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On the GL(2n) eigenvariety: branching laws, Shalika

families and p-adic L-functions

Daniel Barrera Salazar, Mladen Dimitrov, Andrew Graham,

Andrei Jorza and Chris Williams

Abstract

In this paper, we prove that a GL(2n)-eigenvariety is étale over the (pure) weight space

at non-critical Shalika points, and construct multi-variabled p-adic L-functions varying

over the resulting Shalika components. Our constructions hold in tame level 1 and Iwahori

level at p, and give p-adic variation of L-values (of regular algebraic cuspidal automorphic

representations, or RACARs, of GL(2n) admitting Shalika models) over the whole pure

weight space. In the case of GL(4), these results have been used by Loeffler and Zerbes

to prove cases of the Bloch–Kato conjecture for GSp(4).

Our main innovations are: a) the introduction and systematic study of ‘Shalika re-

finements’ of local representations of GL(2n), evaluating their attached local twisted zeta

integrals; and b) the p-adic interpolation of representation-theoretic branching laws for

GL(n)×GL(n) inside GL(2n). Using (b), we give a construction of many-variabled p-adic

functionals on the overconvergent cohomology groups for GL(2n), interpolating the zeta

integrals of (a). We exploit the resulting non-vanishing of these functionals to prove our

main arithmetic applications.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation

The Bloch–Kato conjectures are amongst the most important open problems in modern al-

gebraic number theory, and predict a deep link between arithmetic and analysis. Through

decades of research, a fruitful approach to Bloch–Kato has been to find and prove p-adic rein-

terpretations; for every special case of the Bloch–Kato conjecture, there should be an analogous

p-adic Iwasawa Main Conjecture relating p-adic arithmetic data to a p-adic L-function. These

p-adic reinterpretations are usually more tractable than the original conjectures – for example,

the Iwasawa Main Conjecture for elliptic curves has been proved in many cases (for example

in [Kat04, SU14], but also in many other works). Moreover, understanding the p-adic picture

can lead to proofs of special cases of Bloch–Kato.

Crucial to proofs of Bloch–Kato/Iwasawa Main Conjectures is a good understanding of

p-adic L-functions, eigenvarieties, and p-adic L-functions over eigenvarieties. In this paper, we

prove new results about these objects for GL2n /Q. In particular, let π be a regular algebraic

symplectic cuspidal automorphic representation (RASCAR) of GL2n(A) that is everywhere

spherical; here symplectic implies π admits a Shalika model (i.e. is a functorial transfer from

GSpin2n+1(A)). This ensures there is an integer w such that π ∼= π∨ ⊗ | · |w, i.e. π is essentially

self-dual. Let π̃ be a non-critical slope Iwahoric p-refinement. By [BSDW, Thm. A], there

is a p-adic L-function Lp(π̃) attached to π̃, that is, a locally analytic distribution on Z×
p of

controlled growth that interpolates its Deligne-critical L-values. In this paper:

(A) we prove that that (full, Iwahoric) GL2n-eigenvariety is étale over the pure weight space

at π̃, and that the unique (n+1 dimensional) connected component C through π̃ contains

a Zariski-dense set CSha of classical Shalika points; and

(B) we construct an (n+ 2)-variable p-adic L-function LC
p interpolating Lp(π̃y) for y ∈ CSha.

We describe an application. In the special case of GL4, part (B) fulfils the forward compati-

bility required by Loeffler and Zerbes in their recent tour-de-force work [LZb] proving new cases

of the Bloch–Kato conjecture for GSp4; in particular, the present paper is the ‘forthcoming

work’ mentioned in §17.5 op. cit., where this special case was first announced.

1.2. Set-up and previous work

Let π be as above, and let λ = (λ1, ..., λ2n) be its weight, a dominant algebraic character of

the diagonal torus T ⊂ G ..= GL2n. Then w = λn + λn+1 is the purity weight of λ (see §2.2).

Let L(π, s) be the standard L-function of π, normalised so that for j ∈ Z, the value L(π, j+ 1
2 )

is Deligne-critical if and only if

j ∈ Crit(λ) ..= {j ∈ Z : −λn+1 > j > −λn}. (1.1)

Let K = IwG

∏
ℓ 6=pG(Zℓ) ⊂ G(Ẑ), where IwG is the Iwahori subgroup at p. Let SK be the

locally symmetric space for G of level K. As π is regular algebraic, it contributes to the

compactly supported cohomology of SK with coefficients in V ∨
λ in degrees n2, n2 + 1, ..., n2 +

n − 1. Here Vλ is the algebraic representation of G of highest weight λ, and V ∨
λ is the local

system on SK attached to its dual. Let t = n2 + n− 1 (the top degree).

Our work builds on ideas of Grobner–Rahuram [GR14], of Dimitrov–Januszewski–Raghuram

[DJR20], and particularly of Barrera–Dimitrov–Williams [BSDW], all of which worked in the

Q-parahoric setting, forQ the (n, n)-parabolic subgroup of G. As op. cit., our methods are built

upon the existence of evaluation maps, functionals on Betti cohomology groups. In particular:

– In [GR14], the authors constructed C-valued evaluation maps

Evλ,GR
j : Ht

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (C)) → C

and used them to prove algebraicity for the Deligne-critical L-values L(π, j + 1
2 ).
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– In [DJR20], for χ finite-order of conductor pβ, the authors used p-adic analogues

Evλ,DJR
χ,j : Ht

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (Qp)) → Qp

to construct p-adic L-functions for ordinary ‘Shalika’ Q-parahoric p-refinements π̃Q of π.

– In [BSDW], the authors constructed (parahoric) overconvergent evaluations

Ht
c(SK ,D

Q
Ω ) → D(Z×

p ,OΩ),

where Ω is a (2-dimensional) parahoric p-adic family of weights, DQ
Ω is a space of parahoric

distributions, and D(Z×
p , R) is the space of R-valued locally analytic distributions on Z×

p ;

so D(Z×
p ,OΩ) is a space of 3-variable distributions. These interpolated the Evλ,DJR

χ,j for

varying λ, χ and j. They were used to construct p-adic L-functions Lp(π̃
Q) attached to

finite slope Q-parahoric Shalika p-refinements π̃Q, to construct 2-dimensional (parahoric)

p-adic families through π̃Q, and to vary Lp(π̃
Q) over these families.

These papers work with GL2n over totally real fields and do not require π everywhere spherical;

for a detailed summary of these works, we refer the reader to [BSDW, Intro.]. However, the

Q-parahoric setting considered op. cit. cannot see variation in more than 2 weight variables,

meaning our present results are necessary for the application to Bloch–Kato in [LZb].

1.3. New input

In our generalisation to Iwahoric families, substantial new ideas are required in two particular

places: one automorphic (the computation of local zeta integrals at p), and one p-adic (the

p-adic interpolation of classical representation-theoretic branching laws).

1.3.1. Shalika p-refinements and local zeta integrals. To study local zeta integrals at-

tached to the (unramified) representation πp, we introduce Shalika p-refinements of πp. In

this paper, we consider Iwahoric p-refinements, rather than the Q-parahoric p-refinements of

[DJR20, BSDW].

Let HG
p be the Hecke algebra at p (see §2.4.3). An (Iwahoric) p-refinement of πp is a system

of Hecke eigenvalues

α : HG
p −→ Q

appearing in πIwG
p ; we write π̃p = (πp, α). If πp has regular semisimple Satake parameter, there

are (2n)! such p-refinements, indexed by elements of the Weyl group WG = S2n.

Attached to any p-refinement π̃p is a certain family of twisted local zeta integrals at p. We

call π̃p a Shalika p-refinement if one of these local zeta integrals is non-vanishing.

In [DJR20, BSDW], it is implicitly predicted that a p-refinement should be Shalika if and

only if it lies in a certain class of ‘spin’ p-refinements, i.e. those that interact well with the

Shalika model. In the parahoric case, an ad-hoc definition of a spin refinement – there called

a ‘Q-regular Q-refinement’ – is given in [DJR20, §3.3], inspired by [AG94]; and the relevant

zeta integrals are shown to be non-vanishing.

In §6, we give a much more conceptual definition of spin p-refinements, generalising and

justifying [DJR20, §3.3]. Since πp admits a Shalika model, it is the functorial transfer of a

representation Πp of G(Qp), where G = GSpin2n+1. Via a careful study of the root systems of

G and G, we construct a map ∨ : HG
p → HG

p of Hecke algebras at p. We then say α is a spin

p-refinement if there exists an eigensystem αG for G such that α factors as

α : HG
p

∨

−−−→ HG
p

αG

−−−→ Q,

and show the system αG then appears in ΠIwG
p . There are 2nn! such spin p-refinements.

We prove that the family of local zeta integrals attached to a spin p-refinement is non-

vanishing, and hence that spin p-refinements are Shalika p-refinements. We hope to prove the

converse (that Shalika refinements are spin refinements) in a sequel.

We actually compute the local zeta integral in two different ways, with different benefits.
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• In §5, we compute the local zeta integral at Iwahoric level, with the restriction that our

method works only for ramified characters.

• The unramified case at Iwahoric level appears to be very difficult. We get around this in

§9 by instead computing the unramified integral at parahoric level, via a totally different

method.

The latter result strengthens the results of [DJR20, BSDW] by proving that the p-adic L-

functions they construct satisfy the expected interpolation property at the trivial character, a

fundamental case these works omitted.

(In later sections, we use interpolation at ramified characters to prove that the p-adic L-

functions at Iwahori level and parahoric level agree; and thus we obtain interpolation at the

trivial character for the p-adic L-functions of the present paper.)

All of these local results are proved in §5–§9.

1.3.2. p-adic interpolation of branching laws. Over Q, for any n the evaluation maps

of [BSDW] are valued in a space of distributions in only 3 variables. In the present paper we

construct evaluation maps in the full expected n+ 2 variables.

Our key input is a p-adic interpolation, in (n + 2)-variables, of classical representation-

theoretic branching laws. More precisely: in [GR14, DJR20, BSDW] the subgroup H =

GLn × GLn (embedded diagonally in GL2n) plays a distinguished role. For j1, j2 ∈ Z, let

V H(j1,j2) denote the H-representation detj1

1 detj2

2 , the algebraic representation of highest weight

(j1, ..., j1, j2, ..., j2). Recall w is the purity weight of λ. Then we have the following reinterpre-

tation of the Deligne-critical L-values (1.1):

(†) Branching law: j ∈ Crit(λ) ⇐⇒ V H(−j,w+j) ⊂ Vλ
∣∣
H

with multiplicity one.

Example. Let G = GL2, H = GL1 × GL1, and let π be a RACAR of weight (k, 0), correspond-

ing to a classical newform f of weight k+2. Then (in our normalisations) π has Deligne-critical

L-values L(π, j + 1
2 ) with −k 6 j 6 0. Here w = k and Vλ = Symk(C2), the space of homoge-

neous polynomials in two variables X,Y of degree k. We have Vλ|H = ⊕0
j=−k[C · X−jY k+j ].

The summand at j is the character ( s t ) 7→ s−jtk+j of H , and corresponds to the Deligne-

critical L-value L(π, j + 1
2 ).

Attached to H are a family of automorphic cycles {Xβ}β>1, which are modified locally

symmetric spaces for H which crucially have dimension t. For j ∈ Crit(λ), the evaluation

maps Evλ,DJR
χ,j of [DJR20] were constructed as a composition

Ht
c

(
SK ,Vλ

)
→ Ht

c

(
Xβ,Vλ|H

)
→ Ht

c

(
Xβ,V

H
(−j,w+j)

)
→

⊕

(Z/pβ)×

Qp → Qp,

where:

• the first map is a twisted pullback under the natural inclusion Xβ → SK ,

• the second is projection of the coefficients via the branching law (†),

• the third is integration of scalar-valued classes (of degree t) over the connected compo-

nents of Xβ (which have dimension t),

• and the last map is ‘evaluation at χ’, where χ has conductor pβ.

To interpolate these maps, in [BSDW] the authors gave a p-adic interpolation of (†). There

were two aspects to this: the interpolation for a fixed λ as j varies, proved in §5.2 op. cit., used

to prove existence of Lp(π̃); and the interpolation as λ varies in a (2-dimensional) Q-parabolic

weight family W Q in §6.2, used to construct parabolic families of RASCARs and 3-variable

p-adic L-functions for these families.
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The full pure weight space W G
0 for GL2n has dimension n+1, whilst the families of [BSDW]

are only 2-dimensional. The trade-off made op. cit. was that variation in lower dimension

allowed weaker assumptions on π̃, giving an ‘optimal’ notion of non-criticality for π̃. However,

if one assumes stronger conditions on π̃, then one expects to be able to vary the p-adic L-

function over the full (n+ 1)-dimensional pure weight space; and it is this, higher-dimensional,

variation that is required for the application to the Bloch–Kato conjecture of [LZb].

To extend the results of [BSDW] to get full variation, one needs to interpolate the branching

law (†) as λ varies over W G
0 . The approach of [BSDW] has the parahoric, hence 2-dimensional,

setting baked into it, so to interpolate in higher dimension requires new ideas.

In Proposition 11.12, we give a full interpolation of (†) over W G
0 (in the language of p-adic

distributions). This result occupies the entirety of §11. Our approach exploits properties of

spherical varieties, and should apply in much more general settings.

In §12, via §4, we use our p-adic branching laws to construct (n + 2)-variabled evaluation

maps

EvΩ
β : Ht

c(SK ,DΩ) −→ D(Z×
p ,OΩ), (1.2)

for an (n+ 1)-dimensional affinoid Ω ⊂ W G
0 . These maps interpolate (Iwahoric analogues of)

Evλ,DJR
χ,j as λ varies in Ω, j varies over Crit(λ), and χ varies over finite-order Hecke characters

of conductor pβ .

1.4. Main results

We give two main applications of these results. Using the Shalika refinements of §7, we give

simple automorphic criteria for the non-vanishing of the evaluation maps (1.2). This non-

vanishing puts tight restrictions on the structure of Ht
c(SK ,DΩ), and thus – via [Han17] –

on the structure of the GL2n-eigenvariety E GL2n . Exploiting ideas developed in [BSDW], we

prove:

Theorem A. Suppose λ is regular, and let π̃ be a regular non-critical slope p-refinement of π.

Then the GL2n-eigenvariety E GL2n is étale over W G
0 at π̃. There exists a neighbourhood of π̃

in E GL2n containing a very Zariski-dense set of classical points corresponding to RASCARs.

In other words, there exists an (n+ 1)-dimensional neighbourhood Ω ⊂ W G
0 of λ such that:

(a) π̃ varies in a unique p-adic family C ⊂ E GL2n over Ω,

(b) C contains a very Zariski-dense set C Sha of classical points corresponding to RASCARs,

(c) and the weight map C ∼−→ Ω is an isomorphism.

To prove this result, we observe that regularity of λ implies existence of a non-vanishing

Deligne-critical L-value. Since EvΩ
β interpolates these L-values, it is therefore non-vanishing.

We use this twice: once to produce existence of an (n + 1)-dimensional family, and again to

prove existence of a Zariski-dense set of classical points attached to RASCARs.

Our second main result, under the same hypotheses, is the construction of an (n+2)-variable

p-adic L-function over C . We show that EvΩ
β+1 = EvΩ

β ◦U◦
p , where U◦

p is the full (normalised)

Iwahori Hecke operator at p. We thus use (1.2) to attach a well-defined distribution µΩ(Φ) ..=

(α◦
p)

−βEvΩ
β (Φ) to any finite-slope eigenclass Φ ∈ Ht

c(SK ,DΩ) with U◦
pΦ = α◦

pΦ. Note this is

independent of β. We show existence of a distinguished eigenclass ΦC ∈ Ht
c(SK ,DΩ) attached

to the family C , and then define LC
p

..= µΩ(ΦC ) ∈ D(Z×
p ,OΩ). Under the Amice transform,

and via (b), we view LC
p as a rigid analytic function LC

p on C × X (Z×
p ), where X (Z×

p ) is the

Qp-rigid space of characters on Z×
p . We show:

Theorem B. For all y ∈ C Sha, there exist c±
y ∈ Q

×

p such that for all χ ∈ X (Z×
p ) with

χ(−1) = ±1, we have

LC

p (y, χ) = c±
y · Lp(π̃y, χ), (1.3)

where Lp(π̃y ,−) is the (1-variable) p-adic L-function from [BSDW].
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In other words, LC
p interpolates the p-adic L-functions from [BSDW] as y varies in C .

1.5. Application: Bloch–Kato for GSp(4)

In [LZb], Loeffler and Zerbes prove new cases of the Bloch–Kato conjecture for Galois repre-

sentations attached to Siegel modular forms of genus 2 (i.e. for automorphic representations of

GSp4). More precisely, if Fnew is a Siegel modular form of level 1 and sufficiently high weight,

and F is an ordinary p-stabilisation, they prove the Bloch–Kato conjecture holds for the spin

Galois representation attached to F in analytic rank 0. This has also led to new understanding

of the Bloch–Kato conjecture for symmetric cube modular forms [LZc] and of Iwasawa theory

for quadratic Hilbert modular forms [LZa].

In [LZb], the authors built on previous joint works with Skinner and Pilloni [LSZ, LPSZ]

constructing Euler systems and p-adic L-functions for GSp4. For applications to Bloch–Kato

in analytic rank 0, one wants to show the Euler system of [LSZ] is non-trivial. The main new

input in [LZb] was an explicit reciprocity law relating the Euler system of [LSZ] to a specific

value of the p-adic L-function of [LPSZ]. If this p-adic L-value does not vanish, then the Euler

system is non-trivial and can be used to bound a Selmer group.

This non-vanishing is delicate, since the p-adic L-value seen by the explicit reciprocity

law is outside the region of interpolation (so it does not directly relate to a Deligne-critical

classical L-value). In [LZb, §17], Loeffler–Zerbes deform this into the region of interpolation –

and thus prove the Bloch–Kato conjecture – conditional on the existence of a family of p-adic

L-functions on GL4, stated as Theorem 17.6.2 op. cit. This theorem, whose proof was deferred

to ‘forthcoming work’ of the present authors, is a special case of Theorem B.

1.6. Remarks on assumptions

We restrict to base field Q and π of tame level 1, a setting where all of our key new ideas are

already present. These assumptions drastically simplify the notation and reduce technicality,

allowing for a shorter, more conceptual article, whilst still including the results required by

[LZb]. We indicate which of our various assumptions could be relaxed.

Firstly, all of these results can be modified in a conceptually straightforward (but nota-

tionally awkward) way to work for GL2n over an arbitrary totally real field F . This was the

setting treated in [BSDW]; the reader could consult that paper for the extra details occurring

in this case.

Our most serious assumption is that π has tame level 1. This is certainly not necessary

to p-adically interpolate branching laws and evaluation maps, and our results in this direction

make no assumption on the tame level. We can also entirely remove this assumption in proving

Theorem A, following [BSDW, §7]. However, to prove Theorem B requires much more control:

we need not only that systems of Hecke eigenvalues vary p-adically, but also that we can vary

certain local test vectors in a family. This is unconditionally possible in tame level 1. This

could be relaxed to the assumption that π admits parahoric-fixed vectors at every finite place

using [DJ]. For a discussion on possible generalisations beyond this, see [BSDW, §8].

1.7. Structure of the paper

This paper falls into three parts.

In Part I (§2–3), we fix notation and recall relevant automorphic results. In §4, we generalise

the abstract construction of evaluation maps from [BSDW, §4], showing that these evaluation

maps compute classical L-values of RASCARs.

In Part II (§5–§9), we develop the theory of spin and Shalika refinements, and compute

local zeta integrals (in two different ways). In these sections we prove all the results described

in §1.3.1. Our Iwahoric results are summarised in §8.
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In Part III (§10–§13), we build our p-adic machine on this automorphic foundation, reinter-

preting the above in the context of overconvergent cohomology. The heart of is §11-12, where

we give our main technical results on p-adic interpolation of branching laws. In §13, we obtain

our main arithmetic applications, following strategies developed in [BSDW].
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Part I. Automorphic Results

2. Set-up and notation

2.1. Notation

Let n > 1 and let G ..= GL2n. We write B = B2n for the Borel subgroup of upper triangular

matrices, B = B2n for the opposite Borel of lower triangular matrices and T = T2n for the

maximal split torus of diagonal matrices. We have decompositions B = TN and B = NT

where N = N2n and N = N2n are the unipotent radicals of B and B. We also let Gn = GLn,

with Bn, Tn, Nn etc. the analogous subgroups. Let H ..= GLn × GLn, with an embedding

ι : H →֒ G, ι(h1, h2) =
(
h1 0
0 h2

)
.

Let WG = S2n (resp. Wn = Sn) be the Weyl group of G (resp. Gn), identified with the

permutation subgroup of G(Z) (resp. Gn(Z)). We write w2n and wn for the longest Weyl

elements (i.e. the antidiagonal matrices with 1s on the antidiagonal).

Let K∞ = C∞Z∞, where Z∞ is the center and C∞ is the maximal compact subgroup of

G(R). For any reductive real Lie group A we let A◦ denote the connected component of the

identity.

Fix a rational prime p and an embedding ip : Q →֒ Qp. We fix a (non-canonical) extension

of ip to an isomorphism ip : C ∼−→ Qp. Let Qp∞ be the maximal abelian extension of Q

unramified outside p∞, and let Galp ..= Gal(Qp∞/Q) ∼= Z×
p be its Galois group.

Throughout, we work in ‘tame level 1’, that is, with the open compact level subgroup

K = IwG ·
∏

ℓ 6=p

G(Zℓ) ⊂ G(Af ), (2.1)

so away from p we take maximal hyperspecial level and at p we take Iwahori level

IwG
..= {g ∈ G(Zp) : g (mod p) ∈ B(Fp)} ⊂ G(Zp). (2.2)

Let δB : T (A) → C× be the standard modulus character

t = (t1, ..., t2n) 7→ |t1|2n−1|t2|2n−3 · · · |t2n−1|3−2n|t2n|1−2n. (2.3)

We repeatedly use that if πℓ is a smooth irreducible representation of GL2n(Qℓ) that is spher-

ical, i.e. π
GL2n(Qℓ)
ℓ 6= 0, then there is an unramified character θ : T (Qℓ) → C× such that

πℓ = IndGB θ, (2.4)

7
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the normalised parabolic induction of θ to G.

If π is a regular algebraic cuspidal automorphic representation (RACAR) of G(A), then we

write L(π, s) for its standard L-function.

All our group actions will be on the left. If M is a R-module, with a left action of a group

Γ, then we write M∨ = HomR(M,R), with associated left dual action (γ ·µ)(m) = µ(γ−1 ·m).

In later sections we work extensively with affinoid rigid spaces. For such a space X , we

write OX for the ring of rigid functions on X , so X = Sp(OX).

2.2. Algebraic weights

Let X∗(T ) be the set of algebraic characters of T . Each element of X∗(T ) corresponds to an

integral weight λ = (λ1, ..., λ2n) ∈ Z2n. If λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λ2n, we say λ is dominant, and

write X∗
+(T ) ⊂ X∗(T ) for the subset of dominant weights. We say that λ is pure if there

exists w ∈ Z, the purity weight of λ, such that λi + λ2n−i+1 = w for all 1 6 i 6 n; we write

pure(λ) ..= w. We write X∗
0 (T ) ⊂ X∗

+(T ) for the subset of pure B-dominant integral weights,

which are exactly those supporting cuspidal cohomology [Clo90, Lem. 4.9]. We say λ is regular

if λi+1 > λi for all i (emphasising that trivial cohomological weight λ = (0, ..., 0) is not regular).

For λ ∈ X∗
+(T ), let Vλ be the algebraic irreducible representation of G of highest weight

λ, and let V ∨
λ denote its linear dual, with its (left) dual action. We have an isomorphism

V ∨
λ

∼= Vλ∨ where λ∨ = (−λ2n, . . . ,−λ1). Given a pure dominant algebraic weight λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ),

let

Crit(λ) ..= {j ∈ Z : −λn 6 j 6 −λn+1}. (2.5)

If π is a RACAR for G(A) of weight λ (which we take to mean cohomological with respect

to V ∨
λ ), then j ∈ Crit(λ) if and only if the L-value L(π, j + 1

2 ) is Deligne-critical (see [GR14,

§6.1]).

2.3. Shalika models

Our main results come in the setting of RACARs that admit Shalika models. We recall relevant

definitions and properties (see e.g. [GR14, §1,§3.1], [BSDW, §2.6]).

2.3.1. Definition of Shalika models. Let S = {s =
(
h
h

)
·
(

1n X
1n

)
: h ∈ GLn, X ∈ Mn} be

the Shalika subgroup of GL2n. Let ψ be the standard non-trivial additive character of Q\A

from [DJR20, §4.1], and let η be a character of Q×\A×. A cuspidal automorphic representation

π of G(A) is said to have an (η, ψ)-Shalika model if there exist ϕ ∈ π and g ∈ G(A) such that

Sηψ(ϕ)(g) ..=

∫

ZG(A)S(Q)\S(A)

ϕ(sg) (η ⊗ ψ)−1(s)ds 6= 0. (2.6)

This forces ηn to be the central character of π, and η = η0| · |w, where η0 has finite order and

w = pure(λ). Let η ⊗ ψ be the character of S(A) given by (η ⊗ ψ)(s) = η(det(h))ψ(tr(X)). If

(2.6) holds, then Sηψ defines an intertwining π →֒ Ind
G(A)
S(A) (η ⊗ ψ). If π has an (η, ψ)-Shalika

model, then for each prime ℓ the local component πℓ has a local (ηℓ, ψℓ)-Shalika model [GR14,

§3.2], that is, we have (non-canonical) intertwinings

Sηℓ

ψℓ
: πℓ →֒ Ind

GL2n(Qℓ)
S(Qℓ) (ηℓ ⊗ ψℓ). (2.7)

We fix a choice of intertwining S
ηf

ψf
of πf (or equivalently, via (2.6), an intertwining Sη∞

ψ∞
of

π∞).

By [AG94, Prop. 1.3], if πℓ is spherical then it admits a (ηℓ, ψℓ)-Shalika model if and only

if π∨
ℓ = πℓ ⊗ η−1

ℓ , in which case case ηℓ is unramified.

We recall another characterisation of Shalika models:
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Theorem 2.1 (Jacquet–Shalika, Asgari–Shahidi). Let π be a cuspidal automorphic represen-

tation of G(A). Then π admits a (η, ψ)-Shalika model for some character η if and only if π is

the Langlands functorial transfer of a globally generic cuspidal automorphic representation Π

of GSpin2n+1(A).

Proof. By [JS90], having a global Shalika model is equivalent to a (partial) exterior square

L-function having a pole at s = 1. But in [AS14] this is shown to be equivalent to being such

a functorial transfer. (For further details see [GR14, Prop. 3.1.4]).

2.3.2. Friedberg–Jacquet integrals. Let π be a cuspidal automorphic representation of

G(A), and χ a finite order Hecke character for F . For W ∈ Sηψ(π) consider the Friedberg–

Jacquet zeta integral

ζ(s,W, χ) ..=

∫

GLn(A)

W

[(
h

In

)]
χ(det(h)) | det(h)|s−

1
2 dh,

converging absolutely in a right-half plane and extending to a meromorphic function in s ∈ C.

When W =
⊗

ℓ6∞ Wℓ for Wℓ ∈ Sηℓ

ψℓ
(πℓ), this decomposes into a product of local zeta integrals

ζℓ(s,Wℓ, χℓ). Suppose π is a RACAR admitting a (η, ψ)-Shalika model. If πℓ is spherical,

then π
G(Zℓ)
ℓ is a line; let W ◦

ℓ ∈ Sηℓ

ψℓ
(π
G(Zℓ)
ℓ ) be the spherical test vector normalised so that

W ◦
ℓ (12n) = 1. Then by [FJ93, Props. 3.1,3.2] W ◦

ℓ is a Friedberg–Jacquet test vector, i.e. for all

unramified quasi-characters χℓ : Q×
ℓ → C× we have

ζℓ
(
s+ 1

2 ,W
◦
ℓ , χℓ

)
= L

(
πℓ ⊗ χℓ, s+ 1

2

)
. (2.8)

We apply this to choose local test vectors at all finite ℓ 6= p.

2.4. The Hecke algebra and p-refinements

Recall we took K = IwG ·
∏
ℓ 6=pG(Zℓ).

2.4.1. Away from p. If ν ∈ X+
∗ (T ) is a dominant cocharacter, and ℓ 6= p a prime, define

Tν,ℓ ..= [G(Zℓ) · ν(ℓ) ·G(Zℓ)], a double coset operator.

Definition 2.2. The spherical Hecke algebra is the commutative algebra H′ ..= Z[Tν,ℓ : ν ∈

X+
∗ (T ), ℓ 6= p] generated by all such operators.

If π is a RACAR with πK 6= 0, then πℓ is spherical, and π
G(Zℓ)
ℓ is a line preserved by each

Tν,ℓ. Let E be a number field containing the Hecke field of πf (which exists by [Clo90, Thm.

3.13]). Attached to π there is a homomorphism ψπ : H′ ⊗E → E sending Tν,ℓ to its eigenvalue

on π
G(Zℓ)
ℓ . We define mπ

..= ker(ψπ), a maximal ideal in H′ ⊗ E. If M is a module on which

H′ ⊗ E acts, we write Mπ for its localisation at mπ.

2.4.2. The Hecke algebra at p. For i = 1, ..., 2n− 1 define matrices tp,r ∈ T (Qp) by

tp,1 = diag(p, 1, ..., 1), tp,2 = diag(p, p, 1, ..., 1), ..., tp,2n−1 = diag(p, ..., p, 1), (2.9)

and let

tp = tp,1 · · · tp,2n−1 = diag(p2n−1, p2n−2, ..., p, 1) ∈ T (Qp). (2.10)

Then define operators Up,r = [IwG · tp,r · IwG] and Up = [IwG · tp · IwG] = Up,1 · · ·Up,2n−1.

Definition 2.3. The Hecke algebra at p is Hp
..= Z[Up,r : r = 1, ..., 2n− 1], and the full Hecke

algebra is H = H′ ⊗ Hp.

9
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2.4.3. p-refinements. Recall πp is spherical. In particular πIwG
p 6= 0.

Definition 2.4. A p-refinement of πp is a pair π̃p = (πp, α), where α : Hp → Q is a system

of Hp-eigenvalues appearing in πIwG
p ; i.e. if we set αp,r = α(Up,r), then there is an eigenvector

ϕp ∈ πIwG
p with Up,rϕp = αp,rϕp for each r. Such a π̃p is regular if the attached generalised

eigenspace satisfies

dimC πIwG
p [[Up,r − αp,r : r = 1, ..., 2n− 1]] = 1. (2.11)

We will write ϕ ∈ π̃p as shorthand for ϕ ∈ πIwG
p [[Up,r − αp,r : r = 1, ..., 2n− 1]].

Let π̃ be a p-refinement. After possibly extending E, we extend ψπ to a homomorphism

ψπ̃ : H ⊗E −→ E, Up,r 7→ αp,r. (2.12)

We let mπ̃
..= ker(ψπ̃) be the corresponding maximal ideal of H ⊗ E. If M is a module upon

which H⊗E acts, we write Mπ̃ for the localisation of M at mπ̃. If L is a field containing E and

M is a finite-dimensional L-vector space, Mπ̃ is the generalised eigenspace upon which H ⊗ L

acts by ψπ̃ .

We recall the standard classification of p-refinements for spherical πp. Let θ be an unramified

character such that πp = IndGB θ (as in (2.4)). Recall WG = S2n and δB from §2.1.

Proposition 2.5. [Che04, Lem. 4.8.4].

(i) The semisimplification of πIwG
p as a Hp-module is isomorphic to

⊕
σ∈WG

(δ
1/2
B θσ) ◦ evp,

where evp is the map sending [IwG · µ · IwG] ∈ Hp to µ(p), where µ ∈ X∗(T ). Thus if

π̃p = (πp, α) is a p-refinement, then there exists σ ∈ WG such that for each r,

αp,r = α(Up,r) =
[
δ

1/2
B θσ

]w2n

(tp,r) =

r∏

j=1

p−
2n−2j+1

2 θσ(2n+1−j)(p).

(ii) There are equivalences

πp admits a regular p-refinement ⇐⇒ its Satake parameter is regular semisimple

⇐⇒ every p-refinement of πp is regular.

In this case, the choice of σ in (i) is unique, and via this correspondence there are exactly

(2n)! p-refinements of πp, all of which are regular.

Remark 2.6. (i) This normalisation, with w2n, matches [DJR20] but might appear strange.

Chenevier uses antidominant cocharacters, and switching to dominant characters is equiv-

alent to conjugating by w2n. This normalisation will be convenient in §7.

(ii) When the Satake parameter is regular semisimple, there is a bijection

∆θ : {p-refinements of πp} −→ WG

induced by the above. This is not canonical, depending on the choice of character θ from

which we induce. For τ ∈ WG, replacing θ by θτ conjugates the image of ∆θ by τ .

(iii) When πp is the local component of a RACAR, the eigenvalues αp,r are algebraic but not

p-integral. To account for this, we make the following definition.

Definition 2.7. Let π̃p = (πp, α) be a p-refinement. Define integral normalisations

U◦
p,r

..= λ(tp,r)Up,r, α◦
p,r

..= λ(tp,r)αp,r = pλ1+···+λr)αp,r.

The α◦
p,r are p-integral (see Remark 10.4 or [BSW21, Rem. 3.23]).
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3. Automorphic cohomology classes

For K ⊂ G(Af ) open compact, the locally symmetric space of level K is

SK = G(Q)\G(A)/KK◦
∞.

It is a (2n− 1)(n+ 1)-dimensional real orbifold. We will now recall how to realise RACARs in

the compactly supported Betti cohomology of SK .

3.1. Local systems

We recall standard facts about local systems on SK (e.g. [Urb11, §1], [BSDW, §2.3]). If M

is a left G(Q)-module such that the centre of G(Q) ∩ KK◦
∞ acts trivially, let M be the local

system on SK given by locally constant sections of G(Q)\[G(A) × M ]/KK◦
∞, with action

γ(g,m)kz = (γgkz, γ ·m). We denote such local systems with calligraphic letters.

If M is a left K-module, let M (with a script letter) be the local system on SK given by

locally constant sections of G(Q)\[G(A) ×M ]/KK◦
∞ with action γ(g,m)kz = (γgkz, k−1 ·m).

If M is a left G(A)-module, then it has actions of the subgroups G(Q) and K, and there

is an isomorphism M ∼−→ M of associated local systems given by (g,m) 7→ (g, g−1
f ·m). The

key example of such M for this paper is M = V ∨
λ , whence V∨

λ
∼−→ V ∨

λ .

3.2. Hecke operators

Let γ ∈ G(Af ) and M be a left G(Q)-module (resp. K-module). We suppose γ acts on M .

We have a natural projection map pK,γ : SγKγ−1∩K → SK , and a double coset operator [KγK]

on H•
c(SK ,M) (resp. H•

c(SK ,M )) defined as the composition

[KγK] ..= tr(pK,γ) ◦ [γ] ◦ p∗
K,γ−1, (3.1)

where tr is the trace and [γ] : H•
c(SK∩γ−1Kγ ,M) → H•

c(SγKγ−1∩K ,M) is given on local systems

by (g,m) 7→ (gγ−1, γ ·m) (and similarly for M ).

3.2.1. Localisation at RACARs. Recall K = IwG ·
∏
ℓ 6=pG(Zℓ) and H from §2.4. For

appropriate M (e.g. M = V ∨
λ ), this acts on H•

c(SK ,M) and H•
c(SK ,M ) via the process above.

If π is a RACAR with πK 6= 0, it therefore makes sense to localise H•
c(SK ,M) at mπ as in

§2.4.1. We denote the localisation by H•
c(SK ,−)π.

3.2.2. The action at infinity. We have K∞/K
◦
∞ = {±1}. This group has two characters

ǫ± : K∞/K
◦
∞ → {±1}, where ǫ± sends −1 to ±1. If M is a module on which K∞/K

◦
∞

acts and 2 acts invertibly – for example, the cohomology of SK over a field – then we have

M = M+ + M−, where M± are the eigenspaces where K∞/K
◦
∞ acts via ǫ±. We obtain a

(Hecke-equivariant) decomposition of the cohomology groups H•
c(SK ,−) into ±-submodules

(as the action of K∞/K
◦
∞ commutes with the G(Af )-action).

3.2.3. Integral normalisations. The module V ∨
λ comes equipped with the natural (alge-

braic) action of GL2n, which we have been denoting with a ·. As we have already remarked,

the resulting Hecke operators Up,r = U ·
p,r = [Kptp,rKp] on the cohomology of V ∨

λ are not

integrally normalised.

In §10.3, we will equip V ∨
λ (Qp) with another natural action of GL2n(Zp) and tp,r, denoted

∗. Concretely, we will have tp,r ∗µ = λ(tp,r)(tp,r ·µ). In light of Definition 2.7, if we let U∗
p,r be

the Hecke operator defined via (3.1) with the ∗-action instead of the ·-action, then U∗
p,r = U◦

p,r

is integrally normalised. This is all explained in detail in [BSDW, Rem. 3.13].

3.3. Cohomology classes attached to RACARs

Let t = n2 + n − 1, which is the top degree of cohomology to which RACARs for G(A)

contribute. In particular, let π be a RACAR of G(A); then we recall that there exists a a

11
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Hecke-equivariant isomorphism

πKf
∼−→ Ht

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (Qp))

±
π , (3.2)

for a unique λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ). The isomorphism (3.2) is non-canonical, depending on our fixed choice

of ip : C ∼−→ Qp and a choice of basis Ξ±
∞ of the 1-dimensional C-vector space Ht(g∞,K

◦
∞;π∞⊗

V ∨
λ (C))±, where g∞

..= Lie(G∞). This is all standard, explained e.g. in [BSDW, Prop. 2.3].

Suppose π admits an (η, ψ)-Shalika model, and recall we chose an intertwining S
ηf

ψf
: πf →

S
ηf

ψf
(πf ). Combining with (3.2), we get a (non-canonical) Hecke-equivariant isomorphism

Θ± : S
ηf

ψf
(πKf ) ∼−→ Ht

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (Qp))

±
π . (3.3)

Possibly enlarging the number field E, there is a natural E-rational subspace S
ηf

ψf
(πKf , E) ⊂

S
ηf

ψf
(πKf ). As in [GR14, Prop. 4.2.1] (cf. [BSDW, §2.10]), there exist Ω±

π ∈ C× (canonical up to

E×-multiple) and finite L/Qp such that Θ±/ip(Ω
±
π ) maps S

ηf

ψf
(πKf , E) into Ht

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (L))±

mπ
.

Moreover, for ℓ 6= p the spherical test vector W ◦
ℓ is E-rational.

4. Evaluation maps

Evaluation maps were crucial to the methods of [GR14, DJR20, BSDW]. We give constructions

of abstract evaluation maps, generalising [BSDW] and [DJR20].

4.1. Automorphic cycles and abstract evaluation maps

In this section we generalise the abstract theory in [BSDW, §4], where the evaluation maps

were defined with respect to the parabolic Q with Levi H . These ‘parahoric’ evaluation maps

can be interpolated over 2-dimensional parabolic subsets of weight space, but are not suitable

for our goal of interpolation in (n + 1)-weight variables. We now construct evaluation maps

defined with respect to any standard parabolic P ⊂ Q. For the Iwahoric case, we are most

interested in P = B. The proofs of [BSDW, §4] go through almost identically with these

modifications, so we are terse with details here.

Remark 4.1. Since the notation is heavy, we sketch the differences between our new definitions

and those of [BSDW]. Firstly, to better suit the more general theory, we replace the twisting

operator ξ =
(

1n wn

0 wn

)
of [BSDW, Def. 4.2] with u−1, where u =

(
1n wn

0 1n

)
∈ G(Zp). Unlike ξ,

the element u−1 lies in IwG. We will show that the definitions/results of [BSDW] are essentially

unchanged with this switch.

In [DJR20, BSDW], the evaluation maps forQ used the matrix tp,n = diag(p, ..., p, 1, ..., 1) =..

tQ and operator U◦
p,n = [Kptp,nKp] =.. U◦

Q, a Q-controlling operator (in the sense of [BSW21,

§2.5]). For a general parabolic P , we instead use a different matrix tP ∈ GL2n(Qp) (see

Definition 4.2), giving a Hecke operator U◦
P attached to P .

4.1.1. Automorphic cycles. Automorphic cycles are coverings of locally symmetric spaces

for H that have real dimension equal to t, the top degree of cohomology to which RACARs for

G contribute. This ‘magical numerology’ was exploited in [GR14, DJR20] to define classical

evaluation maps and to give a cohomological interpretation of the Deligne-critical L-values of

RASCARs.

Definition 4.2. Let P ⊂ Q ⊂ GL2n be a standard parabolic with Levi GLm1 × · · · × GLmr
.

Define a diagonal matrix

tP = diag(pr−1Im1 , p
r−2Im2 , · · · , pImr−1 , Imr

).

Note tP ∈ T++
P as in [BSW21, §2.5]; and since P ⊂ Q, the first n diagonal entries are all a

positive power of p.
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For example, we have tQ = tp,n (from (2.9)), and

tB = diag(p2n−1, p2n−2, ..., p, 1).

Definition 4.3. Fix m ∈ Z>0 prime to p, and let K = KpK
p ⊂ G(Af ) be open compact. For

β ∈ Z>0, define an open compact subgroup LPβ = LP,βp Lp ⊂ H(Af ) by setting:

(i) LP,βp
..= H(Zp) ∩Kp ∩ (u−1tβP )Kp(u

−1tβP )−1, and

(ii) Lp ..= {h ∈ H(Ẑ(p)) : h ≡ 1 (modm)}, the principal congruence subgroup of level m.

The automorphic cycle of level LPβ is

XP
β

..= H(Q)\H(A)/LβL
◦
∞,

where L∞ = H∞ ∩K∞ for H∞ = H(R). This is a real orbifold of dimension t [DJR20, (23)].

We will always take m to be the smallest positive integer such that Lp ⊂ Kp ∩H(Af ) and

H(Q) ∩ hLPβL
◦
∞h

−1 = ZG(Q) ∩ LPβ L
◦
∞ for all h ∈ H(A) and for both P = B,Q (compare

[BSDW, (4.1),(4.2)]). This means XP
β is a real manifold [DJR20, (21)]. The impact of changing

m is discussed in [BSDW, §4.1].

Lemma 4.4. We have

vol(LP,βp ) = δB(tβP ) ·AP ,

where AP = δB(t−1
P ) vol(LP,1p ) is a constant independent of β.

Proof. Let N ⊂ G be the upper unipotent subgroup, and let Nβ ..= tβPN(Zp)t
−β
P ⊂ N(Zp). By

[Loe22, Lem. 4.4.1], for β > 1 we have

[LP,βp : LP,β+1
p ] = [Nβ : Nβ+1] = δB(t−1

P ),

by definition of the modulus character δB. It follows that vol(LP,βp ) = δB(tβ−1
P ) vol(LP,1p ), from

which the result follows.

Lemma 4.5. If (ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ LP,βp , then ℓ2 ≡ wnℓ1wn (mod pβ). Hence there is an isomorphism

det(LP,βp ) ∼−→ (1 + pβZp) × Z×
p , (x, y) 7→ (xy−1, y).

Proof. Similar to [DJR20, Lem. 2.1]. First, compute that for
(
ℓ1

ℓ2

)
∈ LP,ββ , we need

t−βP u
(
ℓ1

ℓ2

)
u−1tβP = t−βP

(
ℓ1 wn(ℓ2−wnℓ1wn)

ℓ2

)
tβP ∈ Kp.

Since P ⊂ Q, each of the first n diagonal entries of tβP is congruent to 0 (mod pβ). In particular,

after expanding we see p−β(ℓ2 − wnℓ1wn) ∈ GLn(Zp), so ℓ2 ≡ wnℓ1wn (mod pβ), giving the

first statement. We then have det(ℓ2) ≡ det(ℓ1) (mod pβ), so to see the isomorphism, it suffices

to prove surjectivity. But given (a, b) ∈ (1 + pβZp) × Z×
p , we see ℓ1 =

(
1n−1

ab

)
, ℓ2 =

(
b

1n−1

)

works (for any P ).

Corollary 4.6. We have LP,βp ⊂ LQ,βp .

Proof. By the proof of Lemma 4.5 (or [DJR20, Lem. 2.1]), we deduce LQ,βp = {(ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ Kp :

ℓ2 ≡ wnℓ1wn (mod pβ)}. But by Lemma 4.5, any element of LP,βp satisfies this.
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By Lemma 4.5 and strong approximation for H , via the map

(h1, h2) 7→ (det(h1)/ det(h2), det(h2))

the cycle XP
β decomposes into connected components indexed by

π0(XP
β ) ..= Cℓ+

Q(pβm) × Cℓ+
Q(m) (4.1)

(cf. [DJR20, (22)]). Here for an ideal I ⊂ Z, we let U (I) ..=
{
x ∈ Ẑ× : x ≡ 1 (mod I)

}
⊂ Ẑ×

and let

Cℓ+
Q(I) = Q×\A×/U (I)R>0

∼= (Z/I)× (4.2)

be the narrow ray class group of conductor I. For δ ∈ H(Af ), we write [δ] for its associated

class in π0(XP
β ) and denote the corresponding connected component

XP
β [δ] ..= H(Q)\H(Q)δLPβH

◦
∞/L

P
β L

◦
∞.

As Lp ⊂ Kp∩H(Af ), by definition of LP,βp there is a proper map (see [Ash80, Lemma 2.7])

ιPβ : XP
β −→ SK , [h] 7−→ [ι(h)u−1tβP ]. (4.3)

4.1.2. Abstract evaluation maps. Define JP ⊂ GL2n(Zp) be the parahoric subgroup for

P . Define ∆P ⊂ GL2n(Qp) to be the semigroup generated by JP and the matrices

tp,m1 , tp,m1+m2 , ..., tp,m1+···+mr−1 ,

where P has Levi GLm1 × · · · × GLmr
(and recalling tp,r from (2.9)). For example:

– JB = IwG, and ∆B is generated by IwG and tp,1, tp,2, ..., tp,2n−1.

– JQ = {g ∈ GL2n(Zp) : g (mod p) ∈ Q(Fp)} and ∆Q is generated by JQ and tp,n.

Let K ⊂ G(Af ) be open compact such that NQ(Zp) ⊂ Kp ⊂ JP . Let M be a left ∆P -

module, with action denoted ∗. Then K acts on M via its projection to Kp ⊂ ∆P , giving a

local system M on SK via §3.1. The notation is suggestive: as in §3.2.3, using this ∗-action

in (3.1) we get ‘integrally normalised’ Hecke operators U◦
p,r on the cohomology Ht

c(SK ,M ).

The constructions here are almost identical to those of [BSDW, §4.2] where they are moti-

vated and explained in great detail; thus we give only the briefest description here.

For β ∈ Z>0 and δ ∈ H(Af ), define a congruence subgroup

ΓPβ,δ
..= H(Q) ∩ δLPβH

◦
∞δ

−1. (4.4)

This acts on M via

γ ∗ΓP
β,δ

m ..= (δ−1γδ)f ∗m. (4.5)

Let MΓP
β,δ

..= M/{m− γ ∗ΓP
β,δ

m : m ∈ M,γ ∈ ΓPβ,δ} be the coinvariants of M by ΓPβ,δ.

Definition 4.7. The evaluation map for M and P of level pβ at δ is the composition

EvMP,β,δ : Ht
c(SK ,M )

τP,◦

β
◦(ιPβ )∗

−−−−−−−−→ Ht
c(XP

β ,ι
∗
M )

c∗
δ−→ Ht

c(ΓPβ,δ\XH , c
∗
δι

∗
M ) (4.6)

coinvP
β,δ

−−−−−→ Ht
c(ΓPβ,δ\XH ,Z) ⊗MΓP

β,δ

−∩θP
δ−−−−→∼ MΓP

β,δ
,

where:

• ιPβ is the map from (4.3), and τP,◦β is the map (ιPβ )∗M → ι∗M of local systems on XP
β

induced by (h,m) 7→ (h, u−1tβP ∗m);

14
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• ΓPβ,δ acts on XH ..= H◦
∞/L

◦
∞ by left translation, and there is an isomorphism

cδ : ΓPβ,δ\XH ∼−→ XP
β [δ] ⊂ Xβ , [h∞]δ 7→ [δh∞],

where if [h∞] ∈ XH , we write [h∞]δ for its image in ΓPβ,δ\XH ;

• coinvPβ,δ is the quotient map M ։ MΓP
β,δ

, which induces a map on cohomology with

image in the cohomology of the trivial local system on ΓPβ,δ\XH attached to MΓP
β,δ

;

• and (− ∩ θPδ ) is induced from cap product (− ∩ θPδ ) : Ht
c(ΓPβ,δ\XH ,Z) ∼−→ Z, for θPδ a

fundamental class in the Borel–Moore homology HBM
t (ΓPβ,δ\XH ,Z) ∼= Z.

We choose the classes θPδ compatibly in δ and P . Let θQδ be exactly as in [BSDW, §4.2.3].

We have a natural map prBQ : ΓBβ,δ\XH → ΓQβ,δ\XH ; we let θBδ = (prBQ)∗θQδ .

Exactly as in [BSDW, §4.3], we can track dependence of these maps as we allow M , β and

δ to vary. Each of the following results is proved exactly as their given counterpart op. cit.:

Lemma 4.8. (Variation in M ; [BSDW, Lem. 4.6]) Let κ : M → N be a ∆P -module map.

There is a commutative diagram

Ht
c(SK ,M )

EvM
P,β,δ //

κ∗

��

MΓP
β,δ

κ
��

Ht
c(SK ,N )

EvN
P,β,δ // NΓP

β,δ
.

Proposition 4.9. (Variation in δ; [BSDW, Prop. 4.9]) Let N be a left H(A)-module, with

action denoted ∗, such that H(Q) and H◦
∞ act trivially. Let κ : M → N be a map of LPβ -

modules (with N an LPβ -module by restriction). Then

EvM,κ
P,β,[δ]

.

.= δ ∗
[
κ ◦ EvMP,β,δ

]
: Ht

c(SK ,M ) −→ N

is well-defined and independent of the representative δ of [δ].

To vary β, we have a natural projection prβ : XP
β+1 −→ XP

β , inducing a projection prβ :

π0(XP
β+1) → π0(XP

β ). The action of tP on M yields an action of U◦
P on Ht

c(SK ,M ), where

U◦
B = U◦

p and U◦
Q = U◦

p,n.

For compatibility in β, we need to assume additionally that Kp = JP is the parahoric for

P .

Proposition 4.10. (Variation in β; [BSDW, Prop. 4.10]) Let N and κ be as in Proposi-

tion 4.9. If β > 0, then as maps Ht
c(SK ,M ) → N we have

∑

[η]∈pr−1
β

([δ])

EvM,κ
P,β+1,[η] = EvM,κ

P,β,[δ] ◦ U◦
P .

Proof. The proof follows almost exactly as in [BSDW]. There is a unique point at which more

detail is required. The left-hand square of diagram (4.14) op. cit. generalises to

SK SK0
P

(p)
oo

XP
β

ιPβ

OO

XP
β+1

oo

ιP,0
β

OO
,

where K0
P (p) = K∩ tPKt

−1
P , the map ιP,0β is induced by the map [h] 7→ [ι(h)u−1tβP ], and where

the horizontal maps are the natural projections. We need to show that this square is Cartesian
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in this generality. For this, since the vertical maps are embeddings, it is enough to show that

the horizontal maps have the same degree; i.e., that [K : K0
P (p)] = [LP,βp : LP,β+1

p ] for any

β > 1. Let NP denote the unipotent radical of P and set Nβ = tβPNP (Zp)t
−β
P . By the Iwahori

decomposition for Kp, we easily find that [K : K0
P (p)] = [NP (Zp) : N1] = [Nβ : Nβ+1] for any

β > 1. On the other hand, the element u−1 is a representative of the (unique) Zariski dense

H-orbit in the flag variety G/P , where P denotes the opposite of P . Therefore the proof of

[Loe22, Lem. 4.4.1] implies that [LP,βp : LP,β+1
p ] = [Nβ : Nβ+1]. Hence we have

[K : K0
P (p)] = [LP,βp : LP,β+1

p ]

as required.

4.2. Classical evaluation maps, Shalika models and L-values

The classical evaluation maps Ej,wβ,δ of [DJR20] were rephrased in the abstract language of

Definition 4.7 in [BSDW, §5]. We recap the construction, whilst again generalising it to

parahoric level for a general parabolic P . When P = Q this recovers [DJR20, BSDW]; in this

paper we are primarily interested in P = B (which is new). We relate the values of these

evaluation maps to critical L-values. Throughout, we assume Kp = JP .

The definition of Ej,wβ,δ fundamentally used the following branching law from [GR14, Prop.

6.3.1] and [BSDW, Lem. 5.2]. Let λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ) be a pure algebraic weight, with purity weight

w. For integers j1, j2, let V H(j1,j2) denote the 1-dimensional H(Zp)-representation given by the

character

H(Zp) −→ Z×
p , (h1, h2) 7−→ det(h1)j1 det(h2)j2 .

Lemma 4.11. Let j ∈ Z. Then j ∈ Crit(λ) if and only if dim HomH(Zp)

(
V ∨
λ , V

H
(j,−w−j)

)
= 1.

For each j ∈ Crit(λ), fix some choice of non-trivial H(Zp)-map κλ,j : V ∨
λ (L) → V H(j,−w−j)

∼=
L. We will make more precise choices in §11, but for now they can be arbitrary.

The p-adic cyclotomic character is

χcyc : Q×\A× −→ Z×
p , y 7→ sgn(y∞) · |yf | · yp. (4.7)

It is the p-adic character associated to the adelic norm [BSW19, §2.2.2]. It is trivial on F ◦
∞.

It is simple to see that the H(Zp)-representation V H(j1,j2) extends to H(A) via the character

H(A) −→ Z×
p , (h1, h2) 7→ χcyc

[
det(h1)j1 det(h2)j2

]
.

Note the action of Lβ ⊂ H(Af ) factors through projection to H(Zp), so the map κλ,j :

V ∨
λ (L) → L chosen above is a map of Lβ-modules. Moreover, H(Q) and H◦

∞ act trivially on

V H(j1,j2), so we can use the formalism of Proposition 4.9.

Definition 4.12. Let L/Qp be an extension. The classical evaluation map for P of level pβ

at δ is

Ej,wP,β,[δ]
..= Ev

V ∨
λ ,κλ,j

P,β,[δ] : Ht
c(SK , V

∨
λ (L)) −→ L.

Here Ev
V ∨

λ ,κλ,j

P,β,[δ] was defined in Proposition 4.9, which shows Ej,wP,β,[δ] is independent of the

choice of δ representing the class [δ]. We introduce the notation Ej,wP,β,[δ] for consistency with

[DJR20, BSDW]; via [BSDW, Lem. 5.3] this definition is consistent with that in [DJR20].

Recall π0(XP
β ) = (Z/pβm)× × (Z/m)× from (4.1). Write pr1, pr2 for the projections of

π0(XP
β ) onto the first and second factors respectively, and let prβ denote the natural compo-

sition

prβ : (Z/pβm)× × (Z/m)× pr1−−−→ (Z/pβm)×
։ (Z/pβ)×. (4.8)
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Definition 4.13. For η0 be any character of (Z/m)×, and d ∈ (Z/pβ)×, define

Ej,η0

P,β,d
..=

∑

[δ]∈pr−1
β

(d)

η0

(
pr2([δ])

)
Ej,wP,β,[δ] : Ht

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (L)) → L.

(In our main application, we will take η0 trivial; but the obstructions to taking more general

η0 are automorphic, not p-adic, so we develop the theory in full generality here).

Let χ be a finite-order Hecke character of conductor pβ
′

, let β = max(1, β′) and let L(χ)

be the smallest extension of L containing Im(χ). For j ∈ Crit(λ), define

Ej,η0

P,χ =
∑

[d]∈(Z/pβ)×

χ(d) Ej,η0

P,β,d : Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ (L)) −→ L(χ), (4.9)

φ 7−→
∑

[δ]∈(Z/pβm)××(Z/m)×

χ
(
prβ([δ])

)
· η0

(
pr2([δ])

)
·
(
δ ∗
[
κλ,j ◦ Ev

V ∨
λ

P,β,δ(φ)
])
.

Remark 4.14. We see Ej,η0

P,χ is the composition

Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ )

⊕Ej,w

P,β,[δ]

%%

⊕E
j,η0
P,β,d

77

⊕Ev
V ∨

λ
P,β,δ //

⊕

[δ]

(V ∨
λ )ΓP

β,δ

v 7→δ∗κλ,j(v) //
⊕

[δ]

L
⊕Ξ

η0
d //

⊕

d

L
ℓ 7→Σχ(d)ℓd // L(χ),

(4.10)

where the sums are over [δ] ∈ (Z/pβm)× × (Z/m)× or d ∈ (Z/pβ)×, related by d = prβ([δ]),

and Ξη0

d is the η0-averaging map

Ξη0

d : (m[δ])[δ] 7−→
∑

[δ]∈pr−1
β

(d)

η0(pr2([δ])) ·m[δ].

We give two applications of these maps. Let π be any RACAR of weight λ with attached

maximal ideal mπ ⊂ H′ as in §2.4.

Firstly, classical evaluation maps can detect existence of Shalika models:

Proposition 4.15. Suppose there exists φ ∈ Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ (Qp))

±
mπ

and some χ, j and η0 such

that

Ej,η0

P,χ (φ) 6= 0. (4.11)

Then π admits a global (η0| · |w, ψ)-Shalika model, where w is the purity weight of λ.

Proof. This is proved exactly as in [BSDW, Prop. 5.14]. Whilst ξ is replaced by u−1, and some

non-zero volume factors change depending on P , the argument of proof is identical.

Secondly, we generalise [DJR20, §4], and show that up to a local zeta factor at p, these maps

compute L-values. Let K = JP
∏
ℓ 6=p GL2n(Zℓ), and let W = Wp ⊗

⊗
ℓ 6=pW

◦
ℓ ∈ S

ηf

ψf
(πKf , E),

where we choose the normalised spherical vector at each ℓ 6= p, and where Wp is an arbitrary

E-rational vector in πJP
p . Recall the map Θ± from (3.3), and the Friedberg–Jacquet integral

ζ(s,W, χ) from §2.3.2.

Theorem 4.16. Let χ be a finite-order Hecke character of conductor pβ
′

, let β = max(1, β′),

and let j ∈ Crit(λ). If (−1)jχη(−1) 6= ±1, then Ej,η0

P,χ (Θ±(W )/Ω±
π ) = 0. If (−1)jχη(−1) = ±1,

then

Ej,η0

P,χ

(
Θ±(W )

Ω±
π

)
= δB(t−βP )ΥP · λ(tβP ) · ζj(W

±
∞)

×
L(π ⊗ χ, j + 1/2)

Ω±
π

· ζp

(
j + 1

2 , (u
−1tβP ) ·Wp, χp

)
.
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Here ΥP is a non-zero rational volume constant independent of χ and j; we have

ΥP = γ · A−1
P · pn

2

· [# GLn(Z/pZ)]−1,

where γ is the constant from [DJR20, (77)] and AP is the constant from Lemma 4.4. (Note that

when P = Q has Levi GLn × GLn, we have ΥQ = γ). Also, ζj(W
±
∞) is an archimedean zeta

integral (in the notation of [DJR20, Thm. 4.7], our ζj(W
±
∞)/Ω±

π is denoted ζ∞(j+ 1
2 ,W

(εjχη)∞

π∞,j );

this is non-zero by [Sun19, Thm. 5.5]).

Proof. A rephrasing of [DJR20, Prop. 4.6, Thm. 4.7] in this language is described in [BSDW,

Thm. 5.15]. As in [DJR20, Prop. 4.6], one first writes Ej,η0
χ (−) as an explicit integral over XP

β ,

introducing the factor λ(tβP ). One lifts this to an integral over ZG(A)H(Q)\H(A), introducing

the volume constant δB(t−βP )ΥP (as we divide by Vol(LPβ ), using Lemma 4.4). By [FJ93, Prop.

2.3] the integral equals a global Friedberg–Jacquet integral, which breaks into a product of

local integrals. Away from p, the computation of these local zeta integrals is literally identical

to that op. cit.; and at p, by definition the zeta integral is the one in the statement of the

theorem.

We will evaluate this local zeta integral for P = B and for specific choices of Wp over the

next few sections.

Part II. Local Theory: Shalika p-refinements

For the remainder of the paper, unless otherwise specified we specialise to P = B and consider

Iwahori level.

Let us summarise what we have done so far. We took π to be a RASCAR that is everywhere

spherical. A p-refinement of π was a choice of Hecke eigenspace π̃p in πIwG
p . To any choice

of eigenvector Wp ∈ π̃p, before Theorem 4.16 we associated a (global) cohomology class in

Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ ). In that theorem, we computed its image under a scalar-valued functional, and

showed that it took the form
[
non-zero scalar

]
×
[
critical L-value for π

]
× ζp

(
j + 1

2 , (u
−1tβp ) ·Wp, χp

)
.

Over the next few sections, we compute the third term in this product – the local zeta integral

at p – for ‘nice’ choices of Wp. This is a significant computation, spanning several sections, so

we briefly sketch the steps.

• In §5, we compute ζp(s, (u
−1tβp ) · Wp, χp) as an explicit non-zero multiple of a specific

value of Wp (depending on β).

• We are interested in finding p-refinements containing Hecke eigenvectors Wp for which

this value is non-zero. We call such p-refinements Shalika p-refinements.

• In §6, we begin a systematic combinatorial study of p-refinements, and introduce ‘spin

p-refinements’, a class of p-refinements for GL2n that ‘come from GSpin2n+1’.

• In §7, we write down explicit eigenvectors attached to spin p-refinements. We precisely

evaluate relevant values of these eigenvectors, and thus deduce that spin p-refinements

are Shalika p-refinements. (In fact, we conjecture the converse is true; we hope to return

to this in a sequel to this paper).

• In §8, we summarise all of the above, and fold the local theory back into the global results

of Part I.

Notation. Since it will be entirely focused on local theory, in Part II we henceforth drop

subscripts p. In particular, we let π be a spherical representation of GL2n(Qp) admitting an
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(η, ψ)-Shalika model, for η : Q×
p → C× a smooth character and ψ : Qp → C× the usual

additive character (e.g. [DJR20, §4.1]). We continue to write IwG for the Iwahori subgroup of

GL2n(Zp). We write ζ(−) in place of ζp(−). We keep the notation of §2.4, with matrices tp,r
and Hecke operators Up,r on πIwG . A p-refinement π̃ = (π, α) is a choice of Hecke eigensystem

α occurring in πIwG .

5. The local zeta integral at Iwahori level

We now give our first reduction of the local zeta integral

ζ(s, (u−1tβp ) ·W,χ) =

∫

GLn(Qp)

W

[(
x

1

)
u−1tβp

]
χ(det(x)) | det(x)|s−

1
2 dx. (5.1)

The main aim of this section is Proposition 5.2, which computes this in terms of a specific

value of W . First, we reduce the support of the zeta integral:

Lemma 5.1. Suppose W ∈ Sηψ(π) is fixed under the action of IwG. Then the function

GLn(Qp) → C, x 7→ W ( x 1 )

is supported on Mn(Zp) ∩ GLn(Qp).

Proof. For y ∈ Mn(Zp), right translation by
(

1 y
1

)
∈ IwG gives

W ( x 1 ) = W
[
( x 1 )

(
1 y

1

)]
= ψ(tr(xy))W ( x 1 ) .

If x 6∈ Mn(Zp) ∩ GLn(Qp), then we can choose y such that tr(xy) 6∈ Zp, so ψ(tr(xy)) 6= 1.

Let d×c be the Haar measure on Z×
p with total measure 1. Let χ : Q×

p → C× be a

finite order character of conductor pβ. In practice χ will be the local component at p of a

Hecke character of p-power conductor, which forces χ(p) = 1; we thus impose this condition

throughout. For such a character, denote its Gauss sum by

τ(χ) = pβ(1 − p−1)

∫

Z
×
p

χ(c)ψ(p−βc)d×c. (5.2)

Recall tp = diag(p2n−1, p2n−2, ..., p, 1). We write this in the form

tp =

(
pnz

z

)
, z ..= diag(pn−1, pn−2, ..., p, 1) ∈ Tn(Qp).

Proposition 5.2. Let χ have conductor pβ > 1, and let W ∈ Sηψ
(
πIwG
p

)
. Then

ζ
(
s, (u−1tβp

)
·W,χ) = Υ′ ·η(det zβ) ·p−β

n2+n
2 ·pβn(s−1/2) ·τ(χ)n ·χ(detwn) ·W

(
wnz

2β

1

)
,

where Υ′ = vol(Iwn) · (1 − p−1)−n · p(n2−n)/2 is a scalar independent of W,χ and β.

Proof. First, observe that
(
x

1

)
u−1tβp =

(
zβ

zβ

)(
1 −z−βxwnz

β

1

)(
p−nβz−βxzβ

1

)
.

Substituting this into (5.1), and using the Shalika transformation property, we reduce to

ζ(s, (u−1tβp ) ·W,χ) = η(det zβ)

×

∫

GLn(Qp)

ψ
[

− tr(z−βxwnz
β)
]
W

(
pnβz−βxzβ

1

)
χ(detx)| det x|s−1/2dx.
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We make the change of variables y = pnβz−βxzβ . As dx is a left and right Haar measure, we

have dy = dx. Recalling that χ(p) = 1 and |p| = 1/p, we get

ζ(s, (u−1tβp ) ·W,χ) = η(det zβ)pn
2β(s−1/2) (5.3)

×

∫

GLn(Qp)

ψ
[

− tr(p−nβzβyz−βwn)
]
I(y)dy,

where in the trace term, we have conjugated by zβ, and where we define

I(y) ..= W

(
y

1

)
χ(det y)| det y|s−1/2. (5.4)

We now cut down the support of this integral. Firstly, by Lemma 5.1 we can immediately

reduce the support to GLn(Qp) ∩Mn(Zp). To go further, we exploit Iwahori invariance of W .

Notation 5.3. (1) Let A denote the set of all diagonal n× n-matrices of the form

γ = diag(c11, . . . , cnn), cii ∈ Z×
p .

(2) Let Bβ denote the additive group of all n× n-matrices δ with

δi,j =





ci,j if i > j

0 if i = j

pβci,j if i < j

, cij ∈ Zp.

We will consider matrices of the form α = γ + δ ∈ Mn(Zp) for γ ∈ A and δ ∈ Bβ .

Note that α is in the depth pβ Iwahori subgroup Iwn(pβ) ⊂ GLn(Zp) (the matrices that are

upper-triangular modulo pβ). We set

ε =

(
α−1

1

)
∈ IwG ⊂ GL2n(Zp).

Now we translate the argument of the zeta integral by ε. By Iwahori invariance, we get

ζ(s,(u−1tβp ) ·W,χ) = ζ(s, (u−1tβpε) ·W,χ) (5.5)

= η(det zβ)pn
2β(s−1/2)

×

∫

GLn(Qp)∩Mn(Zp)

ψ
[

− tr(p−nβzβyz−βwn)
]
W

(
yα−1

1

)
χ(det y)| det y|s−1/2dy.

Make the change of variables x = yα−1; then this becomes

= η(det zβ)pn
2β(s−1/2)χ(det γ)

∫

GLn(Qp)∩Mn(Zp)

ψ
[

− tr(p−nβzβxαz−βwn)
]
I(x)dx. (5.6)

Here we used that det(α) = det(γ) (mod pβ), that χ has conductor pβ, and that | det(γ)| = 1.

Now we have

ψ
[
tr(−p−nβzβxαz−βw)

]
= ψ

[
tr(−p−nβzβxγz−βw)

]
· ψ
[
tr(−p−nβzβxδz−βw)

]
. (5.7)

We cut the support down first by averaging over δ ∈ Bβ , then over γ ∈ A.

Step 1: Average over Bβ . For x ∈ GLn(Qp) ∩Mn(Zp), define

Fx : Bβ −→ C×

δ 7−→ ψ
[
tr(−p−nβzβxδz−βw)

]
.

This is a group homomorphism by additivity of trace and ψ.
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Lemma 5.4. (i) There exists a finite index subgroup B′
β ⊂ Bβ such that Fx is trivial on B′

β

for all x ∈ GLn(Qp) ∩Mn(Zp).

(ii) For any fixed x, Fx is the trivial function if and only if

xn+1−i,j ∈

{
p2β(n−i)+βZp if i > j

p2β(n−i)Zp if i < j
(5.8)

Proof. (i) For δ sufficiently divisible by p, we have Fx(δ) = 1 for all x ∈ Mn(Zp).

(ii) Writing out the trace explicitly, one sees

tr
[

− p−nβzβxδz−βw
]

= −

n∑

i=1

(
pβ(1−2i)xi,k

(
∑

k<n+1−i

ck,n+1−i +
∑

k>n+1−i

pβck,n+1−i

))
.

and uses the change of variables i 7→ n+1− i. If (5.8) fails for some (i, j), then Fx will be non-

trivial on the matrix δ which is zero apart from a 1 at (i, j), so Fx is not the trivial function.

Conversely, if (5.8) does hold, then the trace above is always integral and Fx is trivial.

Let M ′
β ⊂ GLn(Qp)∩Mn(Zp) be the subset of matrices x satisfying the conditions in (5.8).

Corollary 5.5. For any γ ∈ A, we have

ζ(s, (u−1tβp ) ·W,χ) = η(det zβ)pn
2β(s−1/2)χ(det γ)

∫

M ′
β

ψ
[
tr(−p−nβzβxγz−βw)

]
· I(x)dx.

Proof. Using (5.5) (in the first equality) and (5.6) and (5.7) (in the second), we have

ζ(s, (u−1tβp ) ·W,χ) =
1

[Bβ : B′
β ]

∑

δ∈Bβ/B′
β

ζ(s, (u−1tβp (γ + δ)) ·W,χ)

= η(det zβ)pn
2β(s−1/2)χ(det γ)

∫

GLn(Qp)∩Mn(Zp)

ψ
[

− tr(p−nβzβxγz−βwn)
]

×

[
1

[Bβ : B′
β ]

∑

δ∈Bβ/B′
β

Fx(δ)

]
I(x)dx.

When Fx is non-trivial, the square-bracketed term (hence the integrand) vanishes by character

orthogonality; and when Fx ≡ 1, it is identically 1. We conclude since by Lemma 5.4(ii), Fx is

trivial if and only if x ∈ M ′
β.

Step 2: Average over A. Equip A ∼= (Z×
p )n with the measure d×A =

∏n
i=1 d

×ci,i.

Lemma 5.6. We have

χ(det γ)ψ
[
tr(−p−nβzβxγz−βw)

]
=

n∏

i=1

χ(ci,i)ψ
(

−p−(2β(n−i)+β)xn+1−i,ici,i

)
.

Therefore
∫

γ∈A

χ(det γ)ψ
[

tr(−p−nβzβxγz−βw)
]
d×A

=

n∏

i=1

∫

Z
×
p

χ(ci,i)ψ
(

−p−(2β(n−i)+β)xn+1−i,ici,i

)
d×ci,i

=

{
τ(χ)n

pnβ(1−p−1)n

∏n
i=1 χ(x′

n+1−i,i)
−1 if xn+1−i,i ∈ p2β(n−i)Z×

p ∀i

0 otherwise

where x′
n+1−i,i = xn+1−i,i/p

2β(n−i) and τ(χ) is the Gauss sum from (5.2).

21



On the GL2n eigenvariety Barrera Salazar, Dimitrov, Graham, Jorza and Williams

Proof. We have

χ(det γ) =

n∏

i=1

χ(ci,i)

and

ψ
[

tr(−p−nβzβxγz−βw)
]

=
n∏

i=1

ψ
(

−pβ(1−2i)xi,n+1−icn+1−i,n+1−i

)

=

n∏

i=1

ψ
(

−p−(2β(n−i)+β)xn+1−i,ici,i

)
,

giving the first part. The rest follows from a simple change of variables.

Let Mβ ⊂ M ′
β be the subset where xn+1−i,i ∈ p2β(n−i)Z×

p for all i. Note that

Mβ = wnz
2β Iwn(pβ).

Corollary 5.7. We have

ζ(s, (u−1tβp ) ·W,χ) = η(det zβ)pn
2β(s−1/2) τ(χ)n

pnβ(1 − p−1)n

∫

Mβ

n∏

i=1

χ(x′
n+1−i,i)

−1I(x)dx.

Proof. This is similar to Corollary 5.5. Integrate the expression of that corollary over A, and

reduce the support using Lemma 5.6.

Now using that fact that Mβ = wz2β Iwn(pβ) we write x = wz2βx′′ and note that detx′′ ≡∏n
i=1 x

′
n+1−i,i modulo pβ . Making the change of variables, we see that

∫

Mβ

n∏

i=1

χ(x′
n+1−i,i)

−1I(x)dx

=

∫

Iwn(pβ)

W

(
wnz

2βx′′

1

) n∏

i=1

χ(x′
n+1−i,i)

−1χ(detwnz
2βx′′)| detwnz

2β|s−1/2dx′′

= χ(detwn) · p−βn(n−1)(s−1/2)

∫

Iwn(pβ)

W

(
wnz

2β

1

)
dx′′

= χ(detwn) · p−βn(n−1)(s−1/2) · Vol(Iwn(pβ)) ·W

(
wnz

2β

1

)
. (5.9)

In the penultimate equality, we have used that

detx′′ ≡

n∏

i=1

x′
n+1−i,i (mod pβ),

χ(p) = 1, | detwn| = 1, and | det z| = p−n(n−1)/2. Finally note that

Vol(Iwn(pβ)) = p−(β−1)
n2−n

2 Vol(Iwn). (5.10)

Putting (5.10) and (5.9) into Corollary 5.7 completes the proof of Proposition 5.2.

6. Spin p-refinements

As highlighted in the introduction to Part II, we want to answer:
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For which p-refinements π̃ does there exist W ∈ Sηψ(π̃) with ζ(s, (u−1tβp )·W,χ) 6= 0?

Given Proposition 5.2, this is equivalent to asking when there exists W ∈ π̃ and β > 1 such

that W
(
wnz

2β

1

)
6= 0. We expect this to be true only for a special class of p-refinements,

those that ‘interact well with the Shalika model’.

In this section, we begin to make this assertion rigorous. We define ‘spin’ p-refinements as

those ‘that come from GSpin2n+1’, made precise in Proposition 6.13. In later sections we will

show that spin p-refinements contain eigenvectors W such that W
(
wnz

2β

1

)
6= 0. Our key

application of spin p-refinements will ultimately be summarised in Corollary 8.2.

Notation 6.1. Let G ..= GSpin2n+1, where we take the split form as in [AS06]. Since it admits

a Shalika model, we know from [AS06] that π is the functorial transfer of a representation Π

on G(F ).

We first give a concrete definition of spin p-refinement. We justify it in §6.4, and give

several equivalent formulations in Propositions 6.8 and 6.13. Let π̃ = (π, α) be a p-refinement

of π (as in §2.4.3), and for 1 6 r 6 2n− 1 write αp,r ..= α(Up,r).

Definition 6.2. We say π̃ is a spin p-refinement if αp,n+s = η(p)sαp,n−s for all 0 6 s 6 n− 1.

We will show π̃ is spin if and only if α factors through an eigensystem occuring in ΠIwG ,

for IG the Iwahori subgroup of G (see §6.4).

6.1. Conventions for Shalika models

In the next two sections, there will be two equivalent but competing conventions for Shalika

models – those of Ash–Ginzburg from [AG94], and of Asgari–Shahidi from [AS06]. For clarity,

we highlight both here. In both cases the set {1, ..., 2n} is partitioned into pairs, and:

– Ash–Ginzburg identify i and n + i, i.e. {1, n + 1}, {2, n + 2}, . . . , {n, 2n}. This is used

in [AG94, §1] to give explicit intertwining operators from π into its Shalika model (see

§7.2).

– Asgari–Shahidi identify i and 2n + 1 − i, i.e. {1, 2n}, {2, 2n − 1}, . . . , {n, n + 1}. This

interacts better with GSpin2n+1, and hence is more natural when discussing spin p-

refinements.

These normalisations are interchanged by the element τ =
(

1n
wn

)
∈ WG, recalling wn ∈ Wn

is the longest Weyl element (that interchanges [n+ 1 ↔ 2n], [n+ 2 ↔ 2n− 1], etc.).

As π is spherical, it can be written as a (normalised) induction from the upper-triangular

Borel, i.e. there exists an unramified character θ : T (F ) → C× such that π = IndGB θ.

Since each normalisation has its own advantages and disadvantages, we will use each in

their favoured setting, and carefully track the differences between them (as e.g. in Remark

6.11). In particular:

– For the root systems and spin refinements in the present section, we adopt Asgari–

Shahidi’s normalisation.

– For convenience in §7.4, for the rest of the paper we always adopt the Ash–Ginzburg

normalisation on θ, i.e.:

Proposition 6.3. [AG94, Prop. 1.3]. π admits an (η, ψ)-Shalika model if and only if we may

normalise θ so that θiθn+i = η.
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6.2. Root systems for GL2n and GSpin2n+1

Recall the space of algebraic characters and cocharacters of the torus T ⊂ G = GL2n are given

by

X = Ze1 ⊕ Ze2 ⊕ · · · Ze2n, X∨ = Ze∗
1 ⊕ Ze∗

2 ⊕ · · · Ze∗
2n.

Write 〈−,−〉G for the natural pairing on X × X∨. The corresponding root system is A2n−1,

with roots R = {±(ei − ej) : 1 6 i < j 6 2n}. The Weyl group WG = S2n acts by permuting

the ei, with longest Weyl element wG2n the permutation that sends ei 7→ e2n+1−i for all i.

Let X0 ⊂ X be the space of pure characters X0 = {λ ∈ X : ∃w ∈ Z such that λi +

λ2n−i+1 = w}, and let

W0
G

..= {σ ∈ WG : ∀λ ∈ X0, λ
σ ∈ X0} ⊂ WG. (6.1)

Now fix a standard upper Borel subgroup B and maximal split torus T in G = GSpin2n+1.

This has rank n+1 [Asg02, Thm. 2.7]. We use calligraphic letters to denote objects for GSpin,

and otherwise maintain the same notational conventions as before.

Proposition 6.4. The root system for G is (X ,R,X ∨,R∨), where

X = Zf0 ⊕ Zf1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zfn, X ∨ = Zf∗
0 ⊕ Zf∗

1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zf∗
n,

with roots R = {±fi ± fj : 1 6 i < j 6 n} ∪ {fi : 1 6 i 6 n} and positive roots {fi : 1 6 i 6

n} ∪ {fi ± fj : 1 6 i < j 6 n}. The Weyl group WG has size 2n · n!, generated by permutations

σ ∈ Sn and sign changes sgni, which act on roots and coroots respectively as (for j 6= i)

σf0 = f0, σfi = fσ(i), sgnif0 = f0 + fi, sgni(fi) = −fi, sgnj(fi) = fi, (6.2)

σf∗
0 = f∗

0 , σf∗
i = f∗

σ(i), sgnif
∗
0 = f∗

0 , sgni(f
∗
i ) = f∗

0 − f∗
i , sgnj(f

∗
i ) = f∗

i .

Proof. The first part is [Asg02, Prop. 2.4], and the second [HS16, Lem. 13.2.2].

Write 〈−,−〉G for the natural pairing on X × X ∨.

6.3. The maps  and ∨

There is a natural injective map  : X →֒ X given by

fi 7−→ ei − e2n−i+1 for 1 6 i 6 n, f0 7−→ en+1 + · · · + e2n.

We may identify X with cocharacters of GSp2n, and X with cocharacters of GL2n. The map

 is then the natural map on cocharacters induced by the inclusion TGSp2n
⊂ T of tori.

Proposition 6.5. We have X0 = (X ).

Proof. Any linear combination of the (fi) is a pure weight with purity weight 0, and any such

weight arises in this form; and scaling the purity weight to w corresponds to adding (wf0).

Proposition 6.6. There is a map WG → WG of Weyl groups, which we also call , such that:

(i)  induces an isomorphism WG
∼= W0

G ⊂ WG;

(ii) for all σ ∈ WG and µ ∈ X , we have (µσ) = (µ)(σ).

Proof. We know WG is generated by permutations and sign changes in {f1, ..., fn}, and WG is

permutations in {e1, ..., e2n}. If σ ∈ Sn ⊂ WG is a permutation, then define

(σ) : (e1, ..., en, en+1, ..., e2n) 7→
(
eσ(1), ..., eσ(n), e2n−σ(n)+1, ..., e2n−σ(1)+1

)
,

and if σ = ǫi is the sign change at i ∈ {1, ..., n}, define (ǫi) to be the permutation switching

ei and e2n−i+1. A simple check shows this induces a well-defined homomorphism.
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Suppose λ ∈ X is pure with all the λi distinct. Let σ ∈ WG = Sn; if λσ is pure, then σ

must preserve the relative positions of each pair {λi, λ2n−i+1}. The only way to do this is to

permute i ∈ {1, ..., n} or to switch λi, λ2n−i+1. These are exactly the permutations in (WG),

giving (i).

Part (ii) is a simple explicit check.

Dually, define also a map ∨ : X∨ → X ∨ by sending ν ∈ X∨ to

∨(ν) ..=

n∑

i=0

〈
(fi), ν

〉
G

· f∗
i .

Then for all µ ∈ X , we have

〈µ, ∨(ν)〉G = 〈(µ), ν〉G (6.3)

by construction. (Again, this map arises from our explicit realisation of TGSp2n
⊂ T ). Also let

∨ : W0
G → WG denote the inverse to  : WG

∼= W0
G.

Proposition 6.7. For all ν ∈ X∨ and σ ∈ W0
G, we have ∨(νσ) = ∨(ν)

∨(σ).

Proof. If σ ∈ W0
G, then σ = (ρ) for some ρ ∈ WG , and ∨(σ) = ρ. Then compute that

∨(νσ) ..=

n∑

i=0

〈(fi), ν
σ〉Gf

∗
i =

n∑

i=0

〈(fi)
(ρ−1), ν〉Gf

∗
i =

n∑

i=0

〈(fρ
−1

i ), ν〉Gf
∗
i

=
n∑

i=0

〈(fi), ν〉G(f∗
i )ρ = ∨(ν)

∨(σ),

where the penultimate equality is a simple check.

6.4. Spin refinements via GSpin

Via the Satake isomorphism, we may describe Hecke operators in terms of cocharacters. Note

Up,r is attached to the cocharacter

[
νr : x 7→ (e∗

1 + · · · + e∗
r)(x)

]
∈ X∨, (6.4)

since tGp,r
..= tp,r = νr(p). Define tGp,r

..= ∨(νr)(p) ∈ T (F ); by definition, for 0 6 s 6 n− 1

∨(νn−s) = f∗
1 + · · · + f∗

n−s, ∨(νn+s) = ∨(νn−s) + sf∗
0 . (6.5)

Let IwG ⊂ G(Zp) be the Iwahori subgroup for G, and for 1 6 r 6 n, let Up,r ..= [IwG tGp,r IwG ].

Also let Vp ..= [IwG f∗
0 (p) IwG ]. From (6.5), we see Up,n+s = Vsp · Up,n−s.

Let HG
p

..= Zp[Vp,Up,r : 1 6 r 6 n] be the Hecke algebra for G. Then ∨ induces a map

Hp −→ HG
p , Up,n−s 7−→ Up,n−s, Up,n+s 7−→ Vsp · Up,n−s,

for each 0 6 s 6 n− 1. From the definitions, we obtain:

Proposition 6.8. A p-refinement (π, α) is a spin p-refinement if and only if α factors through

Hp
∨

−−−−→ HG
p

αG

−−−−→ Q,

for some character αG with αG(Vp) = η(p).

Remark 6.9. We could add the operator Up,2n = [IwG diag(p, ..., p)IwG] to Hp; it acts by

diag(p, ..., p), so acts on π by η(p)n (since π has central character ηn). We would then have

∨(Up,2n) = Vnp . In particular, the requirement that αG(Vp) = η(p) is natural.
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Recall π on G(Qp) is the transfer of Π on G(Qp), and:

From now on, we assume that the Satake parameter of π is regular semisimple. (6.6)

We now show in this case that if (π, α) is a spin refinement, then αG occurs in Π.

Recall in §6.1 we fixed an unramified character θ of T (Qp) such that π = IndGB θ (cf. [DJR20,

(43)], where θ is | · |(2n−1)/2λ). Recall τ =
(

1n
wn

)
∈ WG. From [AS06, p.177(i)] and [AS14,

Prop. 5.1], we see:

Proposition 6.10. There is an unramified character θG of T (Qp) such that:

(i) Π = IndG
B θG is a (normalised) parabolic induction,

(ii) we have (θG) = θτ .

Remark 6.11. The τ is necessary as we are using the normalisation of Ash–Ginzburg (see

§6.1). From this, we see that θτ is a more natural normalisation for GSpin computations. If we

normalised θ as in Asgari–Shahidi, we could remove τ from (ii) and henceforth in this section.

By Remark 2.6(ii) and (6.6), our fixed choice of θ (hence θτ ) fixes a bijection

∆θτ : {p-refinements of π} −→ WG.

Lemma 6.12. A p-refinement π̃ = (π, α) is spin if and only if ∆θτ (π̃) ∈ W0
G.

Proof. Conjugating Proposition 6.3 by τ , we see for each i, we have θτi · θτ2n+1−i = η as

characters of F×. Let σ = ∆θτ (π̃). By definition of W0
G, we see if σ ∈ W0

G then

θτσ(i) · θτσ(2n+1−i) = η, (6.7)

whilst as the Satake parameter is regular semisimple, if σ /∈ W0
G, then (6.7) fails for some i.

Thus (6.7) holds for all i if and only if σ ∈ W0
G.

From the explicit description of αp,r = α(Up,r) from Proposition 2.5, we see that αp,n+s =

η(p)sαp,n−s if and only if (6.7) holds for all i. The result follows.

A p-refinement of Π is a tuple Π̃ = (Π, αG), where αG : HG
p → Q is a system of Hecke

eigenvalues appearing in ΠIwG . We say Π̃ is regular if this system of eigenvalues appears in ΠG

without multiplicity, i.e. the generalised eigenspace is a line. As in Proposition 2.5, after fixing

the unramified character θG , such p-refinements correspond to elements σ ∈ WG .

The following is our main motivation for the definition of spin p-refinement.

Proposition 6.13. Suppose the Satake parameter of π is regular semisimple, and let π̃ = (π, α)

be a p-refinement. Then π̃ is a spin p-refinement if and only if there exists a p-refinement

(Π, αG) of Π such that α = αG ◦ ∨ as characters Hp → Q.

Proof. By Proposition 6.8, π̃ is spin if and only if α factors through some αG ; so suffices to

show that in this case, the system αG occurs in ΠIwG . Let σ = ∆θτ (π̃). By Lemma 6.12,

σ ∈ W0
G.

Denote half the sum of the positive roots for G and G by

ρG =
(

2n−1
2 , 2n−3

2 , · · · , −(2n−3)
2 , −(2n−1)

2

)
, ρG = 2n−1

2 f1 + 2n−3
2 f2 + · · · + 1

2fn. (6.8)

Note (ρG) = ρG. By rewriting the formulation of Proposition 2.5, the Up,r-eigenvalue of π̃ can

be written as

αp,r = q〈ρG,νp,r〉Gp〈θτ ,νσ
p,r〉G ,

where we identify θτ (νσp,r(p)) = p〈θτ ,νσ
p,r〉G under the natural extension of 〈−,−〉G.
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Since σ ∈ W0
G, by Proposition 6.6 it is of the form (w) for some ω ∈ WG . Let Π̃ = (Π, α̃)

be the p-refinement corresponding to ω; then by considering the characteristic polynomial of

Up,r on ΠIwG
p (see [OST, Prop. 4.3]), we see that the Up,r-eigenvalue attached to Π̃ is

α̃(Up,r) = q〈ρG ,
∨(νp,r)〉Gp〈θG,

∨(νω
p,r)〉G = q〈ρG,νp,r〉Gp〈θG,

∨(νp,r)∨(σ)〉G

= q〈ρG,νp,r〉Gp〈θτ ,νσ
p,r〉G = αp,r,

where in the second equality we have used (ρG) = ρG with (6.3), and in the third we have

used Proposition 6.7 with (6.3). In particular, α̃(Up,r) = αG(Up,r) for all r.

It remains to show α̃(Vp) = αG(Vp). Note αG(Vp) = η(p) by Proposition 6.8. Also, f∗
0 (p)

is central in G(Qp) by [AS06, Prop. 2.3], and the central character of Π is η by p.178 op. cit.

Hence Vp acts on Π by η(p). It follows that α̃(Vp) = η(p), and we conclude that α̃ = αG , as

required.

Remark 6.14. We finally indicate how spin p-refinements relate to the notion of Q-regular

Q-refinement in [DJR20, Def. 3.5]. This was defined to be an element T ∈ WG/WH , equivalent

to a choice of n-element subset ST ⊂ {1, ..., 2n}, satisfying two conditions. Their condition (i)

is our definition of regularity, and their condition (ii) guarantees that T lies in the image of the

composition W0
G →֒ WG → WG/WH . One sees that spin p-refinements are in bijection with

T ∈ WG/WH satisfying (ii) together with an ordering of ST .

7. Shalika p-refinements

We now define another class of p-refinements. Let π̃ = (π, α) be a p-refinement. Recall we

write f ∈ π̃ as shorthand for f ∈ πIwG
p [[Up,r − α(Up,r) : 1 6 r 6 2n − 1]] (and similarly for

W ∈ Sηψ(π̃)). Recall that z = diag(pn−1, pn−2, ..., p, 1).

Definition 7.1. We say π̃ is a Shalika p-refinement if there exist W ∈ Sηψ(π̃) and β > 1 such

that

W

(
wnz

2β

1

)
6= 0. (7.1)

Note that via Proposition 5.2, this implies that the local zeta integral ζ(s, (u−1tβp,n) ·W,χ)

is non-vanishing for any smooth character χ : Q×
p → C× of conductor pβ . Accordingly this

generalises the condition [BSDW, Cond. 2.9(C2)] required to construct a p-adic L-function for

π̃ via the methods of [BSDW].

Our main results of this section (Proposition 7.12 and Corollary 7.13) show that all regular

spin p-refinements are Shalika p-refinements, and precisely compute the value (7.1).

7.1. Explicit p-refinements

We now write down an explicit eigenvector in any given p-refinement.

Recall that we fixed an identification π ∼= IndGB θ, for θ in the Ash–Ginzburg normalisation

(i.e. θiθn+i = η for all i as in §6.1). Recall also that our choice of θ fixes a bijection ∆θ :

{p-refinements of π} ∼−→ WG (see Remark 2.6(ii)).

For σ ∈ WG, let π̃σ = (π, ασ) ..= ∆−1
θ (σ); then every p-refinement is of the form π̃σ for

some σ. Let

fσ0 ∈ IndGB θ
σ ∼= π

be the unique function that is:

• Iwahori-invariant,

• supported on the big Bruhat cell B(Qp) · w2n · IwG, and
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• normalised so that fσ0 (w2n) = pn(n−1).

Proposition 7.2. We have fσ0 ∈ π̃σ. Further, fσ0 is a Hecke eigenvector.

Proof. We must show that for each r = 1, ..., 2n−1, we have Up,rf
σ
0 = ασ(Up,r)f

σ
0 . For such r,

let Pr be the maximal standard parabolic subgroup with Levi GLr × GL2n−r, and let Jr be the

associated parahoric subgroup. Parahoric decomposition gives Jr = NPr
(Zp) · (P−

r (Zp) ∩ Jr),

where NPr
⊂ Pr is the unipotent radical. Intersecting with IwG shows IwG = NPr

(Zp) ·

(P−
r (Zp) ∩ IwG). As t−1

p,r(P
−
r (Zp) ∩ IwG)tp,r ⊂ (P−

r (Zp) ∩ IwG) ⊂ IwG, we deduce

IwGtp,rIwG = NPr
(Zp)(P

−
r (Zp) ∩ IwG) · tp,r · IwG = NPr

(Zp) · tp,r · IwG,

and in particular we can decompose the double coset into single cosets via

IwGtp,rIwG

⊔

m∈Mr,2n−r(Zp)/Mr,2n−r(p)

(
1r m
0 12n−r

)
· tp,r · IwG. (7.2)

We have Bruhat decomposition

GLn(Qp) =
⊔

ρ∈Wn

Bn(Qp) · ρ · Iwn, (7.3)

so it suffices to compute Up,rf
σ
0 (ρ) for ρ ∈ WG. By (7.2), we have

Up,rf
σ
0 (ρ) =

∑

m∈Mr,2n−r(Zp)/Mr,2n−r(p)

fσ0

(
ρ
(

1r m
0 12n−r

)
tp,r

)
.

Claim 7.3. ρ
(

1r m
0 12n−r

)
tp,r ∈ B(Qp) ·w2n · IwG if and only if ρ = w2n and m ∈ Mr,2n−r(p).

Proof of claim: Let t′p,r = w2ntp,rw2n ∈ T (Qp). Then

B(Qp)w2nIwG = B(Qp)t
′
p,rw2nIwG = B(Qp)w2ntp,rIwG = B(Qp)w2nIwr,−

G tp,r,

where Iwr,−
G = tp,rIwGt

−1
p,r. Thus

ρ
(

1r m
0 12n−r

)
tp,r ∈ B(Qp)w2nIwG ⇐⇒ ρ

(
1r m
0 12n−r

)
∈ B(Qp)w2nIwr,−

G .

Conjugating (7.3) by tp,r, we obtain GL2n(Qp) =
⊔
ρ′∈WG

B(Qp)ρ
′Iwr,−

G . It follows immedi-

ately that ρ
(

1r m
0 12n−r

)
is in the cell w2nIwr,−

G , and the claim follows.

We return to Proposition 7.2. The claim implies Up,rf
σ
0 (ρ) = 0 unless ρ = w2n, and

Up,rf
σ
0 (w2n) = fσ0 (w2ntp,r) = fσ0

(
(t′p,rw2n

)

= δ
1/2
B θσ(t′p,r)f

σ
0 (w2n) = (δ

1/2
B θσ)w2n(tp,r)f

σ
0 (w2n) = ασ(Up,r)f

σ
0 (w2n),

where the last equality is the equation for ασ(Up,r) in Proposition 2.5.

7.2. Local Shalika models à la Ash–Ginzburg

We’ve written down explicit eigenvectors in π ∼= IndGB θ
σ. However, we really want to study

the corresponding eigenvectors in the Shalika model of π. To describe these precisely, we

recall results of Ash–Ginzburg, who in [AG94] defined and studied an explicit intertwining

of IndGB θ into its Shalika model. This intertwining is the major reason we normalise θ as in

Ash–Ginzburg (see §6.1).
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For f ∈ IndGB θ and g ∈ GL2n(Qp), as in [AG94, (1.3)] we let

Sηψ(f)(g) ..=

∫

GLn(Zp)

∫

Mn(Qp)

f
[
( 1

1 ) ( 1 X
1 )
(
k
k

)
g
]
ψ−1(tr(X))η−1(det(k))dXdk. (7.4)

The map Sηψ converges absolutely only for certain characters θ (described before [AG94, Lem.

1.4]). For θ such that it converges, Sηψ is GL2n(Qp)-equivariant and (by [BFG92]) we have

Sηψ(f) ∈ Sηψ(π). For σ ∈ WG, let

P (σ) ..=

n∏

r=1

2n∏

s=n+1

(θσ(r)(p) − θσ(s)(p)) ∈ C. (7.5)

Across Lemmas 1.4–1.6 of [AG94], Ash–Ginzburg prove:

Proposition 7.4. The function P (1) · Sηψ(f) converges absolutely for all characters θ. Thus

when P (1) 6= 0, the map Sηψ defines a non-trivial intertwining Sηψ : IndGB θ →֒ Sηψ(π).

Recall π̃σ = ∆−1
θ (σ). By Lemma 6.12, π̃τ is a spin p-refinement. For later use, we record:

Lemma 7.5. If the Satake parameter of πp is regular semisimple, then Sηψ defines a non-trivial

intertwining Sηψ : IndGB θ →֒ Sηψ(π).

Proof. Since the Satake parameter is regular semisimple, all the θi(p) are pairwise distinct, so

θr(p) − θs(p) 6= 0 for all r 6= s. We see P (1) 6= 0, and conclude by Proposition 7.4.

7.3. Spin p-refinements under intertwining maps

For θ unramified, we have shown:

– for any σ ∈ WG, an Iwahori-invariant function in πσ = IndGB θ
σ supported only on the

big Bruhat cell is always a Hecke eigenvector in the generalised eigenspace for π̃σ.

– for σ ∈ W0
G, when π̃σ is regular we have an explicit intertwining IndGB θ

σ → Sηψ(π).

– by Lemma 6.12, π̃σ is a spin p-refinement if and only if σ ∈ W0
Gτ .

For n > 1, the last two cases are disjoint: there is a gap between normalisations where we

can write down explicit eigenvectors in the principal series, and normalisations where we have

explicit intertwinings into the Shalika model. We now bridge this gap: for σ ∈ W0
Gτ , we

transfer the explict eigenvector from IndGB θ
σ into IndGB θ, where we can then compute its local

zeta integral via the Ash–Ginzburg intertwining.

Given σ =
(

1
ρ

)
∈ W2n with ρ ∈ Wn, there is an isomorphism

Mρ : IndGB θ
σ −→ IndGB θ,

which is unique up-to-scalar by Schur’s Lemma. We are most interested in

Mwn
: IndGB θ

τ → IndGB θ.

Definition 7.6. For each w, ν ∈ WG:

• Let fνw ∈ IndGB θ
ν be the unique IwG-invariant function supported on B(Qp)wIwG such

that fw(w) = pn(n−1).

• For ρ ∈ Wn (and σ as above), let

F νρ
..= fν

( wn
ρwn )

= fνσw2n
.
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• If ν = 1, we drop the superscript and just write Fw = F 1
w. Note that in this notation

F ν1n
= fνw2n

is fν0 in the above notation.

For any δ ∈ Wn, let ℓ(δ) be its Bruhat length.

Lemma 7.7. After possibly renormalising Mρ, we have

Mρ(f
σ
0 ) = Fρ +

∑

ℓ(δ)<ℓ(ρ)

cδFδ, with cδ ∈ C. (7.6)

Proof. For any simple reflection s ∈ Wn and ν ∈ Wn, we have an intertwining isomorphism

Mν
s : IndGB θ

ν −→ IndGB θ
sν .

By [Cas80, Thm. 3.4] (see [DJ] for more details) this can be normalised so that for any δ ∈ Wn,

there is a constant cδ,s ∈ C (depending also on θ) such that

Mν
s (F νδ ) =

{
F sνsδ + cδ,sF

sν
δ , if ℓ(sδ) = ℓ(δ) + 1,

p−1F sνsδ + cδ,sF
sν
δ , if ℓ(sδ) = ℓ(δ) − 1.

Writing ρ = s1 · · · sr, Mρ is the composition M
sr−1···s1ρ
sr ◦ · · · ◦ Mρ

s1
. The lemma is then

obtained by induction on ℓ(ρ), using the basic properties of the Bruhat length.

Now finally we map into the Shalika model. For δ ∈ Wn, let

Wδ
..= Sηψ(Fδ) ∈ Sηψ(π),

for Sηψ the intertwining of (7.4). This is well-defined, since Fδ ∈ IndGB θ and we normalised θ

as in Ash–Ginzburg.

Corollary 7.8. Let π̃ be a regular spin p-refinement. Up to possibly renormalising θ by

τ−1W0
Gτ (so that it still satisfies the Ash–Ginzburg condition), Sηψ(π̃) is spanned by an eigen-

vector of the form

W0 = Wwn
+

∑

wn 6=δ∈Wn

cδWδ ∈ Sηψ(IndGB θ). (7.7)

Proof. Let σ = ∆θ(π̃); then by Lemma 6.12 we have σ = σ′τ ∈ W0
Gτ . After renormalising θ

by τ−1(σ′)−1τ , which preserves the Ash–Ginzburg normalisation of §6.1, we may without loss

of generality assume σ′ = 1, so σ = τ .

By Proposition 7.2, we know f τ0 ∈ IndGB θ
τ is an eigenvector in π̃τ . By Lemma 7.7, its

image in IndGB under the intertwining Mτ has the form

Fwn
+

∑

wn 6=δ∈Wn

cδFδ ∈ IndGB θ.

By definition the image of this under Sηψ is (7.7), which hence gives a non-zero eigenvector in

Sηψ(π̃). By regularity this space is a line, so this eigenvector spans.

7.4. The local zeta integral at Iwahori level, II

From Corollary 7.8 we’ve written down an explicit eigenvector W0 ∈ Sηψ(π) in any spin p-

refinement. We now show W0

(
wnz

2β

1

)
6= 0, recalling z = diag(pn−1, pn−2, . . . , 1), and deduce

that all spin p-refinements are Shalika p-refinements. Moreover, we compute the value exactly,

and hence – via Proposition 5.2 – complete the computation of the local zeta integral for W0.

We first show that Wδ

(
wnz

2β

1

)
= 0 unless δ = wn (which means, by Proposition 5.2,

that the local zeta integral vanishes for Wδ unless δ = wn). To do so, we examine when the

integrand of (7.4) lies in the support of Fδ ∈ IndGB(θ).
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Proposition 7.9. Let δ ∈ Wn, X ∈ Mn(Qp) and k ∈ GLn(Zp), and let β > 1. Then

(
1

1

)(
1 X

1

)(
k

k

)(
wnz

2β

1

)
∈ Bn(Qp)

(
wn

δwn

)
IwG (7.8)

if and only if:

• δ = wn is the longest Weyl element,

• k ∈ Bn(Zp)wnIn and

• k−1X ∈ wnz
2βMn(Zp).

Proof. Suppose (7.8) holds, and write

(
1

1

)(
1 X

1

)(
k

k

)(
wnz

2β

1

)
(7.9)

=

(
A B

D

)(
wn

δwn

)(
a b

c d

)
,

where

A,D ∈ Bn(Qp), B ∈ Mn(Qp), a, d ∈ In, c ∈ pMn(Zp), b ∈ Mn(Zp).

Expanding this out, we get the equality of matrices:

(
k

kwnz
2β Xk

)
=

(
Bδwna+Awnc Bδwnb+Awnd

Dδwna Dδwnb

)
.

This implies the following:

(1) B = −Awnca
−1w−1

n δ−1 (from the top left entry).

(2) −Awn(ca−1b− d) = k ((1) and top right), whence A ∈ Bn(Zp) and

k ∈ Bn(Zp) · wn · In.

(3) Dδwna = kwnz
2β (bottom left) which implies

k−1D = wnz
2βa−1wnδ

−1 ∈ wnz
2β GLn(Zp).

(4) Dδwnbk
−1 = X (bottom right), which by (3) implies

k−1X = k−1D · δwnbk
−1 ∈ wnz

2βMn(Zp).

We treat the cases δ 6= wn and δ = wn separately.

Case 1: δ 6= wn. Suppose there exist X and k such that (7.8) holds. We will derive a

contradiction.

For r ∈ {1, ..., 2n − 1}, let Pr be the parabolic with Levi GLr × GLn−r, with associated

(opposite) parahoric subgroup Jr ⊂ GL2n(Zp).

Claim 7.10. If δ 6= wn, there exists r ∈ {1, ..., 2n− 1} such that

Bn(Qp) · δwn · Jr ∩ Bn(Qp) · Jr = ∅.

Proof of claim: Let r ..= min(i : δwn(i) 6= i), which exists since δwn 6= 1. Let Wr,n−r be

the Weyl group of GLr × GLn−r; it is the subgroup of Wn that preserves both {1, ..., r} and

{r + 1, ..., n}. In particular, δwn /∈ Wr,n−r.
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We have the opposite Bruhat decomposition

G(Qp) =
⊔

σ∈Wn/Wr,n−r

B(Qp)σJr.

Since δwn /∈ Wr,n−r, the cells B(Qp)δwnJr and B(Qp)Jr are disjoint, giving the claim.

For r as in the claim, let µ be such that z2β = tp,r ·µ, recalling tp,r = diag(p, . . . , p, 1, . . . , 1)

with r lots of p. We see that

tp,r Iwn t
−1
p,r ⊂ Jr.

Note that the valuation of µ under any positive root is non-negative, so µ−1Nn(Zp)µ ⊂ Nn(Zp),

where Nn is the lower triangular unipotent.

We now analyse (3) from the list above. Multiply both sides by t−1
p,r to get

Dδwnat
−1
p,r = kwnµ.

We know from (2) that we can write k = α · wn · β, with α ∈ Bn(Zp) and β ∈ Iwn. We have

kwnµ = αwnβwnµ ∈ Bn(Zp) · Iwn · µ.

But by the Iwahori decomposition, we see that

Bn(Zp) · Iwn · µ ⊂ Bn(Qp) · Iwn ⊂ Bn(Qp) · Jr.

We also have

kwnµ = Dδwnat
−1
p,r ∈ Bn(Qp) · δwnt

−1
p,r · Jr ⊂ Bn(Qp) · δwn · Jr

as the element δwn normalises the torus.

We must therefore have

kwnµ ∈
(
Bn(Qp) · δwn · Jr

)
∩
(
Bn(Qp) · Jr

)
6= ∅,

a contradiction. In particular, there do not exist X and k such that (7.8) holds if δ 6= wn.

Case 2: δ = wn. We have shown that if (7.8) holds, then

k ∈ B(Zp)wnIwn and k−1X ∈ wnz
2βMn(Zp). (7.10)

Conversely, suppose (7.10), and write k = Awnd, with A ∈ Bn(Zp) and d ∈ Iwn. Via the

Iwahori decomposition, we may assume d ∈ Nn(Zp) is upper unipotent.

For A and d as above, set B = 0 and D = Az2β ∈ Bn(Qp). Also set c = 0 and a =

z−2βwndwnz
2β ∈ Iwn (since β > 1). If we set b = D−1Xk ∈ Mn(Qp), then (7.9) holds.

Clearly (A B
0 D ) ∈ Bn(Qp), so we are done if we can show

(
a b
c d

)
∈ IwG. This will hold if

b ∈ Mn(Zp). Observe

b = D−1Xk = z−2βA−1Xk = z−2βwndk
−1Xk

∈ z−2βwnd · wnz
2βMn(Zp)k = aMn(Zp)k ⊂ Mn(Zp),

where in the second step we substitute D, the third we substitute A−1 = wndk, in the third we

use (7.10), and in the fourth we substite a = z−2βwndwnz
2β . Thus

(
a b
c d

)
∈ IwG, completing

the proof.

From the proof, we also see the following:
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Corollary 7.11. Let Θ be any unramified character of T (Qp), extended trivially to B(Qp). If

we have
(

1

1

)(
1 X

1

)(
k

k

)(
wnz

2β

1

)
= B

(
wn

1

)
I ∈ Bn(Qp)

(
wn

1

)
IwG, (7.11)

then

Θ(B) = Θ

(
1

z2β

)
.

Proof. The proposition gave necessary and sufficient conditions for (7.11). When they hold,

we wrote down explicit values of B = (A D ) and I =
(
a b
d

)
. By definition A ∈ Bn(Zp) and

D = Az2β. The result follows easily.

We now put this all together. Recall that (without loss of generality) we have normalised

π ∼= IndGB θ, fixing an identification ∆θ : {p-refinements} ∼−→ WG so that for our fixed spin

p-refinement π̃, we have ∆θ(π̃) = τ =
(

1
wn

)
. By Proposition 2.5, the Hecke eigenvalue of Up,r

on π̃ is

αp,r =
[
δ

1/2
B θτ

]w2n

(tp,r).

Note also that since π̃ is a spin p-refinement, by Definition 6.2 we have αp,n+s = η(p)sαp,n−s

for 0 6 s 6 n− 1. We also have the Up-eigenvalue αp = αp,1 · · ·αp,2n−1.

Proposition 7.12. (i) If δ 6= wn, then Wδ

(
wnz

2β

1

)
= 0.

(ii) We have

W0

(
wnz

2β

1

)
= Wwn

(
wnz

2β

1

)

= Υ′′ · pβn
2

·
δB(tp)

β

η(det zβ)
·

(
αp
αp,n

)β
6= 0,

where Υ′′ = vol
[
Bn(Zp) · wn · Iwn

]
· pn(n−1) is a constant independent of β.

Proof. In (7.4), we gave an integral representation of

Wδ

(
wnz

2β

1

)
= Sηψ(Fδ)

(
wz2β

1

)

=

∫

GLn(Zp))

∫

Mn(Qp)

Fwn

[
( 1

1 ) ( 1 X
1 )
(
k
k

) (
wz2β

1

)]
ψ−1(tr(X))η−1(det(k))dXdk.

(i) If δ 6= wn, then Proposition 7.9 shows the domain of Fδ in the integral is disjoint from

the support of Fδ, hence the integrand (thus the integral) vanishes.

(ii) The first equality in (ii) follows from (7.7) and (i). Now, if δ = wn, then Proposition 7.9

means we can restrict the domain of the integral to k ∈ Bn(Zp)wnIwn andX ∈ kwnz
2βMn(Zp).

Moreover:

• If k ∈ Bn(Qp)wnIwn and X ∈ kwnz
2βMn(Zp), then

Fwn

[
( 1

1 ) ( 1 X
1 )
(
k
k

) (
wnz

2β

1

)]
= (δ

1/2
B θ)

[ (
1
z2β

) ]
Fwn

( wn

1 )

= (δ
1/2
B θ)

[ (
1
z2β

) ]
pn(n−1),

using Corollary 7.11, Iwahori-invariance of Fwn
, and Definition 7.6.

• Since X ∈ Mn(Zp), we have ψ(tr(X)) = 1.
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• η(det(k)) = 1 as η is unramified.

In particular, the integral collapses to

Wwn

(
wnz

2β

1

)
= (δ

1/2
B θ)

[ (
1
z2β

) ]
pn(n−1) ·

∫

Bn(Zp)wnIwn

∫

kwnz2βMn(Zp)

dXdk

= (δ
1/2
B θ)

[ (
1
z2β

) ]
pn(n−1) · Vol

(
Bn(Zp) · wn · Iwn

)
Vol

(
z2βMn(Zp)

)
, (7.12)

where in the last step we made the change of variables X 7→ wnk
−1Xkwn before integrating.

We easily see that

Vol
(
z2βMn(Zp)

)
= pβ(n2−n3) = pβn

2

· δB

(
pnβ

1

)
. (7.13)

Now, note that w2nτ ( 1
z ) τ−1w−1

2n = ( z 1 ) = tp,1 · · · tp,n−1 (from (2.9)). In particular,

(δ
1/2
B θ)

[ (
1
z2β

) ]
= δ

1/2
B

[ (
1
z2β

) ]
(θτ )w2n

[
t2p,1 · · · t2p,n−1

]

= δ
1/2
B

[ (
1
z2β

) ]
(δ

−1/2
B )w2n

[
t2p,1 · · · t2p,n−1

]
α2β
p,1 · · ·α2β

p,n−1

= η(det zβ)−1δB

[ (
zβ

zβ

) ] αβp
αβp,n

. (7.14)

Here in the second equality we use that δw2n

B = δ−1
B , and in the third that η(p)·η(p)2 · · · η(p)n−1 =

η(det z) and αp,1 · · ·αp,n−1·αp,n+1 · · ·αp,2n−1 = αp/αp,n. Finally, we obtain (ii) after combining

(7.12), (7.13) and (7.14), as

δB(tp)
β = δB

(
pnβ

1

)
δB

(
zβ

zβ

)
.

Corollary 7.13. Any regular spin p-refinement is a Shalika p-refinement.

Proof. In Proposition 7.12, we started with an arbitrary regular spin p-refinement π̃, and

exhibited in (ii) an eigenvector W0 ∈ Sηψ(π̃) with W0

(
wz2β

1

)
6= 0. By definition, π̃ is thus a

Shalika refinement.

8. Interlude: an automorphic summary

Everything so far has been classical/automorphic in nature. The rest of the paper is concerned

with a p-adic interpolation of the previous sections. For the benefit of the reader, we now

collect our running automorphic assumptions in one place, and summarise our main classical

results.

Throughout the rest of the paper, we work with base field Q, fix K = IwG
∏
ℓ 6=p GL2n(Zℓ),

and let π be a RACAR of GL2n(A) of weight λ such that:

Conditions 8.1. (C1) π admits a global (η, ψ)-Shalika model, for a Hecke character η;

(C2) πp is spherical and admits a regular Shalika p-refinement π̃p = (πp, α);

(C3) for each ℓ 6= p, πℓ is spherical;

(C4) for each r = 1, ..., 2n− 1, letting αp,r = α(Up,r) and α◦
p,r = λ(tp,r)αp,r, we have

vp(α
◦
p,r) =

[
vp(αp,r) −

r∑

j=1

λ2n+1−j

]
< λr − λr+1 + 1.

34



On the GL2n eigenvariety Barrera Salazar, Dimitrov, Graham, Jorza and Williams

In this case we write π̃ = (π, α) and call it a p-refined RACAR satisfying (C1-4).

(C2) and (C3) imply that η is everywhere unramified, so η = | · |w, where w is the purity

weight of λ. (C4) ensures π̃ is a non-critical slope p-refinement, which we will explain in §10.4.

If π̃ satisfies (C1-4), choose

Wf = ⊗ℓWℓ ∈ S
ηf

ψf
(πf , E) (8.1)

as follows: for each ℓ 6= p, let Wℓ = W ◦
ℓ be the spherical test vector, and at p, let Wp be the

vector W0 ∈ S
ηp

ψp
(πp, E) from Corollary 7.8. Define

φ±
π̃

..= Θ±(Wf )/Ω±
π ∈ Ht

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (L))±

π̃ , (8.2)

where Θ±/Ω±
π is defined in (3.3), and (−)π̃ is the localisation at mπ̃ (see §2.4.3). Now recap:

• In Theorem 4.16, we showed that for χ of conductor pβ
′

and β = max(β′, 1),

Ej,η0

B,χ

(
φ±
π̃

)
= δB(t−βP ) ·ΥB ·λ(tβP ) ·ζj(W

±
∞) ·

L(π ⊗ χ, j + 1/2)

Ω±
π

·ζp

(
j+ 1

2 , (u
−1tβB) ·Wp, χp

)
.

• In Proposition 5.2, we showed that if χp is ramified,

ζp

(
j+ 1

2 , (u
−1tβp

)
·Wp, χp) = Υ′·η(det zβ)·p−β

n2+n
2 ·pβnj ·τ(χ)n·χ(detwn)·Wp

(
wnz

2β

1

)
.

• In Proposition 7.12, we showed

Wp

(
wnz

2β

1

)
= Υ′′ · pβn

2

·
δB(tp)

β

η(det zβ)
·

(
αp
αp,n

)β
.

Combining all of these, and letting γ(pm)
..= ΥP · Υ′ · Υ, we deduce:

Corollary 8.2. Let χ be a Dirichlet character of conductor pβ , with β ∈ Z>1, and let j ∈

Crit(λ). If (−1)jχη(−1) 6= ±1, then Ej,η0
χ (φ±

π̃ ) = 0. If (−1)jχη(−1) = ±1, we have

Ej,η0

B,χ

(
φ±
π̃

)
= γ(pm) · χ(detwn) ·

(
α◦
p

αp,n

)β
·Q′(π, χ, j) · ζj(W

±
∞) ·

L(π ⊗ χ, j + 1/2)

Ω±
π

,

where

Q′(π, χ, j) .

.= p
β

(
nj+

n2−n
2

)

τ(χ)n.

Proof. We use α◦
p = λ(tp)αp. The rest is book-keeping.

Finally, we record one more relevant result:

Proposition 8.3. The L-vector space Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ (L))±

π̃ is 1-dimensional, generated by φ±
π̃ .

Proof. The generalised eigenspace in πKf where H acts by ψπ̃ is 1-dimensional; locally, at ℓ 6= p

we have π
G(Zℓ)
ℓ is a line as πℓ is spherical, and at p, this is (C2). This line is generated by Wf

by construction. The result now follows from Hecke-equivariance of Θ±.
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9. The local zeta integral at parahoric level

The local zeta integral we computed in Part II required the twisting character χ to be ramified.

This is similar to previous papers [DJR20, BSDW] on this topic, where p-adic L-functions were

only shown to have the required interpolation property at ramified characters. However, this

excludes the trivial character, which is typically the most interesting one. We finish Part II

by computing the local zeta integral again in a different way which allows us to also handle

unramified characters. Doing this at Iwahoric level appears to be very difficult. Instead,

for this section only, we work at Q-parahoric level, for Q ⊂ GL2n the parabolic with Levi

GLn × GLn (the setting treated in [DJR20, BSDW]). This allows us to directly strengthen the

results of [DJR20, BSDW] (see Proposition 14.3 below). In §12.4 we’ll exploit the interpolation

properties of p-adic L-functions to deduce the result at Iwahoric level, completing the present

paper.

For compatibility with [DJR20, BSDW], we work over a general local field rather than just

over Qp. In particular, for this section only we adopt the following notation.

Notation 9.1. Let F/Qp be a finite extension, with ring of integers O and maximal ideal

p = ̟O, and let q ..= #O/p. Let ̟δO be the different of F/Qp.

Let π be a spherical representation of GL2n(F ) admitting an (η, ψ)-Shalika model, for

η : F× → C× a smooth character and ψ : F → C× the usual additive character (e.g. [DJR20,

§4.1]). We will assume that (7.4) gives a non-trivial intertwining Sηψ : IndGB θ →֒ Sηψ(π) for an

unramified character θ in the Ash–Ginzburg normalisation (cf. Lemma 7.5).

Let π̃ = (π, α) be a regular spin p-refinement of π (to Iwahori level), normalised without

loss of generality as in the proof of Corollary 7.8. At parahoric level:

• Rather than IwG-invariant vectors we use J-invariant vectors.

• Attached to π̃ is a parahoric refinement π̃Q = (π, α(Up,n)), which is a Q-regular Q-

refinement in the sense of [BSDW, Def. 3.5]. (In the notation of [DJR20], it corresponds

to the set τ = {n+ 1, ..., 2n}).

• For a vector Wp ∈ πJp , the relevant twisted local zeta integral arising in Theorem 4.16 is

ζp(j + 1
2 , (u

−1tβp ) ·Wp, χp).

Definition 9.2. Let F0 ∈ IndGB θ be the unique J-invariant function supported on B(F )·w2n ·J

such that F0(w2n) = qn(n−1). By [DJR20, Lem. 3.6], we have F0 ∈ π̃Q is a generator.

Let W0 = Sηψ(F0) ∈ Sηψ(π) be the Shalika vector associated with F0 by (7.4).

Let d×c be the Haar measure on O× of total measure 1. Let χ : F× → C× be a finite order

character of conductor pβ
′

, and denote its Gauss sum by

τ(χ) = τ(χ, ψ) = qβ
′

(1 − q−1)

∫

O×

χ(c̟−β′−δ)ψ(c̟−β′−δ)d×c.

Our normalisation means that if χ is a Dirichlet character, this recovers the usual Gauss sum

τ(χ) =
∑

c∈(Z/pβ′ )×

χ(c)e2πic/pβ′

.

In the rest of this section, we prove:

Proposition 9.3. Let β = max(1, β′). Then

ζ
(
s, (u−1tβp,n) ·W0, χ

)
= qβn(s−n

2 )+δn(s−1)
2n∏

i=n+1

θi(̟)−δQ(π, χ, s)

36



On the GL2n eigenvariety Barrera Salazar, Dimitrov, Graham, Jorza and Williams

where

Q(π, χ, s) =





q−βn qn

(q−1)n · τ(χ)n : χ ramified,

χ(̟)−n(δ+1)

(1 − q)n

2n∏

i=n+1

1 − θiχ(̟)q1−s

1 − θiχ(̟)q−s
: χ unramified.

Proof. We first rewrite the local zeta integrals. For simplicity, we write Gn = GLn(F ), Bn =

Bn(F ), and Mn = Mn(F ). Since η is unramified, we have

ζ(s, (u−1tβp,n) ·W,χ) =

∫

Gn

W

[(
h

1

)(
1 −wn

1

)(
̟β

1

)]
χ(det h)| deth|s−1/2dh

(7.4)
=

∫

Gn

∫

Kn

∫

Mn

F0

[(
1

1

)(
1 X

1

)(
kh

k

)(
1 −wn

1

)(
̟β

1

)]

× χ(deth)| deth|s−1/2η−1
(

det k
)
ψ
(

− trX
)
dXdkdh

=

∫

Gn

∫

Kn

∫

Mn

F0

[(
1

1

)(
kh̟β

k

)(
1 ̟−β(h−1k−1Xk − wn)

1

)]

× χ(deth)| deth|s−1/2ψ
(

− trX
)
dXdkdh.

Changing variables so that kh̟β becomes h and ̟−β(h−1k−1Xk − wn) becomes X will not

change dh but changes dX to | deth|ndX . The integral becomes

=

∫

Gn

∫

Kn

∫

Mn

F0

[(
1

1

)(
h

k

)(
1 X

1

)]

× χ
(

det̟−βk−1h
)

| det̟−βk−1h|s−1/2| deth|nψ
(

− tr
[
hXk−1 +̟−βhwnk

−1
])

dXdkdh

= qβn(s−1/2)

∫

Gn

∫

Kn

∫

Mn

F0

[(
1

1

)(
h

k

)(
1 X

1

)]

× χ
(

det̟−βk−1h
)

| deth|s+n−1/2ψ
(

− tr
[
hXk−1 +̟−βhwnk

−1
])

dXdkdh

Since Gn = BnKn (with Bn ∩ Kn of volume 1) we may rewrite the above integral using

h = bℓ with b ∈ Bn and ℓ ∈ Kn (so | deth| = | det b|):

= qβn(s−1/2)

∫

Bn

∫

Kn

∫

Kn

∫

Mn

F0

[(
1

1

)(
bℓ

k

)(
1 X

1

)]

× χ
(

det̟−βk−1bℓ
)

| det b|s+n−1/2ψ
(

− tr
[
bℓXk−1 +̟−βbℓwnk

−1
])
dXdkdℓdb

= qβn(s−1/2)

∫

Bn

∫

Kn

∫

Kn

∫

Mn

δ
1/2
B θ

[(
1

b

)]
F0

[(
1

1

)(
ℓ

k

)(
1 X

1

)]

× χ
(

det̟−βk−1bℓ
)

| det b|s+n−1/2ψ
(

− tr
[
bℓXk−1 +̟−βbℓwnk

−1
])
dXdkdℓdb

Using J-invariance of F0, we see that

F0

[(
1

1

)(
ℓ

k

)(
1 X

1

)]
= F0

[(
1

1

)(
1 ℓXk−1

1

)]
.

The proof of [DJR20, Lemma 3.6] implies that this vanishes unless X ∈ Mn(O), in which case

it equals F0

[(
1

1

)]
= qn(n−1). The above integral becomes

= qβn(s−1/2)+n(n−1)

∫

Bn

∫

Kn

∫

Kn

δ
1/2
B θ

[(
1

b

)]
χ
(

det k−1bℓ̟−β
)

× | det b|n+s−1/2ψ
(

− tr
[
̟−βbℓwnk

−1
])
(∫

Mn(O)

ψ
(

− tr bℓXk−1
)
dX

)
dkdℓdb
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Note that

∫

Mn(O)

ψ(trAX)dX = 0 unless A ∈ ̟−δMn(O), in which case the integral is

vol(Mn(O)) = 1. We conclude that the above inside integral vanishes unless k−1bℓ ∈ ̟−δMn(O),

i.e., if b ∈ Bn ∩̟−δMn(O). The integral becomes

= qβn(s−1/2)+n(n−1)

∫

Bn∩̟−δMn(O)

∫

Kn

∫

Kn

δ
1/2
B θ

[(
1

b

)]

× χ
(

det k−1bℓ̟−β
)

| det b|n+s−1/2ψ
(

− tr
[
̟−βbℓwnk

−1
]
]
)
dkdℓdb.

Changing variables so that ℓwnk
−1 becomes ℓ, and integrating out k, the integral becomes

= qβn(s−1/2)+n(n−1)

∫

Bn∩̟−δMn(O)

∫

Kn

δ
1/2
B θ

[(
1

b

)]

× χ
(

det bℓ̟−βwn

)
| det b|n+s−1/2ψ

(
− tr

[
̟−βbℓ

]
]
)
dℓdb.

Since Gn =
⊔
ρ∈Wn

BnρIwn we see Kn =
⊔
ρ∈Wn

(Bn ∩Kn)ρIwn. In fact, since Bn ∩Kn =

Nn(O)Tn(O) and ρ normalises Tn(O), we may replace Bn ∩ Kn with the unipotent radical

Nn(O) of Bn(O). Write ℓ = nρi with n ∈ Nn(O), ρ ∈ Wn and i ∈ Iwn. Using the Iwahori

decomposition In = N−
n (̟O)Bn(O) we write i = nb1. The integral becomes

= qβn(s−1/2)+n(n−1)
∑

ρ∈Wn

∫

Bn∩̟−δMn(O)

∫

Nn(O)

∫

N−
n (̟O)

∫

B(O)

δ
1/2
B θ

[(
1

b

)]

× χ
(

det bρb1̟
−βwn

)
| det b|n+s−1/2ψ

(
− tr

[
̟−βbnρnb1

]
]
)
db1dndndb.

Changing variables so that b1bn becomes b doesn’t change the Haar measure, as b1 ∈ B(O).

Integrating out n and b1, the integral becomes

= qβn(s−1/2)+n(n−1)
∑

ρ∈Wn

χ(det ρwn̟
−β)

∫

Bn∩̟−δMn(O)

∫

N−
n (̟O)

δ
1/2
B θ

[(
1

b

)]

× χ
(

det b
)

| det b|n+s−1/2ψ
(

− tr
[
̟−βbρn

]
]
)
dndb.

Write

n =




1 0
. . .

xij 1


 b = ̟−δ



t1 uij

. . .

0 tn


 ,

where ti ∈ O − 0, uij ∈ O and xij ∈ ̟O. In this case, db =
∏

|ti|
i−n−1

∏
dti
∏
duij and

dn =
∏
dxij .

Fix ρ ∈ Wn. Writing ρn = (mij) we see that

tr bnρ = ̟−δ




n∑

i=1

miiti +
∑

i<j

uijmji


 .

If ρ 6= 1, there exist indices i < j such that mji = 1. Indeed, this is equivalent to there existing

j = τ(i) > i where τ is the permutation of ρ. In this case, from the inner integral we may

factor ∫

O

ψ(−̟−δ−βmjiuij)duij = 0,

as β > 1.
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We conclude that all the terms of the sum vanish, except for the term ρ = 1. We see that

the zeta integral becomes

= qβn(s−1/2)+n(n−1)χ(detwn)

∫
· · ·

∫ n∏

i=1

θn+i| · |s−1(̟−δti)χ(̟−β−δti)ψ
(

−̟−β−δti

)

×
∏

i<j

ψ

[
−̟−δ−βxjiuji

]∏
dxijdtiduij ,

where xij ∈ ̟O, uij ∈ O, ti ∈ O − 0.

The integral

∫

O

ψ

[
̟−δ−βxjiuji

]
duij vanishes unless xji ∈ ̟βO, in which case the integral

is 1, so the zeta integral is

= qβn(s−1/2)+n(n−1)−β(n
2)χ(detwn)

∫
· · ·

∫ n∏

i=1

θn+i| · |s−1(̟−δti)χ(̟−β−δti)ψ
(

−̟−β−δti

)∏
dti.

When χ is ramified with conductor β then
∫
θn+i| · |s−1(̟−δti)χ(̟−β−δti)ψ

(
−̟−β−δti

)
dti

= χ(−1)
∞∑

k=0

θn+i| · |s−1(̟k−δ)

∫

O×

χ
(
ti̟

k−δ−β
)
ψ
(
ti̟

k−δ−β
)
dti

= qδ(s−1) · q−β q

q − 1
θn+i(̟)−δτ(χ),

since the integral vanishes unless k = 0, whence it is the Gauss sum. If χ is unramified, then

β = 1 and, dropping indices for simplicity,
∫

O−0

θ| · |s−1(t̟−δ)χ(t̟−δ−1)ψ(t̟−δ−1)dt

=
∞∑

k=0

q−k−(k−δ)(s−1)θ(̟)k−δχ(̟)k−δ−1

∫

O×

ψ(t̟k−δ−1)d×t

=
1

1 − q
qδ(s−1)θ(̟)−δχ(̟)−δ−1 +

∞∑

k=1

q−k−(k−δ)(s−1)θ(̟)k−δχ(̟)k−δ−1

= q−1−(1−δ)(s−1)θ(̟)1−δχ(̟)−δ

(
∞∑

k=0

(
θχ(̟)

qs

)k
+
qsθχ(̟)−1

1 − q

)

= q−1−(1−δ)(s−1)θ(̟)1−δχ(̟)−δ

(
1

1 − θχ(̟)
qs

+
qsθχ(̟)−1

1 − q

)

=
1

1 − q
qδ(s−1)θ(̟)−δχ(̟)−δ−1

1 − θχ(̟)
qs−1

1 − θχ(̟)
qs

,

using that

∫

O×

ψ(t̟k−δ−1)d×t is 0 if k < 0, is 1 if k > 0, and is 1/(1 − q) if k = 0.

Putting everything together we obtain the desired result.

Part III. p-adic Interpolation

10. Overconvergent cohomology

We recap the theory of overconvergent cohomology in p-adic families, as developed for example

[Urb11, Han17]. All of this material is explained in depth op. cit., so we are terse with details.
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10.1. Weight spaces

Recall X∗(T ), X∗
0 (T ), X∗(H) and X∗

0 (H) from §2.2. If K ⊂ G(Af ) is an open compact

subgroup, let ZK be the p-adic closure of Z(G(Q)) ∩K.

Definition 10.1. (i) The weight space for G of level K is W G
K

..= Spf(Zp[[T (Zp)/ZK ]])η.

This is a rigid analytic space whose L-points, for L ⊂ Cp any extension of Qp, are given

by

W
G
K (L) = Homcont(T (Zp)/ZK , L

×).

(ii) Any element of W G
K (L) ∩X∗

+(T ) is called an algebraic weight.

(iii) The pure weight space W G
K,0 is the Zariski-closure of X∗

0 (T ) ∩ W G
K in W G

K .

We view all of these weights as characters of T (Zp) trivial on ZK . If λ is pure of weight w

and z ∈ ZK , then λ(z) ⊂ {±1}, so if λ is trivial on ZK , then this is also true of all weights in

a neighbourhood of λ in the pure weight space. Since the level subgroup will always be fixed,

we will henceforth always drop it from notation.

A weight λ ∈ W G decomposes as λ = (λ1, ..., λ2n), where each λi is a character of Z×
p . We

see λ ∈ W G
0 if and only if there exists wλ ∈ Homcts(Z

×
p , L

×) such that λi · λ2n+1−i = wλ for

all 1 6 i 6 n. The space W G
0 has dimension n+ 1 (corresponding to changing λ1, ..., λn,wλ).

If Ω ⊂ W G
0 is an affinoid in the pure weight space, then Ω is equipped with a character

χΩ : T (Zp) → O×
Ω such that for any λ ∈ Ω(L), the composition T (Zp)

χ
−→ O×

Ω

spλ−−→ L× is the

character attached to λ, where spλ is evaluation at λ. Moreover, write χΩ = (χΩ,1, ..., χΩ,2n),

where each χΩ,i is a character of Z×
p ; then since Ω is pure, there exists a character

wΩ : Z×
p → O×

Ω such that wΩ(z) = χΩ,i(z) · χΩ,2n+1−i(z) ∀z ∈ Z×
p , 1 6 i 6 n. (10.1)

10.2. Algebraic and analytic induction

For λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ), recall Vλ is the algebraic representation of G of highest weight λ. The L-

points of Vλ can be described explicitly as the algebraic induction, whose points are algebraic

functions f : G(Qp) → L such that

f(n−tg) = λ(t)f(g) ∀n− ∈ N(Qp), t ∈ T (Qp), g ∈ G(Qp). (10.2)

The action of γ ∈ G(Qp) on f ∈ Vλ(L) is by (γ · f)(g) ..= f(gγ).

As G(Zp) is Zariski-dense in G(Qp), we can identify Vλ(L) with the set of algebraic f :

G(Zp) → L satisfying (10.2). We have an integral subspace Vλ(OL) of f such that f(G(Zp)) ⊂

OL, and we let V ∨
λ (OL) = HomOL

(Vλ(OL),OL).

If I is a p-adic Lie group and R a Qp-algebra, let A(I, R) denote the space of locally analytic

functions I → R. Let IwG ⊂ G(Zp) be the Iwahori subgroup, and Ω ⊂ W G
0 (L) an affinoid,

with attached character χΩ; we allow Ω = {λ}, whence χΩ = λ. Recall the analytic induction

spaces:

Definition 10.2. Let AΩ be the space of f ∈ A(IwG,OΩ) such that

f(n−tg) = χΩ(t)f(g) for all n− ∈ N(pZp), t ∈ T (Zp), and g ∈ IwG. (10.3)

Via Iwahori decomposition and (10.3), restriction toN(Zp) identifies AΩ(L) with A(N(Zp),OΩ).

As any f ∈ Vλ(L) is determined by its restriction to the Zariski-dense subgroup IwG, we

see Vλ(L) is the (finite Banach) subspace of f ∈ Aλ that are algebraic on IwG (e.g. [Urb11,

§3.2.8]).

Definition 10.3. Define DΩ
..= Homcont(AΩ,OΩ), a compact Fréchet OΩ-module.

If Σ ⊂ Ω is a closed affinoid, then DΩ ⊗OΩ
OΣ

∼= DΣ.
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10.3. Hecke actions and slope decompositions

Let K ⊂ G(Af ) be open compact such that Kp ⊂ IwG. Let Ω ⊂ W G
0 be an affinoid. Recall

tp = diag(p2n−1, p2n−2, ..., p, 1), and let ∆p ⊂ G(Qp) be the semigroup generated by IwG and

tp. There is a left-action of ∆p on DΩ as follows:

– k ∈ IwG acts on f ∈ AΩ by (k ∗ f)(g) ..= f(gk), inducing a dual left action on µ ∈ DΩ by

(k ∗ µ)(f(g)) ..= µ(f(gk−1)).

– tp acts on the left on B(Zp) by tp ∗ b ..= tpbt
−1
p . Since any f ∈ AΩ is uniquely determined

by its restriction to B(Zp), this induces a left action of tp on µ ∈ DΩ by (tp ∗ µ)(f(b)) =

µ(f(tpbt
−1
p )).

As
⋂
i>0 t

i
pN(Zp)t

−i
p = 1, we have tp ∈ T++ in the notation of [Han17, §2]. Thus we get

an OΩ-linear controlling operator U◦
p

..= [KptpKp] on the cohomology groups H•
c(SK ,DΩ). Up

to shrinking Ω, the OΩ-module H•
c(SK ,DΩ) admits a slope decomposition with respect to U◦

p

(see [Han17, Def. 2.3.1]). For h ∈ Q>0 we let H•
c(SK ,DΩ)6h denote the subspace of elements

of slope at most h, and note that it is an OΩ-module of finite type.

Remark 10.4. The operatorU◦
p preserves the integral structure H•

c(SK ,Dλ(OL)) ⊂ H•
c(SK ,Dλ(L)).

We also have a ∗-action of ∆p on V ∨
λ (L), defined identically, giving an operator U◦

p on

H•
c(SK ,V

∨
λ (L)) that preserves its natural integral subspace. If Up denotes the automorphic

Hecke operator from §2.4.3, one may check U◦
p = λ(tp) · Up. This is all explained in [BSDW,

Rem. 3.13].

10.4. Non-critical slope refinements

Let λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ) be a pure dominant integral weight, K as above, and L/Qp a finite extension.

The natural inclusion of Vλ(L) ⊂ Aλ(L) induces dually a surjection rλ : Dλ(L) −→ V ∨
λ (L),

which is equivariant for the ∗-actions of ∆p. This induces a map

rλ : H•
c(SK ,Dλ(L)) −→ H•

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (L)), (10.4)

equivariant for the ∗-actions of ∆p (hence U◦
p ) on both sides.

Definition 10.5. Let π̃ = (π, α) be a p-refined RACAR of G(A) of weight λ. We say π̃ is

non-critical if rλ restricts to an isomorphism

rλ : H•
c(SK ,Dλ(L))π̃ ∼−→ H•

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (L))π̃

of generalised eigenspaces. We say π̃ is strongly non-critical if this is true with H•
c replaced

with H• (i.e., if π̃ is non-critical for H• and for H•
c as in [BSW21, Rem. 4.6]).

Definition 10.6. Let π̃ be a p-refinement of π. For 1 6 r 6 2n− 1, let α◦
p,r = λ(tp,r)αp,r, the

corresponding U◦
p,r-eigenvalue. We say π̃ has non-critical slope if for each 1 6 r 6 2n− 1, we

have

vp
(
α◦
p,r

)
< λr − λr+1 + 1.

Theorem 10.7 (Classicality). If π̃ has non-critical slope, then it is strongly non-critical.

Proof. This is [BSW21, Thm. 4.4, Rem. 4.6], explained in Examples 4.5 op. cit.

11. p-adic interpolation of branching laws

A branching law describes how an irreducible representation of G decomposes upon restriction

to H . Of particular interest to us is the branching law given by Lemma 11.1, which provides a

representation-theoretic interpretation of the Deligne-critical range. In this section, we provide

a p-adic interpolation of the classical branching law Lemma 11.1.
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11.1. Classical branching laws, revisited

Let λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ) be a pure algebraic weight, with purity weight w. By dualising, we get the

following equivalent formulation of Lemma 4.11:

Lemma 11.1. For j ∈ Z, we have j ∈ Crit(λ) if and only if dim HomH(Zp)(V
H

(−j,w+j), Vλ) = 1,

that is if and only if Vλ|H(Zp) contains V H(−j,w+j) with multiplicity 1.

We now give a conceptual description of the generators of V H(−j,w+j) ⊂ Vλ|H(Zp). Define

weights

α1 = (1, 0, ..., 0,−1), α2 = (1, 1, 0, ..., 0,−1,−1), ..., αn−1 = (1, ..., 1, 0, 0,−1, ...,−1),

α0 = (1, ..., 1, 1, ..., 1), αn = (1, ..., 1, 0, ..., 0). (11.1)

(When n = 1, we just have α0 = (1, 1) and α1 = (1, 0)). If λ = (λ1, ..., λ2n) ∈ X∗
0 (T ) is a

dominant pure algebraic weight, then we easily see that

λ = [λ1 − λ2]α1 + [λ2 − λ3]α2 + · · · + [λn − λn+1]αn + λn+1α0, (11.2)

where each coefficient is a non-negative integer except perhaps λn+1, which can be negative.

Notation 11.2. (i) If 1 6 i 6 n − 1, then Crit(αi) = {0}. Since the purity weight of αi
is 0, by Lemma 11.1 there is a non-zero vector v(i) ∈ Vαi

(Qp) upon which the action of

H(Zp) is trivial, and v(i) is unique up to Q×
p -multiple.

(ii) We have Crit(αn) = {−1, 0}, and the purity weight of αn is 1. By Lemma 11.1, there

exist non-zero vectors v(n),1, v(n),2 ∈ Vαn
(Qp) such that the action of (h1, h2) ∈ H(Zp)

on v(n),i is by det(hi). Again, these vectors are unique up to Q×
p -multiple.

(iii) The space Vα0 is a line, with basis v(0)(g) = det(g).

We view all of the elements v(i) as explicit algebraic functions G(Zp) → Qp.

Proposition 11.3. Let λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ) be a dominant pure algebraic weight, and let j ∈ Crit(λ).

Then

vλ,j .

.= [vλ1−λ2

(1) ] · [vλ2−λ3

(2) ] · · · [v
λn−1−λn

(n−1) ] · [v
−λn+1−j
(n),1 ] · [vλn+j

(n),2 ] · [v
λn+1

(0) ]

is a generator of the line V H(−j,w+j)(Qp) inside the H(Zp)-representation Vλ(Qp)|H(Zp).

Proof. To see this function is algebraic, note the v(i) and v(n),i are algebraic by construction,

and:

– for 1 6 i 6 n− 1, we have λi − λi+1 > 0, so v
λi−λi+1

(i) is algebraic;

– since λn > −j > λn+1, we have v
−λn+1−j
(n),1 and vλn+j

(n),2 are algebraic;

– and v
λn+1

(0) = detλn+1 is algebraic.

Thus their product is algebraic. If t ∈ T (Zp), then by (11.2) we see

λ(t) = αλ1−λ2
1 (t) · · ·α

λn−1−λn

n−1 (t) · αn(t)−λn+1−j · αλn+j
n (t) · α

λn+1

0 (t),

so for n− ∈ N(Zp) and g ∈ G(Zp), we see vλ,j(n
−tg) = λ(t)vλ,j(g) by multiplying together

the analogous relations for the v(i). Finally, by Notation 11.2 we see (h1, h2) ∈ H(Zp) acts on

vλ,j by

det(h1)−λn+1−j · det(h2)λn+j · det(h1h2)λn+1 = det(h1)−j det(h2)w+j ,

as required (using w = λn + λn+1 in the final step).
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11.2. Support conditions for branching laws

Let wn denote the antidiagonal n× n matrix with (wn)ij = δi,n+1−j , and recall

u =
(

1n wn

0 1n

)
∈ G(Zp). (11.3)

For β ∈ Z>1, let

Nβ(Zp) ..= N(pβZp) · u =
{
n ∈ N(Zp) : n ≡

(
1n wn

0 1n

)
(mod pβ)

}
.

Note this is not a subgroup of N(Zp). We also emphasise that Nβ(Zp) is not the set of

Zp-points of an algebraic group, and hope the notation does not cause confusion.

Let λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ) be pure dominant algebraic, let j ∈ Crit(λ), and let v be a generator of the

line V H(−j,w+j) inside the H(Zp)-representation Vλ(Qp), viewed as an explicit algebraic function

G(Zp) → Qp. The key examples we consider are λ = αi from (11.1), with v = v(i) from

Notation 11.2. The aim of this subsection is to prove:

Proposition 11.4. Possibly rescaling v ∈ V H(−j,w+j), we have v(Nβ(Zp)) ⊂ 1 + pβZp for all

β > 1.

Recall Gn = GLn and its subgroups Bn, Bn, Nn, and Nn from §2.1. Let Iwn be the Iwahori

subgroup of Gn(Zp), and let Jβ ..= {g ∈ Gn(Zp) : g (mod pβ) ∈ Tn(Z/pβ)} ⊂ Iwn. By the

Iwahori factorisation, any element 1n+pβY ∈ Jβ has an Iwahori factorisation 1n+pβY = RS,

where R ∈ Nn(Zp) and S ∈ Bn(Zp).

Lemma 11.5. If X ∈ Mn(Zp), there exist b ∈ B2n(Zp), h ∈ H(Zp) with b, h ≡ 12n (mod pβ)

and (
1n wn+pβX
0 1n

)
= b · u · h.

Proof. Fix R ∈ Bn(Zp), S ∈ Bn(Zp) such that 1 + pβwnX = RS. A simple check shows

R,S ≡ 1 (mod pβ). We see
(
wnRwn

S−1

)
∈ B2n(Zp),

(
(wnRwn)−1

S

)
∈ H(Zp),

and (
wnRwn

S−1

)
·
(

1n wn

0 1n

)
·
(

(wnRwn)−1

S

)
=
(

1n wn+pnX
0 1n

)
,

which has the claimed form.

Now let v be as in Proposition 11.4. Since v transforms by λ(b) ∈ Z×
p under left translation

by b ∈ B2n(Zp), and transforms like det(h1)−j det(h2)w+j ∈ Z×
p under right translation by

h = (h1, h2) ∈ H(Zp), we see

v
[
B2n(Zp) · u ·H(Zp)

]
⊂ Z×

p · v(u).

Suppose v(u) = 0; then v vanishes on the cell B2n(Zp) · u · H(Zp). This cell is open and

dense in G(Zp) (e.g. [Loe22, §5.1.3]), forcing v = 0, which contradicts our assumptions. Thus

v(u) 6= 0, and we are free to rescale it by an element of Q×
p so that v(u) = 1. Further if

b, h ≡ 12n (mod pβ), then λ(b), det(h1)−j det(h2)w+j ≡ 1 (mod pβ). Combining all of this with

Lemma 11.5, we deduce that for any X ∈ Mn(Zp), we have

v
[(

1n wn+pβX
0 1n

)]
∈ 1 + pβZp. (11.4)

Proof. (Proposition 11.4). A general element of Nβ(Zp) looks like n =
(
A wn+pβY
0 B

)
, where

A,B ∈ Nn(Zp) with A ≡ B ≡ 1n (mod pβ) and Y ∈ Mn(Zp). Letting

X ..=
(
Y − wn

[
B−1
pβ

])
B−1 ∈ Mn(Zp),

we have (
A wn+pβY
0 B

)
=
(

1n wn+pβX
0 1n

)
(A B ) .

Then v(n) = det(A)−j det(B)w+j · v
[(

1n wn+pY
0 1n

)]
∈ 1 + pβZp by (11.4).
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11.3. p-adic interpolation of branching laws

Now we p-adically interpolate, with β = 1. Assume the choices v(0), v(1), ..., v(n−1), v(n),1, v(n),2

in §11.1 were all normalised so v(i)(u) = 1, whence v(i)(N
1(Zp)) ⊂ 1 + pZp ⊂ Z×

p , as in

Proposition 11.4 (and its proof).

If R is a Qp-algebra and χ = (χ1, ..., χ2n) : T (Zp) → R× is a character, then define a

function

wχ : N1(Zp) −→ R×, (11.5)

g 7−→ v(0)(g)χn+1 ·

[
n−1∏

i=1

v(i)(g)χi−χi+1

]
· v(n),1(g)−χn+1 · v(n),2(g)χn ,

where if x ∈ Z×
p we write xχi as shorthand for χi(x). If β > 1, let

Iwβ
G

..= N(pZp) · T (Zp) ·Nβ(Zp) ⊂ IwG, (11.6)

which again is not a subgroup. We may extend wχ to a function wχ : Iw1
G → R× via (10.3):

wχ(n · t · n) = χ(t) · wχ(n), n ∈ N(pZp), t ∈ T (Zp), n ∈ N1(Zp). (11.7)

For β > 1, let

Iwβ
H

..= H(Zp) ∩ u−1Iwβ
G. (11.8)

If g ∈ Iw1
G and h ∈ Iw1

H , then a simple check shows gh ∈ Iw1
G, so we can consider wχ(gh).

The following will be important in the sequel: recalling LB,βp from Definition 4.3, note that for

appropriate choices of Kp (e.g. if Kp = IwG) we have LB,βp ⊂ IwβH .

Lemma 11.6. If h = (h1, h2) ∈ Iw1
H , then wχ(gh) = det(h2)χn+χn+1 · wχ(g).

Proof. By definition, wχ(gh) is a product of terms involving v(i)(gh), v(n),i(gh). By con-

struction v(i)(gh) = v(i)(g) for 1 6 i 6 n − 1, and v(0)(gh) = det(h1) det(h2)v(0)(g), and

v(n),i(gh) = det(hi)v(n),i(g) for i = 1, 2. We get factors of det(h1)χn+1 det(h2)χn+1 from v(0),

det(h1)−χn+1 from v(n),1, and det(h2)χn from v(n),2, so

wχ(gh) = det(h1)χn+1 det(h2)χn+1 · det(h1)−χn+1 · det(h2)χn · wχ(g) = det(h2)χn+χn+1 ·wχ(g).

Remark 11.7. The definition of wχ is heavily motivated by Proposition 11.3. Indeed we see

that if λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ) is a pure dominant algebraic weight and j ∈ Crit(λ), then for any g ∈ N1(Zp)

we have

vλ,j(g) = wλ(g) ·

[
v(n),2(g)

v(n),1(g)

]j
. (11.9)

To p-adically vary branching laws, we take R = OΩ, for Ω ⊂ W G
0 an affinoid in the pure

weight space, equipped with a character χΩ : T (Zp) → O×
Ω as in §10.1. We allow Ω = {λ} to

be a point.

Definition 11.8. Let f ∈ A(Z×
p ,OΩ) be a locally analytic function. Define a function vΩ(f) :

N(Zp) → OΩ by

vΩ(f)(g) ..=

{
wχΩ

(g) · f
(
v(n),2(g)

v(n),1(g)

)
: g ∈ N1(Zp),

0 : otherwise.

This is well-defined by the normalisations fixed at the start of §11.3, by Proposition 11.4, and

the definition (11.5). Under the transformation law (10.3) and Iwahori decomposition, this

extends to a unique element [vΩ(f) : IwG → OΩ] ∈ AΩ, with support on Iw1
G from (11.6).
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Lemma 11.9. If λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ) and g ∈ Iw1

G, then for all j ∈ Crit(λ) we have

[
vλ(z 7→ zj)

]
(g) = vλ,j(g).

Proof. For g ∈ N1(Zp), this follows by combining the definition of vλ with (11.9). Both sides

satisfy the same transformation law (11.7) to extend to Iw1
G, so we have equality on the larger

group too.

Recall wΩ : Z×
p → O×

Ω from (10.1). Let h = (h1, h2) ∈ H(Zp) act on f ∈ A(Z×
p ,OΩ) by

(h ∗ f)(z) = det(h2)wΩ · f
(

det(h2)
det(h1) · z

)
. (11.10)

Recall Iw1
H from (11.8); this acts on A(Z×

p ,OΩ) and AΩ by its embeddings into H(Zp) and

IwG.

Lemma 11.10. The map vΩ : A(Z×
p ,OΩ) → AΩ is Iw1

H-equivariant.

Proof. Let h = (h1, h2) ∈ Iw1
H and g ∈ N1(Zp). First note that by (10.1) we know wΩ =

χΩ,n + χΩ,n+1; so det(h2)wΩwχΩ
(g) = wχΩ

(gh) by Lemma 11.6.

Now let f ∈ A(Z×
p ,OΩ), and compute

vΩ(h ∗ f)(g) = wχΩ
(g) · (h ∗ f)

(
v(n),2(g)

v(n),1(g)

)
(11.11)

= det(h2)wΩwχΩ
(g) · f

(
det(h2) · v(n),2(g)

det(h1) · v(n),1(g)

)
= wχΩ

(gh) · f

(
v(n),2(gh)

v(n),1(gh)

)
.

Since gh ∈ Iw1
G, we may write gh = b′g′, with b′ ∈ N(pZp) ·B(Zp) and g′ ∈ N1(Zp). Then

[h∗vΩ(f)](g) = vΩ(f)(gh) = vΩ(f)(b′g′) = χΩ(b′) · vΩ(f)(g′) (11.12)

= χΩ(b′)wχΩ
(g′)f

(
v(n),2(g′)

v(n),1(g′)

)
= wχΩ

(b′g′)f

(
v(n),2((b′)−1gh)

v(n),1((b′)−1gh)

)
= wχΩ

(gh)f

(
v(n),2(gh)

v(n),1(gh)

)
,

where in the last equality we use that v(n),i((b
′)−1gh) = αn(b′)−1v(n),i(gh) for both i = 1, 2.

Combining (11.11) and (11.12) yields vΩ(h ∗ f)(g) = [h ∗ vΩ(f)](g), as required.

11.4. Branching laws for distributions

The overconvergent cohomology groups we consider have coefficients in DΩ, not AΩ, we now

dualise the above. Finally, we collate everything we have proved in the main result of this

section (Proposition 11.12).

By Lemma 4.11, for λ ∈ X∗
0 (T ) we have j ∈ Crit(λ) if and only if HomH(Zp)(V

∨
λ , V

H
(j,−w−j))

is a line; and moreover, the choices made in §11.1 fix a generator

κλ,j : V ∨
λ (Qp) → V H(j,−w−j)(Qp) ∼−→ Qp, µ 7→ µ(vλ,j). (11.13)

This is H(Zp)-equivariant, as if h = (h1, h2) ∈ H(Zp), then

(h ∗ µ)(vλ,j) = µ(h−1 ∗ vλ,j) = det(h1)j det(h2)−w−jµ(vλ,j). (11.14)

We can base-extend this to any extension L/Qp and consider κλ,j as a map V ∨
λ (L) → L.

Similarly, we can dualise the map vΩ : A(Z×
p ,OΩ) → AΩ from Definition 11.8 to get

κΩ : DΩ −→ D(Z×
p ,OΩ), µ 7→ [f 7→ µ(vΩ(f))] for f ∈ A(Z×

p ,OΩ). (11.15)
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Definition 11.11. Let β > 1. We say that f ∈ AΩ (resp. µ ∈ DΩ) has support on Iwβ
G if

f(g) = 0 for g /∈ IwβG (resp. µ(f) = µ(f |Iwβ

G

) for all f ∈ AΩ). Let Aβ
Ω ⊂ AΩ (resp. Dβ

Ω ⊂ DΩ)

be the subspace of functions (resp. distributions) supported on Iwβ
G. We similarly write Aβ

λ,

Dβ
λ , etc.

There is a natural map sλ : Vλ(L) → Aβ
λ(L) given by

sλ(f)(g) =

{
f(g) : g ∈ IwβG
0 : else.

Abusing notation, for any β we continue to write rλ : Dβ
λ → V ∨

λ for its dual.

Proposition 11.12. For each classical λ ∈ Ω and each j ∈ Crit(λ), the following diagram

commutes:

D1
Ω

spλ //

κΩ

��

D1
λ(L)

rλ //

κλ

��

V ∨
λ (L)

κλ,j

��
D(Z×

p ,OΩ)
spλ // D(Z×

p , L)
µ7→µ(zj ) // L.

Proof. The first square commutes directly from the definitions and the fact that spλ ◦χΩ = λ.

To see the second square commutes, let µ ∈ D1
λ(L); then

κλ(µ)(z 7→ zj) =

∫

Z
×
p

zj · dκλ(µ) =

∫

IwG

vλ(zj) · dµ =

∫

Iw1
G

vλ(zj) · dµ =

∫

Iw1
G

vλ,j · dµ

=

∫

IwG

vλ,j · dµ =

∫

IwG

vλ,j · drλ(µ) = κλ,j ◦ rλ(µ),

where for clarity we write
∫
X f · dµ for µ(f |X), interpreted suitably for each term. Then the

second equality is by definition of κλ, the third and fifth equalities follow as µ is supported on

Iw1
G, the fourth equality is Lemma 11.9, the sixth equality is by definition of rλ as vλ,j ∈ Vλ,

and the seventh equality is the definition of κλ,j .

Recall the H(Zp)-action on A(Z×
p ,OΩ) from (11.10). We equip D(Z×

p ,OΩ) with the left

dual action. In the diagram of Proposition 11.12, recall the action of H(Zp) on the bottom-right

term is by det(h1)j det(h2)−w−j . Finally we note:

Lemma 11.13. Every map in the diagram of Proposition 11.12 is Iw1
H-equivariant.

Proof. For spλ and rλ this follows straight from the definition; for κΩ and κλ this is Lemma

11.10; for κλ,j this is (11.14); and for evaluation at zj , this follows since for µ ∈ D(Z×
p , L) and

h ∈ H(Zp), we have (h ∗ µ)(zj) = µ(h−1 ∗ zj) = µ(det(h1)j det(h2)−w−j · zj).

12. Distribution-valued evaluation maps

We now define distribution-valued evaluation maps on the overconvergent cohomology by com-

bining the p-adic branching laws of §11 with the abstract evaluation maps of §4.

12.1. Combining evaluations and branching laws

Recall H(Zp) acts on A(Z×
p ,OΩ) by (11.10). We have an isomorphism

Z×
p

∼= Cℓ+
Q(p∞) ..= Q×

∖
A×
/∏

ℓ 6=p

Z×
ℓ R>0, (12.1)
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and we extend the H(Zp)-action on f ∈ A(Z×
p ,OΩ) to an action of h = (h1, h2) ∈ H(A) by

(h ∗ f)(z) = χcyc(det(h2))wΩ · f
(

det(h2)
det(h1) · z

)
, (12.2)

where translation of z ∈ Z×
p under det(h2) det(h1)−1 ∈ A× is defined by lifting z to A× under

(12.1), translating, and projecting back to Z×
p . Note H◦

∞ and H(Q) again act trivially, and

that any subgroup of H(Ẑ) acts through projection to H(Zp).

Lemma 12.1. If β > 1, then the map κΩ from (11.15) is Lβ-equivariant.

Proof. Recall that κΩ is the dual of vΩ : A(Z×
p ,OΩ) → AΩ, so it suffices to prove vΩ is Lβ-

equivariant. Recall Iw1
H from (11.8), and that vΩ is Iw1

H -equivariant by Lemma 11.10. A

simple check shows that Lβp ⊂ Iw1
H , so vΩ is Lβp -equivariant. But the Lβ-action on both terms

factors through projection to Lβp , since Lβ ⊂ H(A) (for A(Z×
p ,OΩ)) and by definition (for

AΩ).

To define our distribution-valued evaluations, we take strong motivation from Definition

4.12, adapting it with the Borel B in place of the parabolic Q. Let Ω ⊂ W G
0 be an affinoid in

the pure weight space; we allow Ω = {λ} a single weight. Lemma 12.1 allows us to make the

following definition:

Definition 12.2. Let β ∈ Z>0 and δ ∈ H(Af ), representing [δ] ∈ π0(Xβ). The overconvergent

evaluation map of level pβ at [δ] is the map

EvΩ
B,β,[δ]

..= EvDΩ,κΩ

B,β,[δ] = δ ∗
[
κΩ ◦ EvDΩ

B,β,δ

]
: Ht

c(SK ,DΩ) −→ D(Z×
p ,OΩ).

This is well-defined and independent of the choice of δ representing [δ] by Proposition 4.9.

Here we also use that H(Q) and H◦
∞ act trivially on D(Z×

p ,OΩ).

Proposition 12.3. Suppose β > 1. Then for every λ ∈ Ω, and j ∈ Crit(λ), we have a

commutative diagram

Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)

EvΩ
B,β,[δ]

��

spλ // Ht
c(SK ,Dλ(L))

Evλ
B,β,[δ]

��

rλ // Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ (L))

Ej,w

B,β,[δ]

��
D(Z×

p ,OΩ)
spλ // D(Z×

p , L)
µ7→µ(zj ) // L

Proof. First note that applying Lemma 4.8 first to DΩ
spλ−−→ Dλ(L) and then Dλ(L)

rλ−→ V ∨
λ (L),

we have a commutative diagram

Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)

Ev
DΩ
B,β,δ

��

spλ // Ht
c(SK ,Dλ(L))

Ev
Dλ
B,β,δ

��

rλ // Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ (L))

Ev
V ∨

λ
B,β,δ

��
(DΩ)Γβ,δ

spλ // Dλ(L)Γβ,δ

rλ // V ∨
λ (L)Γβ,δ

.

(12.3)

Recall D1
Ω ⊂ DΩ from Definition 11.11. Since β > 1, we have δ−1Γβ,δδ ⊂ Iw1

H from (11.8), so

the action of Γβ,δ on DΩ preserves D1
Ω, and we can consider (D1

Ω)Γβ,δ
. Moreover, H(Q) (hence

Γβ,δ) acts trivially on D(Z×
p ,OΩ) and L, and κΩ and κλ,j are Iw1

H -equivariant; combining,

each of these maps factors through the coinvariants, giving maps (D1
Ω)Γβ,δ

→ D(Z×
p ,OΩ) and

V ∨
λ (L)Γβ,δ

→ L. Then by Proposition 11.12 (for the top squares) and Lemma 11.13 (for the
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bottom squares) we have a commutative diagram

(D1
Ω)Γβ,δ

κΩ

��

spλ // D1
λ(L)Γβ,δ

κλ

��

rλ // V ∨
λ (L)Γβ,δ

κλ,j

��
D(Z×

p ,OΩ)
spλ //

δ∗−

��

D(Z×
p , L)

µ7→µ(zj ) //

δ∗−

��

L

δ∗−

��
D(Z×

p ,OΩ)
spλ // D(Z×

p , L)
µ7→µ(zj ) // L.

(12.4)

Since EvΩ
B,β,[δ] = δ ∗ [κΩ ◦ EvDΩ

B,β,δ] and Ej,wB,β,[δ] = δ ∗ [κλ,j ◦ Ev
V ∨

λ

B,β,δ], we can complete the proof

by combining (12.3) with (12.4). This is possible by Lemma 12.4 below, noting if β > 1, then

Dβ
Ω ⊂ D1

Ω.

Lemma 12.4. Let β > 1 and Φ ∈ Ht
c(SK ,DΩ). We have EvDΩ

B,β,δ(Φ) ∈ (Dβ
Ω)Γβ,δ

.

Proof. Note that EvDΩ

B,β,δ(Φ) ∈ [(u−1tβp ) ∗ DΩ]Γβ,δ
by construction of evaluation maps. By

definition, if µ ∈ DΩ, f ∈ AΩ, and n ∈ N(Zp), then the action of u−1tβp is by
[
u−1tβp ∗ µ

]
(f(n)) = µ

[
f(tβpnt

−β
p u)].

It is easily seen that tβpnt
−β
p ≡ 12n (mod pβ) (e.g. from [BSW21, §2.5, Rem. 4.19]). By definition

of Nβ(Zp) we deduce tβpnt
−β
p u ∈ Nβ(Zp). Extending via (11.6) and (11.7), it follows [(u−1tβp )∗

µ](f) depends only on f |Iwβ

G

, so (u−1tβp ∗ DΩ) ⊂ Dβ
Ω, proving the lemma (and thus Proposition

12.3).

12.2. Further support conditions

Our ultimate goal is to interpolate the classical evaluation maps Ej,η0

B,χ from §4.2. In Remark

4.14, we described this map as a composition of four maps; and in Proposition 12.3, we have

used the branching laws of §11 to interpolate the first two maps of this composition. We will

combine over β and δ to interpolate the final two maps in Remark 4.14. First, we give a more

precise description of Im(EvΩ
β,[δ]).

Note that for β > 1, we have decompositions

A(Z×
p ,OΩ) =

⊕

d∈(Z/pβ)×

A(d+ pβZp,OΩ), D(Z×
p ,OΩ) =

⊕

d∈(Z/pβ)×

D(d+ pβZp,OΩ). (12.5)

As in Definition 11.11, a distribution µ ∈ D(Z×
p ,OΩ) lies in the summand D(d+ pβZp,OΩ) if

and only if µ(f) = µ(f |d+pβZp
) for all f ∈ A(Z×

p ,OΩ).

Lemma 12.5. If µ ∈ Dβ
Ω, then κΩ(µ) ∈ D(1 + pβZp,OΩ).

Proof. Let f ∈ A(Z×
p ,OΩ). If g ∈ Nβ(Zp), then by Proposition 11.4, we know v(n),i(g) ∈

1 + pβZp. Thus by the definition of vΩ(f), we see vΩ(f)(g) = vΩ(f |1+pβZp
)(g), that is,

vΩ(f)|Nβ(Zp) = vΩ(f |1+pβ Zp
)|Nβ (Zp).

By the transformation law (10.3), the function vΩ(f)|Iwβ

G

∈ AΩ depends only on vΩ(f)|Nβ(Zp),

so we deduce vΩ(f)|Iwβ

G

= vΩ(f |1+pZp
)|Iwβ

G

. Thus if µ has support on Iwβ
G, for any f ∈

A(Z×
p ,OΩ) we have

κΩ(µ)(f) = µ[vΩ(f)] = µ[vΩ(f)|Iwβ

G

]

= µ[vΩ(f |1+pβ Zp
)|Iwβ

G

] = µ[vΩ(f |1+pβZp
)] = κΩ(µ)(f |1+pβ Zp

),

so κΩ(µ) is supported on 1 + pβZp, as required.
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Recall prβ : π0(Xβ) → (Z/pβ)× from (4.8).

Corollary 12.6. If Φ ∈ Ht
c(SK ,DΩ), we have EvΩ

B,β,[δ](Φ) ∈ D(d + pβZp,OΩ), where d =

prβ([δ]).

Proof. Recall EvΩ
B,β,[δ]

..= δ∗ [κΩ ◦EvDΩ

B,β,δ]. By Lemma 12.4, we have Im(EvDΩ

B,β,[δ]) ⊂ (Dβ
Ω)Γβ,δ

.

Since κΩ factors through the coinvariants, Lemma 12.5 implies that κΩ[(DΩ)Γβ,δ
] ⊂ D(1 +

pβZp,OΩ).

Finally the action of δ on D(Z×
p ,OΩ) is by δ−1 on A(Z×

p ,OΩ), which includes translation

on z ∈ Z×
p by det(δ1δ

−1
2 ). As this is a representative of d = prβ([δ]) ∈ (Z/pβ)×, translation

by det(δ1δ
−1
2 ) sends 1 + pβZp to d + pβZp. This induces a map δ ∗ − : D(1 + pβZp,OΩ) →

D(d+ pβZp,OΩ). Combining all of the above gives the corollary.

12.3. Interpolation of classical evaluations

Let η0 be any character of (Z/m)×. For β > 1 and d ∈ (Z/pβZ)×, and motivated by Definition

4.13, define a map

EvΩ,η0

B,β,d : Ht
c(SK ,DΩ) −→ D(d + pβZp,OΩ)

Φ 7−→
∑

[δ]∈pr−1
β

(d)

η0

(
pr2([δ])

)
EvΩ

B,β,[δ](Φ).

Combining under (12.5), we finally obtain an evaluation map

EvΩ,η0

B,β
..=

⊕

d∈(Z/pβ)×

EvΩ,η0

B,β,d : Ht
c(SK ,DΩ) −→ D(Z×

p ,OΩ) (12.6)

Φ 7−→
∑

[δ]∈π0(Xβ )

η0

(
pr2([δ])

)
×
(
δ ∗
[
κΩ ◦ EvDΩ

B,β,δ(Φ)
])
.

Remark 12.7. We have an analogue of Remark 4.14; EvΩ,η0

B,β is the composition

Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)

⊕EvΩ
B,β,[δ]

&&

∑
d

Ev
Ω,η0
B,β,d

55

⊕Ev
DΩ
B,β,δ//

⊕

[δ]

(Dβ
Ω)Γβ,δ

δ∗κΩ //
⊕

[δ]

D(prβ([δ]) + pβZp,OΩ)

∑
d

Ξ
η0
d // D(Z×

p ,OΩ),

(12.7)

where again Ξη0

d sends a tuple (m[δ])[δ] to
∑

[δ]∈pr−1
β

(d) η0(pr2([δ])) ×m[δ].

Combining all of the results of this section, we finally deduce:

Proposition 12.8. Suppose β > 1 and χ is a finite-order Hecke character of conductor pβ.

Then for every λ ∈ Ω, and j ∈ Crit(λ), we have a commutative diagram

Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)

Ev
Ω,η0
B,β

��

spλ // Ht
c(SK ,Dλ(L))

Ev
λ,η0
B,β

��

rλ // Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ (L))

E
j,η0
B,χ

��
D(Z×

p ,OΩ)
spλ // D(Z×

p , L)
µ7→µ

[
χ(z)zj

]
// L.

Proof. By combining Proposition 12.3 with Corollary 12.6, and taking a direct sum over [δ] ∈

49



On the GL2n eigenvariety Barrera Salazar, Dimitrov, Graham, Jorza and Williams

π0(Xβ), there is a commutative diagram

Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)

EvΩ
B,β,[δ]

��

spλ // Ht
c(SK ,Dλ(L))

Evλ
B,β,[δ]

��

rλ // Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ (L))

Ej,w

B,β,[δ]

��⊕
[δ] D(d+ pβZp,OΩ)

spλ //⊕
[δ] D(d+ pβZp, L)

µ7→µ(zj ) //⊕
[δ] L,

(12.8)

where d = prβ([δ]) ∈ (Z/pβ)×. Also, there is a commutative diagram

⊕
[δ] D(d + pβZp,OΩ)

spλ //

Ξ
η0
d

��

⊕
[δ] D(d+ pβZp, L)

µ7→µ(zj ) //

Ξ
η0
d

��

⊕
[δ] L

Ξ
η0
d

��⊕
d D(d+ pβZp,OΩ)

spλ //

∑
d

��

⊕
d D(d+ pβZp, L)

µ7→µ(zj ) //

∑
d

��

⊕
d L

(ℓd) 7→
∑

d
χ(d)ℓd

��
D(Z×

p ,OΩ)
spλ // D(Z×

p , L)
µ7→µ

[
χ(z)zj

]
// L,

(12.9)

where the direct sums are over [δ] ∈ π0(Xβ) and d ∈ (Z/pβ)×. Indeed the top squares and

bottom-left square all commute directly from the definitions; and the bottom right square

commutes since for any µ ∈ D(Z×
p , L), we have

∫

Z
×
p

χ(z)zj · dµ =
∑

d∈(Z/pβ)×

χ(d)

∫

d+pβZp

zj · µ.

Now, in line with Remarks 4.14 and 12.7, the proposition follows by combining (12.8) and

(12.9).

12.4. p-adic L-functions attached to RASCARs

Proposition 12.9. If β > 1, then EvΩ,η0

B,β+1 = EvΩ,η0

B,β ◦ U◦
p : Ht

c(SK ,DΩ) → D(Z×
p ,OΩ).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.10 (cf. [BSDW, Prop. 6.16]).

Definition 12.10. Let Φ ∈ Ht
c(SK ,DΩ) is a U◦

p -eigenclass with eigenvalue α◦
p, fix β > 1, and

define

µΩ,η0 (Φ) ..= (α◦
p)

−β · EvΩ,η0

B,β (Φ).

By Proposition 12.9, this is independent of the choice of β.

Now let π̃ = (π, α) be a p-refined RACAR of weight λ satisfying Conditions 8.1; so it admits

an (| · |w, ψ)-Shalika model, with w the purity weight of λ. In particular, we have η0 = 1 trivial.

By (C4), π̃ is non-critical (Definition 10.5). For K as in (2.1), let φ±
π̃ ∈ Ht

c(SK ,V
∨
λ (L))±

π̃

as (8.2). By non-criticality, φ±
π̃ lifts uniquely to an eigenclass Φ±

π̃ ∈ Ht
c(SK ,Dλ)±

π̃ with U◦
p -

eigenvalue α◦
p, recalling α◦

p = λ(tp)αp.

For h ∈ Q>0, recall the notion of µ ∈ D(Z×
p ,OΩ) having growth of order h [BSDJ, Def.

3.10].

Definition 12.11. Let L±
p (π̃) ..= µλ,1(Φ±

π̃ ) ∈ D(Z×
p , L). Let Φπ̃ = Φ+

π̃ + Φ−
π̃ , and define

the p-adic L-function attached to π̃ to be Lp(π̃) = µλ,1(Φπ̃) = L+
p (π̃) + L−

p (π̃). Let X ..=

(Spf Zp⟦Z
×
p ⟧)

rig. The Amice transform allows us to consider Lp(π̃,−) : X → Qp as an element

of O(X ).
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Theorem 12.12. The distribution Lp(π̃) has growth order hp = vp(α
◦
p). For every finite order

character χ of Q×\A× of conductor pβ with β ∈ Z>0, and all j ∈ Crit(λ), we have

Lp(π̃, χ(z)zj) .

.=

∫

Z
×
p

χ(z)zj · dLp(π̃) = γ(pm) · ep(π̃, χ, j) · ζj(W
±
∞) ·

L
(
π ⊗ χ, j + 1

2

)

Ω±
π

,

where χ(−1)(−1)j = ±1. Here if χ 6= 1 we define

ep(π̃, χ, j) .

.=

(
pnj+

n2−n
2

αp,n

)β
τ(χ)n,

whilst if χ = 1 we let αi,j = θi(p)/p
j+1/2, and define

ep(π̃, 1, j) =

2n∏

i=n+1

1 − p−1α−1
i,j

1 − αi,j
.

All further notation is as in Theorem 4.16 and Corollary 8.2.

Proof. For ramified characters χ, this is analogous to [BSDW, Thm. 6.23]. A difference is as

follows: via the methods op. cit., we get a factor of (α◦
p)

−β . Recall that in Corollary 8.2 we

had a factor (α◦
p/αp,n)β ; so these combine to leave only (αp,n)−β .

This leaves χ = 1. We will complete the proof in this case in Proposition 14.3.

Remark 12.13. The factor ep(π̃, χ, j) is consistent with the Coates–Perrin-Riou conjecture

from [Coa89]; this is mostly explained in [AG94, §3]. We expect, but do not prove, that ζj(W
±
∞)

recovers the factor at infinity in [Coa89]; similar questions are studied in [Jan]. We note that

for GL4, this could be proved in full by via comparison to the p-adic L-functions for GSp4

from [LPSZ] (where the factor at infinity is known in full), via the same strategy as [LW, §9.5].

Finally, the global scalar γ(pm) can be removed by absorbing into Ω±
π .

13. Shalika families and p-adic L-functions

We fix a sufficiently large coefficient field L/Qp and drop it from most of the notation. Let

π̃ be a p-refined RACAR of weight λπ satisfying (C1-4) of Conditions 8.1. Recall K =

IwG

∏
ℓ 6=p GL2n(Zℓ).

13.1. Existence and étaleness of Shalika families

This entire subsection is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 13.6 below, in which we will use our

evaluation maps to construct Shalika families. The proof closely follows the proofs of [BSDW,

Thms. 7.6,8.14].

Definition 13.1. Define TΩ,6h to be the image of H ⊗ OΩ in EndOΩ

(
Ht

c(SK ,DΩ)6h
)
. Define

a rigid space EΩ,6h
..= Sp(TΩ,6h), a rigid analytic space.

Let w : EΩ,6h → Ω be the weight map induced by the structure map OΩ → TΩ,6h. Also

write T±
Ω,h and E

±
Ω,h for the analogues using ±-parts of the cohomology. By [JN19, Thm. 3.2.1],

E
±
Ω,h embeds as a closed subvariety of EΩ,h, and EΩ,h = E

+
Ω,h ⊔ E

−
Ω .

By definition, EΩ,6h is a rigid space whose L-points y biject with non-trivial homomor-

phisms TΩ,6h → L, i.e. with systems of eigenvalues of ψy : H → L appearing in Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)6h.
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Definition 13.2. A point y ∈ EΩ,h is classical if there exists a cohomological automorphic

representation πy of G(A) of weight λy ..= w(y) such that ψy appears in πKy , whence π̃y =

(πy , αy) is a p-refined RACAR (where αy = ψy|Hp
). A classical point y is cuspidal if πy is. A

(1, ψ)-Shalika point is a classical cuspidal point y such that πy admits an (| · |wy , ψ)-Shalika

model, for wy the purity weight of λy.

A classical family in EΩ,h is an irreducible component I in EΩ,h containing a Zariski-dense

set of classical points. A (1, ψ)-Shalika family is a classical family containing a Zariski-dense

set of (1, ψ)-Shalika points.

Since π̃ satisfies Conditions 8.1, it is strongly non-critical by (C4) and Theorem 10.7. Let

Λ = OΩ,mλπ
be the algebraic localisation of OΩ at λπ.

Lemma 13.3. We have (Hecke-equivariant) isomorphisms

Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)±

π̃ ⊗ Λ/mλπ
∼= Ht

c(SK ,Dλπ
)±
π̃

∼= Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λπ

)±
π̃ .

Proof. The first isomorphism is proved identically to [BSDW, Prop. 7.8] (then applying ±-

projectors). The second follows from non-criticality of π̃.

Let C ± = Sp(T±) be the connected components of E
±
Ω,h through x±

π̃ .

Corollary 13.4. (i) There exist ideals I±
π̃ ⊂ Λ such that Ht

c(SK ,DΩ)±
π̃

∼= Λ/I±
π̃ .

(ii) Possibly shrinking Ω, there exist ideals I±
C

⊂ OΩ such that Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)± ⊗T

±

Ω,h
T± ∼=

OΩ/I
±
C

.

Proof. (i) By Proposition 8.3, the right-hand side in Lemma 13.3 is a line. Since Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)±

π̃
∼=

Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)6h,±π̃ is finite over Λ, we may use Nakayama’s lemma, whence Ht

c(SK ,DΩ)±
π̃ is gen-

erated by one element over Λ; but every cyclic Λ-module has the form Λ/I±
π̃ for some I±

π̃ .

(ii) This follows from rigid delocalisation of (i) (cf. [BSDW, Prop. 8.16]).

Proposition 13.5. Suppose λπ,n > λπ,n+1. Then, up to shrinking Ω:

(i) T± is free of rank one over OΩ.

(ii) Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)± ⊗T

±

Ω,h
T± is free of rank one over T±.

Proof. By the weight condition, as in [BSDW, Lem. 7.4], there exist β > 1, j ∈ Crit(λπ) and

Hecke characters χ± of conductor pβ with χ±(−1)(−1)j = ±1 such that L(π⊗χ±, j+ 1
2 ) 6= 0.

As the C ± are connected components, there exist idempotents e± such that T± = e±T±
Ω,h,

and Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)±⊗T

±

Ω,h
T± = e±Ht

c(SK ,DΩ)± ⊂ Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)±. Restricting EvΩ,1

B,β from (12.6),

we get

EvΩ,1
B,β : Ht

c(SK ,DΩ)± ⊗T
±

Ω,h
T± → D(Z×

p ,OΩ).

Using Corollary 13.4, let Φ±
C

be a generator of Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)± ⊗T

±

Ω,h
T± over OΩ. Note that

AnnOΩ
(Φ±

C
) = I±

C
. Then via the interpolation of Theorem 12.12, we have

∫

Z
×
p

χ±(z)zj · dEvΩ,1
B,β(Φ±

C
) = (∗) × L(π ⊗ χ±, j + 1

2 ) 6= 0,

where (∗) is non-zero. Thus EvΩ,1
B,β(Φ±

C
) 6= 0. Since D(Z×

p ,OΩ) is a torsion-free OΩ-module, it

follows that AnnOΩ
(Φ±

C
) = 0 (cf. [BSDW, Prop. 7.11]). Thus I±

C
= 0, and Ht

c(SK ,DΩ)± ⊗T
±

Ω,h

T± ∼= OΩ.

We deduce T± is the image of H in EndO(Ω). Since this image is non-zero we deduce (i).

Finally since the actions of OΩ and T± are compatible on Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)± ⊗

T
±

Ω,h

T±, and both

T± and Ht
c(SK ,DΩ) ⊗T

±

Ω,h
T± are free rank one OΩ-modules, we deduce (ii).
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We finally arrive at the main result of this section.

Theorem 13.6. Let π̃ be a p-refined RACAR of weight λπ satisfying Conditions 8.1. Suppose

λπ,n > λπ,n+1. Then:

(i) There exists a point xπ̃ ∈ EΩ,h attached to π̃, and w : EΩ,h → Ω is étale at xπ̃.

(ii) The connected component C = Sp(T ) in EΩ,h through xπ̃ contains a Zariski-dense set

Cnc of classical points corresponding to p-refined RACARs π̃y.

(iii) There exist Hecke eigenclasses Φ±
C

∈ Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)± such that for every y ∈ Cnc, the

specialisation spλy
(Φ±

C
) generates Ht

c(SK ,Dλy
)±
π̃y

, where λy .

.= w(y).

(iv) Up to shrinking Ω, for each y ∈ Cnc the p-refined RACAR π̃y satisfies Conditions 8.1.

Proof. (i) First consider the ±-analogues. Lemma 13.3 and Proposition 8.3 show mπ̃ appears

in Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)±, giving points x±

π̃ ∈ E±
Ω,h. Moreover Proposition 13.5 shows E

±
Ω,h → Ω is étale

at x±
π̃ . Using strong non-criticality of π̃, we deduce that E

±
Ω,H contain Zariski-dense sets C ±

nc of

cuspidal non-critical slope classical points by [BSW21, Prop. 5.15]. Now, as in [BSDW, Prop.

8.20], we can exhibit a bijection between C +
nc and C −

nc and (via [JN19, Thm. 3.2.1]) a canonical

isomorphism C + ∼−→ C −, whence C ∼= C + ∼= C − is independent of sign. Part (i) follows

immediately.

(ii) We let Cnc = C +
nc = C −

nc be the set used in (i).

(iii) Let Φ±
C

be OΩ-module generators of Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)± ⊗T

±

Ω,h
T± ⊂ Ht

c(SK ,DΩ)±, which

are well-defined Hecke eigenclasses by Proposition 13.5. For each y ∈ Cnc, let my ⊂ T± be the

attached maximal ideal. Reduction modulo mλy
induces a map

spλy
: Ht

c(SK ,DΩ)± ⊗T
±

Ω,h
T±

։ Ht
c(SK ,Dλy

)±
π̃y
,

which is surjective by combining étaleness of w at y with Lemma 13.3. By Proposition 13.5,

we deduce Ht
c(SK ,Dλy

)±
π̃y

is a line, generated by spλy
(Φ±

C
).

(iv) Every y ∈ Cnc has non-critical slope, hence satisfies (C4). Recall πKy
∼= Ht

c(SK ,V
∨
λ )±

π̃y

by (3.2). As in (iii), the right-hand side is a line (using non-criticality), so πKy 6= 0. For each

ℓ 6= p, this ensures π
G(Zℓ)
ℓ 6= 0, so πy,ℓ is spherical, giving (C3).

Now, let β, j, χ± be as in the proof of Proposition 13.5, and define a map

EvΩ
B,χ,j : Ht

c(SK ,DΩ)± −→ OΩ

Φ 7−→

∫

Z
×
p

χ(z)zj · dEvΩ,1
B,β(Φ).

As in the proof of Proposition 13.5, we have EvΩ
B,χ,j(Φ

±
C

)(λπ) = (∗) × L(π ⊗ χ±, j + 1
2 ) 6= 0.

Possibly shrinking Ω, we may thus suppose EvΩ
B,χ,j(Φ

±
C

) is everywhere non-vanishing on Ω.

Let

φ±
π̃y

..= rλy
◦ spλy

(Φ±
C

) ∈ Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ )±

π̃y
.

Then by Proposition 12.8, we have

Ej,1χ (φ±
π̃y

) =

∫

Z
×
p

χ(z)zjd
[
EvΩ,1

B,β ◦ spλy

]
= EvΩ

B,χ,j(Φ
±
C

)(λy) 6= 0.

We deduce πy satisfies (C1) by Proposition 4.15, i.e. πy admits a (| · |wy , ψ)-Shalika model.

It remains to show (C2). Firstly, since failure to be spherical at p is a closed condition in the

eigenvariety, we can remove the points of Cnc corresponding to πy with πy,p is not spherical, and

it remains Zariski-dense; so assume πy,p spherical. Let αy,p,r = αy(Up,r) be the Up,r-eigenvalue

of φ±
π̃y

. As Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λ )±

π̃y
is a line, by (3.2) again we deduce that S

|·|wy

ψ (πIwG
y,p )[Up,r − αy,p,r :

r = 1, ..., 2n−1] is a line, so π̃y is a regular p-refinement. Let Wy,p be a generator; then we can

relate Wy,p (wn

1 ) to a non-zero multiple of EvΩ
B,χ,j(φ

±
π̃y

) exactly as in the proof of [BSDW,

Prop. 8.22]. In particular, Wy,p (wn

1 ) 6= 0, so π̃y satisfies (C2).
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13.2. p-adic L-functions in Shalika families

We finally give our main construction, of the variation of p-adic L-functions of RASCARs

in pure weight families. Let π̃ of weight λπ satisfy (C1-4) of Conditions 8.1, and suppose

λπ,n > λπ,n+1. By Theorem 13.6(i), the eigenvariety for G is étale over weight space at π̃, and

by Theorem 13.6(iv) its connected component C through π̃ contains a Zariski-dense set Cnc of

classical points satisfying Conditions 8.1. Let Φ±
C

∈ Ht
c(SK ,DΩ)± be the classes of Theorem

13.6(iii). Possibly rescaling by O×
Ω , we may always assume spλπ

(Φ±
C

) = Φ±
π̃ .

Definition 13.7. Let LC ,±
p

..= µΩ,1(Φ±
C

). Also let ΦC = Φ+
C

+ Φ−
C

∈ Ht
c(SK(π̃),DΩ), a Hecke

eigenclass, and define the p-adic L-function over C to be

LC

p
..= µΩ,1(ΦC ) = LC ,+

p + LC ,−
p ∈ D(Galp,OΩ).

Via the Amice transform (cf. Definition 12.11), after identifying C with Ω via w we consider

LC
p as a rigid function C × X → Qp.

Theorem 13.8. Let y ∈ Cnc be a classical cuspidal point attached p-refined RACAR π̃y satis-

fying Conditions 8.1. There exist p-adic periods c±
y ∈ L× such that

LC ,±
p (y,−) = c±

y · L±
p (π̃y ,−)

as functions X → Qp. In particular, LC
p satisfies the following interpolation: for any j ∈

Crit(w(y)), and for any finite-order Hecke character χ of conductor pβ > 1, we have

LC

p (y, χ(z)zj) = c±
y ·A±(π̃y , χ, j) · L(πy × χ, j + 1

2 )/Ω±
πy
, (13.1)

where χ(−1)(−1)j = ±1 and A±(−) is as defined in Theorem 12.12. Finally we have c±
xπ̃

= 1.

The ‘p-adic periods’ c±
y p-adically align the natural algebraic structures in {π̃y : y ∈ Cnc}.

Proof. Let y be as in the theorem. Using that y satisfies Conditions 8.1, let Wy,f ∈ S
ηy,f

ψf
(πKy,f )

be as defined as in (8.1), and pick complex periods Ω±
πy

as in §8. Since y ∈ C is defined over

L, as in §8, there exists a class

φ±
y

..= Θ±(Wy,f )
/
ip(Ω

±
πy

) ∈ Ht
c(SK ,V

∨
λy

(L))±
π̃y
.

As y is non-critical, we can lift φ±
y to a non-zero class Φ±

y ∈ Ht
c(SK ,Dλy

(L))±
π̃y

. By Theorem

13.6(iii), this space is L · spλy
(Φ±

C
), so there exists c±

y ∈ L× such that

spλy
(Φ±

C
) = c±

y · Φ±
y .

By definition, L±
p (π̃y) = EvB,λy,1(Φ±

y ). As evaluation maps commute with weight specialisation

(Proposition 12.8), we deduce spλy
(LC ,±

p ) = c±
y · L±

p (π̃y), which when combined with Theorem

12.12 gives (13.1). Finally, our normalisation of Φ±
C

ensures c±
xπ̃

= 1.

14. Comparison to existing constructions

We finally show that the p-adic L-functions we’ve constructed at Iwahori level agree with

previous constructions, and deduce their interpolation property at unramified characters.

If π̃ is a non-critical regular p-refinement (to Iwahori level), let π̃Q ..= (π, αp,n). This is

a non-Q-critical Q-regular Q-refinement as in [BSDW, §2.7,§3.5], and Theorem 6.23 op. cit.

attaches a p-adic L-function Lp(π̃
Q) ∈ D(Z×

p , L) to π̃Q.
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Proposition 14.1. There exists a constant Υ ∈ Q, independent of π, such that

Lp(π̃) = Υ · Lp(π̃
Q).

Proof. First suppose

vp(α
◦
p,n) < #Crit(λπ), (14.1)

where λπ is the weight of π. In this case, both distributions have sufficiently small growth that

they are uniquely determined by their interpolation properties. Their respective interpolation

properties agree exactly except for:

• Volume terms at p (the term denoted γ in [DJR20, BSDW] and γ(pm) in the present

paper). These explicit factors differ by a rational number Υ independent of π.

• The terms at infinity.

One can check, via a long and tedious comparison of conventions, that these factors agree.

Alternatively, we can deduce this directly by appealing to the same strategy as [LW, §10.4]:

if vp(α
◦
p) = 0, then both Lp(π̃) and Lp(π̃

Q) are measures, and rescaling the various arbitrary

choices (e.g. the classes Ξ±
∞ from §3.3, hence the periods Ω±

π ) we can dictate the terms at ∞

agree on finite order characters (i.e. when j = 0). In particular, the ratio of the two measures

is constant, and we then deduce the terms at infinity agree for all higher j. But the terms at

infinity are independent of the slope vp(α
◦
p).

In general, when we drop assumption (14.1), we instead argue in families (using that points

satisfying (14.1) are Zariski-dense).

Since π̃ is non-critical, Theorem 13.8 gives a p-adic L-function LC
p ∈ D(Galp,OΩ) in an Iwa-

horic Shalika family through π̃. Let ΩQ denote the intersection of Ω with the (2-dimensional)

Q-parahoric weight space through λπ (see [BSDW, Def. 3.4]), and let CQ ..= C ∩w−1(ΩQ) be

the resulting Q-parabolic Shalika family. This contains a Zariski-dense set of points y where

(14.1) is satisfied (by the same argument as Theorem 13.6(iv)). For these points, we have

shown that Lp(π̃y) = Υ · Lp(π̃
Q
y ).

It follows that the restriction of LC
p to CQ satisfies the conditions of [BSDW, Prop. 8.28];

and by that Proposition, we see that we have

LC

p (xπ̃,−) = Υ · Lp(π̃
Q).

(Note that the function Bǫ in the proof op. cit. is constant and equal to Υ here, so this result

is on the nose, not just up to scalar). By Theorem 13.8 we also have

LC

p (xπ̃ ,−) = Lp(π̃).

The result follows.

Remark 14.2. That the p-adic L-function depends only on the Q-refinement, not the full Iwa-

hori refinement, should be expected; it is predicted by the Panchiskin condition from [Pan94].

Now let π̃Q be any non-Q-criticalQ-refinement of π, and let Lp(π̃
Q) be the p-adic L-function

attached by [BSDW, Thm. 6.23]. The following strengthens the results of [DJR20, BSDW].

Proposition 14.3. The p-adic L-function Lp(π̃
Q) satisfies the interpolation

Lp(π̃, z
j) = Υ−1 · γ(pm) · ep(π̃, 1, j) · ζj(W

±
∞) ·

L
(
π, j + 1

2

)

Ω±
π

,

for all j ∈ Crit(λπ). Here (−1)j = ±1 and all other notation is as in Theorem 12.12.

In particular, LP (π̃) satisfies the interpolation of Theorem 12.12 at χ = 1.
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Proof. Let φ±
π̃Q be the class defined in [BSDW, §6.6]. Then, taking β = 1, we have

Lp(π̃, z
j) = (α◦

p,n)−1 · Ej,η0

Q,1 (φ±
π̃Q )

= ΥQ ·
pn

2

αp,n
· ζj(W

±
∞) ·

L(π, j + 1
2 )

Ω±
π

· ζp

(
j + 1

2 , (u
−1tβp,n) ·Wp, 1

)
.

Here the first equality is shown in [BSDW, Thm. 6.23]. The second is Theorem 4.16, noting that

δB(t−1
Q ) = pn

2

and λ(tQ)/α◦
p,n = 1/αp,n. This local zeta integral was computed in Proposition

9.3. We find that this exactly agrees with the claimed formula (as by definition, Υ tracks the

difference between the volume factor γ(pm) at Iwahori level and γ, from [DJR20], at parahoric

level).

The final statement follows immediately from the first part and Proposition 14.1.

Remark 14.4. Exactly the same proof shows more generally that the p-adic L-functions

of [DJR20, BSDW], for GL2n over a general totally real field and at arbitrary tame level,

satisfy the interpolation formula at unramified characters predicted by Coates–Perrin-Riou

and Panchishkin.
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