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ORBITAL INTEGRALS AND NORMALIZATIONS OF
MEASURES

JULIA GORDON

ABSTRACT. This note provides an informal introduction, with examples, to
some technical aspects of the re-normalization of measures on orbital integrals
used in the work of Langlands, Frenkel-Langlands-Ngo, and Altug on Beyond
Endoscopy. In particular, we survey different relevant measures on algebraic
tori and explain the connection with the Tamagawa numbers. We work out
the example of GLg2 in complete detail. The Appendix by Matthew Koster
illustrates, for the Lie algebras sla and sos, the relation between the so-called
geometric measure on the orbits and Kirillov’s measure on co-adjoint orbits in
the linear dual of the Lie algebra.

1. INTRODUCTION

Haar measure on a locally compact topological group is unique up to a constant.
In many situations the normalization matters (as we shall see below). In particular,
it seems that some measures are more convenient than others in the approach to
Beyond Endoscopy by Frenkel-Langlands-Ngo6, Arthur, and Altug. The main goal
of this note is to track some of the normalizations of the measures that arise in the
literature on orbital integrals on reductive groups over non- Archimedean local fields,
and provide an introduction to this aspect of Altug’s lectures. In particular, our
first goal is to give an exposition of the formula (3.31) in [FLNI0], which is the first
technical step towards Poisson summation. The second goal is to summarize the
relationship between measures on p-adic manifolds, point-counts over the residue
field, and local L-functions. These relations are scattered over the literature, and
the aim here is to collect the references in one place, and provide some examples.

Fundamentally, there are two approaches to choosing a normalization of a Haar
measure on the set of F-points of an algebraic group for a local field F: one can
consider a measure associated with a specified differential form; or one can choose a
specific compact subgroup and prescribe the volume of that subgroup. As we shall
see, both approaches have certain advantages, and converting between these two
kinds of normalizations can be surprisingly tricky. All the objects we consider here
will be affine algebraic varieties, and we will only consider algebraic differential
forms. To avoid confusion, we will try to consistently denote varieties by bold
letters, while various sets of rational points will be denotes by letters in the usual
font.

In this context, we start, in §21 with a quick survey of A.Weil’s definition of
the measure on the set V(F') of F-points of an affine variety V associated with an
algebraic volume form on V. We discuss the relation between this measure and
counting rational points of V over the residue field, and the results on the various
measures on T(F) for an algebraic torus T that follow. Next in §8] we compare two
natural measures on the orbits of the adjoint action of an algebraic group G(F') on
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itself. This comparison is the main reason for writing this note. More specifically,
we introduce Steinberg map and derive the relationship between two measures on
the orbits: the so-called geometric measure, obtained by considering the stable
orbits as fibres of Steinberg map, and the measure obtained as a quotient of two
natural measures coming from volume forms. In §4l we combine the outcome with
the results of §2] to obtain the relationship between the geometric measure and the
so-called canonical measure (which is the one most frequently used to define orbital
integrals). We do the GLy example in detail. Finally, in §8] we assemble the local
results into a global calculation, first, in the context of the analytic class number
formula, and then in the case of Eichler-Selberg Trace Formula.
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2. VOLUME FORMS AND POINT-COUNTING

Everywhere in this note, F' stands for a non-Archimedean local field (of char-
acteristic zero or positive characteristic), with the ring of integers O and residue
field kp of cardinality g. We denote its uniformizing element (a uniformizer for
short) by w; by definition, w is a generator of the maximal ideal of Op. We denote
the normalized valuation on F' by ord; thus, ord(w) = 1.

2.1. The measure on the affine line. We start with choosing, once and for all,
an additive Haar measure on the affine line. For a non-Archimedean local field F,
we normalize the additive Haar measure on F' so that vol(Or) = 1. For an affine
line over F', given a choice of the coordinate x, there is an invariant differential form
dx; we declare that the associated measure |dx| on A'(F) also gives volume 1 to the
ring of integers (this choice is analogous to setting up the ‘unit interval’ on the -
axis over the reals and declaring that the interval [0, 1] has ‘volume’ (i.e., length) 1
with respect to the measure |dz|). Now that this choice is made, any non-vanishing
top degree differential form w (defined over F' or any finite extension of F) on a d-
dimensional F-variety V determines a measure |w| on the set V(F) of its F-points,
where | - | stands for the absolute value on F' (respectively, its unique extension to
the field of definition of w). Thus, our definition of the measure associated with a
volume form is such that for the additive group G, both approaches to normalizing
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the measure give the same natural measure: the measure that gives G,(Op) volume
1. We shall see that such a measure is closely related to counting points over the
residue field.

Remark 2.1. Note that our choice of the normalization of the measure on the affine
line differs from that of [FLNI(]: if the local field under consideration arises as a
completion of a global field at a finite place, we normalize the Haar measure on it so
that the ring of integers has volume 1, whereas in [FLN10|, the authors fix a choice
of a character of the global field and normalize the measure on every completion so
that it is self-dual with respect to that character. This choice is important for the
Poisson summation formula; however, as the authors point out, this makes all the
measures locally non-canonical. Since our exposition is local, we chose to omit this
complication. However, this means that given any variety V defined over a global
field K, our calculations of measures on V(K ) at every place v differ from those of
[FLNT0] by Nodm(V)/2 |AK/@|$“(V>/2, where 0 is the different, N : K — Q is
the norm map, and A q is the discriminant of K Oitr = Q, this issue disappears.

There is a natural notion of integration on the set of p-adic points of a variety
with respect to a volume form, see [Wei82]. A key feature of this theory is that if X
is a smooth scheme over Op, and w is a top degree non-vanishing differential form
on X, defined over O, then the volume of X(Op) with respect to the measure |w|
is given by the number of points on the closed fibre of X:

X(k
1) vol, (X(0r)) = L2080
The relationship between volumes and point-counts for more general sets (e.g. not
requiring smoothness) was further explored by Serre [Ser81, Chapter III], Oesterlé
[Oes82], and in the greatest generalityd W. Veys [Vey92].

Here we will only need to consider the case of reductive algebraic groups. We
start with algebraic tori, where the volumes already carry interesting arithmetic
information.

2.2. Tori. Let T be an algebraic torus defined over F'. Let F'°P be the separable
closure of F. As discussed above, to define a measure on T := T(F) one can start
with a differential form or with a compact subgroup. To define either, we first need
a choice of coordinates on T. One natural choice, albeit not defined over F' unless
T is F-split, comes from any basis of the character lattice of T. Let x1,...,xr,
where 7 is the rank of T, be any set of generators of X*(T) over Z (the characters
a priori are defined over F*P). We note that this choice is equivalent to a choice
of an isomorphism T ~ G} over F*P. Then we can define a volume form (defined
over F*P but not over F', unless T is split over F'):

d dx,
4, A

X1 ; Xr
The group of F-points T(F) has a unique maximal compact subgroup in the
p-adic topology; we denote it by T, following the notation of [Shy77]. Ono gave

(2) wr

Imore precisely, we quote (approximately) from [FLNT0]: ‘because of this there are no canonical
local calculations. The ideal 9, is however equal to O, almost everywhere. So there are canonical
local formulas almost everywhere.’

2 far-reaching generalization of these ideas is the theory of motivic integration started by

Batyrev [Bat99], Kontsevich, Denef-Loeser [DL01], and Cluckers-Loeser [CLOS].
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the description of this subgroup in terms of characters:
T° = {t € T(F) : [x(t)] = 1 for x € X*(T)r},

where X*(T)r is the sublattice of X*(T) consisting of the characters defined over
F.
Question 1: What is the volume of T with respect to the measure |wr|?

The question is well-defined because any other Z-basis of X*(T) would differ
from {x;} by a Z-matrix of determinant 41, and hence the resulting volume form
would give rise to the same measure.

The complete answer to this question is quite involved and requires machinery
beyond the scope of this note. Here we show some basic examples illustrating the
easy part and the difficulty, and provide further references in §2.2.31

Ezample 2.2. T is F-split. For G,,, we have: the invariant form as above is dx/x,
where x = x1 : G,,, — G, is the identity character and the natural coordinate, and
G¢, = OF. The volume calculation gives:

1
V01|%|(O;) = / y m|d$| = / y |d:17| = VOl‘dﬂ(OF) - V01|dw‘(w(9p)
OF Or
_ 1 #kE
¢ q

as predicted by (). Then for an F-split torus of rank r,

w1~ (11

The next easiest case is Welil restriction of scalars.

Ezample 2.3. Let E/F be a quadratic extension, and T := Resg/p Gy,. Assume
that the residue characteristic p # 2.

We write E = F(y/€), where € is any non-square in F, and we can choose it to
be in Op without loss of generality. By definition, T has two characters defined
over E, call them z; and zo and think of them as E-coordinates on T(E). Then the
volume form wrp is simply wp = dz—zll A dz—‘?. Note that it is defined over E but not over
F. We can try to rewrite it in F-coordinates: we write 21 = x + /ey, 22 = ¥ — /ey,
and get:

d(z +Vey)  dlz —Vey)
T+ ey T — ey
(dz + Vedy) A (da — Vedy) —2y/e

= = dx N dy,
z? — ey? Ng/r(z+ Vey) Y

where Ng/p is the norm map.

We note that T(F) = E* as a set, and the norm map is the generator of the
group of F-characters of T. Thus the subgroup 7 of T(F) is

T¢={x+ ey B : |2% — ey®|p = 1}.

Its volume with respect to the measure |wr| is:

(4) Vol | (T€) = |2\/E|/ dxdy.
{(my)eF?:|a?—ey?|=1}

wr =

(3)
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Thus we have reduced the computation of the volume of T° with respect to the
volume form wr to the computation of the volume of the subset of A%(F'), which
we denote by C, defined by

C:={(x,y) e F?: |2 — e?| =1}

with respect to the usual measure on the plane |dz A dy| (note that C is open in
A%(F) in the p-adic topology). The computation of this volume illustrates the way
to use point-counting over the residue field, and for this reason we do it in detail.
There are two cases: € is a unit (i.e., F/F is unramified), and € is not a unit.

First, consider the unramified case. Note that ord(z2—ey?) = min(ord(z?), ord(y?))
since € is a non-square unit. Then our set can be decomposed as:

C={(z,y):2€O0p,ye OptU{(z,y): 2 € Or \ Op,y € Op},
and its volume with respect to the affine plane measure |dz A dy| is, therefore:

(q—l)q+}q—1:q—1< 1)'

vol| gy C) = 1+ -
|d /\dyl( ) q2 q q q q

There is an alternative (and more insightful) way to do this calculation: first,
as above, observe that necessarily the set C'is contained in O%. Then consider the
reduction mod w map (z,y) — (Z,7) from O% to k%, where w is the uniformizer of
the valuation of F'. Each fibre of this map is a translate of the set () x (@) C 0%,
thus each fibre has volume ¢~—2 with respect to the measure that we have denoted by
|dx Ady|. Therefore we just need to compute the number of these fibres to complete
the calculation. There are two ways to do it: one is to proceed by hand, which
in this case is easy enough. Another is to appeal to a generalization of Hensel’s
Lemma: the affine Op-scheme defined by 22 — ey? # 0 is smooth; this implies
that the reduction map from the set of its Op-points is surjective onto the set of
kp-points of its special fibre (see, e.g., [Ser81l §3] and [Bou85, I11.4.5, Corollaire 3,
p.271]). The set C' can be written as:

C={(z,y) € 0% : (22 — ey?) # 0}.
Since the reduction map is surjective in this case, we just need to find the number of
points (zZ,y) € k% such that 72 —ey? # 0. The set of points satisfying this condition
is in bijection with FqXQ, where [F> is the quadratic extension of our residue field
k =Ty, and we get the same result as above for the volume of C'.

If the extension is ramified, the calculation changes. In this case ord(e) = 1,
hence for 22 — ey? to be a unit, z has to be a unit and there is no condition on
y other than it has to be an integer. Again consider the reduction modulo the
uniformizer map. Its image in this case is F* x [, (again, this can be checked by

hand in this specific case), and thus the volume of the set C' is (q;; Ja,

We summarize (cf. [LanI3]):

% )2 T split

R

(5) Vol |(T€) = T%l T non-split unramifed
ﬁ%l T non-split ramified.

Note the factor |2| from @) disappears (i.e., |2|, = 1) since we are assuming that

p # 2. The factor % in the ramified case comes from the factor |\/e| in @) (in this

case, € = w up to a unit since p # 2).
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For p = 2, everything in the calculation is slightly different (and a lot longer) but
the answers are similar. Not to interrupt the flow of the exposition, we postpone
the discussion of p = 2 till §5.2 below.

2.2.1. Norm-1 torus of a quadratic extension. Finally, to illustrate general difficul-
ties of this volume computation, we consider the example of the norm-1 torus of a
quadratic extension.

There is an exact sequence of algebraic F-tori:

(6) 1—>Resg}FGm—>ResE/FGm—>Gm—>1,

where the last map is the norm map; its kernel is an algebraic torus T; :=
Resg} 7 G over I, called the norm-1 torus.

It is tempting to try to use this exact sequence to compute the volume of 77
with respect to wp,, but that is not the right way to proceed. The standard way
to do this calculation is to consider an isogeny between T; X G,, and T and use
the results of Ono on the behaviour of various invariants attached to tori under
isogenies; see also [Shy77]. However, this would take us too far afield; instead we
proceed with an elementary calculation. Before we do this calculation for a p-adic
field, consider for a moment the situation when F' = R and E = C, in order to get
some geometric intuition.

Erample 2.4. Let T := Resc/r Gn(R) = C*; then the norm-1 torus is the unit
circle S*.

The same calculation as in Example 23] shows that the volume form wr gives
the measure |wr| = |2;§1Ay§y| = 12—-2H,2|d$ Ady| on C*.

Similarly, if we go by the definition of the volume form wg: on S!, we obtain
the following. The generator of the character group X*(S') (over C) is simply
the identity character z — 2z = x + iy. We get that wg1 = % by definition, but
intuitively it is not yet clear what is the measure defined by this form. We write
dz = dx + idy, and note that 1 = z = 2 — iy when 2 € S*. We obtain:

(7) wg1 = (z —iy)(dz + idy) = (v — iy)dx + (y + iz)dy.
It is still not obvious what measure this form gives; it would be convenient to
rewrite it using the local coordinate of some chart on the circle. Here we can use

the fact that we are working over R and take 6 to be the arc length; then = = cos¥,
y =sin6, 0 < 0 < 27 is the familiar (transcendental) parametrization. We get:

wg1 = (x — iy)dx + (y + iz)dy
(8) = (cos @ — isinf)d(cos #) + (sin b + i cos§)d(sin 8)
= — cosfsin Odf + sin 6 cos dB + i(cos? OdO + sin? dB) = idf.

Since |i| = 1, we see that the measure |wg1| coincides with the arc length.

The exact sequence () gives a relation between this measure and the measures on
S! and G,,, which is the same as rewriting the measure dz Ady in polar coordinates.
Indeed, we have (from calculus) dz A dy = rdr A d6, so jg—fr;j% = 92 A df. We obtain
the relation between wg: and the form wr on T = Resc/r Gy

(9) wr = 2wg1 Awg,, -

The appearance of the factor 2 in this relation, combined with the fact the norm
map to G,, is not surjective on R-points and is 2 : 1 illustrates that the relation
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between the measures on T and T is not straightforward (if one cares for a power
of 2). Armed with this caution, we move on to the p-adic fields.

Ezxample 2.5. Let Ty := ResE/F G, be the norm-1 torus of a quadratic extension
as above, but with £ = F(y/€) an extension of non-Archimedean local fields as in
Example 23l As before, we assume p # 2 (the case p = 2 is treated below in §5.2)).

As above, we would like to understand the form wy,. We observe that the
relation () can be easily adapted to this case (essentially, replacing ¢ with +/€).
What we need is an algebraic parametrization of the conic 2 — ey? = 1. Such a
parametrization is given in projective coordinates (z : y : z) by:

(10) r=et’+1, y=2t, z=1—¢t? tePF.
Then a calculation similar to (§) shows that in the affine chart z # 0,

2ve
11— et2
We note here that we could have used the same rational parametrization for the
unit circle in the example above; then at this point we would have obtained the
same answer: if we plug in e = —1, we get that the “volume” of the circle with
respect to |wgi| is 2 [ ﬁ dt = 2w, as expected.

Continuing with the p-adic calculation, we can discard |2| since p # 2. Next,
we observe that 7Y = T1(F) (our torus is anisotropic; it has no non-trivial F-
characters, and hence the condition defining T is vacuous). Therefore, the volume
of T with respect to wr, is

c Ve
(1) voln, (75) = [ |55

Now we need to consider two cases.
Case 1. The extension is unramified, i.e., € is a non-square unit. Then (II)
becomes (using the fact that the volume of the p-adic annulus {¢ : ord(¢) = n} with
respect to the measure |dt| equals ¢=™ — ¢~ (" +1)) -

<1
volj,.. ((TY) / dt */ dt| + —(q" — ¢V
o, | (TT) e | | OFI | n§:1q2n( )
1) o= 1 1

q Z

n=1 q" q

Case 2. The extension is ramified, i.e., ord(e) = 1. Then |1 —et?| =1if t € Op
and |1 — et?| = ¢>*~! if ord(t) = n < 0. Thus, the integral computing the volume
of TY again breaks down as a sum:

(13)

VO L - 1 n _ _(n—1)
l\le\(Tl \/—/ |1 — et2| dt] = Nz <~/(9F |dt| + ngl g1 (g q )>
1 1\ o= 1 2
=7 <”q<1‘a)2q—n> -7

n=1

le =

(12)

Let us compare the results of this calculation with the approach to volumes via
point-counting. If we take the equation x? — ey? = 1 and reduce it modulo the
uniformizer, we get an equation of a conic over F,. In the unramified case, this
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conic is in bijection with P!(F,) via (I0); thus we expect the volume to equal %,
which agrees with (I2)).

In the ramified case, when € is not a unit, the reduction of the same equation
modulo the uniformizer gives a disjoint union of two lines over the finite field: it
is the subvariety of the affine plane defined by z? = 1. The point-count over F,

gives us 2¢, thus the volume we obtain is % = 2, which agrees with ([I3]) once we

make the correction for the fact that our volume form had a factor of /e and thus
was not defined over F (this again illustrates why in [Wei82] the disciminant factor
appears in the definition of the volume form). We note that when p # 2, the affine
scheme Spec F[z,y]/(2? — ey® — 1) is smooth over Op (in both the ramified and
unramified cases, which can be checked by the Jacobi criterion, [BLR80, §2.2]), and
this justifies the fact that the point-count on the reduction mod w does give us
the correct answer.

2.2.2. The Néron model. How do the above calculations generalize to an arbitrary
algebraic torus? The issue is that for a torus that is not F-split, it is not a priori
obvious how to choose ‘coordinates’ defined over Op; more precisely, one first needs
to define an integral model for T, i.e., a scheme over Op such that its generic
fibre is T. In order to use the formula (), this model would also need to be a
smooth scheme over Op. There is a canonical way to define such a smooth integral
model for T, namely, the weak Néron model, [BLR80, Chapter 4], which we shall
denote by 7. In general it is a scheme not of finite type (it can have infinitely
many connected components). The Op-points of its identity component 70 :=
T°(OF) provide another canonical compact subgroup of T(F). This subgroup is
traditionally used in the literature to normalize the Haar measures on tori (and
plays a role in normalization of measures on general reductive groups, as we shall
see below), but it plays no explicit role in this note, hence we do not discuss any
details of its definition.

Moreover, once we have the Op-model for T, we can use the local coordinates
associated with this model to define a volume form on T(F). Unlike the volume
form defined above by using the characters, this form actually has coefficients in F;
it is called the canonical volume form in the literature, following the article [Gro97];
we call it w", but we shall not use any explicit information about it in this note.

In general, T is a subgroup of finite index in 7 (this index is an interesting
arithmetic invariant, see for a detailed study), and the relationship between
the form wyp defined above and w" is discussed in [GG99]. The subgroup T is
the set of Op-points of the so-called standard integral model of T, which is not
smooth in general; roughly speaking, the coordinates on the standard model come
from the characters y; as above in the examples (see [Bit11], §1.1]).

If T splits over an unramified extension of F, the situation is simple (see
and references therein for details):

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that T splits over an unramified extension of F. Then

(1) T° =T¢, and the special fibre T? of T° is an algebraic torus over F,,.
0
(2) V01|wT|(Tc) = Vol‘wcan‘ (TC) = #;Z:':n((i‘ﬂ) .

We give one illustrative example without any details, and summarize the known
general results below in §2.2.3
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Ezample 2.7. Consider again Example 2.5 where T is the norm-1 torus of a qua-
dratic extension. It is anisotropic over F', and consequently its Néron model is
a scheme of finite type over F. If E/F is unramified, the ‘standard model’ (see
[Bit11]) coincides with the Néron model, and is simply defined by the equation
22 — ey? = 1 over Op. It is connected and its special fibre is an irreducible conic
over IFy, which has g 4 1 rational points over [y, as discussed above.

If E/F is ramified, e.g. £ = F[y/@], then |T¢/T° = 2 (the special fibre of T
has two connected components, each isomorphic to an affine line as we saw above
— note that it is not an algebraic torus!) And in this case we have

#7;0 (Fq) q

Volwcan TO = N = — = 1,
‘ |( ) qdlm(T) q

and also wy = |/@|gw™ = %wwn.

Ezample 2.8. For an arbitrary finite extension E/F and T = Resg /7 G, we have
T(F) = EX, and T° = OF. If a1,...,, are elements of Op that form a basis
for Op over OF, then x;(z) := Trg,p(a;z) form a basis of X*(T) over Z. Then
by definition of the discriminant (as the norm of the different 05 ,r), the measure
lwr| = |Adxi| equals | det(Trg/p(a;)) | Fw™, i.e. the conversion factor is the square
root of the F-absolute value of the discriminant of E:

wr = 1/|AE/F|wcan.

This calculation is generalized to an arbitrary reductive group (not just an arbitrary

torus) in [GG99).
2.2.3. References to the general results: a non-self-contained answer to Question 1.

(1) In general, the index [T¢: T°] = |(X,)}°"| can be computed by looking at

the inertia co-invariants on the co-character lattice of T, see [Bit1ll (3.1)]

which follows [Kot97, §7].

(2) The relation voljean|(T7) = i?&g‘ﬁ) holds for any algebraic torus, [Bit1l]
Proposition 2.14].

(3) As noted above, the form wr is not generally defined over F. It turns out
(see [GG99]) that it only needs to be corrected by a factor that is a square
root of an element F' to get to a form defined over F'. We saw this already
in the case when T is of the form Resg,r G;,; the general case follows
from this calculation and a theorem of Ono that relates an arbitrary torus
with a torus of the form Resg/p G, see proof of Corollary 7.3 in [GG99].
Specifically, Corollary 7.3 in [GG99] states (using our notation) that if F
has characteristic zero or if T splits over a Galois extension of F' of degree
relatively prime to the the characteristic of F, then:

(14) ’ | = e,

VDwm
where Dy is a refined Artin conductor of the motive M associated with
T, defined in [GG99, (4.5)]. We discuss this motive briefly in the next

subsection, but do not discuss the definition of the Artin conductor.
(4) Combining these results gives an answer to Question 1 above.



10 JULIA GORDON

2.2.4. The local L-functions. There is yet another way to express the number of
FF,-points of 7,7, and hence the volume of T, entirely in terms of the representation
of the Galois group on the character lattice, using Artin L-factor.

Indeed, an algebraic torus T over F' is uniquely determined by the action of the
Galois group of its splitting field E on X*(T). Let I' = Gal(E/F) and let I be the
inertia subgroup and let Fr be the Frobenius automorphism of kg over kr. Recall
that we have the exact sequence of groups

1—-1—-T— (Fr) — 1,

and the cyclic group (Fr) is isomorphic to the Galois group of the residue field
Gal(kg/kr). Thus we get a natural action of Gal(kg/kp) on the set of inertia
invariants X*(T)!. Let us denote this integral representation by

or . Gal(kE/kF) — Autz(X*(T)I) ~ GLdI (Z),

where d; = rank(X*(T)!). The Artin L-factor associated with this representation
is, by definition,

UT(FL“)

S

~1
(15) L(s,or) = det (Id, - ) for s € C,

where I, is the identity matrix of size d;. Then the following relation holds (we
are quoting it from [Bit11] Propostion 2.14]):

Theorem 2.9. w®(T°) = fzfi(g‘ﬂ) =L(1,07)7 L.

Note that if E/F is unramified, the inertia is trivial, so d; = rank(T).

Thus, to summarize, we have defined a natural invariant form wr on T and
described the maximal compact subgroup 7 of T(F) in terms of the characters of
T. If T splits over an unramified extension, the volume of T with respect to this
differential form equals

#T, (Fq) _
(16) Vol (T€) = da(T‘)I =L(l,00)7",
where the second equality holds for any T, not necessarily unramified. In general,
the volume of T¢ with respect to this differential form contains two more factors —
the index of 70 in T and the ratio between the differential forms wy and w®®.

2.3. Reductive groups. Similarly to the case of tori discussed above, for a gen-
eral reductive group G over a local field F', the choice of a normalization of Haar
measure is linked with a choice of a ‘canonical’ differential form or a ‘canonical’
compact subgroup of G(F) (unlike an algebraic torus, the set of F-points of a gen-
eral reductive group can have more than one conjugacy class of maximal compact
subgroups, and this choice matters for the normalization of measure). Luckily, for
the questions studied in [FLNT0] the choice of the normalization of measure on
G(F) does not matter — it only contributes some global constant.

However, for completeness, we record that a ‘canonical’ choice of a compact
subgroup G° and an associated volume form w¢ is described by B. Gross in [Gro97],
using Bruhat-Tits theory. The group G is the set of Op-points of a smooth scheme
G over O whose generic fibre is G. Hence, by Weil’s general argument (since G
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is smooth over OF), the volume of G° is obtained by counting points on the special
fibre of G (see ([Gro97, Proposition 4.7]):

oy _ #G,(Fy)
(17) VOl‘wG‘(G ) = qd}%
Moreover, Gross defines an Artin-Tate motive M associated with G such that the
volume of the canonical compact subroup with respect to the canonical form is
given by the value of the Artin L-function associated with this motive at 1. (If G
is an algebraic torus, the associated motive is precisely the representation of the
Galois group on its character lattice as above, and Gross’ result amounts precisely
to the statement of Theorem above).

3. ORBITAL INTEGRALS: THE GEOMETRIC MEASURE

3.1. The two normalizations. Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group
over F. We denote the sets of regular semisimple elements in G := G(F) by G™®
(respectively, g™* for the Lie algebra g of G).

Let v € G := G(F)™® (in this note we are only interested in this setting). The
adjoint orbit (or simply, ‘orbit’, or sometimes, ‘rational orbit’ when we want to
emphasize that it is the group of F-points of G that is acting on it) of  is the set

O(y) = {9797" | g € G(F)}.
The centralizer of « is by definition the group Ca(v) = {9 € G(F) | gv¢~"' = ~}.
We will also briefly refer to the notion of a stable orbit of +. It is a finite union of
rational orbits; as a first approximation, it can be thought of as the set
O™ = {g7g~! | g € G(F*P)} N G(F).

However, this is not the correct definition in general; see [Kot82]. We will not need
a precise definition in this note. If G = GL,,, then for v € G™°, the stable orbit
and rational orbit are the same.

When v € G*™*, the identity component of the centralizer of v is a maximal torus
T C G; it can be thought of as a set of F-points T'= T(F') of an algebraic torus T
defined over F. This leads to two natural approaches to normalizing the measure
on the orbit of ~:

1

(1) Normalize the measures on G and T according to one of the methods dis-
cussed above and consider the quotient measure.

(2) Describe the space of all (stable) orbits, and derive a measure on each orbit
as a quotient measure with respect to the measure on the space of orbits. £

Since the G-invariant measure on each orbit is unique up to a constant multiple,
the two orbital integrals defined with respect to these measures will of course differ
by a constant; however, this constant can, and does, depend on the orbit. The goal

2The simplest way to characterize the set of regular semisimple elements is to use any faithful
representation of G to think of its elements as matrices; then an element v € G(F') (respectively,
X € g) is regular and semisimple if and only if its eigenvalues (in an algebraic closure of F) are
distinct; we will also give a precise definition below in 3311

3In fact, there is a third natural approach if we are working with the orbital integrals on the Lie
algebra rather than the group: namely, to identify g with g* and consider the differential form on
the orbit itself which comes from Kirillov’s symplectic form on co-adjoint orbits, see [Kot05]. We
will not discuss this approach here as it is not related to the main subject of the note. However,
the example of sla where one can clearly see the relation of this measure to what one would expect
from calculus is provided in the Appendix by Matthew Koster.
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of this section is to give a detailed explanation for the formula that relates the two
orbital integrals; this is equation (3.31) in [FLN10]. More specifically, we start with
a review of the construction of Steinberg map ¢ : G — Ag, in §3.2 below. The
set Ag(F) has an open dense subset whose points parametrize the stable orbits
of regular semisimple elements in G — each fibre of the map ¢ over a point of this
subset is such a stable orbit. The relation (3.31) in [FLN10] we aim to explain is:

(18) [, Sl = IAOILO o )0 ),

where a = ¢(t). We start by defining all the ingredients of this formula (as we
shall see, this formula is not really about orbital integrals; it is simply a state-
ment about the relationship between two invariant measures on an orbit). We also
simultaneously treat the orbital integrals on Lie algebras.

3.2. The space Ag; Chevalley and Steinberg maps. We start with the Lie
algebra, where the situation is simpler. We recall that G acts on g via adjoint action,
denoted by Ad : G — GL(g) (for the classical groups and their Lie algebras, Ad(g)
is simply matrix conjugation by an element g € G(F)). When we talk about orbits
in g, it is the orbits under the adjoint action. For X € g, its centralizer C(X) is,
by definition, its stabilizer (in G(F')) under the adjoint action. If X € g*°, then
C¢(X) is a maximal torus in G(F).

3.2.1. Reductive Lie algebra; algebraically closed field. [ Let g be the Lie algebra of
G. For the moment let us work over an algebraically closed field %k of characteristic
0 (in fact, assuming sufficiently large characteristic is sufficient here but we will not
pursue this direction). Let t = Lie(T) be a maximal Cartan subalgebra. Then the
ring of polynomial functions on t is the symmetric algebra S = S(t*). The Weyl
group acts on S, and the ring of invariants S" is the ring of regular functions on
the quotient t/W. In other words, t/W is a variety over k, isomorphic to Spec S".
Furthermore, in fact S" is itself a polynomial ring, and so t/W is isomorphic to
the affine space A", where r = Rank(T).

Example 3.1. Let G = GL,, and let t C g = gl,, be the Cartan subalgebra con-
sisting of diagonal matrices. Then W = S,,, S = k[z1,...,2,], and SV is the
algebra of symmetric polynomials. As we know, it is generated by the elementary
symmetric polynomials. Thus, the map t — A" is given by: t = diag(t1,...,t.) —
(01(t), ..., 00(1)), where T = (t1,...,t;) and o (t) = 3o, iycqrnmptin - - tiy 38
the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial. Note that in particular, for n = 2, we
get the map ¢ — (Tr(t), det(t)).

Let k[g] be the F-algebra of polynomial functions on g, and let k[g]® be the
subalgebra of the polynomials invariant under the adjoint action of G. We quote
from [Kot05, §14.2]: Chevalley’s restriction theorem can be stated as:

klg)® = %,

where the isomorphism is given by restricting the polynomial functions from g to
t. Dually to the inclusion k[g]“ < k[g], we get the surjection (which we will refer
to as Chevalley map)

90— Ag=t/W,

4This section is entirely based on §14].
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which maps X € g to the unique W-orbit in t consisting of elements conjugate to
the semisimple part of X. An important observation (which is not used in these
notes but is very relevant for the subject) is that the nilpotent cone in g is cg_l(O).

In general, the role of ‘elementary symmetric polynomials’ is played by the traces
of irreducible representations of g determined by the fundamental weights. Namely,
let {p;}i_; be the fundamental weights determined by a choice of simple roots for
g (i.e., the weights of g defined by (u;,a;) = di;, where A = {a;}}_; is a base of
the root system of g). Let p; be the representation of g of highest weight u;. Then
SW as an algebra, is generated by Tr(p;) (see, e.g., [Hum72l 23.1]).

For the type A,, one recovers the elementary symmetric polynomials from this
construction. Namely, for sl,,, it happens that the exterior powers of the standard
representation are irreducible, and they give all the fundamental representations:
pi = Nipy, for i = 1,...,n—1, where p; is the standard representation, which
has highest weight ;. Consequently, since the coefficients of the characteristic
polynomial of a matrix are (up to sign) the traces of its exterior powers, we obtain:

Ezample 3.2. For sl,,, Chevalley map can be realized explicitly as X — (a;), where
a; are the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial of X.

3.2.2. Reductive Lie algebra, non-algebraically closed field. When the field F' is not
algebraically closed, the space Ag can be defined as Spec F[g]“, avoiding the need
to choose a maximal torus; it turns out that the morphism ¢ is still defined over F'
(see [Kot05, §14.3]). However, in this note we are only considering the case of G
split over F', and it is convenient for us to continue using an explicit definition of
the map. Namely, if G is split over F, we can choose the split maximal torus 7°P!
in G, and define Ag = t°P! /W exactly as above. The definition of the map ¢y stays
the same. Consider explicitly what happens in the G = GL3 example.

Ezample 3.3. As above, Chevalley map is the map cqy, @ gly = A%, X — (Tr(X), det(X)).
All the split Cartan subalgebras are conjugate in g. The image under Chevalley
map of any split Cartan subalgebra t of g is the set

(a1,a2) € A% : a? — 4ay is a square in F.

We observe that the F-conjugacy classes of Cartan subalgebras in gl, are in bijec-
tion with quadratic extensions of F': as discussed above in Example 2.8, for each
quadratic extension E of F' we get the torus Rg/pGy, in GLg. Its Lie algebra maps
under Chevalley map onto the set

(a1,a2) € A*(F) : a} — 4ay is a square in E.

We note that the image of the set of semisimple elements of g is the complement
of the origin in A?(F), and the image of the set of regular semisimple elements is
the complement of the locus a? — 4as = 0.

This situation is general: all Cartan subalgebras become conjugate to t over
the algebraic closure of F'; Chevalley map is defined over F', and on F-points, the
images of (Lie S)(F') under Chevalley map cover a Zariski open subset of Ag(F') as
S runs over a set of representatives of the F-conjugacy classes of tori.

Now we return to the group itself; here the situation gets more complicated
because of the central isogenies.
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3.2.3. Semi-simple simply connected split group. Assume that G is split over F,
and let T be an F-split maximal torus of G. We shall see that T/W ~ t/W = Ag
in this case. To do this, we construct a basis for the coordinate ring of T/W (see
[FLNTO0l §3.3]). Let aq,...a;, be a set of simple roots for G relative to T (since G
is assumed to be semi-simple, the root lattice spans the same vector space as the
character lattice X*(T), so there are r simple roots). Let p; be the fundamental
weights, as above, defined by p;(af) = d;; for 1 < i,j < r. We recall that for
a semi-simple algebraic group, simply connected means that the character lattice
X*(T) coincides with the weight lattice, i.e. yu; with i = 1,...r constitute a Z-basis
of X*(T).

Let p; be the algebraic representation of GG of the highest weight p; fori =1,...7,
and let a;(t) = Trp;(t). These functions are algebraically independent over F' and

T/W =~ Spec Flay, ..., ar].

As above, we get the map ¢ : G — Ag, defined by g — (Tr p;(g)). This map for
the group is called Steinberg map.

Ezxample 3.4. As a baby example, take G = SLo, with T the torus of diagonal matri-
ces, and let p; be its standard representation on F2. For z € F*, let t(z) € T(F)
be the one-parameter subgroup of diagonal matrices, t(z) = diag(x,2~!). Then
the weights of p1 are py = (diag(z,z™') = z) and —py = (diag(z,z71) — z71)
(which form a single Weyl orbit). We have a := Tr(p;)(t(x)) = 2+ 27!, and this is
the coordinate on the affine line A' = Agy,.

More generally, for G = SL,,, we have r = n — 1, and with the standard choice
of simple roots «;(diag(z1,...x,)) = :zrl-scl;ll, the above construction yields p; - the
standard representation of SL,, (F) on F™, and p; = Alp; (see [FHII] §15.2] for a
detailed treatment over C, which in fact works for algebraic representations over
F). We recover the same ‘characteristic polynomial’ map: the trace of the i-th
alternating power of the standard representation applied to a diagonal matrix is
precisely the i-th coefficient of its characteristic polynomial (which is, up to sign,
the degree ¢ elementary symmetric polynomial of the eigenvalues).

(Note, however, that this is a coincidence that holds just for groups of type A,:
the isomorphism p; ~ A’p; does not hold for other types; we discuss this issue

below in §3.7)).

Caution: Note that unlike the typical situation when one has an algebraic ho-
momorphism of Lie algebras which then is ‘integrated’ to obtain a homomorphism
of simply connected Lie groups, Chevalley map on g is not the differential of Stein-
berg map (e.g. for SLy, the map on sly is X — det(X), while on SLs the map is
g = Tr(g)).

3.2.4. Split reductive group with simply connected derived subgroup. Let G be a
split, reductive group of rank r, with simply connected derived group G (whose
Lie algebra we will denote by g¢"). Let Z be the connected component of the
centre of G. By our assumption that G is split, Z is a split torus. Let T' D Z be a
split maximal torus in G, 79" = T'N G9" (note that T is not the derived group
of T), and let W be the Weyl group of G relative to T. Let Agaer = T /W be
the Steinberg quotient for the semisimple group G9°*. Let us denote Rank(Z) by
rz. (Naturally, the most common situation is rz = 1. ) We have Agdaer ~ A"77%.
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We have the exact sequence of algebraic groups [(3.1) in [FLNI0]]:

(19) l—A——ZxG¥ — 3G ——1, A=ZnG,

For example, for G = GLs, the group A is the algebraic group ps of square roots
of 1; it is defined by the equation z? = 1.

Naively, then, one would like to define Steinberg-Hitchin base as Agaer X Z, and
establish a correspondence between the stable conjugacy classes in G and the points
of the base, as it was done for semi-simple simply connected groups. The obstacle
is that we cannot really define a good map from G to Agaer X Z over F' by means of
the exact sequence (Id): first, the decomposition g = ¢’z with ¢’ € G9" and z € Z
is defined only up to replacing ¢’ and z with ag’, az (a € A(F)), and second, the
map (¢, z) — ¢’z is in general not surjective on F-points: for example for GLo, its
image only consists of elements whose determinant is a square in F.

The way to deal with this issue is described in [FLNT0, (3.15)]: the set of F-points
of the Steiberg-Hitchin base 20 is defined as the union over cocycles n € H(F, A)
of the spaces (B, (F') x Z,(F))/A(F), where B,, and Z,, are torsors of, respectively,
Agaer and Z, defined by the cocycle n.

Finally, note that for the Lie algebra there is no issue because the Lie algebra
actually splits as a direct sum g = g9°" @ 3, and this is why we could treat all
reductive Lie algebras above on equal footing.

The situation is more complicated if G°* is not simply connected, as Steinberg
quotient in this case will no longer be an affine space. We will not address this case
(as well as the non-split case) in this note.

3.3. Weyl discriminant. We recall the definition and the basic properties of the
Weyl discriminant (for the Lie algebra, the main source is [Kot05, §§7, 14]).

3.3.1. Weyl disriminant on the Lie algebra.

Definition 3.5. Let g be a reductive Lie algebra, let X € g be a regular semisimple
element, and let T = C(X) be its centralizer with the Lie algebra t = Lie(T"). Then

D(X) = det(ad(X)|g,t)
is called the Weyl discriminant of X.

The discriminant is, in fact, a polynomial function on g (and thus extends to
all of g from the dense subset of regular semisimple elements): D(X) is the lowest
non-vanishing coefficient of the characteristic polynomial of ad(X) (see [Kot0]
7.5]). This interpretation allows us to give an intrinsic characterization of the set
of regular semisimple elements: in fact, X € g is regular semisimple if and only if
D(X) # 0; thus it can be taken as a definition of reqular semisimple.

We also recall the expression for D(X) in terms of roots:

(20) D(X) = [ a(X) = (-1) 7= ( 11 a<X>> ,

aed acdt

where @ is the set of all roots and ®* is any set of positive roots.

51t is important to think of A as a group scheme. As the authors point out, this group scheme
presents an ‘annoying difficulty’ in characteristic 2 (by not being étale).
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Ezxample 3.6. We compute the explicit expressions for the Weyl discriminant in
terms of the eigenvalues of X, in the cases g = sl,, and g = sp,,,, for use in future
examples.

Ler X € g have eigenvalues \; € F.

For g = sl,,, the roots are a;;(X) = X\ — A, 1 < 4,5 <nand i # j. Then the
Weyl discriminant of X coincides with the polynomial discriminant of the charac-
teristic polynomial of X:

DX)= J[ =X
1<i,j<n
ij
(We observe that the eigenvalues satisfy the relation Y . ; A\; = Tr(X) = 0).
For g = sp,,, the explicit expression for the roots depends on the choice of the
coordinates for the standard representation (though of course the answer does not).
We define Sp,,, and sp,,, explicitly as:

SPon(F) = {9 € GLon(F) : g'Jg = T}, 8Py, (F) = {X € gl (F) : X' J+JX = 0},

where J = [f}n I(H and I, stands for the n x n-identity matrix. Then the eigenval-
ues of any element X € sp,,, satisfy A\,1; = —X;, 1 <4 < n, and the set of values of
the roots at X is (cf. §12.1]): {£(Ni£Nj), 1 <4,j <m,i# jrU{£2\;,1<
i < n}. Then we get:

n
n(n+1)
DX)=(-n7= 2" T -2 ][x
1<i,<n i=1
i
We also observe that in a reductive Lie algebra, the Weyl discriminant of any
element is computed entirely via the derived subalgebra g, by definition (since

g/f _ gder/tder)'

3.3.2. Weyl discriminant on the group. On the group, the definition is obtained
essentially by reducing to the Lie algebra:

Definition 3.7. Let v € G(F') be aregular semisimple element, and let 7' = C(X)
be its centralizer with the Lie algebra t = Lie(T). Then the Weyl discriminant of
v is

D(v) = det(1 — Ad(7)]g/0)-

Similarly to the Lie algebra case, the Weyl discriminant has an expression in
terms of the (multiplicative) roots:

@21) D)= [[-am) = ()T R 0) ( IT a- am))) ,

acd acdt

where p is half the sum of positive roots, so 2p is the sum of positive roots (in
the above formula, p?(7y) is the value of the character 2p at 7). Note that the
second part of the formula expressing the Weyl discriminant as a product over
positive roots now has an extra factor that did not arise in the Lie algebra case (the
examples below illustrate this).

We again show the calculation for the general linear and symplectic groups. Note
that the final expressions are a lot simpler when restricted to GA°r.
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Ezample 3.8. In all examples, we give an explicit expression for the Weyl discrim-
inant of a regular semisimple element v € G(F) with eigenvalues {\;} C F. We
observe that these expressions do not depend on the field (so one could even consider
F=0).

(1) G =GLy: D(y) = (1—31)(1 - 32) = —42eh.
(2) G = GLy: D(9) = [Trs=e (1 §—)
(3) G =5pgnt D(v) =Ili<icjcn dij - Ii<i<,, dis Where
by A 1
b = <1 - )\j> <1 - )\_z') (1= A) <1 - )\i)\j>
di=(1=X) (1—-1/X).

(4) G = GSp,,,. By definition, GSp,,,(F) is the algebraic group whose functor
of points is defined as, for any F-algebra R,
GSpy, (R) = {g € GL2n(R) : Iv(g) € R*,g"Tg = v(g) ]},
where J is the same matrix as the one used to define Sp,,,. It fits into the
exact sequence of algebraic groups

1 — Spy, = GSpy,, = Gy, — 1,

where the map to G,, is the map g — v(g), called the multiplier. We
have GSpy" = Sp,,,, 50 GSp,,, is a good example (other than GL,,) of a
reductive but not semi-simple algebraic group whose derived subgroup is
simply connected.

If the element v has multiplier v, then as above for G = Sp,,,, D(y) =

Hl§i<j§n dij - ngz‘gn d;, but now we have

(-3 ) (-2 (- 55)
(D) 5)

3.4. Orbital integrals: the Lie algebra case. We start with a prototype case
of a Lie algebra.

3.4.1. Definitions: Lie algebra. Let G be a connected reductive group defined over
a local field F, as above. The orbital integrals (for regular semisimple elements)
on the Lie algebra are distributions on the space C¢°(g) of the locally constant
compactly supported functions on g, defined as follows.

Let X € g be a regular semisimple element, and let f € C2°(g). Since X is reg-
ular semisimple, its centralizer is a torus T = Cg(X) = T(F), as discussed above,
and thus the adjoint orbit of X can be identified with the quotient T(F)\G(F).
Both T(F) and G(F') can be endowed with any of the natural measures discussed
above in §3.I1 Once the measures on G and T are fixed, there is a unique quotient
measure on T\ G, which we will denote by pp\ ¢ (see e.g., [Kot03] §2.4] for the def-
inition of the quotient measure in this context). The orbital integral with respect
to this measure is

(22) Ox(f) = fAd(g™ ") X)dpr\c-
™G
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We observe that there are finitely many F-conjugacy classes of tori in G; thus
there are finitely many choices of measures that we need to make on the repre-
sentatives of these conjugacy classes, and these choices endow the orbit of every
regular semisimple element with a measure. If the canonical measures (in the sense
of [Gro97], discussed above in 22.2)) are chosen on the tori, the resulting orbital
integrals are called canonical. This approach to the normalization of measures on
the orbits is the one typically used in the literature.

On the other hand, one can use Chevalley map defined above to normalize the
measures on orbits. For a general reductive group G and X € g regular semisimple,
the fibre ¢! (¢(X)) over the point a := ¢(X) € Ag(F) is the stable orbit of X, which
is a finite union of F-rational orbits. Thus, every F-rational orbit is an open subset
of ¢71(a) for some a € Ag(F), and if we define a measure on this fibre, we get a
measure on every F-rational orbit contained in it by restriction.

In the Introduction, we have fixed measures on affine spaces with a choice of a
basis. The Lie algebra g is an affine space; it does not come with a canonical choice
of a basis, and this choice would not matter much in the discussion below; we can
choose an arbitrary F-basis {e;}?_; of g for our purposes. This basis then gives
rise to a differential form wy = AJ_;dz; on g, which gives a measure |wy| as in the
Introduction. The space Ag is also an affine space under our assumptions (since
at the moment we are working with the Lie algebra); and in our construction it
comes with a choice of basis {p;}i_; as in 82T We let wy, be the differential
form associated with this basis.

Thus we get the quotient measure on each fibre ¢!(¢(X)): it is the measure

associated with the differential form wf(c )O(I)n such that

(23) wg = wg(x) AWag-

That is, by definition of w[gf;r;l, for any f € C°(g),

(24) Jrdul= [ 00 dudncl.
g Ag Jem1(c(X))

Our immediate goal is to derive the relationship between these two measures
on the orbit: pp\¢ and [dw$®™|, where a = ¢(X). First we observe that since
both measures are quotient measures of a chosen Haar measure on G, their ratio
does not depend on the choice of the measure on G, as long as it is compatible
with the choice of the measure on the Lie algebra; thus at this point, the choice
of the measure on G is determined by our choice of the form wy. (Conversely, one
often chooses a measure on G first, and this determines wgy.) At the same time, the
choice of the measures on the representatives of conjugacy classes of tori affects the
measure jp\ g but not the measure [w§*™|. Here we address two natural choices
of such measures:

(i) Let wg be a volume form on G, and on each algebraic torus T, define the
form wy using the characters of the torus as in ([2). Then we get the quotient
measure wr\ on each orbit. This is the measure discussed in [FLN10]. We
discuss this measure in this section.

(ii) Use the measure denoted above by |w"|, associated with the Néron model,
on each torus. This measure on the orbits is discussed in the next section.

Thus our first goal is to determine the ratio of wp\ g to w§®™, for each X € g™

(which determines T' and a). It turns out that the conversion between these two
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measures is based on exactly the same calculation as the Weyl integration formula,
which we now review.

3.4.2. Weyl integration formula, revisited. We follow [Kot05] §7, §14.1.1], and use
the same notation (except we continue to use boldface letters to denote varieties).
For a torus T C G, let Wy = Ng(T)(F)/T(F') be the relative Weyl group of T (cf.
[Kot08, §7.1]). Weyl integration formula (which we quote in this form from [Kot03,
§7.7]), for an arbitrary Schwartz-Bruhat function f € C2°(g), asserts:

@) [ 100 = 3 ey [1PCO] | 5™ 0ol ()]

where the sum on the right-hand side is over the representatives of the conjugacy
classes of tori in G.
The proof of this formula relies on a computation of the Jacobian of the map

(T\G) xg— g
(9, X) — Ad(g~ 1) X.

This map is [Wr| : 1, and its Jacobian at X is precisely |D(X)| (see [Kot05] §7.2]
for a beautiful exposition).

(26)

3.4.3. The relation between geometric and canonical orbital integrals for the Lie
algebra. Let us just naively compare the right-hand side of the Weyl integration
formula with the right-hand side of [24]) above (since the left-hand sides are the
same). First, note (as already discussed above) that our space Ag is, up to a set
of measure zero, a disjoint union of images of the representatives of the conjugacy
classes of tori, and for each torus, Chevalley map ¢ : T — Ag is [Wp| : 1. Thus,
the right-hand side of (23] would look exactly like the right-hand side of the Weyl
integration formula (23] if we could replace integration over Ag with the sum of
integrals over the representatives of the conjugacy classes of Cartan subalgebras
t = Lie(T) (as T ranges over the conjugacy classes of maximal tori).
The situation is summarized by the commutative diagram:

(27) (T\G) x t ———— g

| |

t————— Ag = P/

Here the horizontal map on the top is the map (26]); this map is |[Wr| : 1 and its
Jacobian at (g, X) is |D(X)| (see [Kot05, §7.2]). The vertical arrow on the left
is projection onto t; the vertical arrow on the right is Chevalley map ¢; and the
horizontal arrow at the bottom is ¢|¢, which is also [Wrp|: 1

We have the forms wg on g and wy, on Ag; let us choose the invariant differential
form wy on T defined by the characters of T as in ([2); we also need an invariant
top degree form wg on G, which is required to be compatible with wy under the
exponential map, which determines it uniquely. As discussed above, given wg and
wr, we get the quotient measure |wp\ | that corresponds to a differential form
wp\q satisfying wr A wp\g = wg, and a differential form wcgf??;) on each fibre of
the map ¢ : g — Ag. Both wp\¢ and wff?rg;) are generators of the top exterior
power of the cotangent bundle of T\ G, hence they differ by a constant (which can
depend on a).
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Looking at the top, right and bottom maps in the diagram (27)), respectively, we
see that these differential forms are related as follows (the first and third lines follow
from the Jacobian formula and the fact that the horizontal maps are |Wr| : 1; the
second line is the definition of wi®y7) with a = ¢(X)):

(Wr |7 D(X) |lwr g A we = wg
(28) wg(X) = w[gf?r(rz(x)) A wag (¢(X))
(W |~ Jac(c]o)|we = wag-
We conclude that
(29) |D(X)|wT\G(X) = |Jac(c|t)(X)|wff?r(ri(X)), X et

The Jacobian of the restriction of Chevalley map c[¢ at X is [[,cqr @(X), up to
a constant in F* (see [Kot05, §14.1]). This constant depends on the choice of
coordinates on t. We use the basis of the character lattice {x;}7_;, as in (@), to
define the coordinates on t. With this choice of coordinates, the constant turns out
to be £1; the sign depends on the ordering of the characters x; and does not affect
the resulting measure. The reason for this is that the constant is 1 for the split torus
(this is not trivial; it follows from the argument in [Bou02l ch.5,§5], and the group
version of this statement is also proved in [FLNI0] over C (see proof of Proposition
3.29, especially (3.33) and (3.34)); the argument holds for any split torus). If T is
not split, we can work over an extension F where T splits, and since our coordinate
system is precisely the one used for the split torus over E, the equality continues
to hold. We observe that on the Lie algebra, we have

(30) | T el =1DC0)=.

aedt

Putting the relations ([28), [29), and (30) together, we obtain the following Propo-
sition.

Proposition 3.9. (¢f. [FLNI0, Proposition 3.29].) Let ¢ : g — Ag be Chevalley
map as above; let X € g be a regular semisimple element, let the algebraic torus T
be its centralizer, with the Lie algebra t. Then with the measures defined as above,
we have:

WES )| = DO .
We conclude this section with an example illustrating the proposition.

Ezample 3.10. Let g = sl and let t = t°P! be the subalgebra of diagonal matrices.
Then we have ¢ : X(t) := [§ %] — —t% here the Jacobian is just the derivative
(since we are dealing with a function of one variable), so Jac(c|¢) = —2t = —a (X (t)).

Now consider tp — a non-split Cartan subalgebra corresponding to a quadratic
extension £ = F[\/e|: tg = {X(t):=[5¢], t € F}. We have c|y, = —et?, and
its Jacobian is —2et = —/ea(X (t)) (note that the eigenvalues of our element are
++/et). At the same time, on tg, the measure wr is v/edt (recall that wy is defined
by means of characters of T' over the algebraic closure). Hence, with this choice of
the differential form, we obtain, again, with a = ¢(X (¢)):

da = —vea(X (t))dt = —a(X (t))wr (X (t)).
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3.5. The simplest group case. Let us assume that G is semi-simple, split, and
simply connected. We are now almost ready to explain the relation (3.31) of
[FLNT0] (see equation (I8]) above). The definitions are essentially the same as
in the Lie algebra case:

e an orbit of a regular semisimple element v € G := G(F'), as a manifold
over F', can be identified with T\ G, where T is the centralizer of v. As
above, if wg is a volume form on G and wr - a volume form on 7', we get
the measure |wp\ | on the orbit of +.

e The regular fibres of the map ¢ : G — Ag are stable orbits; each stable
orbit of a regular semisimple element is a finite disjoint union of F-rational
orbits, and thus we get the geometric measure |wg°°™| on each such orbit,
by considering the quotient of the measures on G and Ag.

For v € G, let
Aly)=pt(y) [J(@=aly);  thus [A()]* = [D(y)].

a>0

Theorem 3.11. ([FLNT0, Relation (3.31)].) Let G be a connected semi-simple
simply connected group over a local field F', and let v € G be a regular semisimple
element. Then for any [ € C°(Q), the orbital integrals with respect to the geo-
metric measure on the orbit of v, and the measure wp\¢ (which, by definition, is
the quotient of the measures |wg| on G and |wr| on T, with wy defined by (2)) are
related via:

/ F@)dlwEom (@) = (AR [ FAdg™ wnalg),
O(v) T\G

where on the left, the orbit O(v) is thought of as an open subset of the stable orbit

¢ H(c(v)) and endowed with the geometric measure weisy (9)] as above.

We first explain two differences with the statement in [FLNT0].

Remark 3.12. Our expression does not (yet) include the factor L(1,07\¢) that
appears in (3.31) of [FLN10]. This factor appears simply by their definition of the
measure dg, := L(1,0p\g)wr\¢ which appears on the right-hand side of (3.31).
As we shall see in the next section, using the measure dg, ensures that the local
orbital integral on the right-hand side is 1 for almost all places of a given number
field (which is desirable for defining the orbital integral globally), and for almost all
places this coincides with the orbital integral with respect to the canonical measure.

Remark 3.13. Note that we stated the theorem as a relation between orbital inte-
grals, whereas in [FLNI0] it is stated as a relation between stable orbital integrals.
Since the measure is a local notion, this is an equivalent statement: in fact, the
assertion of the theorem is just that the two measures on the stable orbit (and
hence, by restriction, on every rational orbit) are related via

lwey ()] = [AM) lwr\a(9)]-

3.5.1. Sketch of the proof. As the measures are defined by differential forms, the
calculation is carried out in the exterior power of the cotangent space, and hence it
is essentially the same calculation as for the Lie algebra above. The only ingredients
that needs to be treated slightly differently are the discriminant and the Jacobian
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of the map from T to T/W. Indeed, for v € G"5(F*°P), we still have the exact
sequence of tangent spaces (see [FLN10, Lemma 26])

0 — Tan,(c '(a)) = Tan,G — Tan,(Ag) — 0,

geom
o(v)
as for Lie algebras, except the map (26) needs to be replaced with the map

(T\G) x G — G
(9,7) = 9 "9,

and the map t = Ag = T/W is replaced with the map T'— T/W. The Jacobian
of the first map is the group version of the Weyl discriminant (and fits into the
group version of Weyl integration formula in the exact same way as it did for the
Lie algebra):

and by definition, w ANwpe = wa; we = wr Awp\g- The proof proceeds exactly

(31)

[Wr| D () wr e Awr = we-

Next, we need to relate wy with wy,,.

Lemma 3.14. ([FLN10, Proposition 3.29].) Let G be a split, semi-simple, simply
connected group, and let T C G be a maximal torus. Let wr be defined by (). Then

(Wr| ™ wr(7) = A0 |wag (e(7))-

Proof. For T = T*P!, this is proved in [FLN10], as well as in [Bou02] (where the field
is assumed algebraically closed, but the proof works verbatim for the split torus).
Now it remains to consider the restriction of ¢ to an arbitrary (not necessarily split)
maximal torus. The map ¢ on T can be defined as a composition

T — T = Ag = TP /W,

where the first map is an isomorphism over the algebraic closure of F'. The pullback
of the form wysp1 on TP! is precisely the form wy on 7', and thus the equality remains
true. O

The theorem follows, precisely as in the Lie algebra case. To conclude this
section, we compute some examples illustrating the above Lemma (which show
that it is substantially non-trivial even for the split torus).

3.5.2. Examples of Jacobians and discriminants on the group.

Ezxample 3.15. We again start with G = SLa. Let v, = [8 t91 } The map ¢ on the
diagonal torus is given by: ¢ : [3 t91] + ¢+t~ Its Jacobian (i.e., the derivative)
is 1 —t~2; so we get:

Jac(elpan) (1) = 1 =172 = (1 = (—a) (%)) = t (1 — a(n)).

We observe that for SLo, the half-sum of positive roots is p = %a, so p(ye) = t.

However, this is not yet the whole story. We are interested in the ratio between

the measure wp = % on T and the measure da on A' ~ T/W, and our map, as

above, is given by a = t +t~1. We just computed: da = (1 —t~2)dt. Then we have:

Q=D g — pn) TL 0 - i) da

t t
a>0

It is instructive to do one more, higher rank, example.
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Ezample 3.16. Let G = Sp, (defined explicitly as in Example above), and
consider the split torus T = {diag(t,ta, t; ' 15 ") | t; € F*}.

Let v¢,.4, = diag(ty,t2,t; ", t5"). In these coordinates, Steinberg map is given
explicitly by the elementary symmetric polynomials:

C Vet — (a,b),
a=ti+to+t7 Ftt, b=tity +totyE ity At 2.

The Jacobian of this map is (we are skipping the details of a painful calculation)

Q
o

Q
>

Q|

t

Q
SN
o 9
S

t

] — (- 7)1 - 5521 ) — ),

Q|

t

N
Q|
N

t
which we recognize as:
Jac(qT)(ﬁytl,tz) =t H (1 - a(’ytl,b))v
a<0
Note the factor of ¢; in front (which is not a root value). Thus we obtained:

dty Adty =+ [[ (1= alye,.0)) "ty 'da A db
a<0

== <H (1- Q(th,tz))1> 0% (Vey.02)t7 “da A db.

a>0
The plus-minus sign in front is not important and depends on the ordering of the
coordinates.
Now, we are interested in the ratio between the invariant measure wp = %
on T and the measure dws, = da A db on T/W. We note that in this case p, the
1/2
half-sum of positive roots, evaluated at vy, 1, 18 p(Viy,1,) = (t%t%’;—;(tltg)) = 2y,

and compute further (here we write 7 := 74, 4, to avoid notational clutter):

oy — i ndts % ([laxo(t = o)™ ()1

= da N db
tito tito
== <H (1- a(’y)1> p(v)da A db = A(vy)da A db.
a>0

3.6. The general case. First, suppose that G is a connected split reductive group
over F, with G9¢" simply connected. Then if one uses the correct general notion of
Steinberg-Hitchin base as defined in [FLN10], all measures are invariant under the
action of the centre, and hence relation (3.31) of [FLNT0] holds in this case as well,
with no further proof needed.

If G9°T is not simply connected, the space we denoted by Agaer is no longer an
affine space, and one needs to use z-extensions. If G is not split, we need to consider
Galois action on Steinberg-Hitchin base. Both topics are discussed in [FLNT0] but
are beyond the scope of these notes.

3.7. Aside: naive approach for classical groups — what works and what
doesn’t. Suppose for a moment that G < GL,(F) is a split classical reductive
group. It is tempting (and often done in Number theoryﬁ) to still try to use the

For example, [Gek03], [AWT5], [DKS], [AAGT19], etc. A reader not interested in this type of

a calculation can safely skip this section.
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coefficients of the characteristic polynomial to define the maps from g and G to
Ag. This works (with further caution discussed below) for the groups of type A,
C,, and B,, but does not quite work for type D,,.

First, consider Chevalley map on the Lie algebra.

If g = sps,,, then the characteristic polynomial of any element X € g has the
form: fx(t) = t*" + a1t*"~* + --- + a,. We can define ¢, (X) to be the tuple of
coefficients (a1, ...,a,) € A™. The relationship between this map and Chevalley
map is determined by the relation between the fundamental representation p; and
the i-th exterior power of the standard representation A’py, for i = 1,...,n. For
the symplectic Lie algebra, it turns out that A’p; is a direct sum of p; and some
representations of lower highest weights (see e.g. [FH91, Theorem 17.5]). Hence, the
transition matrix between the characters of p; and the characters of Alp; (i.e., the
coefficients of the characteristic polynomial up to sign) is upper-triangular with 1s
on the diagonal. Therefore, we get a measure-preserving isomorphism between the
affine space A with coordinates Tr(p;) and the affine space A, with the coordinates
given by the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial. This implies that the map
¢5p could be used instead of ¢sp in all the calculations, without affecting the results.

For the odd orthogonal Lie algebras 02,11, the exterior powers A’p; are irre-
ducible for 1 = 1,...,n, and for ¢« = 1,...,n — 1, coincide with the first n — 1
fundamental representations; however, the last fundamental representation, the
spin representation is not obtained this way (see Theorem 19.14]). For
the even orthogonal Lie algebra sos,, the representations A’p; are irreducible for
1=1,....,n—1,and fori =1,...,n — 2, coincide with the first n — 2 fundamental
representations, and A" p; decomposes as a direct sum of two irreducible represen-
tations whose weights are double the fundamental weights (see Theorem
19.2]). Nevertheless, for the odd orthogonal Lie algebras, the coefficients of the
characteristic polynomial still distinguish the stable conjugacy classes of regular
semisimple elements; for the even orthogonal Lie algebras, one needs to add the
pfaffian.

Passing to Steinberg map and algebraic groups: for the symplectic group, the
coefficients of the characteristic polynomial can still be used without affecting any
of the measure conversions, since this group is simply connected, and an argument
similar to the above argument on the Lie algebra applies. For special orthogonal
groups, A¢g is not an affine space since G is not simply connected; the coefficients
of the characteristic polynomial give a map to an affine space. It seems to be a
worthwhile exercise to work out the relationship between these two spaces and their
measures; I have not done this calculation.

Finally, we discuss the cases G = GL,, and G = GSp,,, in some more de-
tail since the latter calculation is needed in [AAGT19]. For GL,, we just map
g to the coefficients of its characteristic polynomial. For GSp,,,, we can define
charp-(g) = (ay,...,an,v(g)), where ai,...a, are the first n non-trivial coeffi-
cients of the characteristic polynomial, and v(g) is the multiplier (this is ad hoc;
one could have used the determinant instead to be consistent with GL,,); the super-
script ‘char.p.” is to remind us that we are using the characteristic polynomial and
distinguish this map from the standard map ¢. The codomain of the map ¢harp:
is the space we call Aghar'p' which is A" ! x G,, if G = GL,,, and A" x G,, if
G = GSpy,. The restriction of ¢ha" P to G (if we forget the G,,-component)
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coincides with the map ¢ constructed above for G9°* (which coincides with ¢ if
G = SL,).

The measure on the base Agwr'p' in this case should be defined as the product of
the measures associated with the form da on the affine space, and ds/s on G,,,, where
we denote the coordinates on AF x G,, by (a,s) (with k =n —1 or k = n). With
this definition, the resulting measure is, essentially, independent of the specific map
used for the last coordinate (for example, in the case of GSp,,,, if the determinant
instead of the multiplier were mapped to s, the measure would just change by the
factor |n|p, which is 1 unless the residue characteristic of F' divides n; but this
caveat is the reason we prefer to work with the multiplier).

Let weha-P- be the form on the fibre (¢*hP-)~1(a) defined the same way as the
form wge™ in [23)) and §3.5 but using the map ¢H*P- instead:

. d
(32) weharP A (da A ) = we.
S

As before, the forms wg, wr and wg,r are, of course, invariant under the action of
the centre of G, but the centre does not even act on Ag"‘"'p'
multiplication by scalars still makes sense on this space.
To find the relation between the differential forms wha*P- and wr\@ on a given
orbit, let us work over the algebraic closure of F' for a moment. Over F, every
element v € G(F) can be written as 7,7’ with n, € Z(F) and v/ € G (F) (defined
up to an element of A(F); we just pick one such pair). For 7, := zId € Z with
z € F, and g € G (F), each coefficient a;(1,g) of the characteristic polynomial
of 1.g differs from a;(g) by a power of z. Then the form wS" P would have to
scale by the power of z as well, to preserve (82)). We denote by Ofyhar'p' the orbital

as a group. Nevertheless,

integral of v with respect to the form wf?hii1§;(7), as a distribution on C°(G). We
compute explicitly the relation between this integral and the integral with respect

to wp\ ¢ for GSpy,, .

Ezample 3.17. G = GSp,,. In this case the scaling factor is |z|°, where S is
the sum of the degrees (as homogeneous polynomials in the roots) of the first n
coefficients of the characteristic polynomial, i.e., 1 +2 + --- 4+ n = @ If
v =1,y with det(y’) = 1 (and 7, € Z(F)), then |z| = | det(y)|'/?". We obtain, for
v € GSpy,, (F)=s:

(n+

Ohar®:(f) = [D(v)["/?| det(7)| . / Flg~ vg)war-
G/T

3.8. Summary. To summarize, so far the following choices have been made (we
use the same notation as in [FLNI(] whenever possible):

e The measure |dz| on F, such that the volume of Op is 1. If we are working
over a global field K, and F' = K, is its completion at a finite place v, this
measure differs from [FLNI0] for a finite number of places v. For orbital
integrals, this discrepancy gives rise to the factor |A K/Q|Slm(c)7Rank(G)
(independent of the element) at each place v.

e An invariant differential form wg on G — appears on the both sides and
does not affect the ratio between measures.

e For an algebraic torus T, a choice of {x1,...,Xxn} - & Z-basis of X*(T).
This choice does not affect anything.
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Given v € G - a regular semisimple element, with T' = Cg(7), the following
differential forms and measures have been constructed from these choices:

o wyr =dyx1 A ANdxy;

e wp\¢ (which should be thought of as a measure on the orbit of v, with
T = Cg(v)) satisfying wg = wr A wp\g. (Note that the centralizers of
stably conjugate elements are isomorphic as algebraic tori over F, so one
can also think of wy\ ¢ as a form on the stable orbit of ~.)

e w,, also on the stable orbit of v, with a = ¢(7), satisfying wa, A we = we.

e In [FLNI0], there is a renormalized measure dg, := ig’gggwip\g.

Recall the notation D(v) for the Weyl discriminant of v € G*5, |A(y)| =
|D(7)|'/2, as well as the definition of Artin L-factor, ([H). The following relations
between these measures have been established:

e For v € G™, and a = ¢(7), wa = |A(7)|wnra-
e Consequently, for the measure dg, defined in [FLN10, §3.4 below (3.17)]
we have: w, = |A(7)|L(1,06/7)dgy, where the representation o\ of the
Galois group is, by definition, the quotient of the representation op on
X*(T) by the subrepresentation og on the characters of G E, and hence
-1
(iggi;) is precisely L(1, 07\ ¢).
This establishes the identity (3.31) in [FLNI0] (we note that Orb(f) is defined in
loc.cit. as the integral with respect to the measure dg, on the orbit). Now we move
on to the discussion of the factor L(1, o7\ ) and the relationship with the canonical
measures in the sense of Gross.

4. ORBITAL INTEGRALS: FROM DIFFERENTIAL FORMS TO ‘CANONICAL
MEASURES’

So far, we have worked with measures coming from differential forms, as sum-
marized above. However, in many parts of the literature the so-called canonical
measures are used. They are defined by means of defining a canonical subgroup,
and then normalizing the measure so that the volume of this subgroup is 1. This
introduces the following factors:

e By definition of the canonical measure, for a torus T,

can 1

W = e (T

can|
3

where w®" is the so-called canonical invariant volume form (discussed
briefly in §2.22 above; the details of the definition are not important here).
By Theorem above,

VOlwcan (TO) = L(l, O-T)il.
Hence, on T, we have

Volyean (T0)

(33) = o (T

wr.

"the rank of this subrepresentation is the same as the rank of the centre of G; if G is a
semisimple group, we have o\ g = or.
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e Recall that wg = wE" since we are assuming G is split; this is also true

more generally for G unramified, (and in any case, the choice of the form

on G matters much less than the choice of the form on T, as discussed
above). Therefore, on the orbit of v, we have:

can __ VOIWT(7d0)

wT\G = 4V01wcan (TO)WT\G7

and
1
s pg" vole(GO)_|wG| _ vOlyean (T9) |we|
sy O e volaal@)
_ volcan (T0) lwe| _ vol,,. (T°) |wel _ vol,, (T°) w |
VOl (GO) ¥oluean 7011 Vol (GO) Jwr| — volu (GO) 4T

voly,p. (T9)
When T splits over an unramified extension, by Theorem above,

voly, (TY) = L(1,07)~!. Thus at almost all places v, the measure dg, is
related to the canonical measure on the orbit by:

(35) 43, = L(L,06) vol, (GO)si.

Combining ([B4) with the relation w, = +£A(y)wr\g, we also obtain
the relation between the geometric measure and canonical measure (for all
places):

1
36 ol = |AY) | ——== 1,
( ) |w | | (7) | VOle (TO) /’LT\G
where the factor vol,,, (G°) disappears since the same measure on G needs
to be used on both sides when defining w,. We recall that the factor
voly,,. (TY) is discussed above in §2.2.3

4.1. Example: GLs. For G = GLj, we can make everything completely explicit.
The orbital integrals of spherical functions with respect to canonical measure are
computed, for example, in [Kot05, §5]. We combine this computation with our
conversion factors to obtain the integrals with respect to the geometric measure.
We observe that the result agrees with the formula (3.6) of [Lan13].

In [Kot05l §5] the orbital integrals are computed using the reduced building (i.e.
the tree) for GLy, and expressed in terms of the integer d., (for v € G(F)™°). The
number d is defined in terms of the valuations of the eigenvalues of v, see the top
of p.415 for the split case, p.417 for the unramified case, and (5.9.9) for the ramified
case.

In fact, we have

~2dv 5 split or unramified,

q
D=9 2a
g~21,

(This is the definition in the split and unramified cases and an easy exercise in the
ramified case.)

Here we only look at the simplest orbital integral of fy, the characteristic function
of the maximal compact subgroup Gy = GL2(OF).

~ ramified.

e If ~y is split over F, then, from formula (5.8.4) loc.cit.:
(37) O5(fo) = g™ =|D()| "/
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o If v is elliptic (which in GL5*, is the same as not split), then O, (fo) = [V7],
the cardinality of the set of fixed points of the action of v on the building;
see formula (5.9.3). Note that here the right-hand side does not depend
on the choice of the measures on G and on the centralizer of v (which
we denote by T' = G, = Cg(v) to consolidate notation with this part of
[Kot05]). Thus, there is a unique choice of measures for which this equality
is true. This equality is explained in §3.4 of loc.cit.; see also the explanation
just above (5.9.1). In fact, for elliptic v, one has

vol(Z\G)O,(fo) = [V,

where on the left the volume and the orbital integral are taken with respect
to the same choice of the measure on G-, and the measure on G that gives
Go volume 1 (note that in this formula both sides are independent of the
choice of the measure on G,). Thus the measure on G, that makes (5.9.3)
work is precisely the measure such that vol(Z\G,) = 1.

Plugging in the calculations of |V7| from loc.cit., in the two remaining
cases we obtain:

o If v is unramified (5.9.7):

qh —1
(39) 0 () = 1+ g+ DT
e If 7 is ramified (5.9.10):
dy+1 _ 1
(39) O4(fo) = 2qu~

Assume as usual that p # 2. Suppose we started with the measure on G, that
gave volume 1 to its maximal compact subgroup, and the measure on Z such that
the volume of Z N Gy is 1. In the unramified case, the map from T°¢ to Z\T is
surjective, and this choice of measures gives the quotient Z\T volume 1. In the
ramified case, the image of 7° in Z\T has index 2, and thus the volume of Z\T
we get from this natural measure on 7" is not 1 but 2. The upshot is that in the
ramified case, the measure giving the volume 1 to Z\G, does not come from a
natural measure on G .

Thus, combining the relation [B8) with @), B8), and B9), respectively, and
using (Bl), which applies since for all tori in GLg, T = T, we obtain the integrals
with respect to the geometric measure:

D)2
Al )
vol, (79 07 0)
(1-— %)’2 7 is hyperbolic
— (qzq—il) (1 +(q¢+ 1)‘1:1711) g~ %~ is unramified elliptic
(40) q\/q (qd7+171

05" (fo)

Y

=1 ) ) q_d7_1/2 v is ramified elliptic

1\ -2 1~ is hyperbolic
= (1 — —> 1-— q%q‘dw v is unramified elliptic
1 1—¢ @)~ s ramified elliptic
These formulas agree with [Lani3, (2.2.10)], if one multiplies our results by
vol,, (Go) = (1 — %)2(1 + %), as required by the relation (B3).
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4.2. The next step. In [Lanl3], Langlands works out Poisson summation on the
geometric side of the stable Trace Formula for SLs. Roughly speaking, Poisson
summation formula is a relation between the sum of the values of a smooth function
over a lattice in a vector space, and the sum of the values of its Fourier transform
over a dual lattice. Here the space is the set of adelic points of the Steinberg-
Hitchin base for SLg, which is just the affine line. The lattice in it is the image
of the diagonal embedding of the base field (we can take Q for simplicity). The
geometric side of the Trace Formula contains a sum over the conjugacy classes of
elliptic elements v € SLy(Q), which corresponds to a sum over Q in the Steinberg-
Hitchin base. Thus at least for the elliptic part, it is tempting to take the function
to be a stable orbital integral (i.e., the integral of some fixed test function over a
fibre of Steinberg map ¢~!(a), as a function of a), and apply Poisson summation.
However, for that the function needs to satisfy some smoothness assumption. Now
we can at least make some preliminary remarks about how far our function is from
being smooth, at least at every finite place.

If we take v € SL2(Q,), the GL2(Q,)-orbital integral computed above is the
stable orbital integral of 7. All along we have been assuming that 7 is a regular
semisimple element. It is well-known that the singularities of orbital integrals occur
only at non-regular elements (and we will see this explicitly in a moment, in this
example). More precisely, it is a result of Harish-Chandra that for a given test
function f, when a measure of the form |wg /7| is used on each regular semisimple
orbit, the orbital integral v — O,(f) is a smooth (i.e., locally constant) func-
tion on the open set G™ of regular semisimple elements. This function is not
bounded as v approaches a non-regular element; however, its growth is controlled
by |D(v)|7*/2. Specifically, Harish-Chandra proved that (still with f fixed), the
so-called normalized orbital integral, namely, the function v — |D(v)[*/20,(f) is
bounded on compact subsets of GG, and locally integrable on GG. We note that since
D(v) vanishes at non-regular elements, this normalized orbital integral is also zero
off the regular set. Thus, the normalized orbital integral, as a function of «y (for a
given test function f), is locally constant on G™, zero on non-regular semisimple
elements, and locally bounded on G. However, this does not imply that it is con-
tinuous on G. Indeed, while it is locally constant on the set of regular semisimple
elements, as v approaches a non-regular element, the neighbourhoods of constancy
get smaller; at a non-regular element 7y itself this function is zero since D(~yg) = 0;
by Harish-Chandra’s theorem this function is bounded on any compact neighbour-
hood of vp; however, nothing says that it is continuous at q: without a careful
choice of measures, it will have “jumps”. As we shall see in our SLy-example, the
extension of the normalized orbital integral by zero to non-regular elements does
not actually give a continuous function on GG; however, when the geometric measure
is chosen, one gets a function on the Steinberg-Hitchin base with just a removable
discontinuity.

In SLs, we have just two non-regular semisimple elements, namely, +1d. Their
images under Steinberg map csz, : SLo — Al are +2. Fix p (for now, p # 2)
and consider, for example, a neighbourhood of the point 2 € Agr, (Q,) = AY(Q,).
It consists of the images of split, ramified, and unramified elements with suffi-
ciently large d., (the split/ramified/unramifed is determined by the discriminant of
the characteristic polynomial of a given element, as discussed above in Example
B3). The formula [0) shows that as d, — oo (i.e, as v approaches %+Id), the
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stable orbital integral of fy on the orbit of v with respect to the geometric measure
gives a continuous function on A', with value (1 — ¢ )72 at a = 2 € Agr, (Q,).
(This, of course, cannot be said about the orbital integrals with respect to the
canonical measure, as they get large - of the size ¢%; as |D(y)|'/? =< ¢~ %, we
see the confirmation of Harish-Chandra’s boundedness result; but still the function
v = | D()|Y/20%" () has “jumps” at 4+Id; once we make the adjustments by the
volumes of the maximal compact subgroups of the corresponding tori, it becomes
continuous). This continuity result is one of the insights of [LanI3]. However, as
we see explicitly from (0], this function is continuous but not smooth (i.e. not
constant on any neighbourhood of a = £2); and so far this is just the description
of the situation at a single place, whereas ultimately we will need a global Pois-
son summation formula. This causes some of the technical difficulties discussed in
Altug’s lectures.

5. GLOBAL VOLUMES

5.1. The analytic class number formula for an imaginary quadratic field.
Here we recast the analytic class number formula for an imaginary quadratic field K
as a volume computation, using the above ideas. It was observed by Ono, [Ono63]
(see also [Shy77]), that the analytic class number formula in this case amounts to
the fact that the Tamagawa number 7(T) of the torus T = Resg/q Gy, equals 1.
We will assume that 7(T) = 1 and derive the analytic class number formula for K
from this fact. This also serves as preparation for §5.3 where the same volume term
combines with an orbital integral for an interesting result.

The analytic class number formula for a general number field is the relation
. 2T+t7TtRKhK
(1) Jim (s = 1)) = =TI
where: ( is the Dedekind zeta-function of K, Ry is the regulator (we will not
need it in this note so we skip the definition), Ag is the discriminant of K, hx
is the class number, wg is the number of roots of 1 in K, r is the number of real
embeddings, and 2¢ is the number of complex embeddings of K.

Let us consider an imaginary quadratic field K = Q(v/—D) (with D > 0);
denote its ring of integers by O. In this case, we have r = 0, t = 1, the regulator
Ry is automatically equal to 1, and the left-hand side equals the value at s = 1 of
C?(S) = L(1, xx) — the value (in the sense of a conditionally convergent product)
of the Dirichlet L-function L(1, xx)B. Here ¢(s) is the Riemann zeta-function, and
Xk is the Dirichlet character associated with K :

1 p splits in K
(42) xx(p) =4 -1  pisinertin K .
0 p ramifies in K

Thus, for an imaginary quadratic field K the analytic class number formula
reduces to:

(43) L1 xx) = —2hE

wK\/AK'

8This equality is the simplest case of the correspondence between Artin and Hecke L-functions.
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Our goal is to prove this relation by using only the known facts about algebraic
groups and the measure conversions discussed above. The algebraic group in ques-
tion here is just the torus T = Resg /g G-

Let Ag be the ad‘elesﬁ of K and let Afj{n be the finite adeles. In general K*
embeds (diagonally) in A} with discrete image; for K imaginary quadratic, the
image of the embedding K> < (A1) is still discrete (in fact, this is true only when
K = Q or is imaginary quadratic, see e.g.,[Mil08]). We know (weak approximation,

see e.g., [PRO1]) that for Q,
\@ag)* /I zy = {1}

Since the image of K> in (Afl?)* is discrete, we can define a similar double quotient
for Afin: KX\(A?(“)X/HU{OO (O,)*, which, roughly speaking, should measure the
size of the class group of K. The reason this is not exactly the class group is the
intersection of the image of K * with the compact subgroup HUTOO(OU)X' More
precisely, we have the exact sequence:

(44)

1 (K N e (00N Tl (00)% —— KX\ (AR2)* —— CUK) — 1,

where CI(K) is the class group of K.

The group K* N HUJ(OO(OU)X is precisely the group py of roots of 1 in K (the
elements of K™ that are units at every finite place).

The key point is that if we normalize the volume of the group of units O) to
be 1 at every place, and call this measure v , then we get from the above exact
sequence:

(45) vol,, | KX\(AR)*/ T](0n)* :Z—Z
vtoo

We will assume as fact that the Tamagawa number of T is 1 (this is so because
T is obtained from G,, by Weil restriction of scalars, as briefly discussed below).
The analytic class number formula will follow as soon as we relate the volume on
the left-hand side of ({@X]) to the Tamagawa number 7(T).

5.1.1. Tamagawa measure. We briefly recall the definition of the Tamagawa mea-
sure, just for the special case of our torus T. We follow the definition of Ono,

[Ono66], [Ono61], which has become standard.

9There is an unfortunate clash of standard notation: we used Ag to denote Steinberg quotient
of G; hopefully this causes no confusion. Another notation clash is px for the group of roots of
1 in K, as we have been using the letter p (with subscripts and superscripts) to denote various
measures.

10Ap important coincidence that happens for our torus 7', because it is obtained from G, by
restriction of scalars, is that the measure v coincides with the canonical measure p$'™ at every
finite place, as discussed above in the point (1) of §2.2.31 See for the general situation.

e note that superficially, it differs from the definition that A. Weil uses in [Weig2], in the
sense that Ono uses a specific set of convergence factors, and incorporates a global factor that
makes his definition independent of the choice of the convergence factors at finitely many places.
The resulting global measure, of course, is the same in the both sources.
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1. Let (Aé)l be the set of norm-1 adeles (also referred to as special ideles):
(A3)" = {(x0) € Ag: [T I(@o)lo = 13,

where the product is over all places of Q.
We have the exact sequence

(46) 1= (Ay)' = AJ = RS, — 1,

where the first map is the inclusion and the second map is the product of absolute
values over all places, = (z,) — ][], [zv|o. Moreover, the exact sequence splits
and we have a canonical decomposition

(47) 5 (A5 x R,

as a direct product of topological groups, where (R*)? stands for the connected
component RZ, (in the sense of the metric topology) of the group R*. We note
that the image of the diagonal embedding of Q* into Aé is contained in (A@)l,
and it follows from (@Z) that the quotient Q*\(Ag)" is compact.

2. To define the Tamagawa measure on T(Q)\T(A), one needs to start with a
volume form w on T defined over Q. We note that even writing down such a form
concretely is not trivial: the natural form wr defined in §2.2is not defined over Q.
Fortunately, in our special case, the differential form w := ﬁw;r is defined over
Q, see Example (This easy case can also be verified directly by a calculation
similar to that of Example 23)).

Recall the local Artin L-factors attached to the representation op of Gal(K/Q)
on X*(T), see (I5), and let L(s,or) := [[, Lp(s,or). Let rr be the multiplicity
of the trivial representation as a sub-representation of or. In our case, o is 2-
dimensional, and r = 1; a copy of the trivial representation in o7 is generated by
the norm character, which is stable under the action of the Galois group Z/27Z. Let

pr = lim (s —1)""L(s,or).

s—1+

We see that in our case, pr coincides with the left-hand-side of [@I]). The measure
puTama on T(A) is defined as:

(48) pme = pptlwoo| [ ] Lo(1, 07)|wlps
P

where wo is the form induced by w on T(R), in our case.
We make a note of some subtle features of this definition:

(1) The definition does not depend on the choice of a volume form (as long as
w is defined over Q), since any two choices differ by a constant in Q, which
does not matter globally thanks to the product formula.

(2) Without the convergence factors Ly(1,07), the product J[, |w|, does not
define a measure on T(A), since (as one can easily see in our example)
the maximal compact subgroup [, (Oy)* of T(Af") would have infinite
volume with respect to such a ‘measure’, since by (@), it contains the Euler
product for the Riemann zeta function at 1. There is some choice involved in

12gee [GG99], Corollary 3.7, for a way to define such a form in general. In our special case of the
quadratic field, it is an easy case of the discriminant-conductor formula that the Artin conductor
of the motive constructed in [GG99] coincides with the discriminant Aj, so our definition is a
special case of the construction in [GG99).
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the definition of the convergence factors (for example, in Weil’s definition in
[Wei82] the convergence factors in this case would be simply (1—1/p), which
would be sufficient to achieve convergence of the product measure). As
Omno explains in §3.5 of [Ono61], if one modifies the individual convergence
factors by any multipliers whose product converges, it does not affect the
final result thanks to the global factor p}l.

For future use, we define by 1, the measure L,(1, or)|w|, on T(Q,).
3. The Tamagawa number of T is, by definition, the volume (with respect to
the Tamagawa measure on the quotient, discussed below), of T(Q)\T(Ag)*, where

T(Ag)' = {(x,) € T(Ag) : H Ix(zy)]y =1 for all x € X*(T) that are defined over Q}.

The group of Q-characters of T has rank 1, and is generated by the norm map.
Thus,

T(Ag)' = {(xv) € T(Ag) : ][ INk,/q, (@) = 1},

where the product is over the places of Q. We note that T(Ag) = Aj, and we have
the exact sequence

(49) 1 — T(Ag)! = Af - RZ, — 1,

where the map to RZ is the product of the local norm maps.

Let dm (using the notation and terminology of [Shy77]) be the measure on
T(Ag)! that ‘matches topologically’ in this exact sequence with the measure p?*me
on T(Ag) = A% defined above, and the measure % on RX;. That is, dm is the
measure on T(Ag)* such that

dt
MTama =dm A ?

Since T(Q) = K* is a discrete subgroup of T(Ag)!, the measure dm descends to
the quotient by this subgroup, and the volume of T(Q)\T(Ag)! with respect to
this measure is, by definition, the Tamagawa number 7(T).

We note that the exact sequence ([9) splits, and we have a group isomorphism

KX\Aj ~ T(Q\T(Ag)' x RX.

5.1.2. The proof of the analytic class number formula. Now we are ready to go from
@) to the analytic class number formula for K; we do it in two steps.

Stepl. The finite places. Rewriting the relation (@) of Example 223 using the
notation of this section (and noting that for p # 2, |Ak|, = p~! if p ramifies in K
and |Ag|, = 1 otherwise), we obtain, for v|p:

1 _
(50) volj (0)) = (1 — 5) Lo(1,xK) 1|AK|11/2.

We will see below in §5.2that this relation holds at p = 2 as well. Thus, vol,, (O)) =
1, and we see explicitly in this example, that our measure 1, coincides with the
p-component of the measure vr used in (@3] (this is a very special case of [GG99],
Corollary 7.3).

Step 2. The infinite places and putting it together. We also have the
exact sequence (where ST C C* is the unit circle)

(51) 1= 8" = T(Ag)' — AlM = 1,
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where the first map is the inclusion into Ax that maps z € S* to the adele (1, 2)
trivial at all the finite places, and the second map is the projection onto the finite
adeles. Since the image of the diagonal embedding of K* intersects the image of
St in T(Ag)! trivially, (&I) yields the exact sequence for the quotients by K *:

(52) 1= St = K\T(Ag)' — KX\Aflr 1.

Now we need to carefully find the component at infinity dms, (which is a measure
on S1) of the measure dm defined via the exact sequence ([@d). First, we choose a
convenient basis for the character lattice of T, in view of this exact sequence: we
use the characters x1(z,2) = z and 7(z) := 2z = |2|?. These two characters, which
can be thought of as the vectors (1,0) and (1,1) with respect to the ‘standard’
basis of X*(T) in Example 23] still form a Z-basis of X*(T), and hence we can
write wy = % A %. We will also use the coordinates (z,n) on T for the rest of this
calculation. We write every element of T(A) as a = ayas, where a has the infinity
component 1 and a~ = (1, (z,7)) has all the components at the finite places equal
to 1. In this notation, T(A)! is defined by the condition |z|* = || = |las||~*. We

write
Tama Tama ,, Tama

2 = HKfin Moo ’
where pfome = pt [1, #p, and plama — |y|. We recall that by definition, w =
1

Viax]

wr. Then by the definition of dm, we have

dn T 1 das dn
U] VIAK] 0o U]
and thus
1 dase 1 dz
dmes = =

VIAK] @ JAg| 7

We have computed above in () that the form dz/z gives precisely the arc length
df on the unit circle.
Thus, the vol f 51 with t to dmeg is —2—.
us, the volume o with respect to dme is A

Finally, we get from (B0) and (@3):

1= vol ™ (T(Q)\T(g)") = vol ™ (T(Q)\ T(AR))

21 hK
——L 17 _1_7
recovering the analytic class number formula for K. We note that the product
L(1, xx) converges only conditionally.

—
>
~E
~—
X
~—
|

5.2. What happens at p = 2. We do the detailed (and elementary but tedious)
analysis of the changes one needs to make at p = 2 to all of the above calcula-
tions as they apply to an imaginary quadratic extension K of Q as above in order
to completely justify the global calculation above, and also point out interesting
geometric differences relevant for a norm-one torus of a quadratic extension™].

13This section can be skipped if the reader is willing to believe that (B0) holds at p = 2 as
well, and is not interested in the norm-1 torus (which is not used in the sequel).
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We write K = Q(v/d), with d a square-free (and in our case, negative) integer
d = —D. Our main reference for the number theory information is e.g.,
§VL3].

5.2.1. Quadratic extension at p = 2. First of all, recall that the ring of integers of
K is
0 Z[@}, d=1 mod 4,
K =
Z[Vd), d=2,3 mod 4.

We will need the fact that the ring O is generated over Z by a root of the monic
polynomial X2 — X + 154 in the first case, and of X? — d in the second case.
Therefore the behaviour of the prime 2 in K depends on the residue of d modulo 8.
Indeed, if d =1 mod 4, then we need to look at the reduction of the polynomial
X2 - X+ 1%‘1 modulo 2; we see that it is irreducible over Fy if 1;—‘1 is odd, and
it factors as z(z — 1) if 15¢ is even. Thus if d =5 mod 8, K, (where v|2) is the
unramified quadratic extension of Q2, while if d =1 mod 8, the prime 2 splits in
K. In the remaining cases, 2 ramifies: if d = 3,7 mod 8, the relevant polynomial
is X2 — d, and its reduction mod 2 factors as (x — 1)?; if d = 2,6 mod 8, then
the reduction of our polynomial mod 2 is just x2.

5.2.2. From Dedekind zeta-factor to Dirichlet L-factor. While the local L-factor
at p = 2 itself looks a bit different from the other primes, the argument relating
the local factor of L(1,x) to the local factor of the Dedekind zeta-function is the
same for all primes (including 2), when the Dirichlet character associated with K
is defined by ([@2). We observe that above, we have just computed the Dirichlet
character of K at 2:

1 d=1 mod 8
(54) XK(2) =< -1 d=5 mod 8.
0 otherwise

By definition, the local factor at p = 2 (as at any other prime) of the Dedekind
zeta-function is

1
G = 1] ——==:
1—-N —s
3(2) x/Q(p)
where the product is over the prime ideals of Ok lying over 2. It remains to recall
that in all cases, for p lying over (p), Nk qg(p) = p?, where f is the residue degree,

see e.g. [FT91], 11.4].

5.2.3. Quadratic extensions and norm-1 tori. If F'is a local field with residue char-
acteristic 2, then |F*/(F*)?| = 8, and F has one unramified and 6 ramified qua-
dratic extensions. (Indeed, we recall that F'* ~ Z x OF, and for a 2-adic field,
|05 /(0F)?| = 4). In the case F = Qy everything can again be computed in an
elementary way, and this is what we do in this section. We can list the extensions
explicitly using the discussion from §5.2.1F Qo(v/5) is the unramified extension;
Q2(v/3) and Q2(1/7) are the ramified extensions coming from the non-square units,
and Q2(v/2), Q2(1/10), and Q4(+/6) and Qo(1/14) are the ramified extensions cor-
responding to the elements we where w = 2 and € is a non-square unit. We
compute the volumes of T(Q3)¢ with respect to the form wr as in §2.2 for the tori
T = Resk /g Gm as well as for the norm-1 tori of the corresponding extensions, for
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K = Q(v/d), with d = 5,3,2 mod 8, to compare the calculation with Examples 23]
and

We recall that the identification E* = (Resg,p G,,)(F) is completely general;
and for a quadratic extension E, when we think of (Resg,p G,,)(F) as a torus
in GLa(F), the determinant in GLy corresponds to the norm map Ng,p on E*
under this identification. Till the end of the section, we keep the notation T =
Resg/q, G (we are now looking locally at p = 2, so to match the notation of §2.2
we have F' = Q9 and F is the completion of K at p = 2).

1. The unramified case, E = Qy(v/5). We write the elements of F as
T + py where ¢ = 1+2—‘/5 € Eis aroot of X2 - X —1 and z,y € Qy; then
Op ={x+ vy | x,y € Zs} (of course, for elements of E, the first representation is
equivalent to simply writing 2’ 4+ y/+/5, but for the ring of integers this would not
give the whole ring). The norm map in these coordinates is

V5 V5
NE/Q2($+<P3J)=<CU+%+7y x+%—7y :x2+$y_y2-

This causes small changes to our naive calculations of Example 2.3l In particular,
the pullback to T of the differential form C;—x on G, is now (exactly as in (Bl), with

¢ = % denoting the Galois conjugate of )
_dlatyy) dlztey)  (de+ pdy) A(dz + ¢'dy)

T+ ey T+ ¢y r? + vy —y?
(55> /o _\/5
SR Sk SR PN dy = —— dz N dy.
Ng/r(z + oy) Ng/r(z+ oy)

Note the absence of the factor 2, compared with ([B), which would have caused
trouble here.

From the volume to the point-count: since the extension is unramified, this part
does not change. In fancy terms, we can say that the so-called standard model over
Zy for T, defined by the coordinates x and y that we chose, is smooth. The set of
Fo-points of its special fibre (in simple terms, the reduction mod 2, which is the
uniformizer of our unramified extension) is still (Fy)*.

Thus, the volume formula (@) still holds in this case. If this extension was
obtained as the completion at 2 of a quadratic extension K = Q(\/E) of Q, then
d =5 mod 8, and therefore in this case the discriminant of K is just v/d. Hence,
the relation (B0) holds without any modification.

The norm-1 torus of this extension is treated very similarly to the unramified
case with p # 2; and the final answer for its volume is given by the same formula
as in the case p # 2.

2. Ramified case 1, £ = Qz(v/2). We have O = {z +yv/2 | 2,y € Zy}, and

the norm map is Ng/q, (z + V2y) = 2? — 2y? similarly to the p # 2 case. In this
case the calculation of the form wp applies verbatim, so we get the extra factor %

in ). Specifically, {@) now becomes:

vol |y, (T dxdy.

) = 1 /
2V2 J{(@.w)ezilar 247121}
The condition z? — 2y? € ZJ is still equivalent to z € Z5, and we obtain that

volj,, (T°) = ﬁq;ql; here ¢ = 2, we are just writing it this way for the ease of
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comparison with (). However, the relation (B0 again holds without modification,
since if the completion of K = Q(v/d) at 2 is ramified, then Ax = 4v/d, and |AK|;/2
has the extra factor 2 as well.

Ezample 5.1. The norm-1 torus of E = Qa(1v/2): Unlike the full torus obtained
by the restriction of scalars, for the norm-1 subtorus the reduction of the volume
computation to counting residue-field points looks very different from Example 2.5
We include this point-count exercise without a full discussion of its implications
for the computation of the volume with respect to wr or w"; to illustrate the
difficulties that arise when the reduction mod @ is not smooth.

We write the 2-adic expansions z = xo+ 2z +4z2+..., y = yo+2y1 +4y2+. . .,
with x;,y; € {0,1}. Then

2% = (zo + 221 + 4ao + 823 + 1624 + .. .)2
(56) = 23 4+ 4(zoxy + 23) + 8(woxo) + 16(x5 + 129 + T03)
+ 25(zowy + 2123) + 26(90% + xox5 + 124 + Tox3) + . ...

Thus the condition 22 — 2y? = 1 becomes (each line comes from the congruence
modulo the next power of 2 (indicated in the left column), and each congruence is
congruence mod 2):

mod 2 : zo = 1;
mod 22 : Yo = 0;
mod 23 : ToT1 + x% = 0;
mod 2% Tor2 — (Yoy1 +yi) = 0;
mod 2° : :E% + z122 + 2023 — (Yoy2) = 0;
mod 2° : Tors + 2123 — (Y3 + Y192 + yoys) = 0;
mod 271 a3 + 2oxs + T124 + 2223 — (Yoya + Y1y3) = 0;

These equations yield:

zo =1, Yo =0,
27 is arbitrary, y1 is arbitrary,
(57) T2 = Y1, Yo is arbitrary,
T3 = 5 + 1122, y3 is arbitrary,

This illustrates that Hensel’s Lemma, as expected, starts working once we have
a solution mod 8, but not for solutions mod 2. In fancier terms, we have the
reduction mod 8 map defined on the set of (Zg x Z2)-solutions of the norm equation
22 —2y? = 1. The image of this map is the set {(xo, yo, Z1, y1, T2, y2)} defined by the
first three lines of (&7 inside AS(FF3); we see that it is a 3-dimensional hyperplane
in A%(F3). The fibre of the reduction mod 8 map over each point in its image
is a translate of (23) C Za, so the volume of each fibre is 2. We obtain that

2_3.
3
the volume of our set of solutions is LSF"’). Note that this is geometrically quite

different from the answer in the ramified case in Example 2.5 where the image of
the reduction mod p map was two copies of an affine line, and therefore the image
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of the reduction mod p? map then was two copies of an affine plane over F; and
the image of reduction mod p® map, inside A®(F,), was two copies of A3(F),).

3. Ramified case 2, £ = Qy(v/3). Exactly as in the case E = Qq(v/2) con-
sidered above, for T = Resg/q, G, the volume vol,,|(T¢) has the extra factor of
% compared with the p # 2, and so does the discriminant (basically, the calcula-
tion of the volume of T is not sensitive to which ramified extension of Q2 we are

considering).

Example 5.2. The norm-1 torus of E = Qq(v/3). The calculation is also similar to
5. above: we use (B6) to count solutions of the equation 22 — 3y? = 1, but the
geometry looks slightly different. As above, from (BO) we get:

mod 2 : 2ryi=1;

mod 27 : T2 —3ys =1 mod 4;

mod 23 : zox1 + 27 — 3(yoy1 +¥3) =0 mod 2;

From the first two equations, we get: 29 = 1, yo = 0 (note that the second
congruence mod 4 does not allow for the option zg = 0, yg = 1, in contrast to
the ramified case with p # 2; this is an example of a solution mod 2 that does
not lift to a solution mod 4). Then the third equation becomes 1 + 23 — 3y? =
mod 2, which allows for arbitrary x; and makes y; = 0. Next, from the truncation
mod 24, we get (plugging all this information in):

4(xy +23) —8(x2 —3-0-32) =0 mod 16.

If 1 =0, we get zo = 0; if 7 = 1, then x5 = 1. Summing it up, so far we have:

To = 17 Yo = 07
(58) x1 is arbitrary, y1 =0,
Ty = X1, Yo is arbitrary,

Note that the pattern so far has been something we have not seen before: the con-
gruences modulo an odd power of 2 might have some ‘carry-over’ to the next power;
then the congruence modulo the next even power forces the truncated expression
to become literally zero with no carry-over.

Continuing with one more step:

mod 2° :

23 + 122 + 20x3 — 3(Y2 + y1y2 + Yoyz) =0 mod 2;

mod 26 :

(23 + 2122 + zoxs — (Y3 + Y12 + Yoys)) + (zowa + 123 — 3(Yoys + y1y3)) = 0,

where the last congruenceis mod 4. As we plug in what we already know about the
first terms, the first equation becomes r3+y5 = 0 mod 2, so x3 = y2. Plugging this
into the second equation (and ignoring the squares), we get (2z2 —2x3)+ (24 +23) =
0 mod 4, which determines z4 uniquely. Again we notice that by now Hensel’s
Lemma started working as expected: at every step we get one linear relation in two
unknown parameters, so the fibre over each truncated solution is an affine line over

Qo.

To summarize, (B8] says that the image of the reduction mod 8 map is a plane
2
in AS(Fy), and thus for the volume of T¢, we get %SFQ).
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Now we are ready to return to the global calculations.

5.3. Global orbital integrals in GL,. Let us put together the information we
have so far about the orbital integrals with respect to the canonical vs. geomet-
ric measures, and the information about the volume of K>\ (Aflr) " that we just
obtained.

Let v € GL2(Q) be a regular semisimple element, such that its centralizer T'
is non-split over R. Let K be the quadratic extension of @@ generated by the
eigenvalues of 7. Then T' = T(Q) with T = Resg /g G, asin §5.01 Let i =@, fp,
with f,, equal to 1gr,(z,), the characteristic function of GL2(Z,), for almost all p,
be a test function on G(Afi"). Taking the product of the relations ([B6) at every
prime p, and applying the product formula to the absolute values [[,|D(v)[, and
[, [Ak|p, we obtain:

(59) O5°m (f) = D) 72| Ak V2 L(L, 06,7) 05 (F7).

We observe that the canonical measure on the centralizer of v (or any measure
coinciding with it at almost all places) is convenient for defining a global orbital
integral because with such a measure, all but finitely many factors O, (f,) are equal
to 1, and thus the global orbital integral is a finite product, namely, the product
over the primes that divide D(v) and the primes where f, # 1g(z,), and there is
no question of convergence.

In the Trace Formula, the orbital integrals are weighted by volumes; and the
volume has to be taken with respect to the same measure on the centralizer that
was used to define the orbital integral. Comparing (B9) with ([I]), we see explicitly
that for GLo, the volume term contains some of the factors that also appear when
we pass from the canonical measure to the geometric measure on the orbit. Now
we are ready to explicate an observation (that is implicit in the work of Langlands)
that switching to the geometric measure makes the volume term disappear in the
case G = GLo, in addition to making the orbital integrals at finite places better-
behaved. This comes at the cost of now having the orbital integral expressed as
only a conditionally convergent infinite product. This theorem can be thought of
as the main point of this note.

Theorem 5.3. Let v be a reqular elliptic element of GLa as above, that splits over
a quadratic extension K. Let T = Resg /g Gm. Then

D 1/2 .
:| (;3‘—| O’gycom(fﬁn)'

Proof. Combining the relation (B9) with the calculation in (B3], we see that the
factors L(1, xx) and |Ax|'/? cancel out, and we obtain:

Volcan (T(Q)\T(Aﬁn))o,cyan (fﬁn)

Volcan (T(Q)\T(Aﬁn))ogan(fﬁn) _ |AK| L(lu XT) VolTama (T(Q)\T(A)I)O,Cyan(fﬁn)

2T
|D(7)|1/2 eom in
= PO (myoseom ().
Since T is obtained from G, by restriction of scalars, we have 7(T) = 1, as dis-
cussed above in §5.1.11 O

We make a few remarks:
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Remark 5.4. 1. In our statement, the left-hand side of the equation is actually
independent of the choice of the measure on T(Q)) at every finite place p, as long
as the volume and the orbital integral are taken with respect to the same measure;
this is consistent with the right-hand side, which does not involve any measure on
T at all.

2. The volume that appears in the Trace Formula is vol(T(Q)\T(A)!); when
passing from the volume appearing on the left-hand side of Theorem to this
volume, the ratio between them will depend on the precise choice of the normal-
ization of the component of the measure at infinity. Calculations of this sort (for
a general reductive group, with various specific choices of the measure at infinity)
appear in [GG99] and [Gro97].

3. The right-hand side of the relation in Theorem might be preferable in
two ways: there is no complicated volume term, and the orbital integral has the
local components that are continuous as functions on the Steinberg-Hitchin base
(however, now the orbital integral on the right is an infinite product that converges
conditionally).

4. The proof of the theorem does not use the analytic class number formula.
Moreover, the proof is general, except for three pieces:

(1) The specific knowledge that at every finite place v, vol,,. (T°) is |Ax |11,/2Lv(1, xr) L.
See [GGA99] for a generalization of such a relation.

(2) For general tori Tamagawa numbers can be difficult to compute explicitly
(see [Rid20] for some partial results), but for the maximal tori in GL,, they
are 1.

(3) The factor 27 in the denominator is specific to GLg; in general, it needs
to be replaced with the factor determined by the component of the chosen
measure at infinity.

We conclude with a brief discussion of Eichler-Selberg Trace Formula, since it is
the starting point for Altug’s lectures. This discussion is entirely based on [KLOG].

5.4. Eichler-Selberg Trace Formula for GLs;. The Eichler-Selberg Trace For-
mula expresses the trace of a Hecke operator T;, on the space S (N) of cusp forms
of weight k and level N. For simplicity of exposition, we set N = 1 in this note;
in this case the central character is also trivial. In this setting, the Eichler-Selberg
Trace Formula states:

k2T _ k—1 1,n is a perfect square
12 0 otherwise

E—1 _
PP t2 —4n
(60) = Zh < >
t2<4n
_5 Z min(dv g)kila
d|n

where in the middle line p and p are roots of the polynomial X2 — tX + n, and
R (ti;ﬁ‘") is the weighted class number of the order in Q[p] that has discriminant

t2—dn
m2

. The sum over m runs over the integers m > 1 such that m? divides 2 — 4n,

and £ ;l" isOor 1 mod 4.
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The goal of this section is to sketch, without any detail, a connection between
this formula and the (geometric side of) Arthur-Selberg Trace formula.

5.4.1. The test function. We start with a very brief recall of the connection between
modular forms and automorphic forms on GLy. We refer to e.g., Knightly and Li
[KT.OG] for all the details.

Let G = GL> for the rest of this section. A cusp form of weight k generates (as
a representation of G(Ag) under the action by right translations) a closed subspace
(7, V) of LA(G(Q)\G(A)); for a level 1 cusp form (which is our assumption here,
so in particular we should assume k > 2), the central character of 7 is trivial. By
Flath’s theorem, the representation 7 factors as a restricted tensor product

li
T = Tfin Q Too = ®p7rp®7roo.

Since (m, V) came from a cusp form of weight k, we have 7o, = m, — the discrete
series representation of highest weight k.

Every function f € C.(G(A)) gives rise to a linear operator R(f) on L?(Z(A)\G(A))
defined by

(R(1)6)(g) == /( sy @0l

In this language, the Hecke operator T}, on Sy, is precisely n*/2= 2 R(f,. 1), where f, 1
is a specific test function in the space L?(G(Q)\G(A)'). We quote the definition
of this test function from [KL0G].

e Let foo be a matrix coefficient of the representation 7. By orthogonality
of matrix coefficients, this ensures that the image of R(f) is contained in
(m, V). (Since (mw,V) is irreducible, this means R(f) projects onto V).

e For p{n, let f, be the characteristic function of Z(Q,)G(Z,),

e For p | n, let f, be the characteristic function of Z(Q,)M, p, where M, , is
the set of matrices of determinant n in M(Q),) (we prefer to think of it as
the characteristic function of the union of the double cosets of the Cartan
decomposition for GL2(Q,) of determinant n).

5.4.2. The transition to Arthur Trace Formula. We plug f := f, ; into Arthur’s
Trace Formula for GLo, and examine the geometric side. Since for our test function

f, the continuous and residual parts of the spectral side vanish, the geometric side
in fact equals Tr R(f) (see [KLO6, §22]). Finally, Knightly and Li show that:

e The first line of (60) matches the contribution of the trivial conjugacy class;

e The last line matches the contribution of the unipotent and hyperbolic
conjugacy classes.

e The middle line matches the contribution of the elliptic conjugacy classes.

We discuss why the last claim is plausible. By definition of the test function f,
its orbital integrals vanish on all elements v such that det(y) # n; hence, in the
geometric side of Arthur’s Trace Formula, we are left with the sum over v € G(Q)
satisfying det(y) = n. The conjugacy classes in GLy are parametrized by character-
istic polynomials, and the elliptic ones correspond to the polynomials with negative
discriminants, so at least superficially, we recognize the sum over the integers ¢ such

that ¢2 < 4n as a sum over the rational elliptic conjugacy classes.
k—1_ -k—1
Next, note that the expression % is the value of the character of 7 on

the corresponding conjugacy class; thus, we recognize it as the orbital integral of
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foo (see e.g. [Kot05, §1.11] for the discussion of characters as orbital integrals of
matrix coefficients; see also [GGPSI6, Ch.I, §5.2]).
Knightly and Li show (in our notation):

(61) opn () = S hu (S
0 w m2 )
m

where the sum over m is as in ([60). While the appearance of class numbers in our
earlier calculations is suggestive, and proves this relation in the trivial case when
t2 — 4n is square-free, it appears that our arguments are insufficient for getting a
simpler proof of this claim in general (other than by essentially direct computation
of the both sides, or matching the computation of the right-hand side in [KLO06]
with the calculation on the building in [Kot05], the results of which we already
quoted above). A similar statement for GL,,, relating orbital integrals to sums of
class numbers of orders, is proved by Zhiwei Yun, [Yuni3].

6. APPENDIX A. KIRILLOV’S FORM ON CO-ADJOINT ORBITS: TWO EXAMPLES

by Matthew Koster

In this appendix we illustrate Kirillov’s construction of a volume form on co-
adjoint orbits in a Lie algebra. Here we work over R in order to be able to use the
intuition from calculus. In these examples, we also relate this form to the geometric
measure discussed in the article.

6.1. The coadjoint orbits. A large part of this section is quoted from [Kot05]
§17.3] for the reader’s convenience and to set up notation. Let G denote a semisim-
ple Lie group, g its Lie algebra, and g* the linear dual space of g. We denote
elements of g by capital letters, e.g. X, and use starts to denote elements of g*;
unless explicitly stated there is no a priori relationship between X and X*.

G acts on g by Ad and acts on g* by Ad*, where

(Ad™(9)(X7), X) = (X", Ad(g™")(X)).

Let O(X*) C g* denote the orbit of X* under this action (called a co-adjoint orbit).
We recall that the differential of the adjoint action Ad of GG is the action of g on itself
by ad where adx(Z) = [X, Z]. The co-adjoint action of g on g* is the differential
of Ad*; we denote it by ad™; explicitly, this action is defined by (ad% (Y*), Z) =
(Y=, 12, X]).

A choice of an element X* € g* defines a map px- : G — ¢g* by px-(g9) =
Ad;;(X *). The differential of this map at the identity e € G gives an identification of
g/¢(X*) with the tangent space Tx~O(X*) at X*, defined by X + ad (X*). Here
¢(X™*) is the stabilizer of X* under ad™, and we are viewing T'x~O(X*) as a subspace
of Tx«g* = g*. We denote this identification by @ x« : g/c(X*) = Tx-O(X*) — g*.
The element X* gives an alternating form wx« on g, defined by
(62) W (X,Y) = (X" [X,Y]) = —(ad" (X)X ", Y).

This form clearly vanishes on ¢(X*), and gives a non-degenerate bilinear form on
g/c(X™*), which we have just identified with Tx«O(X™*). Thus, given a co-adjoint

orbit O, we get a symplectic 2-form w’ on it by letting the value of w’ at X* € O
equal w’.. In particular, as a manifold, O has to have even dimension; if its

MThis work was part of an NSERC summer USRA project in the summer of 2019; we ac-
knowledge the support of NSERC.
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dimension is 2k, then the k-fold wedge product of the form w’ gives a volume form
on O.

Over a field of characteristic zero, we can identify a semisimple Lie algebra
with its dual; we will use the Killing form for this. Then the adjoint orbits in
g get identified with the co-adjoint orbits in g*, and thus we get a very natural
algebraic volume form on each adjoint orbit in g. Here our goal is to compute
this form explicitly in two examples: the regular nilpotent orbit in sl,(R) and a
semisimple SO3(R)-orbit in so3(R) (we do not use the accidental isomorphism in
this calculation). In both cases the orbit will be two-dimensional, so we are just
computing the form denoted by w’ above.

6.2. Rewriting the form as a form on an orbit in g. Given X € g*, we
compute the form w on the orbit of an element Xy € g that corresponds to X € g*
under the isomorphism defined by Killing form, in three steps:

(1) Compute the map ®x:.

(2) For vy,v3 € Tx; O(X() find v1,v2 € g with ®x:(v;) = v; for i = 1,2, and
then evaluate wx; (v1,v2) = (Xg, [v1, va]).

(3) Using Killing form, identify g with g*, which identifies a co-adjoint orbit of
X in g* with an adjoint orbit of an element X € g. Then use the adjoint
action to explicitly define the volume form wy on Tx O at a point X in this
orbit by pulling back the form wx, .

6.3. Example I: a regular nilpotent orbit in sl3(R). Let G = SL(2;R), g =
5[(2;R), and consider the standard basis {e, f, h} for g given by:

0 1 0 0 1 0
=lool =[] el A

Let {e*,f*,h*} be the basis for g* dual to {e,f,h} under the Killing form.
Explicitly this means that e*(f) = 4, f*(e) = 4, and h*(h) = 8. We will compute
Kirillov form on the co-adjoint orbit O~ of £*, which we identify with the adjoint
orbit of e in g.

When we refer to coordinates x,y, z on g, it is with respect to our chosen basis
{e,f,h}. Given this choice of coordinates, we have the basis of the space of 1-forms
on g given by dx, dy, dz.

Under the isomorphism g* ~ g defined by Killing form, a point (x,y, z) € g* is

z/2 m

mapped to [ v —2/2

} € g. We can describe the orbit of e very explicitly in these

coordinates.

6.3.1. The nilpotent cone. If we are working over R, then the set of nilpotent ele-

ments in g forms a cone: indeed, for a nilpotent matrix we have det [Z; 2 7: /2] =0,

i.e., 22 +4xy = 0. (One can easily see that it is, indeed, a cone by the change of
coordinates u = x + y, v = & — y: in these coordinates, the equation of the orbit
becomes 22 + u? = v?). See e.g. [DeB05] §2.3] for more detail of this picture.

The nilpotent cone consists of 3 orbits of SLo(R): {0}, the half-cone with v > 0
(which is the orbit of e), and the half-cone with v < 0 (the orbit of f). One can

Z0/2 o

Yo —z0/2
—4xoyo (which forces xoyo < 0 if we are working over R), the element gy below
provides the conjugation so that X, = Adj (e) (it is convenient for us to write

explicitly compute that given a matrix Xy := [ ] € g satisfying 23 =
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go as a product of a diagonal and a unipotent matrix with a view toward further
calculations):

(63) | V%o 0 V%o 0 ' 1 0

P= IV 7 0 =] [V=rowo 1]
Note that since v = xg — yo > 0, and zgyy < 0, we have xg > 0,y9 < 0, which
explains our choice of signs inside the square roots.

6.3.2. A measure from calculus. Given that our orbit is an open half-cone, we can
write down a natural measure on it as a parametrized surface. In fact, as we think
of a parametrization for this cone, we can be guided by the fact that we are looking
for an SLs(R)-invariant measure. We recall Cartan decompositon: SLy(R) = UK,
where U is the group of lower-triangular unipotent matrices and K = SO5(R) ~ S*.
The adjoint action of SO2(R) is given by a fairly complicated formula (see [DeB05)
§2.3]), but at the same time one has the obvious action of S! on the cone by
rotations; thus it is reasonable to make a rotation-invariant measure on our cone.
Therefore, we use cylindrical coordinates to parametrize the cone 22 +u? = v? and
arrive at z = tcos(6), u = tsin(f), v = ¢, which translates to the parametrization
p:(0,00) x [0,27) — g given by:

(64) p(t,0) = (t(cos @+ 1),t(cosh — 1),tsinb).

The natural volume form on the cone is then dt A df; below we see how it compares
to Kirillov’s volume form. Note: now that we made this guess at a form, we could
just express the actions of U and K = SO2(R) on the cone in the (¢, 0) coordinates,
and check if this form is invariant. However, we prefer to compute the Kirillov’s
form directly and derive the comparison this way.

6.3.3. Computing Kirillov’s form. Step 1. The calculation at £*. We compute the
map P¢- defined in §6.11 It is a map from g to g*, so given (x,y, z) = xet+yf+zh € g,
its image under ®¢- is a linear functional on g. Thus it makes sense to write
(P (z,9y, 2), (2',y/, 2)), where (2/,y',2") € g. We evaluate:

(Pe- (ve + yf + 2h), (2',y',2")) = (£7, [z'e + y'f + 2'h, ve + yf + zh])

Thus
(65) D¢« (xe + yf + zh) = — (22" — 2h™).

Step 2. We need to find a preimage under ®¢« for a vector v € T¢«Op«. We recall
that this tangent space is identified with a subspace of g*, which we later plan to
identify with a subspace of g. Because of this latter anticipated identification, we
write 0 = af* + ye* + zh*. We see directly from (B8 that for © to be in the image
of ®¢- it has to satisfy y = 0, and then v = ze — $h satisfies P¢-(v) = v.

We are now ready to compute the form wg«. Let v; = x;f* + y;e* + z;h* for
= 1,2; then as discussed above, we can take v; = z;e — Sh. Then [v,v2] =
1Z2 — x122)e, and finally we have that:

z
66) W= (’[)1,’(72) == <f*, [1)1,’02]> = 4(21172 — a:le).

(
(
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Under the identification of the differential 2-forms on a vector space with alternating
2-tensors, we recognize this form as —4dz* A dz*, which we identify with the form
we := —4dx N dz on the adjoint orbit of e € g.

Step 3. Pullback of we under the adjoint action. We compute the operator Ady,
for the element g from (G3]) in our coordinates, in order to use it to pull back the
form we. By the right-hand side of (G3]), the matrix of Adg, in the basis {e,f, h} is
(67)

xg 0 O 1 0 0 Zo 0 0
Adg, = |0 x_lo Of - | =woyo 1 2¢y/=Toyo| =| —Y% x_10 2,/—&
0 0 1 vV —ZoYo 0 1 \/Toyo 0 1
Thus,
(68)
* o o 0 o o 0 0 0
(Ady,) (d:v/\dz)—‘\/Toyo de/\dy ‘\/Toyo 1dx/\dz+‘0 1’dy/\dz
= xodx N dz.

By definition, the volume form at Xy € g is (Adg(;l)*(we), and thus we get
1
wx, = —dz Ndz.
Zo

Coverting to (t, #)-coordinates, we get:

p*(dz ANdz) = ((cos + 1)dt — tsinf dO) A (sinf dt + t cos6 db)
= tcosB(cos® + 1)dt A df — tsin® 0dO A dt
= (tcos® 0 + tcosf + tsin? 0)dt A df
=t(1+ cosO)dt N d

and therefore

ddx N d 4t(1 0
p*o.):p*( x z)_ (14 cos )dt/\d6‘

x ~ t(1+cosh)
=4 dt Ndf.

6.3.4. Semisimple orbits in slz(R). The orbits of split semisimple elements in sly(R)
are hyperboloids of one sheet asymptotically approaching the nilpotent cone on the
outside; the orbits of elliptic elements are the individual sheets of hyperboloids of
two sheets that lie inside the same asymptotic cone (see e.g., [DeB05, §2.3.3] for
detail). Measures on them can be computed in a similar way (we return to this
calculation below). For now we compute another example, a semisimple orbit in

s03(R).

6.4. Another example: a semisimple (elliptic) element in s03(R). Let G =
SO(3), g = s0(3), and let {X, H,Y} be the basis for g given by:
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Let {X™*, H*,Y*} be dual basis for g* under the Killing form. Explicitly this means
X*(X)=-2, YY) =-2, and H*(H) = —2. Denote by Op~ the co-adoint orbit
of H*. Then a brief calculation shows that Qg is the unit sphere:

O+ ={(z,y,2) €g* | * +y* +* =1}

We compute Kirillov’s form on this sphere, using a slightly different method from
the above (to illustrate various approaches to such computations). Namely, rather
than computing the form at one fixed base point on the orbit and then using the
group action to compute it at all points, we do the computation directly for each
point X of our orbit Op-«.

As above, given Xy € Op~, we have ¢x, : G — g* given by ¢x,(g9) = Ad}(Xo).
We write Xo = (2o, Yo, 20) in {X*, H*, Y*}-coordinates. As above, the differential
of px, at e € G gives an identification x, : g/¢(X) = Tx,On- — Tx,0*° = g*.
This can be computed either by recalling that (®x,(X),Y) = (Xo,[Y, X]) or via
the exponential map:

d
Dy (X) = 2,y (9x, 0 exp) (4).

The result of this computation is that with respect to our coordinates, the matrix
representation for ®x, is given by:

0 20 —Yo
—Z0 0 i)
Yo —xo O
Write w = f1dX* AdH* + fodX* NdY ™ + fsdH* NdY™*. We have:
0 0
fl(XO) = WXO(—*u —*) = <X07 [(07 20, _yo)u (_207 O,JIQ)D = _2(1'%20 + ngO + ZS)) = —2z
0X* OH
0 0
fa(Xo) = WXO(Wa W) = (Xo, [(0, 20, —¥0), (y0, —20,0)]) = 2(zyo + ¥ + Yoz5) = 2o
0 0
f3(X0) = wxo (557 757) = (X0, [(=20,0, m0), (yo, =20, 0)]) = —2(5 + zoyp + z025) = —20.
OH*" 9Y

Therefore,
w(z,y,z) = =20 dH* NdY™ + 2y dX* NdY" — 2z dX* NdH"

69
(69) =2 dH*"NdAY" —y dX* NdY™ + 2z dX* NdH™).

It is easy to check that if we parametrize the sphere using the spherical coordinates,
this form is rewritten as twice the usual surface area element: w(p,) = 2sing.
We leave this check as an exercise.

6.4.1. General semi-simple orbits in s03(R) and sla(R). Since the group SO3(R) is
compact, all its maximal tori are conjugate; consequently, every semisimple element
in so3(R) is conjugate to rH for some r € R (and all semisimple orbits are spheres).
It is clear that if we replace H* with rH*, the form in (G9) gets scaled by r:
wrp+ = 2rdx A dz, so it is again the natural area element on a sphere of radius r.
We also note that all our calculations for these algebraic volume forms are valid
over any field of characteristic different from 2 (the only reason we were working
over the reals is the nice geometric picture and the intuitive parametric equa-
tions for the orbits as surfaces; note that despite our use of these transcendental
parametrizations, in the end all the differential forms are algebraic).
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Returning to semi-simple orbits in sla(R), we can use the accidental isomorphism:
over C, sly and so3 are isomorphic. Thus, the same calculation as above shows also
that the value at the element th of the Kirillov form on the orbit of th € SLa(R) is
2tdx A dy (note that the y- and z-coordinates are swapped in §6.3] and §6.4)); this
uniquely determines the invariant form on the orbit.

How does this form relate to the volume form wg*™ defined by 23) in §34F
Using the coordinates of [6.3] Chevalley map is given by

2

z/2 w z
[ v —z/2} ARV
The geometric measure is defined as a quotient: dx A dy A %dz = wg*™ Adc, where
c = —%2 — xy. Evaluating all the forms at the point th (which corresponds to
r =y =0, z =2t and thus ¢ = —t?), we see that w8°™ must satisfy
(WE™ )y A (—2tdt) = da A dy A dt,
and therefore, (w&°™ ), = —%d:ﬂ/\dy. We obtain the conversion coefficient between
Kirillov’s form and the geometric form: on the orbit of a split semi-simple element
th it is —g = —D(th)~'. It would be interesting to find this coefficient for a

general reductive Lie algebra.
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