 · · ·
0 1 0 · · · 0 0 · · ·
0 0 0 · · · 0 1 · · ·
0 0 1 · · · 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
. . .




∈ SL2n0(OF ).

One checks easily

(17) Tz =




z1 z2
z1 −z2

0nr×n0 0nr×n0


 ,

where z1 =
1√
2
diag( 1√

δ1
, 1√

δ3
, · · · , 1√

δ2n0−1
) and z2 =

√
−1√
2
diag( 1√

δ2
, 1√

δ4
, · · · , 1√

δ2n0

). A simple computation using

the definition in (12) then gives:

(18) (Tz)λ(k),τ (k) =





rk

(
( 1√

2δ1
)λ

(k)
1 −λ(k)2 ( 1√

2δ1
√
2δ3

)λ
(k)
2 −λ(k)3 · · · ( 1√

2δ1···
√

2δ2n0−1
)λ

(k)
n0

)
, case (1)(k);

rk

(
1√

2δ1
√
2δ2···

√
2δ2n0

)
, case (2)(k).

5. Bessel periods and toric integrals

In this section we will assume m = 2n0 and define Bessel periods of the Fourier coefficients of the theta lift Θφλ(f)
and then relate them to certain toric periods of the corresponding automorphic form f under certain conditions.

Recall we have a maximal torus T = T1 × T2 × · · · × Tn0 of H . We define the following morphisms of algebraic

groups

j1 : T → GL2n0 , diag(t1, · · · , tn0) 7→ (z′)−1diag(t1, · · · , tn0)z
′,

j : T → G, t 7→ diag(j1(t), j1(t)
−t).

So we have tz = zj1(t). We write the Haar measure on T (AF ) = T (F ⊗Q R) × T (AF,f ) by dt = dt∞dtf . Write

dt for the quotient measure on [T ] induced from dt on T (AF ) and similarly for dtf on [T ]f . We fix Haar measure

da = da∞daf on Hz(AF ) such that vol(Hz(F ⊗rk R), da∞) = 1 for all k and vol(Hz(ÔF ), daf ) = 1.

Definition 5.1. For a Siegel modular form F of weight ρτ◦ (of certain level and character), a symmetric matrix S ∈
Sym2n(F ) and a finite order character ψ : [T ] → C×, we define the vector-valued Bessel period associated to the triple

(F , S, ψ) to be the following map

BF ,S,ψ : G(AF ) → ι−1
p (Wτ◦),

g 7→
∫

[T ]

WF ,S(j(t)g)ψ(t)dt.
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Now we fix f ∈ Aρλ(H,K). The Bessel period associated to the triple (Θφλ(f), S, ψ) can be computed for certain

kind of g as follows: for ξ ∈ GL2n0(AF,f), as in the case of Ez;v, we set

Ez,ξ;v =
{
h ∈ H(Fv)|h−1zξv ∈W+(Ov)

}
, Ez,ξ =

∏

v∤∞
Ez,ξ;ℓ ⊂ H(AF,f ).

By construction, we have Hz(AF,f )Ez,ξH(ÔF ) = Ez,ξ . Moreover for any hf ∈ H(AF,f ), one has

φλ,f (h
−1
f zξ) = IE

z,ξ
(hf ).

Proposition 5.2. Let f ∈ Aρλ(H,K), ψ : [T ] → C× a finite order character and assume that it is trivial on T (F⊗QR),
then

BΘφλ
(f),S,ψ(gξ) = χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n/2AF,f

∫

Hz(AF,f )\Ez,ξ

∫

[T×Hz]f

〈φλ,∞(z), f(tfhf )〉W,Uψ(tf )dtfdhf .

Proof. By (15), we have

BΘφλ
(f),S,ψ(gξ)

=

∫

[T ]

∫

Hz(F )\H(AF )

〈ωW+(j(t)gξ)φλ(t
−1h−1z), f(ht)〉W,Uψ(tf )dhdt

=χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n/2AF,f

∫

Hz(F )\H(AF )

∫

[T ]

〈φλ(t−1h−1zj1(t)ξ), f(ht)〉W,Uψ(tf )dtdh

=χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n/2AF,f

∫

Hz(F )\H(AF )

∫

[T ]

〈φλ(t−1h−1tzξ), f(ht)〉W,Uψ(tf )dtdh

Now making a change of variables t−1ht 7→ h,10 noting that φλ,f (h
−1
f zξ) = IE

z,ξ
(hf ) and using (14), Lemma 4.1, the

transformation property of f and the H(R)-equivariance of the pairing 〈·, ·〉W,U as in (7), we get

BΘφλ
(f),S,ψ(gξ)

=χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n/2AF,f

∫

Hz(F )\H(AF )

∫

[T ]

〈φλ(h−1zξ), f(th)〉W,Uψ(tf )dtdh

=χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n/2AF,f

∫

Hz(F )\H(AF,f )

∫

[T ]f

φλ,f (h
−1
f zξ)〈φλ,∞(z), f(tfhf )〉W,Uψ(tf )dtfdhf

=χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n/2AF,f

∫

Hz(AF,f )\Ez,ξ

∫

[T×Hz]f

〈φλ,∞(z), f(tfhf )〉W,Uψ(tf )dtfdhf .

�

We denote the inner toric integral in the above proposition by the following

P (f , ψ, hf ) :=

∫

[T×Hz]f

〈φλ,∞(z), f(tfhf )〉W,Uψ(tf )dtf .

We choose a prime l of F over a rational prime ℓ such that

(1) l ∤ 2pδU [T (AF,f ) : T (F )T (ÔF )];

(2) p ∤ ♯F×
l where Fl is the residue field of Ol;

(3) each prime factor of δ1 · · · δn as well as −1 and 2 are squares in O×
l (so that the entries of T lie in Ol via the

embedding F →֒ Fl).

10We have therefore t−1Hz(F )t = Hz(F ) for any t ∈ T (AF ), which is essential for our strategy. A generalization of the method used in

this article should take this into account.
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We fix a uniformiser ̟ = ̟l of Fl. SoH and the torus T are split at l. We require furthermore that the l-th component

of K satisfies Kl = H(Ol). For i = 1, · · · , n0, recall the isomorphisms

µi : Ti(Fl) ≃ F×
l ,

(
ai −biδ2i−1/δ2i
bi ai

)
7→ ai + bi

√
−δ2i−1/δ2i,

which maps Ti(Ol) onto O×
l . Then we have an isomorphism

µ : T (Fl) ≃ (F×
l )n0 , t = (t1, · · · , tn0) 7→ (µ1(t1), · · · , µn0(tn0)),

sending T (Ol) onto (O×
l )

n0 . One checks easily that for any t ∈ T (Fl):

TtT−1 =



diag(µ1(t1), · · · , µn0(tn0))

diag(µ1(t1), · · · , µn0(tn0))
−t

1nr


 .

We write T (Ol)
◦ for the subgroup of T (Ol) consisting of t = (t1, · · · , tn0) such that µi(ti) ≡ 1(mod l) for all i. Then

µ(T (Ol)
◦) = (1 +̟Ol)

n0 . We consider the following automorphism of (1 +̟Ol)
n0

σ′ : (1 +̟Ol)
n0 → (1 +̟Ol)

n0

t′ = (t′1, · · · , t′n0
) 7→ σ′(t′) = (σ′1(t

′), · · · , σ′n0
(t′)) = (t′1/t

′
n0
, · · · , t′n0−1/t

′
n0
, t′1t

′
n0
),

(19)

which induces the following automorphism of T (Ol)
◦:

(20) σ : T (Ol)
◦ µ−→ (1 +̟Ol)

n0 σ′−→ (1 +̟Ol)
n0

µ−1

−−→ T (Ol)
◦.

The particular form of the automorphism σ′ comes from the adjoin action of T (Fl) on certain unipotent subgroups of

H(Fl) that we will consider later on. Moreover for a positive integer r > 0, we put

(21) T (Ol)
◦
i,r = (σ′ ◦ µ)−1{(1, · · · , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

i− 1

, 1 +̟rOl, 1, · · · , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n0 − i

)}.

Then we have T (Ol)
◦ =

∏n0
i=1 T (Ol)

◦
i,1. Moreover we have the following induced isomorphism:

(22) µ̃i : T (Ol)
◦
i,r ≃ 1 +̟rOl, t 7→ σ′i(µ(t)).

For an n0-tuple r = (r1, r2, · · · , rn0) ∈ Nn0
>0, we define the following compact open subgroup of T (Ol) and T (ÔF )

respectively,

T (Ol)r =

n0∏

i=1

T (Ol)
◦
i,ri , T (ÔF )r = {t ∈ T (ÔF ) | tl ∈ T (Ol)r}.

We define the following quotient groups of T (AF,f ):

G(∞)′ = T (Al
F,f )/T (Ôl

F ), G(∞) = T (F )\T (AF,f )/T (Ôl
F ).

HereT (Al
F,f )means the components at the place l are trivial. Note that G(∞) is a compact group because T (F )\T (AF,f )

is compact. We view G(∞)′ as a subgroup of G(∞) via the inclusion T (Al
F,f) →֒ T (AF,f). We next consider the torsion

subgroups of G(∞) and G(∞)′:

G1 = G(∞)′tor ⊂ G0 = G(∞)tor.

It is not hard to see G1 = {1} because (T (Fv)/T (Ov))tor = {1} for any finite place v. The assumption l ∤ [T (AF,f ) :

T (F )T (ÔF )] implies that the following exact sequence of compact groups splits (because the last term has cardinal

prime to ℓ while the first term is a pro-ℓ group):

(23) 1 → T (Ol)(1,··· ,1) → G(∞) → T (AF,f)/T (F )T (ÔF )(1,··· ,1) → 1.

The theory of topological groups shows that the quotient G(∞)/G0 isomorphic to On0
l . Then it follows immediately

Lemma 5.3. The composition map G0 → G(∞) → T (F )\T (AF,f )/T (ÔF )(1,··· ,1) is an isomorphism.
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Proof. Clearly this map has trivial kernel since T (Ol)(1,··· ,1) ≃ On0
l is torsion-free. However the sequence (23) splits,

we may view T (F )\T (AF,f )/T (ÔF )(1,··· ,1) as a subgroup of G(∞), which is a finite subgroup, thus a torsion subgroup

and therefore contained in G0. Moreover the composition map

T (F )\T (AF,f )/T (ÔF )(1,··· ,1) → G(∞) → T (F )\T (AF,f )/T (ÔF )(1,··· ,1)

is the identity map. We conclude that the composition map in the lemma is an isomorphism. �

It follows from the above description of G(∞) and G(∞)′ that G0 is a finite subgroup of G(∞) of cardinal prime to

ℓ and the composition map

T (Ol)(1,··· ,1) →֒ G(∞) → Γ := G(∞)/G0

is an isomorphism. We summarize the relations among the above mentioned groups in the following commutative

diagram, where the middle vertical and horizontal sequences are exact:

G1 = 1 G0

G(∞)′ G(∞) T (Fl)/T (F )

G(∞)′ Γ

=

The diagonal arrow being injective follows from the fact G(∞)′ ∩ G0 = G1 = {1}. We can thus view G0 as a subgroup

of T (Fl)/T (F ). We fix then a (non-canonical) decomposition (which is possible by our choice of l)

G(∞) ≃ G0 × Γ.

For an n0-tuple of integers r = (r1, r2, · · · , rn0) ∈ Nn0
>0, we define the following finite groups:

Γi(ri) = T (Ol)i,1/T (Ol)i,ri , Γ(r) =

n0∏

i=1

Γi(ri).

Then the decomposition G(∞) ≃ G0 × Γ induces an isomorphism

(24) G(∞)/T (Ol)r ≃ G0 × Γ(r).

We consider the following unipotent elements in H(Fl): for any t ∈ Fl and i = 1, · · · , n0, we define ui(t) =(
ũi(t)

1nr

)
such that its conjugate by T is given by

(25) Tui(t)T
−1 =







1n0 − tEn0,i 0

0 1n0 + tEi,n0

1nr


 , i = 1, · · · , n0 − 1;



1n0 −t(E1,n0 − En0,1)
0 1n0

1nr


 , i = n0.

Here Ei,j are the elementary matrices of size n0 × n0. One checks easily that these unipotent elements commute with

each other:

ui(ti)uj(tj) = uj(tj)ui(ti), ∀i, j ∈ {1, · · · , n0}, ti, tj ∈ Fl.

The adjoint/conjugate action of T (Fl) on these ui(t) is given as follows: write t = (t1, · · · , tn0) ∈
∏n0
i=1 Ti(Fl),

tui(t
′)t−1 =

{
ui(t

′µn0(tn0)/µi(ti)), i = 1, · · · , n0 − 1;

ui(t
′µn0(tn0)µ1(t1)), i = n0.

For t = (t1, · · · , tn0) ∈
∏n0
i=1 σi(T (Ol))1, by (19) or (20), we write (σ′ ◦ µ)(t)i for the i-th component of (σ′ ◦ µ)(t)

(see also (21)). Then we have equivalently

(26) tui(t
′)t−1 = ui((σ

′ ◦ µ)(t)it′), i = 1, · · · , n0.
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We consider an element ξ = ξ(r) ∈ GL2n0(AF,f ) such that the matrix zξ ∈ Mn×2n0(AF,f ) is of the form:

(27) (zξ)q =

(
z̃ξq

0nr×2n0

)
=





zq, q 6= l;
(∏n0

i=1 ũi(̟
−ri)

0nr×2n0

)
, q = l.

We require the character ψ to satisfy the following

Assumption 5.4. The character ψ : [T ] → C× is trivial on T (R), is the product of n characters ψi : [Ti] → C× for

i = 1, · · · , n0 and the conductors of ψ1, ψ2, · · · , ψn0 are lr1 , lr2 , · · · , lrn0 , respectively.

So we view ψ also as a character of [T ]f . We then write tr = [T (F )T (ÔF ) : T (F )T (ÔF )r]. For any element

hf ∈ H(AF,f ) with h−1
f T (ÔF )rhf ⊂ K , we put

P(f , ψ, hf ) =
∑

t∈[T ]f/T (ÔF )r

〈φλ,∞(z), f(tfhf )〉W,Uψ(tf ).

It follows by definition

P (f , ψ, hf ) = t−1
r P(f , ψ, hf ).

By the assumption ℓ ∤ p and p ∤ ♯F×
l as well as Assumption 2.1, we have

(28) p ∤ tr.

We have defined vectors vλ and vτ in §2.1.1 and 2.1.2. We define the dual vector of vτ in the dual representation

Wτ∨ of Wτ :

v(τ (k))∨ :=(e−1 )
τ
(k)
1 −τ (k)2 ⊗ (e−1 ∧ e−2 )τ

(k)
2 −τ (k)3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ (e−1 ∧ · · · ∧ e−2n0

)
τ
(k)
2n0 ∈ W(τ (k))∨(O);

vτ∨ :=

d⊗

k=1

v(τ (k))∨ ∈ Wτ∨(O).
(29)

In particular 〈vτ (k) , v(τ (k))∨〉V = 1 for all k = 1, · · · , d and thus 〈vτ , vτ∨〉V = 1. Then set

φQλ,∞(x) := 〈φ∞,λ(x), vτ∨〉W,V ,

nλ(k) := (Tz)λ(k) ,τ (k) ·





1

(1!)λ
(k)
1

−λ
(k)
2

· · · 1

((n0−1)!)
λ
(k)
n0−1

−λ
(k)
n0

1

(n0!)
λ
(k)
n0

, case (1)(k);

1
n! , case (2)(k);

nλ :=
d∏

k=1

nλ(k) .

(30)

Lemma 5.5. We have the following identity:

〈∆λ(Tz), vτ∨〉W,V = nλvλ.

In particular,

φQλ,∞(z) = nλ exp(−2πTrSz)〈∆λ(Tz), vτ∨〉W,V = nλ exp(−2πTrSz)vλ.

Proof. By definition, one has
〈
(Ẽ+

1 ⊗ e+1 )
k, (e−1 )

k
〉
W,V

= (Ẽ+
1 )

k. Similarly

〈
Ẽ+

1 ⊗ e+1 · Ẽ+
2 ⊗ e+2 , e

−
1 ∧ e−2

〉
W,V

=
1

4

〈
(Ẽ+

1 ⊗ e+1 )⊗ (Ẽ+
2 ⊗ e+2 ) + (Ẽ+

2 ⊗ e+2 )⊗ (Ẽ+
1 ⊗ e+1 ), e

−
1 ⊗ e−2 − e−2 ⊗ e−1

〉
W,V

=
1

2
Ẽ+

1 ∧ Ẽ+
2 .

Therefore
〈
(Ẽ+

1 ⊗ e+1 · Ẽ+
2 ⊗ e+2 )

k, (e−1 ∧ e−2 )k
〉
W,V

= 1
2k
(Ẽ+

1 ∧ Ẽ+
2 )

k. In the same manner, we have

〈
(Ẽ+

1 ⊗ e+1 · Ẽ+
2 ⊗ e+2 · · · Ẽ+

j ⊗ e+j )
k, (e−1 ∧ · · · ∧ e−j )k

〉
W,V

=
1

(j!)k
(Ẽ+

1 ∧ · · · ∧ Ẽ+
j )

k.
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Now the lemma follows easily from the expressions for Tz in (17) and ∆λ(Tz) in (12). �

Now we define the normalized toric integrals and Bessel periods as follows:

P ∗(f , ψ, hf ) = 〈P (f , ψ, hf ), vλ〉V ,
P∗(f , ψ, hf ) = 〈P(f , ψ, hf ), vλ〉V ,

B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
(gξ) = n−1

λ exp(2πTrSz)
〈
BΘφλ

(f),Sz,ψ(gξ), vλ

〉
V
.

By definition and Proposition 5.2, we have the following identities

P ∗(f , ψ, hf ) = t−1
r P∗(f , ψ, hf ),

B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
(gξ)

χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n/2AF,f

= n−1
λ exp(2πTrSz)

∫

Hz(F )\E
z,ξ

∫

[T ]f

〈〈φλ,∞(z), f(tfhf )〉W,U , vλ〉V ψ(t)dtfdhf

=

∫

Hz(F )\E
z,ξ

∫

[T ]f

〈vτ∨ , f(tfhf )〉U ψ(t)dtfdhf .

We consider the following sets (recall we have set ξ = ξ(r)):

[Ez,ξ;q] = Hz(Fq)\Ez,ξ;q/H(Oq), Ẽz,ξ;q =
{
{1}, q 6= l;

{∏n0
i=1 ui(−̟−ri)}, q = l.

We then put

Ẽz,ξ := {ςξ} :=
∏

q

Ẽz,ξ;q.

Proposition 5.6. (a) The set Ẽz,ξ;q as above is a complete set of representatives for [Ez,ξ;q] for any prime q. There-

fore the set Ẽz,ξ =
∏

q Ẽz,ξ;q is a complete set of representatives for the double quotient Hz(AF,f )\Ez,ξ/H(ÔF )

and also for Hz(F )\Ez,ξ/H(ÔF ).

(b) For t ∈ T (ÔF )r, we have ς−1
ξ tςξ ∈ H(Ol)×

∏
q6=l T (Oq).

Proof. For (a), assuming that Ẽz,ξ is a complete set of representatives for Hz(AF,f)\Ez,ξ/H(ÔF ), we show that

this latter double quotient is equal to Hz(F )\Ez,ξ/H(ÔF ): indeed, note that all the elements in Ẽz,ξ commute with

Hz(AF,f ) = Hz(ÔF ) ≃ µ2(ÔF ) (see in particular (25)). Thus we have

Ez,ξ = Hz(AF,f )Ẽz,ξH(ÔF ) = Ẽz,ξHz(ÔF )H(ÔF ) = Ẽz,ξH(ÔF ) = Hz(F )Ẽz,ξH(ÔF ).

Now we show that Ẽz,ξ is a complete set of representatives for Hz(AF,f )\Ez,ξ/H(ÔF ), we consider the following

cases separately:

(1) q ∤ 2lδU . In this case, Ez,ξ;q 6= ∅ and thus [Ez,ξ;q] has only one element by [Yos84, Proposition 1.3]. We can just

take Ẽz,ξ;q = {1}.

(2) q | δU . For any g ∈ H(Fq), we write its inverse in block matrix as g−1 =

(
A B
C D

)
with A of size 2n0 × 2n0.

Thus g−1zξq = g−1z ∈ W+(Oq) implies that A ∈ M2n0×2n0(Oq) and C ∈ Mnr×2n0(Oq). We claim that

there is an element g̃−1 =

(
A B̃

C D̃

)
∈ H(Oq). This claim is trivially true in case n is even, so below we just

treat the case n is odd. First admitting this claim, write v =

(
B
D

)
and ṽ =

(
B̃

D̃

)
, since the columns of

(
A
C

)

are mutually orthogonal and are all orthogonal to v and ṽ, thus these two columns v and ṽ must be proportional:

v = aṽ for some a ∈ Fq. We have then 〈v, v〉U = 〈ṽ, ṽ〉U = δn, which implies a = ±1. This shows that

g−1 ∈ g̃−1Hz(Fq) and thus we can take Ẽz,ξ;q = {1}. Now we proceed to the proof of the above claim, there

are three cases to consider (we identify U with the set Mn,1(Z) by sending Ei to the elementary matrix Ei,1):
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(a) q ∤ δi for some i = 1, 2, · · · , 2n0. Then by [Ome63, 82:15], the sublattice L1 of the lattice U(Oq)

generated by the 2n0 columns in the matrix

(
A
C

)
splits U(Oq) (say, by another sublattice L2, which is

the zero lattice in case n is even and which has rank 1 in case n is odd). Consider the two splittings

U(Oq) = Oq(E1, · · · , E2n0) ⊥ Oq(En) and U(Oq) = L1 ⊥ L2. Then by [Ome63, 92:3], the isometry

between Oq(E1, · · · , E2n0) and L1 (represented by the matrix

(
A
C

)
under the basis E1, · · · , En) induces

an isometry between Oq(En) and L2 (say, given by the columns of an n× 1-matrix

(
B̃

D̃

)
). Thus we can

put g̃−1 =

(
A B̃

C D̃

)
.

(b) q | δi for all i = 1, · · · , 2n0 but q ∤ δn (this case is possible only if n is odd). Write the matrix

(
A
C

)

in columns (v1, v2, · · · , v2n0) with vi = ai,1E1 + ai,2E2 + · · · + ai,nEn such that ai,j ∈ Oq. Since

q | 〈vi, vi〉U , we have q | ai,n for all i = 1, · · · , 2n0. We claim that there is a column matrix vn =
an,1E1 + · · · + an,nEn with an,j ∈ Oq for all j, 〈vn, vi〉U = 0 for i = 1, · · · , 2n0 and 〈vn, vn〉U = δn.

To prove this claim, we put vn(β) := βEn − β
∑2n0

i=1
ai,nδn
δi

vi for any β ∈ Oq. Then one verifies that

〈vn(β), vi〉U = 0 for all i = 1, · · · , 2n0. The condition 〈vn(β), vn(β)〉U = δn gives

β2(δn −
2n0∑

i=1

δn
δi
a2i,n) = δn.

Since q | ai,n for all i = 1, · · · , 2n0 and each δi is square-free, the above quadratic equation on the

variable β always has a solution in O×
q . Setting B̃ = (an,1 · · · an,2n0)

t and D̃ = (an,n). Then we can put

g̃−1 =

(
A B̃

C D̃

)
.

(c) q | δi for all i = 1, 2, · · · , 2n+ 2. Replace all δi by δi/̟q (̟q is a uniformiser of Fq) and we are reduced

to the first case q ∤ 2lδU .

(3) q | 2. The argument is the same as the preceding case, using [Ome63, 93:14a] instead of [Ome63, 92:3]. Thus

we can take Ẽz,ξ;q = {1}.

(4) q = l. For g−1 =

(
A B
C D

)
∈ H(Fl) with A of size 2n0 × 2n0, note that g−1zξl =

(
Az̃ξl
C z̃ξl

)
∈ W+(Ol)

and

(
Az̃ξl B

C z̃ξl D

)
∈ H(Fl). Then by [Yos84, Proposition 1.3], we know that B and D also have entries in Ol.

Therefore we can take Ẽz,ξ;l = {
(
z̃ξ

−1

l

1nr

)
} = {∏n0

i=1 ui(−̟−ri)} using (27).

Now we proceed to (b). Clearly for the places outside l, this is trivially true since ςξ has trivial component outside l.

To deal with the place l, we write

T(ςξ)
−1
l T−1 =



1n0 B

1n0

1nr





A

A−t

1nr


 , TtlT

−1 =



T

T−t

1nr


 ,

where we put

T = diag(t1, · · · , tn0), A =




1

0
. . .

1
−̟−r1 · · · −̟−rn0−1 1


 , B =




0 0 ̟−rn0

0
. . . 0

−̟−rn0 0 0


 .
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Note that if we write t = (t′1, · · · , t′n0
) with t′i ∈ Ti(Fl), then one has ti = µi(t

′
i) for all i. In the expression

T(ςξ)
−1
l tl(ςξ)lT

−1 =



ATA−1 −(ATA−1B + (AT−1A−1B)t)

0 (ATA−1)−t

1nr


 ,

a simple computation gives

ATA−1 = tn0




t1
tn0

0 t2
tn0

...
...

. . .

̟−r1( t1tn0
− 1) ̟−r2( t2tn0

− 1) · · · 1



, ATA−1B =




0 0 t1̟
−r1

0
. . . 0

−tn0̟
−r1 0 ̟−r1−rn0 (t1 − tn0)


 .

(similar expression for AT−1A−1B) Since t ∈ T (ÔF )r, we must have

ti
tn0

≡ 1(mod̟ri), (i = 1, · · · , n0 − 1); t1tn0 ≡ 1(mod̟rn).

Thus the entries of ATA−1 are all in Ol. Similarly the entries of ATA−1B + (AT−1A−1B)t are all in Ol except

perhaps the most down-right entry, which is given by

̟−r1−rn0 (t1 − tn0 + 1/t1 − 1/tn0) = ̟−r1−rn0
1

t1
(
t1
tn0

− 1)(t1tn0 − 1).

This is also in Ol using the fact t1
tn0

≡ 1(mod̟r1) and t1tn0 ≡ 1(mod̟rn). We then conclude that the l-th component

of ς−1
ξ tςξ is indeed in H(Ol). �

The same proof gives

Proposition 5.7. The double coset Hz(F )\Ez/H(ÔF ) is a singleton set.

Proof. It suffices to show for any finite place q of F , we have Ez;q = Hz(Fq)H(Oq) = H(Oq). For q 6= l, the proof is

the same as the above proposition while for q = l, the proof is the same as the case q ∤ 2lδU in the above proposition. �

We make the following assumption on the compact open subgroup

Assumption 5.8. K contains the subgroup T̂ = H(Ol)×
∏

q6=l T (Oq) ofH(ÔF ) and for any g ∈ H(ÔF ), g
−1T̂ g ⊂ K .

We fix a set of representatives ẼK for the double quotient

Hz(AF,f )\H(ÔF )/K =
(
ς−1
ξ Hz(AF,f)ςξ ∩H(ÔF )

)
\H(ÔF )/K, ∀ ξ = ξ(r).

Then the following set is a set of representatives for the double quotient Ez,ξ,K := Hz(AF,f )\Ez,ξ/K with ξ = ξ(r):

Ẽz,ξ,K = Ẽz,ξ · ẼK = {ςξ · s|s ∈ ẼK}.
The preceding proposition shows that ς−1

ξ T (ÔF )rςξ ⊂ H(ÔF ). Combined with the above assumption, we have

g−1T (ÔF )g ⊂ K .

Lemma 5.9. We have the following

(31)
B∗

Θφλ
(f),S,ψ(gξ)

χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n/2AF,f

=
∑

g∈Ẽ
z,ξ,K

P∗(f , ψ, g)

[H(ÔF ) : K]
.

6. Non-vanishing mod p of theta lift

In this section assuming the non-vanishing mod P of Bessel periods, we show the p-integrality and p-primitivity

of the theta lift Θφλ(f) for p-integral f . Recall we assume K ⊂ H(ÔF ). For f ∈ Aρλ(H,K), we have the Fourier

expansion of the theta lift as in (4):

Θφλ(f)
∗ =

∑

S∈Sym◦
m

a(S)qS .
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6.1. p-integrality of theta lifts. Let m satisfy (5).

Theorem 6.1. Maintain Assumptions 2.1, 5.8 Let m satisfy (5) and suppose

p ∤
∏

[hf ]∈[H]f/K

♯(H(F ) ∩ hfKh−1
f ).

(the RHS is indeed a finite product of finite integers). If f ∈ Aρλ(H,K) is p-integral, thenΘφλ(f) ∈ Aρτ◦ (G,Γ0(2, δU ), χ
◦
U )

is also p-integral.

Proof. By Proposition 4.5 and the definition of the p-adic avatar f̂ of f , we have (for some z ∈W+(F )):

(32) a(Sz) =
∑

[hf ]∈[Ez,K ]

wz,hf 〈∆λ(Th
−1
p z), f̂(hf )〉W,U .

By definition of Ez , we know that h−1
p z ∈W+(Op ⊗Zp O) and thus ∆λ(Th

−1
p z) ∈ Wλ(O)⊗O Wτ (O).

We next consider the integer w−1
z,hf

= ♯(Hz(F ) ∩ hfKh−1
f ) (see (16)). Note that Hz(F ) ∩ hfKh−1

f is a subgroup

of H(F ) ∩ hfKh−1
f , whose cardinal is not divisible by p. Thus wz,hf is always a unit in O. Therefore every factor in

the above expression for a(Sz) lies in O or Wτ (O), so a(Sz) ∈ Wτ (O). �

6.2. p-primitivity of theta lifts: m = 2n0 case. We choose a finite set of representatives ẼT for the double coset

[T ]f/T (ÔF ) such that each g ∈ ẼT has components gp = 1. We relate the non-vanishing mod P of a(S) to the

non-vanishing mod P of the normalized Bessel period B∗
Θφλ

(f),S,ψ(gξ):

Theorem 6.2. Maintain Assumptions 2.1, 5.8 and suppose p ∤ [H(ÔF ) : K]. Fix ξ = ξ(r) as in (27), f ∈ Aρλ(H,K)
p-integral and ψ : [T ] → C× a finite order character satisfying Assumption 5.4. Then

B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
(gξ) ∈ O.

Moreover if B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
(gξ) 6≡ 0(modP), then there is S ∈ Sym◦

2n0
such that a(S) 6≡ 0(modP). In particular, the

theta lift Θφλ(f) is p-primitive.

Proof. The first part follows from (31). Now if B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
6≡ 0(P), then again by (31), we have

(χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n+1
AF,f

)−1[H(ÔF ) : K]B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
(gξ)

=
exp(2πTrSz)

nλtr

∑

t∈[T ]f/T (ÔF )r

∫

Hz(F )\E
z,ξ

〈〈φλ,∞(z), f(thf )〉W,U , vτ∨〉V ψ(t)dhf

=
exp(2πTrSz)

nλtr

∑

t∈[T ]f/T (ÔF )r

〈
WΘφλ

(f),Sz
(j(t)gξ), vτ∨

〉
V
ψ(t).

Recall j(t)gξ = diag(j1(t)ξ, (j1(t)ξ)
−t). By strong approximation for SL2n0/F , we can write

SL2n0(AF,f) ∋ j1(t)ξ = rtut with rt ∈ SL2n0(F ) and ut ∈ SL2n0(ÔF ).

By definition ofΓ0(2, δU ), we actually have diag(ut, u
−t
t ) ∈ Γ0(2, δU ). By (3), Assumption 5.8 and the fact that Θφλ(f)

is of level Γ0(2, δU ), we have

WΘφλ
(f),Sz

(j(t)gξ) = WΘφλ
(f),rttSzrt(ut) = WΘφλ

(f),rttSzrt(1) = nλ exp(−2πTrSz)ρτ (r
−t
t )a(rttSzrt).

Thus we get

(33)
tr[H(ÔF ) : K]B∗

Θφλ
(f),Sz,ψ

(gξ)

χU (det ξ)|det ξ|n+1
AF,f

=
∑

t∈[T ]f/T (ÔF )r

〈
a(rttSzrt), ρτ (r

t
t)vτ∨

〉
V
ψ(t).

It is easy to see that if B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
(gξ) 6≡ 0(modP), then the LHS of the above identity is 6≡ 0(modP) (we have

p ∤ tr by (28) and p ∤ [H(ÔF ) : K] by assumption).
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Let ẼT,ξ be a set of representatives for the quotient (T (F )T (ÔF ))/(T (F )T (ÔF )r) consisting of elements whose

p-th component is 1. Then the product set ẼT · ẼT,ξ is a set of representatives for [T ]f/T (ÔF )r. For all t ∈ ẼT · ẼT,ξ ,
one has tp = 1, thus

rt ∈ SL2n0(Op) ∩ SL2n0(F ),

which implies ρτ (r
t
t)vτ∨ ∈ Wτ (O). On the other hand, by the preceding proposition,

a(rttSzrt) = a(Szrt) ∈ Wτ (O), ∀t ∈ ẼT · ẼT,ξ.

Thus by (8), we have 〈a(Szrt), ρτ (rtt)v∨τ 〉V ∈ O for any t ∈ ẼT · ẼT,ξ . Now if BΘφλ
(f),Sz,ψ(gξ) 6≡ 0(modP), then for

at least one t, we have

(34)
〈
a(Szrt), ρτ (r

t
t)vτ∨

〉
V
6≡ 0(P).

Therefore again by 8, a(Szrt) 6≡ 0(modP), which gives the p-primitivity of Θφλ(f). �

6.3. p-primitivity of theta lifts: general case. Next we go further to deduce the general case m satisfying (5) from

the special case m = 2n0. So we write

Ṽ = OF (e
+
1 , · · · , e+m, e−1 , · · · , e−m) ⊂ V = OF (e

+
1 , · · · , e+2n0

, e−1 , · · · , e−2n0
).

We view Ṽ as a symplectic OF -submodule of V in the natural way. In the same manner we put

G̃ = Sp(Ṽ ) ⊂ G = Sp(V ),

similarly for φ̃λ, Γ̃0(2, δU ), ∆̃λ, τ̃ , τ̃◦, Wτ̃ (O), etc. We will consider the following

Assumption 6.3. The group H has class number one, that is, H(AF,f ) = H(F )H(ÔF ).

Lemma 6.4. For any z ∈ W̃+(F ), Ez = Hz(F )H(ÔF ), that is, the double quotient [Ez,H(ÔF )] = Hz(F )\Ez/H(ÔF )

is a singleton set.

Proof. For any g ∈ Ez, we have a decomposition g = g1g2 ∈ H(F )H(ÔF ). Since g−1
2 g−1

1 z = g−1z ∈ W̃+(ÔF ), we

have g−1
1 z ∈ W̃+(ÔF ) and therefore g1 ∈ Hz(F ). �

Remark 6.5. We do not feel very satisfactory with Assumption 6.3 because on one hand it is independent of the

dimension of Ṽ and on the other hand, there are only finitely many H satisfying this assumption. As we can see,

this assumption is only used to ensure the double quotient in the preceding lemma to be a singleton. So an ideal

assumption on H would depend on m which becomes stronger as m becomes smaller. However we do not try to find

such assumptions as this would obscure the main idea of the article.

Theorem 6.6. Maintain Assumptions 2.1 and 6.3. Let m > 0 satisfy (5) and suppose

K = H(ÔF ) and p ∤ H(OF ).

Fix ξ = ξ(r) as in (27) and f ∈ Aρλ(H,K) p-integral. Let ψ : [T ] → C× be a finite order character satisfying

Assumption 5.4. If B∗
Θφλ

,Sz,ψ
(gξ) 6≡ 0(modP), then Θ

φ̃λ
(f) ∈ Aρτ̃◦ (G̃, Γ̃0(2, δU ), χ

◦
U ) is p-primitive.

Proof. We need the proof of Theorem 6.2. In that proof, we have shown that the Fourier coefficient a(Szrt) for some

t ∈ ẼT · ẼT,ξ of the theta lift Θφλ(f) (to G rather than to G̃!) satisfies 〈a(Szrt), vτ∨〉V 6≡ 0(modP). Moreover we can

choose rt ∈ SL2n0(Op) ∩ SL2n0(F ).

Now we take z̃ ∈ W̃+(F ) = Mn,m(F ) to be the first m columns of the matrix zrt ∈ W+(F ) = Mn,2n0(F ). We

next compare a(Szrt) and the Fourier coefficient a(Sz̃) of the theta lift Θ
φ̃λ
(f) (to the group G̃). By Lemma 6.4, we

know both [E
z̃,H(ÔF )] and [E

zrt,H(ÔF )] are singletons. Moreover by definition, Ezrt ⊂ Ez̃, so we can choose a common

representative h0 ∈ Ezrt for [E
zrt,H(ÔF )

] and [E
z̃,H(ÔF )

]. Now the sum in the expression (32) for the Fourier coefficient

a(Sz̃), resp, a(Szrt) of Θ
φ̃λ
(f), resp, Θφλ(f) has only one term,

a(Sz̃) = wz̃,h0〈∆̃λ(Tz̃), f̂ (h0)〉W̃ ,U
, a(Szrt) = wzrt,h0〈∆λ(Tzrt), f̂ (h0)〉W,U .
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Just like the vector vτ∨ in (29) for the case m = 2n0, we define vτ̃∨ :=
⊗d

k=1 v(τ̃ (k))∨ ∈ Wτ̃∨(O) where

v(τ̃ (k))∨ = (e−1 )
τ̃
(k)
1 −τ̃ (k)2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ (e−1 ∧ · · · ∧ e−m)τ̃

(k)
m ∈ W(τ̃ (k))∨(O), k = 1, · · · , d.

Then one has

〈a(Sz̃), vτ̃∨〉Ṽ = wz̃,h0〈〈∆λ(Tz̃), f̂(h0)〉W̃ ,U
, vτ̃∨〉Ṽ = wz̃,h0〈〈∆λ(Tz̃), vτ̃∨〉W̃ ,Ṽ

, f̃(h0)〉U ∈ O

and similar formula holds for 〈a(Szrt), vτ∨〉V . It follows easily from the definitions of z̃ and v∨τ

〈∆λ(Tz̃), vτ̃∨〉W̃ ,Ṽ
= 〈∆λ(Tzrt), vτ∨〉W,V .

In other words, 〈a(Sz̃), vτ̃∨〉Ṽ =
w

zrt,h0
w

z̃,h0
〈a(Szrt), vτ∨〉V . Now the assumption p ∤ H(Z) and Assumption 6.3 imply

that both wz̃,h0 and wzrt,h0 are units in O (the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 6.1). Since vτ̃∨ ∈ Wτ̃∨(O),
we have 〈a(Sz̃), vτ̃∨〉Ṽ 6≡ 0(modP) and thus a(Sz̃) 6≡ 0(modP). �

Note that Assumption 5.8 is automatically satisfied for K = H(ÔF ).

7. Non-vanishing mod p of Bessel periods

7.1. Preparations and Summary of Appendix A. As preparations for next subsection, we digress to recall the main

results from §A.6.2, which will be used in the next subsection to prove the non-vanishing mod p of Bessel periods. As

in §A.6.2, we impose the following

Assumption 7.1. In case n ≥ 4, the products δ1δ2δ3δ4, δ1δ2δ5δ6, · · · , δ1δ2δ2n0−1δ2n0 are all perfect squares in F .

For the convenience of the reader, we collect the facts and notations that we will need to state the main result. LetU ′ =
OF (E1, · · · , E2n0) be the submodule of U generated by the first 2n0 basis vectors in B. We write H′ = GSpin(U ′)
for the general spin group associated to the quadratic space U ′ and similarly H = GSpin(U) to U . Recall H′(Fl) is

given by the units C0(U ′
l )

× of the even part C0(U ′
l ) of the Clifford algebra (tensor product is over OF )

C(U ′
l ) =

∞⊕

k=0

(U ′
l )

⊗k/〈v ⊗ v − 〈v, v〉U | v ∈ Ul〉

associated to the quadratic space (U ′
l , 〈·, ·〉Ul

|U ′
l
). We write vw for the image of v ⊗w inside C(U ′

l ) for any v,w ∈ U ′
l .

We write their derived subgroups as (H′)1, resp H1. Put H ′ = O(U ′), which embeds naturally in H = O(U) by

sending g to diag(g, 1nr) ∈ H . We have a central extension of group schemes over OF :

1 → Gm → H′ s−→ H ′ → 1.

We will identify Gm with the center of H′. The map s sends g ∈ H′ to the element inH ′ which acts on U ′ by mapping

v to gvg−1. Moreover we have n0 subgroups G1, · · · , Gn0 of H′ and similarly their derived subgroups are denoted by

G1
1, · · · , G1

n0
(given below). We will only be interested in the Fl-points of these groups and thus we can work with the

basis B̃′ = (Ẽ+
1 , · · · , Ẽ+

n0
, Ẽ−

1 , · · · , Ẽ−
n0
) of U ′

l .

For distinct basis vectors Ei1 , · · · , Eik , we write Ci1,··· ,ik for the even part of the Clifford algebra associated to the

quadratic submodule (OF (Ei1 , · · · , Eik)) of U . Fix square roots d1, · · · , dn in Fl of 1/δ1, · · · , 1/δn. We then write

e±i,j,k =
1

2
(diEi ± dj

√
−1Ej)dkEk, τi,j(a) =

1

a

(
1 +

a2 − 1

4
(diEi + dj

√
−1Ej)(diEi − dj

√
−1Ej)

)
, a ∈ F×

l .

We also put ek = 1
2

(
1− E1E2E2k−1E2k

δ1δ2δ2k−1δ2k

)
, an idempotent central element in C1,2,2k−1,2k. Then one can check that

C1,2,2k−1,2kek and C1,2,2k−1,2k(1− ek) are both central simple algebras over OF free of rank 4. Then we put

Gj = (C1,2,2j+1,2j+2ej+1)
× (j = 1, · · · , n0 − 1), Gn0 = (C1,2,3,4(1− e2))

×,

which are subgroups of H′ over OF and each Gj(Fl) contains Uj as unipotent subgroup. We also have torus subgroups

T̃i = C×
2i−1,2i ⊂ H′ defined over OF (i = 1, 2, · · · , n0). These tori T̃i clearly commute with each other and we put

T̃ =
∏n0
i=1 T̃i. We have viewed H′ as a subgroup of H, then it follows that T̃ is also a maximal torus of H. Each of
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these T̃i contains the center Gm ⊂ H′. Moreover the above central extension induces the following exact sequence of

algebraic groups over OF :

1 → Gm → T̃i
s−→ Ti → 1.

Lemma 7.2. For any field extension R/F , we have a short exact sequence

1 → Gm(R) → T̃i(R)
s−→ Ti(R) → 1.

Proof. It suffices to show the surjectivity of s. For ease of notations, we write δ = δ2i−1/δ2i and e1 = E2i−1, e2 = E2i.

The group Ti(R) is isomorphic to a subgroup of SL2(R) which consists of matrices g =

(
a bδ
−b a

)
∈ SL2(R) with

a, b ∈ R. In this case T̃i(R) consists of x+ ye1e2 ∈ C0(Re1 +Re2)
× with x, y ∈ R. Moreover we have the following

conjugate action

(x+ ye1e2)(e1, e2)(x+ ye1e2)
−1

=
1

x2 + y2δ2i−1δ2i
((x2 − y2δ2i−1δ2i)e1 − 2xyδ2i−1e2, 2xyδ2ie1 + (x2 − y2δ2i−1δ2i)e2)

=(e1, e2)
1

x2 + y2δ2i−1δ2i

(
x2 − y2δ2i−1δ2i 2xyδ2i
−2xyδ2i−1 x2 − y2δ2i−1δ2i

)
.

Thus the map s is given by

s : T̃i(R) → Ti(R), x+ ye1e2 7→
1

x2 + y2δ2i−1δ2i

(
x2 − y2δ2i−1δ2i −2xyδ2i−1

2xyδ2i x2 − y2δ2i−1δ2i

)
.

For any a, b ∈ R such that a2+b2δ = 1, we can always find x, y ∈ R such that a = (x2−y2δ2i−1δ2i)/(x
2+y2δ2i−1δ2i)

and b = −2xyδ2i: if a = 1, we take x = 1, y = 0; if a 6= 1, we take any x, y 6= 0 such that x = yδb/(a − 1). �

A similar computation as in the above lemma shows that the image of these T̃i(Fl) under the map s is given as follows

(the conjugate by T is to work under the basis B̃′):

Ts(T̃i(Fl))T
−1 = {diag(1i−1, t, 1n0−i, 1i−1, t

−1, 1n0−i) | t ∈ F×
l }.

The unipotent subgroups U±
1 , · · · , U±

n0
in §A.6.2 are given by (note that the enumerations are different, theU±

1 , · · · , U±
n0

in §A.6.2 should correspond to our U±
n0
, U±

1 , · · · , U±
n0−1 below respectively):

U±
i =

{
vi(t)

± := 1− t

4
Ẽ±

1 Ẽ
+
i |t ∈ Fl

}
(i = 1, · · · , n0 − 1), U±

n0
=

{
vn0(t)

± := 1 +
t

4
Ẽ±

1 Ẽ
−
2 |t ∈ Fl

}
.

Then it is easy to see:

Ts(v+1 (t1) · · · v+n0
(tn0))T

−1 =

(
A AB
0 A−t

)
with A =




1
. . .

1
t1 · · · tn0−1 1


 , B =




0 · · · 0 −tn0

...
. . . 0

0
. . .

...
tn0 0 · · · 0



.

In particular,

(35) s(v+1 (̟
−r1) · · · v+n0

(̟−rn0 )) = ςξ = ςξ(r)

Therefore the unipotent subgroups U+
1 , · · · , U+

n0
are the root subgroups of s(T̃ ′(Fl)) and their opposite root subgroups

are given by U−
1 , · · · , U−

n0
. A direct computation shows that the torus T̃ (Fl) acts by conjugation on these unipotent
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subgroups U±
i by the following formula

Adτ2i−1,2i(a)(1 + tẼ±
1 Ẽ

−
2 ) =

{
(1 + a±2tẼ±

1 Ẽ
−
2 ), i = 1, 2;

(1 + tẼ±
1 Ẽ

−
2 ), i = 3, · · · , n0;

Adτ1,2(a)(1 + tẼ±
1 Ẽ

+
k ) = (1 + a±2tẼ±

1 Ẽ
+
k ), k = 2, · · · , n0;

Adτ2i−1,2i(a)(1 + tẼ±
1 Ẽ

+
k ) =

{
(1 + a∓2tẼ±

1 Ẽ
+
k ), i = k ∈ {2, · · · , n0};

(1 + tẼ±
1 Ẽ

+
k ), i 6= k ∈ {2, · · · , n0}.

(36)

For i = 1, · · · , n0, we write χi for the character of T̃ (Fl)∩(H′)1(Fl) sending (t1, · · · , tn0) ∈
∏n0
i=1 T̃i(Fl) to µi(s(ti)).

Then (36) shows that the action of T̃ (Fl) on U±
i correspond to the character (χiχ

−1
n0

)± if i = 1, · · · , n0 − 1 and to

the character (χ1χn0)
± if i = n0. Therefore we see that these {U+

1 , · · · , U+
n0
} correspond to a root basis for T̃ (Fl) ∩

(H′)1(Fl) (similarly for {U−
1 , · · · , U−

n0
}).

One of the main results Theorem A.23 in the appendix is the following

Theorem 7.3. Let R = {g1, · · · , gr} be a finite set of elements in T̃ ′(AF,f ) such that

(37) (gk)l(gi)
−1
l /∈ T̃ (Fl) ∩

n0⋃

j=1

Gj(F )Z(Gj(Fl)), ∀k 6= i.

LetK ′ be a compact open subgroup ofH′(AF,f) and G be an open subgroup of T̃ (F )\T̃ (AF,f ) such that the composition

map G → H′(AF,f ) → H′(F )\H′(AF,f)/(H′)1(AF,f )K ′ is surjective. Let A be a ring and {βg}g∈R be a finite set of

elements in A with βg1 ∈ A×. Then for any map f : H′(F )\H′(AF,f )/K ′ → A that is not invariant under the right

translation of (H′)1(AF,f ), we have that for any r1, · · · , rn0 ≫ 0, there is an element h ∈ G (depending on r1, · · · , rn0)

such that ∑

g∈R
βgf(hgu1(̟

−r1) · · · un0(̟
−rn0 )) 6= 0.

We record also the following easy facts:

Lemma 7.4. Fix two positive integers k1 < k2 and write

G(k1) =

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Ol)|a, b, d ∈ Ol and a− 1, d − 1, c ∈ ̟k1Ol

}

Then G(k1) and the matrix

(
1 1/̟k2

0 1

)
generate the whole group SL2(Fl).

Proof. WriteA = diag(̟k1 , 1) ∈ GL2(Fl). It suffices to showAG(k1)A
−1 andA

(
1 1/̟k2

0 1

)
A−1 =

(
1 1/̟k2−k1

0 1

)

generate SL2(Fl). So it is enough to show thatB =

(
1 1/̟
0 1

)
and a subgroup G of SL2(Ol) containing those matrices

of the form

(
a b
c d

)
such that a−1, d−1 ∈ ̟k1Ol generate SL2(Fl). One verifies easily that

(
1 Ol/̟
0 1

)
G

(
1 Ol/̟
0 1

)

contains SL2(Ol). Now the lemma follows from an simple application of a theorem of Ihara. �

Lemma 7.5. (a) Let K ′ be a compact open subgroup of H′(Fl). Then for any i = 1, · · · , n0, the two subgroups

G′
i(Fl) and K ′ generate H′(Fl).

(b) Let K be a compact open subgroup of H(Fl). Then the two subgroups H′(Fl) and K generate H(Fl).

Proof. (a) We first treat the case i = 1. By (36), for any positive integer N > 0, we have

{Adτ1,2(a)(1 + tẼ±
1 Ẽ

+
k ) | a ∈ F×

l , t ∈ ̟NOl} = 1 + FlẼ
±
1 Ẽ

+
k , k = 2, · · · , n0.

Thus T̃ (Fl) ∩ (H′)1(Fl) and K ′ generate a subgroup of (H′)1(Fl) which contains all the basic root subgroups

U±
i of T̃ (Fl). Since (H′)1(Fl) is semi-simple and simply-connected, such root subgroup generate (H′)1(Fl)

and we are done.
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Next consider the case i = 2, · · · , n0. Similarly for any integer N > 0,

{Adτ2i−1,2i(a)(1 + tẼ±
1 Ẽ

−
2 ) | a ∈ F×

l , t ∈ ̟NOl} = 1 + FlẼ
±
1 Ẽ

−
2 .

and the the two unipotent subgroups 1 + FlẼ
±
1 Ẽ

−
2 generate a subgroup of (H′)1(Fl) containing G1

1(Fl) and

therefore containing also T̃ (Fl) ∩G1
1(Fl). Now we are reduced to the case i = 1 and we are done.

(b) The case n even is trivial and we assume n = 2n0 + 1. We have viewed T̃ (Fl) as a subgroup of H(Fl). Write

Ũ±
i for the root subgroup of T̃ (F ) ∩H1(Fl) corresponding to the root χi. Then one has

{tut−1 | t ∈ T̃ (Fl) ∩H1(Fl), u ∈ Ũ±
i ∩K} = Ũ±

i

(one can prove this by applying the map s to the LHS and a direct computation shows that the image is equal

to s(Ũ±
i )). Then {U+

1 , · · · , U+
n0−1, Ũ

+
n0
} correspond to a root basis for T̃ (Fl) ∩ H1(Fl) and similarly for

{U−
1 , · · · , U−

n0−1, Ũ
−
n0
}. Since H1(Fl) is semi-simple and simply-connected, we see that these unipotent sub-

groups generate H1(Fl).
�

7.2. Proof of non-vanishing mod p of Bessel periods. In this subsection we assume m = 2n0 and we will show that

there exists ξ = ξ(r) and a finite order character ψ : [T ] → C× satisfying Assumption 5.4 such that B∗
Θφλ

(f),Sz,ψ
(gξ) 6≡

0(modP). This is the most technical part of the article and we recommend the reader to start with the first paragraph

in the proof of Theorem 7.10 to get an idea of the plan of this section.

By Lemma 7.2, we have the following isomorphisms induced from s

T̃ (Fl)/T̃ (F )Gm(Fl) ≃ T (Fl)/T (F ) ≃ G(∞)/G(∞)′.

We fix a complete set of liftings

T̃ (AF,f ) ⊃ R ↔ G0

under the following surjective composition map

T̃ (AF,f ) ։ T̃ (Fl) ։ T̃ (Fl)/T̃ (F )Gm(Fl)
∼−→ T (Fl)/T (F )

∼−→ G(∞)/G(∞)′.

One checks

Lemma 7.6. The set R satisfies (37).

Proof. It suffices to note that Z(Gi(Fl)) = Z(G(Fl)) ⊂ T̃ (Fl) for any i = 1, · · · , n0. �

For an OF -algebra R, we write

H̃(R) := Im
(
H1(R) →֒ H(R)

s−→ H(R)
)
.

We define H ′ = O(U ′), a subgroup of H . We have thus a commutative diagram

H′ H ′

H H.

s

s

Similarly we define H̃ ′(R) = Im
(
(H′)1(R) →֒ H′(R)

s−→ H ′(R)
)

.

We takeK = H(ÔF ). Then the sets Ez,ξ,K, Ẽz,ξ,K are both singletons for any ξ = ξ(r). We need one more condition

on the automorphic form f . For this, we consider the following map associated to the p-adic avatar f̃ of f :

Ff : H(AF,f) → Cp, g 7→
〈〈

φλ,∞(z), f̃ (g)
〉
W,U

, vτ∨

〉

V

.

It follows that if f is p-integral, then Ff (g) ∈ O for all g ∈ H(AF,f).

Definition 7.7. Let A be an abelian group. A map f : H(AF,f ) → A is Spin-invariant if f is invariant under the right

translation of the subgroup H̃(AF,f) of H(AF,f).
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Assumption 7.8. For a p-integral automorphic form f ∈ Aρλ(H,K), the following mod p map is not Spin-invariant:

F f : H(AF,f ) → κ, g 7→ Ff (g)(modP).

An automorphic form f ∈ Aρλ(H,K) induces an automorphic form by restriction

f |H′ : H ′(F )\H ′(AF ) →֒ H(F )\H(AF )
f−→ ι−1

p (Wλ).

Similarly we have the induced map Ff |H′ and F f |H′ .

Lemma 7.9. Let f ∈ Aρλ(H,K) be a p-integral automorphic form such that F f is not Spin-invariant, then F f |H′ is

not Spin-invariant, either (that is, F f |H′ is not invariant under the right translation of H̃ ′(AF,f )).

Proof. Otherwise, F f is invariant under right translation by the subgroup s((H′)1(Fl)) ⊂ H ′(Fl) ⊂ H(Fl). Since Ff

is invariant under right translation by a compact open subgroup of H(ApF,f ), in particular F f is invariant under right

translation by a compact open subgroup K ′ of s(H1(Fl)). By Lemma 7.5, K ′ and s((H′)1(Fl)) generate s(H1(Fl)),

thus F f is invariant under right translation by s(H1(Fl)) and also by H̃(AF,f) by strong approximation property for

H1. This contradicts our assumption on f . �

Theorem 7.10. Let f ∈ Aρλ(H,K) be a p-primitive automorphic form satisfying Assumption 7.8. For r1, · · · , rn0 ≫ 0,

there is a character ψ : [T ] → C× satisfying Assumption 5.4 such that

BΘφλ
(f),Sz,ψ 6≡ 0(modP).

Remark 7.11. From the proof just below, it is easy to see that the fact K = H(ÔF ) is to ensure that

(38) the RHS of (31) has only one term

and thus the non-vanishing mod P of the toric integral P∗(f, ψ, ςξ) gives the non-vanishing mod P of the Bessel period

BΘφλ
(f),Sz,ψ. It is easy to see that as long as

Hz(AF,f)K = Hz(AF,f )H(ÔF ),

the condition (38) holds. Of course we can consider a proper subgroup K of H(ÔF ) and put more conditions on the

automorphic form f to ensure (38). However we do not consider these questions in this article which might obscure the

main strategy of our proof.

Proof. We follow the strategy in [CH16]. Since the whole proof is a bit technical, we give a summary of it: first we

rewrite the toric period P∗(f , ψ, ςξ) in terms of a sum over G0 of another function F̃f ,r′,α′ (this is (42)). Then we show

that the latter is not Spin-invariant provided that F f is not Spin-invariant, this is proved in Lemma 7.14, the main idea of

the proof of this lemma is an argument by contradiction: we can show F f is invariant under right translation of a certain

unipotent subgroup of H(Fl). On the other hand, we know already this function is invariant under right translation of a

certain compact open subgroup of H(Fl) and therefore one applies Lemma 7.5 to conclude that F f is Spin-invariant, a

contradiction. Then we can apply Theorem 7.3 and conclude that the above mentioned toric integral is non-zero modulo

P (this is the last paragraph of this proof).

Now we begin the proof of the theorem. The RHS of (31) has only one term due to K = H(ÔF ), so to prove the

theorem, it suffices to show P∗(f , ψ, ςξ) 6≡ 0(modP) for some ψ satisfying Assumption 5.4. The fixed (non-canonical)

decomposition G(∞) ≃ G0 × Γ(∞) induces the following two characters from ψ:

ψ′ : G0 →֒ G(∞)
ψ−→ C×, ψ′′ : Γ(∞) →֒ G(∞)

ψ−→ C×.
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We write u(t1, · · · , tn0) = u1(t1) · · · un0(tn0) for t1, · · · , tn0 ∈ Fl. By (24) and (26), one has the following

P∗(f , ψ, ςξ) =
∑

t∈G(∞)/T (Ol)r

Ff (tςξ)ψ(t)

=
∑

t′∈G0

t′′=(t1,··· ,tn0 )∈
∏n0

i Γi(ri)

Ff (t
′t′′u(̟−r1 , · · · ,̟−rn0 )(t′′)−1t′′)ψ′(t′)ψ′′(t′′)

=
∑

t′∈G0

t′′=(t1,··· ,tn0 )∈
∏n0

i Γi(ri)

Ff (t
′u(̟−r1µ̃1(t1), · · · ,̟−rn0 µ̃n0(tn0)))ψ

′(t′)ψ′′(t′′)

=
∑

t′∈G0

t′′=(t1,··· ,tn0 )∈
∏n0

i Γi(ri)

Ff

(
t′u(̟−r1 , · · · ,̟−rn0 ) · u(̟−r1(µ̃1(t1)− 1), · · · ,̟−rn0 (µ̃n0(tn0 − 1)))

)
ψ′(t′)ψ′′(t′′).

For any x ∈ Ol, we have a well-define analytic map, the power map:

(·)x : 1 +̟Ol → 1 +̟Ol, y 7→ yx.

We fix primitive characters ψi,ri : Γi(ri) → C× for i = 1, · · · , n0, then there is a bijection

n0∏

i=1

(Ol/l
ri)×

1:1−−→ {product of primitive characters of Γi(ri) for i = 1, · · · , n0},

α = (α1, · · · , αn0) 7→ ψr,α =

n0∏

i=1

ψαi

i,ri
, a character of

n0∏

i=1

Γi(ri).

Here we put ψαi

i,ri
(·) = ψi,ri((·)αi). We fix also an n0-tuple of positive integers r′ = (r′1, · · · , r′n0

) such that 0 < 2r′i <

ri for all i. For an element α′ = (α′
1, · · · , α′

n0
) ∈ ∏n0

i=1(Ol/l
ri)×, we then put I(r′i, ri, α

′
i) = α′

i +̟r′iOl/̟
riOl and

I(r′, r, α′) =
∏n0
i=1 I(r

′
i, ri, αi).

Write ℓ0 = ♯Fl. We define the following map associated to F f :

F̃f ,r′,α′ : H(AF,f) → κ,

g 7→ ℓ
−

∑n0
i=1(ri−r′i)

0

∑

α∈I(r′,r,α′)

t′′=(t1,··· ,tn0 )∈
∏n0

i Γi(ri)

F f

(
gu
(
̟−r1(µ̃1(t1)− 1), · · · ,̟−rn0 (µ̃n0(tn0 − 1))

))
ψr,α(t

′′).

(39)

For two integers 0 < r′ < r, an ℓr-th root of unity ζℓr and two elements α′, t ∈ Z/ℓeZ, ti as in the above summation,

we have the following simple observation:

∑

α∈α′+ℓr′Z/ℓrZ

ζtαℓr =

{
ℓr

′ · ζtα′

ℓr , ℓr−r
′ | t;

0, otherwise.
,

∑

αi∈I(r′i,ri,α′
i)

ψαi

i,ri
(ti) =

{
ℓ
ri−r′i
0 · ψα

′
i

i,ri
(ti), ̟ri−r′i | (ti − 1);

0, otherwise.

(the second follows from the first) We deduce easily

F̃f ,r′,α′(g) =
∑

t′′=(t1,··· ,tn0 )∈
∏n0

i
Γi(ri)̟

ri−r′
i

F f

(
gu
(
̟−r1(µ̃1(t1)− 1), · · · ,̟−rn0 (µ̃n0(tn0 − 1))

))
ψr,α′(t′′).

Note that for t′′ = (t1, · · · , tn0) in the last summation, we have
µ̃i(ti)−1

̟ri−r′
i

∈ Ol for all i, thus F̃f ,r′,α′(g) is indepen-

dent of r, justifying the notation. Moreover the dependence of F̃f ,r′,α′ on α′ factors through its image under the map∏
i(Ol/l

ri)× →∏
i(Ol/l

r′i)× (we will identify α′ with its image). We denote

Γ′
i(r

′
i) := (1 +̟ri−r′iOl)/(1 +̟riOl)
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(we choose an arbitrary ri as long as ri > 2r′i). The bijection

(1 +̟Ol)/(1 +̟riOl)
µ̃−1
i−−→ Γi(ri)

ti 7→µ̃i(ti)−1−−−−−−−→ ̟−riOl/Ol ≃ Ol/l
ri

(the first arrow is an isomorphism of groups, the second arrow is a priori only a map while the last arrow is the canonical

map, multiplication by ̟ri) sends t to (t− 1)/̟ and induces the following bijection

(40) µ′i : Γ
′
i(r

′
i)

µ̃−1
i−−→ Γi(ri)

ℓ
ri−r′i
0

ti 7→µ̃i(ti)−1−−−−−−−→ ̟−(ri−r′i)(̟−riOl/Ol) ≃ ̟ri−r′iOl/̟
riOl ≃ Ol/l

r′i .

The condition 0 < 2r′i < ri implies that this map is in fact a group (iso)morphism (one checks this by going in the

inverse direction of the above sequence of maps). Then we have

(41) F̃f ,r′,α′(g) =
∑

t′′=(t1,··· ,tn0 )∈
∏n0

i=1 Γ
′
i(r

′
i)

F f (gu(̟
−r′1µ′1(t1), · · · ,̟−r′n0µ′n0

(tn0)))ψr,α′(t′′).

This will be used in the proof of Lemma 7.14.

By definition, one has

(42)
∑

α∈I(r′,r,α′)

P∗(f , ψ′ × ψr,α, ςξ(r))(modP) = ℓ
∑n0

i=1(ri−r′i)
0

∑

t′∈G0

F̃f ,r′,α′(t′ςξ(r))ψ
′(t′).

By Lemma 7.14 below, for any 0 ≪ r′1 ≪ r′2 ≪ · · · ≪ r′n0
, there exists α′ ∈ ∏i(Ol/l

r′i)× such that F̃f ,r′,α′ is not

Spin-invariant. Therefore by Lemma 7.9, the restriction map F̃f ,r′,α′ |H′ of F̃f ,r′,α′ from H(AF,f ) to H ′(AF,f ) is not

Spin-invariant, either.

Now by Theorem 7.3 and Lemma 7.6 we know that for a fixed compact open subgroup G′ ⊂ [T̃ ] (we write G̃′ for the

image under the map T̃ (AF,f) → T (AF,f ) of the pre-image of G′ under the projection map T̃ (AF,f) → [T̃ ]) and for

any r′1, · · · , r′n0
≫ 0, there is h ∈ G̃′ such that

0 6=
∑

t′∈R
F̃f ,r′,α′ |H′(s(t′)hs(v1(̟

−r′1) · · · vn0(̟
−r′n0 )))ψ′(s(t′))


=

∑

t′∈G0

F̃f ,r′,α′ |H′(t′hςξ)ψ
′(t′) =

∑

t′∈G0

F̃f ,r′,α′(t′hςξ)ψ
′(t′)


 .

The inclusion G0 → G(∞) → G(h) has finite cokernel, thus G0 is an open subgroup of T̃ (AF,f ). Therefore we can

choose G′ small enough such that its image under the map s : T̃ (AF,f ) → T (AF,f ) is contained in G0. Therefore R and

Rh are both complete sets of liftings for G0, it follows immediately that for such ξ = ξ(r) andψ′, there isα ∈ I(r′, r, α′)
such that P∗(f , ψ′ × ψr,α, ςξ(r)) 6≡ 0(modP) (the RHS is non-zero and so at least one member of the LHS should be

non-zero). �

Remark 7.12. Note that we use §A.6.2 instead of §A.6.3 in the last paragraph of the above proof to conclude that the

sum over R is non-zero even if H is an odd orthogonal group. The problem is that the unipotent subgroups in §A.6.3

do not contain the ones in §A.6.2 (see also (35)) even when we have the containment H′ ⊂ H. In fact, the images

of the unipotent subgroups in §A.6.2 under the map H′(Fl) → H(Fl) are not basic root subgroups of the maximal

torus T̃ (Fl) and these images plus one opposite root subgroup of these images (with respect to the torus T̃ (Fl)) do not

generate H1(Fl), so Assumptions A.5(1) is not satisfied. That is why we need to consider the restriction map F̃f ,r′,α′ |H′ .

Remark 7.13. Comparing with [CH16, §5], we note that there is no appearance of (analogues) the group ∆alg in our

proof. In our case the group ∆alg corresponds to the subgroup of T̃ (AF,f)/Gm(AF,f )T (ÔF ) generated by those
√
̟q

where q is a finite place of F divides exactly one of δ2i−1 and δ2i for some i = 1, · · · , n0 and ̟q is a uniformiser of Fq.

However under the map s : T̃ (AF,f ) → T (ÔF ),
√
̟q is sent to an element of order 2 which is contained in T (Ôl

F ). As

a result the image of ∆alg has trivial image in G∞. That is why we do not need ∆alg in our case.

Lemma 7.14. Let f ∈ Aρλ(H,K) be a p-primitive automorphic form satisfying Assumption 7.8. For 0 ≪ r′1 ≪ r′2 ≪
· · · ≪ r′n0

, there is α′ ∈∏i(Ol/l
r′i)× such that the map F̃f ,r′,α′ as defined in (39) is not Spin-invariant.
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Proof. We argue by contradiction. First we need some preparations. Choose r = (r1, · · · , rn0) such that ri > 2r′i for

all i. We fix primitive characters

ψi,r′i = ψ̟
ri−r′i

i,ri : Γ′
i(r

′
i) → C×

where ψi,ri is as in the proof of Theorem 7.10. For any i = 1, · · · , n0, we denote an element in
∏i
j=1(Ol/l

r′j )× by

α(i) = (α
(i)
1 , · · · , α(i)

i ). Then we define the following auxiliary maps (the homomorphisms µ′i are as in (40) and we

write ψr,α(i) =
∏i
j=1 ψ

α
(i)
j

j,r′j
)

F̃
f ,r′,α(i) : H(AF,f) → κ,

g 7→
∑

t′′=(t1,··· ,ti)∈
∏i

j=1 Γ
′
j(r

′
j)

F f

(
gu1(̟

−r′1µ′1(t1)) · · · ui(̟−r′iµ′i(ti))
)
ψr,α(i)(t′′).

Note that F̃
f ,r′,α(i) is independent of r′i+1, r

′
i+2, · · · , r′n0

and that F̃
f ,r′,α(n0) is the same as the one given in (39) and (41)

for α = α(n0). One verifies easily the following recursive relations among these maps (we put F̃
f ,r′,α(0) = F f )

(43) F̃
f ,r′,α(i)(g) =

∑

ti∈Γ′
i(r

′
i)

F̃
f ,r′,α(i−1)(gui(̟

−r′iµ′i(ti)))ψ
α
(i)
i

i,r′i
(ti), i = 1, · · · , n0.

We now argue by contradiction and so assume that F̃
f ,r′,α(n0) is Spin-invariant for all possible α(n0). We now use back-

ward induction to show F̃
f ,r′,α(n0−1) , ..., F̃

f ,r′,α(1) andF (modP) are all Spin-invariant for all possible α(n0−1), · · · , α(1).

So F̃
f ,r′,α(n0) is invariant under H̃(AF,f ), in particular it is invariant under H̃(Fl). However the subgroup H̃(Fl) has

finite index in H(Fl) (bounded above by [F×
l : (F×

l )2]). Thus we can choose r′n0
≫ 0 such that un0(̟

−r′n0 ) lies in

H̃(Fl). In particular, F̃
f ,r′,α(n0)(gun0(̟

−r′n0 )) = F̃
f ,r′,α(n0)(g) for all g ∈ H(AF,f). However by definition (note that

µ′n0
is a group homomorphism!)

F̃
f ,r′,α(n0)(gun0(̟

−r′n0 )) = ψ
α
(n0)
n0

n0,r′n0
(1 +̟rn0−r′n0 )F̃

f ,r′,α(n0)(g), ∀g ∈ H(AF,f ).

The primitivity of the character (ψn0,r′n0
)α

(n0)
n0 implies that F̃

f ,r′,α(n0)(g) = 0 for all g ∈ H(AF,f) and α(n0) ∈
∏n0
i=1(Ol/l

r′i)×. Using (43), one deduces that the map

f : Γ′
n0
(r′n0

) → κ, t 7→ F̃
f ,r′,α(n0−1)(gun0(̟

−r′n0µ′n0
(t))

factors through the quotient Γ′
n0
(r′n0

) → Γ′
n0
(r′n0

−1) induced by the mapOl/l
r′n0 → Ol/l

r′n0
−1. We can prove this fac-

torization as follows: the dimension of the κ-vector space S of maps f ′ : Γ′
n0
(r′n0

) → κ such that
∑

t f
′(t)ψ

α
(n0)
n0

n0,r′n0
(t) =

0 for all α
(n0)
n0 ∈ (Ol/l

r′n0 )× is equal to ℓ
r′n0

−1

0 ; on the other hand, any map f ′ : Γ′
n0
(r′n0

) → κ induced from a map

f ′′ : Γ′
n0
(r′n0

− 1) → κ via the above quotient map lies in this space S , and this subspace has κ-dimension also equal

to ℓ
r′n0

−1

0 .

In other words, we have

(44) F̃
f ,r′,α(n0−1)(g) = F̃

f ,r′,α(n0−1)(gun0(
̟

̟r′n0

)), ∀g ∈ H(AF,f).

Fix an isomorphismG1
n0
(Fl) ≃ SL2(Fl) sendingG1

n0
(Ol) onto SL2(Ol), the torus T̃ (Fl)∩G1

n0
(Fl) onto the diagonal

subgroup and un0(Ol) onto the subgroup

(
1 Ol

0 1

)
. By definition, F̃

f ,r′,α(n0−1) is invariant under a compact open

subgroup of G1
n0
(Ol) containing those elements whose image in SL2(Ol) are of the form

(
a b
c d

)
with a − 1, d −

1, c ∈ ̟e′Ol for some positive integer e′, depending only on r′1, · · · , r′n0−1. Moreover (44) implies that F̃
f ,r′,α(n0−1)

is also invariant by un0(̟
−r′n0

+1). Thus as long as we take r′n0
− 1 > e′, Lemma 7.4 shows that F̃

f ,r′,α(n0−1) is
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invariant under the subgroup G1
n0
(Fl) of Spin(U)(Fl). Now apply Lemma 7.5, and we see that F̃

f ,r′,α(n0−1) is invariant

under s(Spin(U)(Fl)) = H̃(Fl) for all α(n0−1) ∈ ∏n0−1
i=1 (Ol/l

r′i)× (in particular, it is Spin-invariant by the strong

approximation property of Spin(U)).

Now we repeat the above argument for the pair (F̃
f ,r′,α(n0−1) , F̃f ,r′,α(n0−2)) instead of the pair (F̃

f ,r′,α(n0) , F̃f ,r′,α(n0−1))

and we get that F̃
f ,r′,α(n0−2) is Spin-invariant for all α(n0−2). Repeat this process until we get that F̃

f ,r′,α(0) = F f is

Spin-invariant, thus contradicting our assumption on f .

�

Combining Theorems 6.2 and 7.10, we get the main result of this article for the pair (H,G) = (O(U),Sp(V )) (case

m = 2n0):

Theorem 7.15. Maintain Assumptions 2.1, 7.1. Let f ∈ Aρλ(H,H(ÔF )) be a p-primitive automorphic form such that

F f is not Spin-invariant. Then the theta lift Θφλ(f) ∈ Aρτ◦ (G,Γ0(2, δU ), χ
◦
U ) is also p-primitive.

We resume the notations as in the second part of §6, in particular, Ṽ = OF (e
+
1 , · · · , e+m, e−1 , · · · , e−m). Combining

Theorems 6.6 and 7.10, we get the main result of this article for the pair (H, G̃) = (O(U),Sp(Ṽ )) (general case m
satisfying (5)):

Theorem 7.16. Maintain Assumptions 2.1, 6.3, 7.1. Let f ∈ Aρλ(H,H(ÔF )) be a p-primitive automorphic form such

that F f is not Spin-invariant. Then the theta lift Θ
φ̃λ
(f) ∈ Aρτ̃◦ (G̃, Γ̃0(2, δU ), χ

◦
U ) is also p-primitive.

Remark 7.17. We can partially recover [HN17, Theorem 5.3] using Theorem 7.15 as follows: let D be a definite

quaternion algebra over F = Q (in loc.cit, this is denoted by D0) of discriminant N (a square-free product of an odd

number of primes) and write D0 for the trace zero part of D, which becomes a quadratic space using the reduced norm

on D. We fix an Eichler order R of D (of certain level) and write U = R ∩ D0, a lattice in D0. The conjugate

action of D× on D0 gives rise to a morphism of algebraic groups over Q: D× → O(D0) = H/Q where H = O(U).
Now let f be an elliptic modular newform of level dividing the discriminant of the quadratic Z-module U , of weight

k ≥ 0 and f the vector-valued automorphic form onD×(Q)\D×(A) associated to f via the Jacquet-Langlands-Shimizu

correspondence. Then we can extend f (by zero) to an automorphic form onH(Q)\H(A), which lies in Aρλ(H,H(Ẑ))
where λ = (2k; 1). Now by Theorem 7.15, under Assumptions 2.1 and 7.8, if f is p-primitive, its theta lift Θφλ(f) to

G(A) = Sp(A) is also p-primitive. This is the main ingredient in the proof of [HN17, Theorem 5.3] for the above case

f . The above two assumptions correspond respectively to the two conditions in loc.cit.

Our result does not fully recover loc.cit, for example, loc.cit allows the level of f to have square factors while we

require each δi to be square-free. In [HN17], the authors give a detailed computation for the set of representatives Ẽz,ξ,K
for some proper subgroups of H(Ẑ) (related the level of f ); while in our case, we work more generally and it seems

not as easy to compute this set unless K = H(Ẑ) (see also Remark 7.11). Moreover in [HN17], the elements in Ẽz,ξ,K
related to the level act on f by scalars and thus we can still ensure that the RHS of (38) is a non-zero scalar times a toric

period through the theory of newforms and using Atkin-Lehner operators. In our case, we do not work to such extend

for lack of such refined theory in groups of higher ranks (such as our H).

The above discussion is one case of Yoshida lifts, that is, the theta lift of two elliptic modular forms. On the other

hand, we can not use Theorem 7.16 to prove non-vanishing modP results of Yoshida lifts of Hilbert modular forms (over

a real quadratic field, see [Yos80]). The main reason is that in this case the quadratic Z-module U should have non-

perfect-square discriminant, while we need to assume the discriminant to be a perfect square (see Assumption 7.1).

Assumption 7.1 comes from A.6.2, where we assume that H = O(U) has at least two distinct algebraic subgroups

isomorphic to the units of quaternion algebras (for the case U of rank 4).

Remark 7.18. The case n = 1 or 2 is excluded from the above two theorems because H(Fl) does not contain unipotent

subgroups and thus the strategy in this article fails. However, in these two low rank cases, the situation is particularly

simple and the Fourier coefficients a(S) are very easy to compute using the values of f .
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Appendix A. Equidistribution of CM points

A.1. Introduction. 11 Let G be a connected linear algebraic group over a totally real number field F , G1 the derived

subgroup ofG,H ⊂ G a maximal torus (over F ) andK a compact open subgroup ofG(AF,f ). In this note we study the

equidistributions ofH(AF,f )-orbits on the quotientG(F )\G(AF,f ) in the following sense: for an element s ∈ G(AF,f ),
how large can G(F )H(AF,f )sK be?

For an arbitrary s, it is usually difficult to determine whether or not the following holds

G(F )H(AF,f )sK = G(F )H(AF,f )sG
1(AF,f)K.

Instead we can consider a (usually infinite) set S of points s ∈ G(AF,f ) and ask the following:

Questions A.1. (1) Is there s ∈ S such that G(F )H(AF,f )sK = G(F )H(AF,f )sG
1(AF,f )K?

(2) We also have a multi-copy version of this question: fix a finite set R of r elements g ∈ H(AF,f ). Consider the

following natural maps

H(F )\G(AF,f )/K
RedRK−−−→ (G(F )\G(AF,f )/K)r

AbRK−−−→ (G(F )\G(AF,f )/KG1(AF,f ))
r,

where RedRK(x) = (G(F )gx)g∈R and AbRK is the natural projection map. Then is there some s ∈ S such that

the following holds?

RedRK(H(AF,f )s) = (AbRK)−1
(
AbRK(Red

R
K(H(AF,f )s))

)
.

Let us first give some motivations for this question. The question for G = B× with B a definite quaternion algebra

over F = Q arises naturally when one considers the non-vanishing problems of L-values of certain modular form

([Vat02]). Indeed, let f be a cuspidal newform of weight 2 on the congruence subgroup Γ0(N) of SL2(Z) (consisting

of matrices that are congruent to upper triangular matrices modulo N ), χ a finite order Hecke character of K , an

imaginary quadratic field of discriminant prime to N . Then we can associate to the pair (g, χ) the (complete) Rankin-

Selberg L-series L(s, g, χ). It is well-known that L(s, g, χ) extends to an analytic function of s ∈ C and satisfies a

functional equation

L(s, g, χ) = e(χ)A(χ)s−1L(2− s, g, χ−1),

where e(χ) and A(χ) are constants depending only on the character χ. Let χ0 be the trivial character. Fix also a prime

number ℓ prime to NDisc(K/Q), then Mazur’s conjecture predicts the following

Conjecture A.2. (Mazur) If e(χ0) = +1 (the definite case), then L(1, g, χ) 6= 0 for all but finite many characters

χ of ℓ-power order conductor. If e(χ0) = −1 (the indefinite case), then L′(s, g, χ) 6= 0 for all but finitely many χ of

ℓ-power order conductor.

The resolution of the above conjecture relies on the above question: roughly speaking, the Heegner points 12 on a

certain curve X (related to B) distribute uniformally on each component of X (see below), then one applies Gross-

Zagier formula relating L(1, g, χ) to the height of a twisted Heegner point and one concludes the non-vanishing of

L(1, g, χ) or L′(1, g, χ) depending on the signature of e(χ0).

Theorem A.3. Suppose that B is split at ℓ. Let R be a finite subset of H(AF,f) such that the ℓ-component of its

elements are pairwise distinct modulo H(Q)Z(G(Qℓ)) and S be the image of a G(Qℓ)-orbit through the projection

H(F )\G(AF,f ) → H(F )\G(AF,f )/K . Let G be an open subgroup of H(F )\H(AF,f ). Then for all but finitely many

s ∈ S, one has

RedRK(H(AF,f )s) = (AbRK)−1
(
AbRK(Red

R
K(H(AF,f )s))

)
.

The above result is taken from [CV05], which is a refined version of the main ingredient in [Vat02]. And this is the

starting point of our generalization. The ingenious application of the above ergodic-theoretic flavor result to number

theory (originally due to V.Vatsal) had many interesting and important consequences, apart from the above mentioned

Mazur’s conjecture, there are also the non-vanishing mod p (with p 6= ℓ) of certain Yoshida lifts (in the domain of

theta lifts, as in [HN17]) as well as the non-vanishing of certain Euler systems (in the domain of Iwasawa theory as

in [How04]). In applications, the set S is often taken to be the image of a G(Qℓ)-orbit containing Heegner points of

11We apologize for some conflicts of notations in this appendix with the main body of the article.
12Heegner point is a special case of CM points in the theory of Shimura varieties. Even though Shimura varieties do not appear in this

appendix, our motivation of this appendix is closely related to the behavior of Heegner points on these varieties.
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ℓ-power conductors. In other words, it suffices to consider those S that are the image of a subset of a G(Qℓ)-orbit

and are infinite. In fact, if H is split at ℓ, the Heegner points of conductor ℓk are represented by matrices of the form(
ℓk 1
0 1

)
∈ GL2(Qℓ) ≃ G(Qℓ). Multiplying this matrix on the left by diag(ℓ−k, 1) ∈ H(Qℓ) ⊂ H(AF,f), what one

actually considers in the proof of the above theorem is that for k ≫ 0, the last identity in the above theorem holds with

s replaced by the element

(
1 1/ℓk

0 1

)
∈ GL2(Qℓ) ≃ G(Qℓ) ⊂ G(AF,f ).

Our goal in this appendix is to provide a generalization of the above result to a certain class of algebraic groups,

which include as examples compact forms of classical groups. For simplicity, in this introduction we take G to be a

non-abelian general spin group over F . We assume that G and H are split at a non-archimedean place λ of F . In

these cases, the most important property that we need on G and H is that there are subgroups G1, G2, · · · , Gn of

G such that each Gj is split at λ and is isomorphic to B×
j where Bj is a (definite) quaternion algebra over F . We

fix isomorphisms Gj(Fλ) ≃ GL2(Fλ). Then we have n rank one unipotent subgroups U1, · · · , Un of G(Fλ) with

Uj ⊂ Gj(Fλ). Moreover we can choose these Gj such that G1
j (Fλ) generate G1(Fλ), H(Fλ) normalizes each Gj(Fλ)

and Uj , and all Uj commute with each other. Let H(Fλ) act on Uj by conjugation via a character χj . We assume that

these characters are linearly independent. Fix isomorphisms Fλ ≃ Uj sending t to uj(t) and fix a uniformiser ω of Fλ.

Then in this appendix we prove the following (see also Theorem A.21):

Theorem A.4. Let R = {g1, · · · , gr} ⊂ H(AF,f ) be a finite subset of r elements such that

(45) (gk)λ(gi)
−1
λ /∈ H(Fλ) ∩

n⋃

j=1

Gj(F )Z(Gj(Fλ)), ∀i 6= k ∈ {1, · · · , r}.

Let G be an open subgroup of H(F )\H(AF,f ). For an n-tuple of integers N = (N1, · · · , Nn), we write u(1/ωN ) =∏n
i=1 ui(1/ω

Ni). Then for N1, N2, · · · , Nn ≫ 0, we have

RedRK
(
Gu(1/ωN )

)
= (AbRK)−1

(
AbRK

(
RedRK

(
Gu(1/ωN )

)))
.

Now let’s briefly indicate the ideas behind of proof of the above result: the proof borrows ideas from the proof of

Theorem A.3. So maybe it is useful to first indicate the proof of this theorem for the case H split at λ: now we have

G = Gj . Let h ∈ H(AF,f), U = Uj and ∆: G1(Fλ) → G1(Fλ)
r be the diagonal map.

(1) Ratner’s orbit closure theorem says that the closure of
∏r
i=1 Γ(hgi,K)∆(U) inG1(Fλ)

r contains c∆(G1(Fλ))c
−1

for some c ∈ U r, where Γ(hgi,K) is a lattice13 in G1(Fλ) related to hgi and K (see §A.3.2 for the def-

inition). Moreover one can show that for any h ∈ H(AF,f ), the lattices Γ(hgi,K) and Γ(hgk,K) are not

U -commensurable for any i 6= k, which implies that the closure of
∏
i Γ(hgi,K)∆(Ui) is G1(Fλ)

r.

(2) Ratner’s uniform distribution theorem on unipotent orbits says that for any locally constant function f on

(G(F )\G(AF,f )/K)r and any compact open subset κ of Fλ, one has

lim
N→+∞

1

λ(κN )

∫

κN

f(RedRK(hgiui(t)))dt =
∫

(G(F )\G(AF,f )/K)r
fdµ

Here κN = κ/ωN and µ is the product of the measures µhgi (i = 1, · · · , r), which is the unique Borel measure

onG(F )\G(AF,f )/K that is invariant underG1(AF,f ) and is of support on the subsetG(F )\G(F )hgiG1(AF,f)K/K .

Now one integrates both sides over h ∈ G and then take f to be certain characteristic functions, one concludes

the proof.

We next explain the difficulties in both steps when generalizing Theorem A.3.

In the first step one should find suitable conditions onG such that
∏r
i=1 Γ(hgi,K)∆(U1 · · ·Un) is dense inG1(Fλ)

r .

First consider the case ♯R = r = 1. For the case G a compact general spin group over F , the closure Γ(hgi,K)Uj
inside G1(Fλ) should contain the closure of (Γ(hgi,K) ∩Gj(F ))Uj , which we know contains G1

j (Fλ) (here we need

the fact thatH(AF,f ) normalizesGj(AF,f ) to show that Γ(hgi,K)∩Gj(F ) is a lattice inG1
j (Fλ)). Since theseG1

j (Fλ)

generate G1(Fλ), we conclude that Γ(hgi,K)U1U2 · · ·Un should be dense in the whole group G1(Fλ). For the case

13By a ‘lattice’, we mean a discrete and cocompact subgroup of G1(Fλ). In the literature, some authors use ‘lattice’ to mean a discrete

subgroup whose quotient admits a finite G1(Fλ)-invariant measure. We do not work in this more general sense in this appendix.
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♯(R) > 1, we use the arguments in [CV05] to show that again Γ(hgi,K)∩Gj(F ) and Γ(hgk,K)∩Gj(F ) are not Ui-
commensurable for any j and i 6= k (here we use (45)). Therefore the closure of

∏r
i=1 Γ(hgi,K)∆(Uj) insideG1(Fλ)

r

contains G1
j (Fλ)

r . Now these G1
j (Fλ)

r generate G1(Fλ)
r, one sees immediately that

∏r
i=1 Γ(hgi,K)∆(U1 · · ·Un) is

dense in G1(Fλ)
r.

In the second step one should choose a set S as in Theorem A.3. As we are in the case H split at λ, so it is natural to

consider a set S of unipotent elements. However even this is not enough. In fact, we should require that S is contained

in a unipotent subgroup whose rank is no greater than that of H(Fλ) ∩ G1(Fλ). Indeed, in (2) for our case one needs

an identity of the form

G
n∏

i=1

ui(κNi
)K = G

n∏

i=1

ui(1/ω
Ni)K

for a sufficiently small compact open subgroup κ of F×
λ (here κNi

= κ/ωNi). One way to absorb κNi
into the groups G

and K is to use the non-trivial conjugate action of G on U1, · · · , Un. For κ sufficiently small, as long as the conjugate

action of G on each Ui is non-trivial (in particular, the rank of H(Fλ) ∩ G1(Fλ) should be no less than n), the above

identity can be achieved. On the other hand, S should not be too small, in fact, the limit in (2) for our case is over

N1, N2, · · · , Nn → +∞. Thus we take S = {u1(1/ωN1) · · · un(1/ωNn)|N1, · · · , Nn ∈ N}.

A.2. Basic set-up. Throughout this appendix we fix a totally real number field F and a non-archimedean place λ of

F . As in the introduction of this appendix, we write Fλ for the completion of F at λ, O for the ring of integers of F
and Oλ for the ring of integers of Fλ. We also fix a uniformiser ω of Oλ. We write AF for the ring of adèles of F , AF,f
the finite part of AF and AλF,f the subring of AF,f consisting of elements whose λ-components are 1. Write U2 for the

subgroup of SL2 consisting of unipotent upper triangular matrices.

We fix a connected linear algebraic group G over F and a maximal torus H (over F ) of G, both of which are split at

λ. We assume that the derived subgroup G1 is simply connected and that G1(F ) is discrete in G1(AF,f ). We assume

moreover that there are n algebraic subgroups G1, · · · , Gn of G (write ιj : Gj → G for the inclusion embedding) such

that the following conditions are satisfied:

Assumptions A.5. (1) Each Gj is split at λ, isomorphic to either B×
j for some quaternion algebra Bj over F or

is a unitary group Uj of rank 2 over a CM quadratic extension of F . We fix once and for all an isomorphism

Gj(Fλ) ≃ GL2(Fλ). We assume these subgroups G1
j (Fλ)(≃ SL2(Fλ)) (j = 1, · · · , n) generate the whole

G1(Fλ).
(2) The unipotent subgroups Uj := ιj(U2(Fλ)) all commute with each other (that is, for any uj ∈ Uj and ui ∈ Ui,

ujui = uiuj). Moreover H(Fλ) normalizes each Gj(Fλ) as well as Uj . We assume that H(Fλ) acts by

conjugation on Uj via an algebraic character χj and that these characters χj are linearly independent in the

character group X∗(H(Fλ))⊗Z Q of H(Fλ).

Note that the simple-connectedness of G1 implies that G1(AF,f) satisfies the strong approximation property (w.r.t.

the place λ). There are other equivalent ways to characterize the fact that G1(F ) is discrete in G1(AF,f). For example,

by [Gro99, Proposition 1.4], we know that G1(F ) is discrete in G1(AF,f) if and only if G1(F ) is discrete and co-

compact in G1(AF,f) (that is, G1(F ) is a lattice in G1(AF,f)), if and only if G1(F ⊗Q R) is compact. In Assumptions

A.5, (1) implies that these G1
j (F ⊗Q R) are all compact, G1

j are all simply-connected and G1
j (AF,f) satisfy the strong

approximation property (with respect to the place λ). The two groups B×
j and Uj are closely related as follows: for

each quaternion algebra B over F with a principal involution τ , we can define a dimension 2 Hermitian space over a

quadratic extension K of F (which is a maximal commutative subalgebra of B and is stable under the involution τ ) and

write SU for the corresponding special unitary group associated to this space. Write B1 for the set of elements of B

whose reduced norm is 1. Then B1 ≃ SU as algebraic groups over F . So the groupsGj can all be seen as extensions of

a rank one torus (over F ) by some B1. From (2) we have an isomorphism
∏n
j=1 Uj ≃ Fnλ of λ-adic groups. Moreover

H(Fλ) normalizes each G1
j (Fλ) ≃ SL2(Fλ).

The following are two trivial examples of G satisfying the above assumptions. We refer to §A.6 for other more

involved examples.

Examples A.6. G is B× where B is a definite quaternion algebra over F (B ⊗Q R is a product of Hamiltonian

quaternion algebras) or is U which is a unitary group of rank 2 over a CM quadratic extension of F . We assume that
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G is split at λ. In this case we fix a maximal torus H of G which is also split at λ. Then we take n = 1, G1 = G, U1 is

a unipotent subgroup of G1
1(Fλ) = G1(Fλ) normalized by H(Fλ).

A.3. Ratner’s theorems and commensurability.

A.3.1. SL(2) case. In this subsection we recall Ratner’s orbit closure theorem and uniform distribution theorem on

unipotent flows. Write m to be the (normalized) Haar measure on Fλ. For a subset κ of Fλ and an integer N , we write

κN = κ/ωN , consisting of k/ωN for all k ∈ κ.

Let G be as in the preceding section and put G = G(Fλ). Then Ratner’s theorems give ([Rat95, Theorems 2&3]):

Theorem A.7. (Orbit closure) Let Γ be a lattice in G and U be a subgroup of G generated by one-parameter unipotent

subgroups of G. Then for any x ∈ Γ\G, the closure xU in Γ\G is of the form xL for some closed subgroup of G

containing U.

(Uniform distribution) Now let U = {u(t)|t ∈ Fλ} be a one-parameter unipotent subgroup of G. Write µL for the

unique Borel measure on Γ\G invariant under the action of L and supported on xL. Then for any locally constant

function f : Γ\G → C and any compact open subset κ ⊂ Fλ, one has

lim
N→+∞

1

m(κN )

∫

κN

f(xu(t))dt =

∫

Γ\G
fdµL.

Remark A.8. In loc.cit, f is assumed to be continuous. However, since Γ\G is compact, f can be uniformally approx-

imated by locally constant functions on Γ\G. Thus the last conclusion in the above theorem is equivalent to the one

given in loc.cit.

The proofs of the above results rely on a careful study for the case G = SL2(Fλ)
r (Theorem 6 of loc.cit), which we

will also need in the following. Let Γ1, · · · ,Γr be lattices in SL2(Fλ) (discrete and cocompact due to our assumptions

on G and that λ is a finite place) and write Γ = Γ1 × · · · × Γr. Let ∆: SL2(Fλ) → SL2(Fλ)
r be the diagonal map

and V = {v(t)|t ∈ Fλ} be a one-parameter unipotent subgroup of SL2(Fλ). So ∆(V ) is a one-parameter unipotent

subgroup of SL2(Fλ)
r.

Theorem A.9. For any g = (g1, · · · , gr) ∈ SL2(Fλ)
r, the closure Γg∆(V ) inside SL2(Fλ)

r is of the form ΓgL for

a closed subgroup L of SL2(Fλ)
r containing ∆(V ) and there is an element c ∈ V r such that cLc−1 ⊃ ∆(SL2(Fλ)).

Moreover there is a unique L-invariant Borel measure µL on Γ\SL2(Fλ)
r supported on ΓgL, and the measure µL is

ergodic for L: for any locally constant function f : Γ\SL2(Fλ)
r → C and any compact open subset κ of Fλ,

lim
N→+∞

1

m(κN )

∫

κN

f(gv(t))dt =

∫

Γ\SL2(Fλ)r
fdµL.

The part cLc−1 ⊃ ∆(SL2(Fλ)) for some c ∈ V r comes from Theorem 6 of [Rat95] and Theorem 1.1 of [Sha09]. We

can say more for the closed subgroup L under certain condition. For this we need the notion of V -commensurability:

we say two lattices Γ,Γ′ of SL2(Fλ) are V -commensurable, if there is an element v ∈ V such that Γ and vΓv−1 are

commensurable. Then one has ([CV05, Proposition 2.35])

Theorem A.10. Maintain the notations of the preceding Theorem. If for any i 6= j ∈ {1, · · · , r}, the lattices g−1
i Γigi

and g−1
j Γjgj are not V -commensurable, then L = SL2(Fλ)

r .

Remark A.11. In fact the converse is also true (see loc.cit). But we will not need this in the following.

A.3.2. Adelic formulation. For later applications, it is useful to give an adelic point of view of the preceding result. Let

G be as in Examples A.6.

Fix a compact open subgroup Kλ of G(AλF,f ) and let G1(Fλ) act on the right on G(F )\G(AF,f )/Kλ. Now

for an element g ∈ G(AF,f ), write Γ(g,Kλ) for the stabilizer inside G1(Fλ) of the double coset G(F )gKλ ∈
G(F )\G(AF,f )/Kλ.

Lemma A.12. The stabilizer Γ(g,Kλ) is a lattice inside G1(Fλ).

Proof. Since G1 ⊂ G are linear algebraic groups over F , G(F ) ∩G1(Fλ) = G1(F ). It is easy to see that Γ(g,Kλ) =
g−1
λ Γgλ where Γ is the projection to G1(Fλ) of the subgroup

G(F ) ∩ (gKλg−1 ×G1(Fλ)) = G1(F ) ∩
(
gKλg−1 ×G1(Fλ)

)
⊂ G1(AF,f).
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Write W = gKλg−1 ×G1(Fλ) ⊂ G1(AF,f ). Then the continuous injective map

(G1(F ) ∩W )\W → G1(F )\G1(AF,f)

is open since W is open in G1(AF,f ) and is also surjective since G1(AF,f) satisfies the strong approximation property

(w.r.t.λ). Thus it is a homeomorphism. By assumptionG1(F ) is a lattice insideG1(AF,f ). This implies thatG1(F )∩W
is a lattice in W and since the factor gKλg−1 is compact, we see that the projection image Γ is also a lattice in G1(Fλ)
by [Vig80, p.105, Lemme 1.2]. Thus Γ(g,Kλ) is a lattice in G1(Fλ). �

Since G1(AF,f) satisfies strong approximation property w.r.t.λ,

g−1G(F )gG1(Fλ)K
λ = g−1G(F )gG1(AF,f )K

λ.

One deduces then the following natural map is a homeomorphism of topological spaces

Γ(g,Kλ)\G1(Fλ) ≃ G(F )\G(F )gG1(AF,f )K
λ/Kλ,

Γ(g,Kλ)h 7→ G(F )ghKλ = G(F )gKλh,

which is moreover G1(Fλ)-equivariant. Thus the measure µLon Γ(g,Kλ)\G1(Fλ) as in Theorem A.7 corresponds to

a measure µg,V on the RHS which is L-invariant. So Theorem A.7 gives

Corollary A.13. For any locally constant function f : G(F )\G(AF,f )/Kλ → C and any compact open subset κ of

Fλ,

lim
N→+∞

1

m(κN )

∫

κN

f(gv(t))dt =

∫

G(F )\G(F )gG1(AF,f )Kλ/Kλ

fdµg,V .

We want to put some conditions on g to ensure that L is as large as possible, as in Theorem A.10. We proceed this

in two steps in the next two subsections.

A.3.3. Single-copy case. We now consider a higher-dimensional generalization of the above result. In this subsection

we treat the case r = 1.

Let G be as in §A.2 (not necessarily be the group in the preceding subsection). We fix isomorphisms

Fλ ≃ Uj , t 7→ uj(t), ∀j = 1, · · · , n.
Let g ∈ H(AF,f ) and Kλ a compact open subgroup of G(AλF,f ). We have

Lemma A.14. The stabilizer Γ(g,Kλ) is a lattice in G1(Fλ). Similarly the intersection

Γj(g,K
λ) := Γ(g,Kλ) ∩G1

j (Fλ)

is a lattice in G1
j(Fλ).

Proof. Indeed, an easy computation shows Γ(g,Kλ) = g−1
λ Γgλ where Γ is the projection to the component G1(Fλ) of

the subgroup

G(F ) ∩
(
gKλg−1 ×G1(Fλ)

)
⊂ G1(AF,f )

Since gλ ∈ H(Fλ) normalizes Gj(Fλ) and G1
j (Fλ), Γj(g,K

λ) = g−1
λ Γjgλ where Γj = Γ ∩G1

j (Fλ) is the projection

to G1
j (Fλ) of the following subgroup

Gj(F ) ∩
(
gKλg−1 ×G1

j (Fλ)
)
⊂ G1

j (AF,f).

Now the same proof as for Lemma A.12 shows that Γ, resp., Γj is a lattice inside G1(Fλ), resp., G1
j (Fλ) (using the

fact that G1(AF,f ), resp., G1
j (AF,f ) satisfies the strong approximation property and G1(F ), resp., G1

j (F ) is a lattice in

G1(AF,f ), resp., G1
j(AF,f )). �

Remark A.15. WriteComm(Γj(g,K
λ), Gj(Fλ)) for the set of elements h ∈ Gj(Fλ) such thatΓj(g,K

λ) and hΓj(g,K
λ)h−1

are commensurable. Then it is known

Comm(Γj(g,K
λ), Gj(Fλ)) = Gj(F )Z(Gj(Fλ)), j = 1, · · · , n

([CV05, Lemma 2.19]). Since all compact open subgroupsKλ ofG1(AλF,f ) are commensurable, Comm(Γj(g,K
λ), Gj(Fλ))

does not depend on Kλ.
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For a compact open subset κ ofFλ, a multiple indexN = (N1, N2, · · · , Nn) ∈ Nn and an element t = (t1, · · · , tn) ∈
Fnλ , write

κN = κN1 × · · · × κNn ⊂ Fnλ ,

m(κN ) = m(κN1)× · · · ×m(κNn),

u(t) = u1(t1)× · · · × un(tn) ∈
n∏

j=1

Uj .

Moreover we write N → +∞ to mean N1, N2, · · · , Nn → +∞. Then

Theorem A.16. The subsetΓ(g,Kλ)
∏n
j=1 Uj is dense inG1(Fλ). For any locally constant function f : G(F )\G(AF,f )/Kλ →

C and any compact open subset κ of Fλ,

lim
N→+∞

1

m(κN )

∫

κN

f(gu(t))dt =

∫

G(F )\G(F )gG1(AF,f )Kλ/Kλ

fdµg.

Here µg is the unique Borel measure on G(F )\G(F )gG1(AF,f)K
λ/Kλ invariant under G1(Fλ).

Proof. For the density, by Theorem A.7, the closure of Γ(g,Kλ)
∏
j Uj is of the form Γ(g,Kλ)L for a closed subgroup

L of G1(Fλ) containing
∏
j Uj . So for any hj ∈ G1

j (Fλ) and any open subset Wj of G1
j(Fλ) containing hj , the inter-

section
(
Γj(g,K

λ)Uj
)
∩
(
Γj(g,K

λ)hjWj

)
6= ∅. So for any open subset W of G1(Fλ) containing hj , the intersection

W ∩G1
j (Fλ) is open in G1

j (Fλ) for any j = 1, · · · , n and thus one deduces from the previous non-empty intersection

Γ(g,Kλ)

∏

j′

Uj′


⋂

(
Γ(g,Kλ)hjW

)
6= ∅.

Therefore L contains all these G1
j(Fλ), which generate the whole G1(Fλ), thus L = G1(Fλ).

One deduces that the measure µL is the unique Borel measure on Γ(g,Kλ)\G1(Fλ) which is G1(Fλ)-invariant.

This measure transports by the following natural G1(Fλ)-equivariant homeomorphism to the unique Borel measure on

G(F )\G(F )gG1(AF,f )K
λ/Kλ, denoted by µg as in the Theorem:

Γ(g,Kλ)\G1(Fλ) ≃ G(F )\G(F )gG1(AF,f )K
λ/Kλ.

For the identity in the Theorem, we argue as follows: for any N as above, we define a Borel probability measure µN on

X by the formula∫

X
f(x)dµN (x) =

1

m(κN )

∫

t∈κN
f(u(t))dt for any continuous/locally constantf : X → C.

SinceX is compact, for any sequenceN (k) = (N1,k, · · · , Nn,k) withNi,k → +∞ for k → +∞, there is a subsequence

{N (ks)}s∈N such that µN(ks)
converges (under the weak topology) to a Borel probability measure µ′ on X. We claim

that µ′ is G1(Fλ)-invariant and thus we necessarily have µ′ = µg (viewed as a Borel probability measure on X using

strong approximation, which is thus also invariant by G1(Fλ)), finishing the proof of the theorem.

To prove the claim, note that
∏n
j=1 Uj preserves µ′ (because κ is a compact open subset of Fλ). For h ∈ G1(Fλ),

write µ′ ◦ h for the right translation of h on µ′, that is,
∫
X f(x)d(µ

′ ◦ h)(x) :=
∫
X f(xh)dµ

′(x). Any locally constant

function f : X → C is invariant under the right translation by a compact open subgroup K ′ of G1(Fλ). Thus we have
∫

X
f(x)d(µ′ ◦ k)(x) =

∫

X
f(x)dµ′(x), ∀ k ∈ K ′.

Fix j = 1, · · · , n, it is easy to see that Uj andG1
j (Fλ)∩K ′ (a compact open subgroup inG1

j (Fλ) ≃ SL2(Fλ)) generate

G1
j(Fλ), then one deduces immediately

∫

X
f(x)d(µ′ ◦ hj)(x) =

∫

X
f(x)dµ′(x), ∀hj ∈ G1

j(Fλ).

Since this is true for arbitrary locally constant function f , we deduce that µ′ is invariant under G1
j (Fλ) for any j, and

therefore also invariant under G1(Fλ) (it is generated by these G1
j (Fλ)). This proves our claim. �
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A.3.4. Multi-copy case. In this subsection we treat the case r > 1.

Again let G be as in the preceding section, Kλ be a compact open subgroup of G(AλF,f ) and g = (g1, · · · , gr) with

g1, · · · , gr ∈ H(AF,f ) such that

(46) (gk)λ(gi)
−1
λ /∈ H(Fλ) ∩

n⋃

j=1

Gj(F )Z(Gj(Fλ)), ∀k 6= i ∈ {1, · · · , r}.

As in the preceding subsection, Γj(gi,K
λ) is a lattice inside G1

j (Fλ). We put

Γj(g,K
λ) = Γj(g1,K

λ)× · · · × Γj(gr,K
λ), resp.,Γ(g,Kλ) = Γ(g1,K

λ)× · · · × Γ(gr,K
λ),

a lattice in G1
j (Fλ)

r, resp., G1(Fλ)
r. Then we know

Lemma A.17. Fix an element h ∈ H(AF,f). For any j = 1, · · · , n, Γj(∆(h)g,Kλ)∆(Uj) is dense in G1
j (Fλ)

r .

Similarly Γ(∆(h)g,Kλ)∆(
∏n
j=1 Uj) is dense in G1(Fλ)

r .

Proof. Fix i 6= k ∈ {1, · · · , r}. We claim there is no w ∈ Uj such that Γj(hgi,K
λ) and wΓj(hgk,K

λ)w−1 are

commensurable: otherwise, recall the expression for Γj(hgi,K
λ), using Remark A.15,

(hgi)
−1
λ Comm(Γj(1,K

λ), G1
j (Fλ))(hgi)λ = Comm(Γj(hgi,K

λ), G1
j (Fλ))

=Comm(wΓj(hgk,K
λ)w−1, G1

j (Fλ)) = w−1Comm(Γj(hgk,K
λ), G1

j (Fλ))w

=(hλ(gk)λw)
−1Comm(Γj(1,K

λ), G1
j (Fλ))(hλ(gk)λw),

thus we must have

b := hλ(gk)λw(gi)
−1
λ h−1

λ ∈ Gj(F )Z(Gj(Fλ)).

However hλ, (gi)λ, (gk)λ normalize Uj , so there is another w′ ∈ Uj such that b = (gk)λ(gi)
−1
λ w′. Recall H(Fλ)

normalizes Gj(Fλ), thus for any s ∈ H(Fλ) and z ∈ Z(Gj(Fλ)), szs
−1 ∈ Z(Gj(Fλ)). So we have a continuous

morphism of topological groups

AdH(Fλ) : H(Fλ) → Auto(Z(Gj(Fλ)))

induced by the conjugate action. Thus for any s ∈ Ker(AdH(Fλ)) ∩H(F ) (which is dense in Ker(AdH(Fλ))), since

H(Fλ) also normalizes Uj , the commutator [s, b] ∈ G(F ) is a unipotent element in G1(Fλ). Since G1(F ⊗ R)
is compact, G1(F ) can not contain non-trivial unipotent elements, thus one must have [s, b] = 1 for any s ∈
Ker(AdH(Fλ)) ∩H(F ). By density of the latter in Ker(AdH(Fλ)), we know that b commutes with all Ker(AdH(Fλ)),
an open subgroup of H(Fλ). Thus b commutes with H(Fλ). This implies that b = (gk)λ(gi)

−1
λ w′ ∈ H(Fλ) since

H(Fλ) is a maximal torus in G(Fλ). So w′ = 1 and

(gk)λ(gi)
−1
λ ∈ H(Fλ) ∩ (Gj(F )Z(Gj(Fλ))) .

This contradicts our assumption (46) on gi, gk. So Γj(hgi,K
λ) and Γj(hgk,K

λ) are not Uj-commensurable for any

i 6= k.

Now apply Theorem A.10 and we see that Γj(∆(h)g,Kλ)∆(Uj) is dense in G1
j (Fλ)

r for any j = 1, · · · , n. Apply

Ratner’s orbit closure theorem and we see that Γ(∆(h)g,Kλ)∆(
∏
j Uj) is dense in G1(Fλ)

r since these G1
j (Fλ)

r

generate G1(Fλ)
r. �

Let h ∈ H(AF,f) be as above. Using the same proof for Theorem A.16, we get immediately :

Theorem A.18. For any locally constant function f : (G(F )\G(AF,f )/Kλ)r → C and any compact open subset κ of

Fλ, we have

lim
N→+∞

1

m(κN )

∫

κN

f(∆(h)g∆(u(t)))dt =

∫
∏

iG(F )\G(F )hgiG1(AF,f )Kλ/Kλ

fdµ∆(h)g.

Here µ∆(h)g is the product of the measures µhgi on G(F )\G(F )hgiG1(AF,f )K
λ/Kλ for i = 1, · · · , r.
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A.4. Main result. Let G,H,Gj , Uj be as in §A.2 and g = (g1, g2, · · · , gr) ∈ H(AF,f)
r such that (46) is satisfied.

Let Kλ be a compact open subgroup of G(AλF,f ). Fix an open subgroup G of H(F )\H(AF,f ) (of finite index). Then

integrating both sides of the identity in Theorem A.18 on the variable h ∈ G, we get

(47) lim
N→+∞

1

m(κN )

∫

κN

dt

∫

G
f(∆(h)g∆(u(t)))dµG(h) =

∫

G
dµG(h)

∫
∏

iG(F )\G(F )hgiG1(AF,f )Kλ/Kλ

fdµ∆(h)g.

Here µG is a Haar measure on G.

By Assumptions A.5(2), we can choose n torus subgroups H1 ≃ F×
λ , · · · ,Hn ≃ F×

λ of H(Fλ) whose conjugate

action on
∏n
j=1 Uj are pairwise distinct.

Proposition A.19. Fix a compact open subgroup Kλ ⊂ G(Fλ). Then there are compact open subsets κ(mi) ⊂ Fλ of

the form κ(mi) = 1 + ωmiOλ with mi ≫ 0 (i = 1, · · · , n) such that

G
n∏

i=1

ui(κ(mi)ki)Kλ = G
n∏

i=1

ui(1/ω
ki)Kλ, ∀ k1, · · · , kn ≥ 0.

Proof. Recall we fixed isomorphisms Hi ≃ F×
λ and Uj ≃ Fλ (uj(t) ↔ t), thus there is an integer ri,j such that the

conjugate action AdHi of Hi on Uj is given by

AdHi

λi
(uj(t)) = uj(λ

ri,j
i t), ∀λi ∈ F×

λ ≃ Hi, t ∈ Fλ ≃ Uj .

By Assumptions A.5(2), we know that the matrix (ri,j)
n
i,j=1 is non-singular. Now for any λi ∈ F×

λ viewed as an element

in Hi and any ti ∈ Fλ, one has

(λ1 · · ·λn)u1(t1/ωk1) · · · un(tn/ωkn)
=u1(λ

r1,1
1 · · ·λrn,1

n t1/ω
k1) · · · un(λr1,n1 · · ·λrn,n

n tn/ω
kn)(λ1 · · ·λn).

Thus we can choose integers m1, · · · ,mn,m
′
1, · · · ,m′

n ≫ 0 such that the system of equations on the variables

λ1, · · · , λn: 



λ
r1,1
1 · · ·λrn,1

n = 1/t1 ∈ 1 + ωm1Oλ,

λ
r1,2
1 · · ·λrn,2

n = 1/t2 ∈ 1 + ωm2Oλ,

· · ·
λ
r1,n
1 · · ·λrn,n

n = 1/tn ∈ 1 + ωmnOλ.

always has a solution in λ1 ∈ 1 + ωm
′
1Oλ =: Hi(m

′
1) ⊂ H1, · · · , λn ∈ 1 + ωm

′
nOλ =: Hn(m

′
n) ⊂ Hn. Thus

n∏

i=1

Hi(m
′
i)

n∏

i=1

ui(ti/ω
ki)

n∏

i=1

Hi(m
′
i) =

n∏

i=1

Hi(m
′
i)

n∏

i=1

ui(1/ω
ki)

n∏

i=1

Hi(m
′
i), ∀ti ∈ 1 + ωmiOλ.

Moreover we can choose m′
1, · · · ,m′

n sufficiently large such that these compact open subgroups Hi(m
′
i) ⊂ F×

λ ≃ Hi

are contained in G and Kλ for all i. Then we get the identity in the proposition. �

For simplicity we choose m1 = m2 = · · · = mn = m ≫ 0 and write κ = κ(m). We also put K = KλKλ. For

N ∈ Nn, write

u(1/ωN ) = u1(1/ω
N1) · · · un(1/ωNn).

For any map f : (G(F )\G(AF,f )/K)r → C, put

A(f, u(t)) :=

∫

G
f (∆(h)g∆(u(t))) dµG(h), ∀ t = (t1, · · · , tn) ∈ Fnλ .

Corollary A.20. Let h be as above. We have

A(f, u(t)) =

∫

G
f
(
∆(h)g∆(u(1/ωN ))

)
dµG(h), ∀ t ∈ κN .

In other words, the function A(f, u(t)) is constant on the variable t in the above specified domain κN .
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Thus (47) becomes

lim
N→+∞

A(f, u(1/ωN )) = B(f) := RHS of (47).

We consider the following objects and natural projection maps

CM := H(F )\G(AF,f ), X := G(F )\G(AF,f ), Z := G(F )\G(AF,f )/G1(AF,f).

CM
Red−−→ X Ab−−→ Z.

Note that X and Z are both compact. Let G(AF,f ) act on the right on these objects CM,X ,Z and these maps are thus

G(AF,f )-equivariant. For a compact open subgroup K = KλKλ of G(AF,f ) as above, we have the induced maps

CMK := H(F )\G(AF,f )/K, XK := G(F )\G(AF,f )/K, ZK := G(F )\G(AF,f )/G1(AF,f)K.

CMK
RedK−−−→ XK AbK−−−→ ZK .

Here XK ,ZK are finite sets. We write R = {g1, · · · , gr} and define the following maps:

RedRK : CMK → XR
K , x 7→ (RedK(gx))g∈R,

AbRK : XR
K → ZR

K , (yg)g∈R 7→ (AbK(yg))g∈R,

AbRK : XR → ZR, (yg)g∈R 7→ (Ab(yg))g∈R.

Since G1(AF,f ) acts transitively on each fiber of the map Ab, for any z ∈ Z , there is a unique Borel measure µz on

Ab−1(z) invariant under G1(AF,f).
Here is the main result of this appendix:

Theorem A.21. For N1, · · · , Nn ≫ 0, one has

RedRK(Gu(1/ωN )) = (AbRK)−1
(
AbRK(Red

R
K(Gu(1/ωN )))

)
.

Proof. Let s ∈ (AbRK)−1
(
AbRK(Red

R
K(Gu(1/ωN )))

)
and fs : XR → C the characteristic function of the pre-image

of s by the projection map XR → XR
K . We compute both sides of (47) for f = fs. It is easy to see

A(fs, u(1/ω
N )) = µG{h ∈ G|RedRK(hu(1/ωN )) = s}.

For any z ∈ ZR, we set

I(fs, z) =

∫

(AbR)−1(z)
fsdµz.

Here µz is the product of the measures µzg on Ab−1(zg) (g ∈ R). It is easy to see that I(fs, ·) factors through the

quotient ZR → ZR
K . Write Ω(G) for the common size of G-orbits on ZR

K . Then we have:

B(fs) =
I(fs,Ab

R
K(s))

Ω(G) .

The lemma below shows that I(fs,Ab
R
K(s)) 6= 0. Moreover XR

K is a finite set, thus there are only finitely many

possibilities for the value I(fs,Ab
R
K(s)) (none of which is zero). Thus for N1, · · · , Nn ≫ 0, we have

|A(fs, u(1/ωN ))−B(fs)| ≤ |B(fs)|/2.
In particular, A(fs, u(1/ω

N )) 6= 0, so for any s ∈ (AbRK)
−1
(
AbRK(RedRK(Gu(1/ωN )))

)
, there exists h ∈ G such that

RedRK(hu(1/ωN )) = s. The other inclusion is trivial. �

Lemma A.22. For s ∈ (AbRK)−1
(
AbRK(Red

R
K(Gu(1/ωN )))

)
, we have

I(s) := I(fs,Ab
R
K(s)) > 0.

Proof. We follow the proof in [CV05, Proposition 2.14]. We write s = (sg)g∈R with sg ∈ XK and put zg = AbK(sg),
fg : X → {0, 1} the characteristic function of the pre-image of sg by the projection map X → XK . We then put

I(sg) =
∫
Ab−1(zg)

fgdµzg . So one has

I(s) =
∏

g∈R
I(sg).
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Therefore it suffices to show that I(sg) > 0 for each g ∈ R.

Let z ∈ Z . The normalized Haar measure µ on G1(AF,f ) induces the measure µz on Ab−1(z) ⊂ X . It is easy

to see that µz is the unique measure on Ab−1(z) such that for any compact open subgroup K of G1(AF,f ) and any

x ∈ Ab−1(z), one has

µz(xK) =
µ(K)

♯StabK(x)
> 0,

where StabK(x) is the stabilizer of x inside K, which is compact and discrete, thus is a finite set. Moreover for any

g ∈ G1(AF,f ), the measure µzg(·g) = (µzg ◦ g)(·) on Ab−1(z) is equal to µz . In other words, for any z1, z2 ∈ Z ,

µz1(Ab
−1(z1)) = µz2(Ab

−1(z2)). Now for any x ∈ X and z ∈ Z , we write

φz(x) = µz(xK ∩Ab−1(z)).

Then the map Z → C sending z to φz(x) factors through Z → ZK . Similarly the map X → C sending x to φz(x)
factors through X → XK . Thus we get I(sg) = φzg(sg) > 0 since by definition we have

φz(x)

{
= 0, z /∈ Ab(xK);

> 0, z ∈ Ab(xK).

�

A.5. Application to automorphic forms. Let G,H,Gj , Uj be as in §A.2. Let K be a compact open subgroup of

G(AF,f ). We fix a ringA and writeM(K,A) for the set of functions f : G(F )\G(AF,f ) → Awhich are invariant under

the right translation of K . Then we put M(A) = lim
K

M(K,A), the inductive limit over all compact open subgroups

K of G(AF,f ), which is the space of A-valued (algebraic) automorphic forms on G(AF,f ), and we let G(AF,f ) act

on M(A) by right translation and denote this action by ρ : G(AF,f ) → AutA(M(A)): for any f ∈ M(A) and

g, g′ ∈ G(AF,f ), (ρ(g)f)(g
′) := f(g′g). We then set

M(A)G
1
:= {f ∈ M(A)|ρ(g)f = f, ∀g ∈ G1(AF,f)}.

Let R = {g1, · · · , gr} be as before, consisting of elements g1, · · · , gr ∈ H(AF,f ) such that (46) is satisfied. Let G
be an open subgroup ofH(F )\H(AF,f ) and write G̃ its pre-image by the projection mapH(AF,f ) → H(F )\H(AF,f ).
Then a similar argument as in [CH16, Cor.5.2] gives

Theorem A.23. Let {βg}g∈R be a finite set of elements in A with βg1 ∈ A×. We assume that the composition map

G̃ → G(AF,f ) → ZK
is surjective. Consider an element f ∈ M(K,A)\M(A)G

1
. Then for any N1, · · · , Nn ≫ 0, there is an element

h = hN ∈ G̃ such that ∑

g∈R
βgf(hgu(1/ω

N )) 6= 0.

Proof. By Theorem A.21, for any N1, · · · , Nn ≫ 0,

RedRK(Gu(1/ωN )) = (AbRK)−1
(
AbRK(Red

R
K(Gu(1/ωN )))

)
.

We fix one suchN . By assumption, there are elements y1 6= y2 ∈ X such thatAbK(y1) = AbK(y2) and f(y1) 6= f(y2).

Since G̃ → ZK is surjective, we can choose x ∈ G̃ such that

AbK(y1) = AbK(y2) = AbK(RedK(xu(1/ω
N ))).

Therefore for any finite subset {xg}g∈R of Ab−1
K (AbK(y1)), we can find h1, h2 ∈ G̃ such that

RedRK(hixu(1/ω
N )) = (yi, xg2 , · · · , xgr), i = 1, 2.

Therefore one has∑

g∈R
βgf(h1gxu(1/ω

N ))−
∑

g∈R
βgf(h2gxu(1/ω

N )) = βg1(f(y1)− f(y2)) 6= 0.

So we can take h to be h1x or h2x. �
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A.6. Examples. In this section we give some examples of (G,H,Gj , Uj) satisfying Assumptions A.5. We give these

explicit examples with the purpose in mind that they may be used directly in the theory of theta lifts as well as in the

problem of torsionness of Heegner points on abelian varieties which are quotients of Albanese varieties of Shimura

varieties.

A.6.1. Unitary groups. Let K/F be a CM quadratic extension of number fields with an embedding K →֒ Fλ. Let

V = Kn+1 be a vector space over K of dimension n+1 ≥ 2 equipped with a Hermitian form Q, which is represented,

under the standard K-basis {E1, · · · , En+1} of V , by a diagonal matrix Q = diag(δ1, · · · , δn+1). Suppose that 0 <
δi ∈ F (totally positive) for all i. We take G = U(V,Q) the (definite) unitary group associated to (V,Q). Then

G/K ≃ GLn+1/K as algebraic groups over K .

For any distinct basis elements Ei, Ej , we write Ui,j for the (definite) unitary group associated to the Hermitian

subspace (K(Ei, Ej), Q) of (V,Q). Now we put

Gj = U1,j+1, j = 1, · · · , n.
So we have natural embeddings ιj : Gj → G. We fix an isomorphism G(Fλ) ≃ GLn+1(Fλ) compatible with G(K) ≃
GLn+1(K) under the embeddingK →֒ Fλ such thatU1,k(Fλ) is mapped isomorphically to the subgroup of GLn+1(Fλ)
consisting of matrices of the following form




a b
1k−2

c d
1n+1−k


 with a, b, c, d ∈ Fλ.

Fix isomorphisms U1,j+1(Fλ) ≃ GL2(Fλ) such that U2(Fλ) is mapped via ιj to the unipotent upper triangular ma-

trices inside GLn+1(Fλ). We then take the unipotent subgroup Uj ⊂ Gj(Fλ) to be the image of U2(Fλ) via ιj . It

is easy to see these groups G1
j (Fλ) generate G1(Fλ). Finally we take H =

∏n+1
i=1 U(KEi, Q). One verifies that

(G,H,G1, · · · , Gn, U1, · · · , Un) satisfies Assumptions A.5.

A.6.2. Even spin groups. Suppose that −1 = i2 for some i ∈ F×
λ . Let V = F 2n be a vector space over F of even

dimension 2n ≥ 4, equipped with a quadratic formQ, which is represented, under the standard basis {E1, E2, · · · , E2n}
of V , by a diagonal matrix Q = diag(δ1, · · · , δ2n). We put the following conditions on Q:

0 < δ1, · · · , δ2n ∈ F, δ1, · · · , δ2n ∈ (F×
λ )2, δ1δ2δ3δ4, δ1δ2δ5δ6, · · · , δ1δ2δ2n−1δ2n ∈ (F×)2.

We write δi = 1/d2i for some di ∈ Fλ. Then we take G = GSpin(V,Q). More precisely, write C0(V ) for the even

degree part of the Clifford algebra

C(V ) =

∞⊕

k=0

V ⊗k/〈v ⊗ v −Q(v)|v ∈ V 〉

associated to (V,Q). Then G consists of those units v ∈ C0(V )× such that vV = V v. We write vw for the image of

v⊗w inside C(V ) for any v,w ∈ V . For any distinct basis elements Ei1 , Ei2 , · · · , Eik , we write Ci1,··· ,ik for the even

degree part of the Clifford algebra associated to the quadratic subspace (F (Ei1 , · · · , Eik), Q) of (V,Q). Then we have

isomorphisms of F -algebras:

M2,2(Fλ) ≃ Ci,j,k ⊗F Fλ,(
0 1
0 0

)
7→ (diEi + djiEj)(dkEk)

2
=: e+i,j,k,

(
0 0
1 0

)
7→ −(diEi − djiEj)(dkEk)

2
=: e−i,j,k,

(
a 0
0 1

)
7→ 1 +

a− 1

4
(diEi + djiEj)(di − djiEj),

(
a 0
0 1

a

)
7→ 1

a

(
1 +

a2 − 1

4
(diEi + djiEj)(diEi − djiEj)

)
=: τi,j(a).
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Here a ∈ F×
λ . One verifies the following relations (the subscripts 1, 2 can be replaced by other indices and one obtains

similar identities):

(1 + te+1,2,k)(1 ± te+1,2,l) = 1 + t(e+1,2,k ± e+1,2,l), k 6= l ∈ {3, · · · , 2n},
τ1,2(a)(1 + te±1,2,k)τ1,2(a)

−1 = 1 + a±2te±1,2,k, k ∈ {3, · · · , 2n}.

Here t ∈ Fλ. For k = 2, 3, · · · , n, we fix a positive square root
√
δ1δ2δ2k−1δ2k of δ1δ2δ2k−1δ2k in F and we write

ek =
1

2

(
1− E1E2E2k−1E2k√

δ1δ2δ2k−1δ2k

)
,

which is a central idempotent element in C1,2,2k−1,2k. One verifies that both C1,2,2k−1,2kek and C1,2,2k−1,2k(1 − ek)
are central simple algebras over F of dimension 4. Then we put

Gj =

{
(C1,2,3,4(1− e2))

× + e2, j = 1;

(C1,2,2j−1,2jej)
× + (1− ej), j = 2, · · · , n

with natural embeddings ιj : Gj → G. The unipotent subgroups Uj are given as follows:

Uj =

{
(1 + Fλe

+
1,2,3)(1 − e2) + e2 = 1 + Fλ(e

+
1,2,3 − ie+1,2,4), j = 1;

(1 + Fλe
+
1,2,2j−1)ej + (1− ej) = 1 + Fλ(e

+
1,2,2j−1 + ie+1,2,2j), j = 2, · · · , n.

Moreover it is easy to see these Uj commute with each other. The maximal torus H is given by

H =

n∏

k=1

C×
2k−1,2k.

Thus the conjugate action of τ2i−1,2i(Fλ) on Uk is given as follows

Adτ2i−1,2i(a)(1 + te+1,2,3)(1 − e2) + e2 =

{
(1 + a2te+1,2,3)(1− e2) + e2, i ∈ {1, 2},

(1 + te+1,2,3)(1 − e2) + e2, i ∈ {3, · · · , n}.
,

Adτ1,2(a)(1 + te+1,2,2k−1)ek + (1− ek) = (1 + a2te+1,2,2k−1)ek + (1− ek), k ∈ {2, · · · , n}

Adτ2i−1,2i(a)(1 + te+1,2,2k−1)ek + (1− ek) =

{
(1 + a−2te+1,2,2k−1)ek + (1− ek), i = k ∈ {2, · · · , n},

(1 + te+1,2,2k−1)ek + (1− ek), i 6= k ∈ {2, · · · , n}.

One verifies easily that theseG1
1(Fλ), · · · , G1

n(Fλ) generateG1(Fλ): indeed, the above formula shows that the opposite

root subgroups U−
1 , · · · , U−

n ofU1, · · · , Un (with respect toH(Fλ)) are contained in the subgroup ofG1(Fλ) generated

by G1
1(Fλ), · · · , G1

n(Fλ). Since G1(Fλ) is simply-connected, we deduce that G1
1(Fλ), · · · , G1

n(Fλ) generate G1(Fλ).
One checks easily the remaining part of Assumptions A.5.

A.6.3. Odd spin groups. Suppose that −1 = i2 for some i ∈ F×
λ . Let V = F 2n+1 be a vector space of odd dimension

2n+ 1 ≥ 3 equipped with a quadratic form Q = diag(δ0, δ1, · · · , δ2n) under the standard basis {E0, · · · , E2n} of V .

As in the preceding example, we assume

0 < δ0, · · · , δ2n ∈ F, δ0, · · · , δ2n ∈ (F×
λ )2, δ1δ2δ3δ4, δ1δ2δ5δ6, · · · , δ1δ2δ2n−1δ2n ∈ (F×)2.

Using the notations from the preceding example, we take G = GSpin(V,Q) and

Gj =

{
C×
0,1,2, j = 1;

(C1,2,2j−1,2jei)
× + (1− ej), j = 2, · · · , n.

with natural embeddings ιj : Gj → G. The unipotent subgroups Uj are given as follows:

Uj =

{
1 + Fλe

+
1,2,0, j = 1;

(1 + Fλe
+
1,2,2j−1)ej , j = 2, · · · , n.
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One checks that these Uj commute with each other. The maximal torus is given by

H =

n∏

k=1

C×
2k−1,2k.

Thus the conjugate action of τ2i−1,2i(Fλ) on U1 is given as follows

Adτ2i−1,2i(a)(1 + te+1,2,0) =

{
1 + a2te+1,2,0, i = 1,

1 + te+1,2,0 i ∈ {2, · · · , n}.

and their actions on U2, · · · , Un are the same as in the preceding example. The same reasoning as above shows that

G1
1(Fλ), · · · , G1

n(Fλ) generate G1(Fλ).

A.6.4. Symplectic groups. LetB be a definite quaternion algebra overF , which is split at the place λ ofF as in Example

A.6 and n > 1 an integer. Let ∗ : B → B sending b to b∗ be a main involution and for an n× n-matrix g = (gi,j) with

entries in B, write g∗ to be (g∗j,i). Then we define a quaternionic unitary group by

G = {g ∈ GLn(B)|gg∗ = µ(g) · 1n, for some µ(g) ∈ F×}.
Since B is split at λ, one sees easily that an isomorphism B ⊗F Fλ ≃ M2(Fλ) induces an isomorphism G(Fλ) ≃
GSp2n(Fλ). We choose GSp2n to be the group scheme over Z consisting of matrices X ∈ GL2n such that XJ2nX

t =

µ(X) ·J2n where J2n = diag(J1, · · · , J1) ∈ GL2n and J1 =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
. We fix then a maximal abelian subalgebra K

of B, which is a quadratic field extension of F . We can choose elements i, j,k ∈ B× to be an F -basis of B such that

k = ij = −ji, i2, j2,k2 ∈ F×, K = F [i] splits at λ. We fix embeddings as follows:

ι′j : B
× → G, x = a+ bi+ cj+ dk 7→





(
x

1n−1

)
, j = 1;




a+ bi cj+ dk
1j−2

−cj− dk a+ bi
1n−j


 , j = 2, · · · , n.

Then set Gj = ι′j(B
×) and natural embeddings ιj : Gj → G. We fix an isomorphism of Fλ-algebras

B⊗F Fλ → M2(Fλ), i 7→
(
i 0
0 −i

)
, j 7→

(
0 j2

1 0

)
, k 7→

(
0 ij2

−i 0

)
.

The unipotent subgroups Uj are given as follows: write U to be the subgroup of (B ⊗F Fλ)
× which is the pre-image

of the upper triangular unipotent subgroup of GL2(Fλ) under our fixed isomorphism B ⊗F Fλ ≃ M2(Fλ). Then we

put Uj = ι′j(U). Clearly these unipotent subgroups commute with each other. The maximal torus H of G is given by

H = {g = diag(g1, · · · , gn) ∈ G|g1, · · · , gn ∈ K× with g1g
∗
1 = g2g

∗
2 = · · · = gng

∗
n = µ(g)}.

So in the induced isomorphism G(Fλ) ≃ GSp2n(Fλ), H(Fλ) is mapped to the subgroup of diagonal matrices. For any

a ∈ F×
λ and any j = 1, · · · , n, we write τj(a) = diag(12(j−1), a, 1/a, 12(n−j)) ∈ GSp2n(Fλ). For any t ∈ Fλ and any

j = 1, · · · , n, we write uj(t) to be the image by the map ι′j in GSp2n(Fλ) of the element in (B⊗F Fλ)
× corresponding

to the matrix

(
1 t
0 1

)
by our fixed isomorphism B⊗F Fλ ≃ M2(Fλ). Then one checks easily

Adτj(a)ui(t) =





ui(a
2t), i = j = 1;

ui(at), i 6= j = 1;

ui(a
−1t), i = j 6= 1;

ui(t), i 6= j 6= 1.

Using the above formulas and the argument similar to the preceding examples, one verifies easily that

G1
1(Fλ), · · · , G1

n(Fλ) generate G1(Fλ) and Assumptions A.5 are satisfied.
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[Shi12] S.-W.Shin, Abelian varieties and Weil representations, Algebra and Number Theory, vol.6, no.8(2012), pp.1719-1772. 3

[Shi] S.-W.Shin, Geometric reductive dual pairs and a mod p theta correspondences, preprint.

https://math.berkeley.edu/~swshin/modpTheta.pdf. 3

[Vat02] V.Vatsal, Uniform distribution of Heegner points, Invent.math. 148(2002), pp.1-46. 37
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