arXiv:1906.01047v3 [math.NT] 5 Jan 2020

A CONSTRAINT FOR TWIST EQUIVALENCE OF CUSP FORMS ON GL(n)

DINAKAR RAMAKRISHNAN AND LIYANG YANG

This Note owes its existence to a question posed to the first author by Kaisa Matomäki, spurred in turn by her ongoing joint works with Maksym Radziwill on the sign changes of coefficients λ_n(h) of cusp forms h (ref. [MR]). Her question is this:

Suppose f, g are newforms, holomorphic or of Maass type, on the upper half plane H of levels N, N^′ respectively. Is there an optimal upper bound on the conductor Q of a Dirichlet character χ such that f, g are twist equivalent via χ, i.e., for all but a finite number of primes p, we have λ_p(f) = λ_p(g)χ(p)?

The answer is Yes, and we could show that Q ≤ √ NN^′. (The fact that Q is bounded above by some power of NN^′ is not difficult; see the beginning of Section 2.) Now suppose f or g has trivial character. Then we even show that Q ≤ √ [N, N^′], where [N, N^′] is the least common multiple of N, N^′. By the Atkin- Lehner theory, one knows that prime divisors of Q must also divide [N, N^′]. In fact our proof below will show that Q^2 divides [N, N^′], still with f or g of trivial character. Moreover, this is optimal, even when N, N^′ have common divisors. In the special sub-case where N, N^′ are square-free, Q must be 1 and there is no non-trivial twist equivalence between f and g.

It is convenient for us to work in the framework of automorphic representations, and we prove an analogous result for cusp forms on GL(n), for any n ≥ 1, over any global field F . Denote by A_F the ring of adeles of F .

Let π_1 and π_2 be unitary cuspidal representations on GL(n, A_F ), where F is a global field. Let N_1 (resp. N_2) be the arithmetic conductor of π_1 (resp. π_2), which is an ideal in O_F . Let χ be an idele class character of F . Denote by Q the conductor of χ.

Theorem A. Let notation be as above. Suppose π_1 ⊗ χ ≃ π_2. Then we have

(1) Q^n | N_1N_2.

Suppose further that for every finite place v, when π_{1,v} or π_{2,v} is ramified either it is in the discrete series or n = 2 with trivial central character. Then Q^n | [N_1, N_2], where [N_1, N_2] is the least common multiple of N_1 and N_2.

In fact, the proof will give a corresponding local statement at each place, and the case of ramified principal series implies the optimality of the bound.

Remark. Suppose n = 2 and π_1 has trivial central character. Then Q^2 | [N_1, N_2]. (See Proposition 5 of Sec. 2.) If moreover, N_1, N_2 are squarefree, then Q = 1, and χ a class group character. Thus if F has class number 1, e.g., F = Q, there is no such χ.

Also, for GL(2), it was shown by the first author ( [Ram00]), using multiplicity one for SL(2), that if Ad(π) ≃ Ad(π^′), where Ad is the Gelbart-Jacquet adjoint

Date: January 7, 2020. 1

lifting from GL(2) to GL(3), then π^′ ≃ π ⊗ χ for some character χ. So Theorem A elucidates the fibre of π → Ad(π).

Our proof of Theorem A reduces it, by the factorizability of the conductors, to a local statement, and further by the Bernstein-Zelevinsky classification, to a statement about discrete series representations of GL(n, F_v ), and then makes use of the local Jacquet-Langlands correspondence to a question about twists of (finitedimensional) irreducible representations of its inner form, the (multiplicative group of the) division algebra D of dimension n^2 over F_v of invariant 1/n, where we appeal to some known results of Koch and Zink. (One can also work in the framework of Moy and Prasad.)

In our result, χ need not have finite order. Thus it is natural to ask for such a bound for the full analytic conductor, which includes an archimedean analysis. This is done in the last section, see Theorem B therein.

D. Prasad has referred us to the preprint ([Cor19]), which also treats character twists, but goes in another direction.

We thank Kaisa Matomäki, Dipendra Prasad and Maksym Radziwill for their interest.

1. Representations of Central Division Algebras

Let v be a non-archimedean place of F. Let o_{Fv} be the ring of integers of F_v . Let ϖ_v be a fixed uniformizer. Let ord_{Fv} be the valuation normalized such that ord_{Fv} (ϖ) = 1. Denote by U_k(F_v ) = 1 + ϖ^ko_{Fv} if k ≥ 1. Set U_0(F_v ) = o^×_{Fv} .

Let χ_v be a quasi-character of F^×_v . Denote by A(χ_v ) the conductor exponent, i.e., the least integer k ≥ 0 such that χ_v |_{Uk (Fv )}= Id .

Let D_v be a division algebra over F_v of dimension [D_v : F_v ] = d^2_v. Denote by Nrd the reduced norm on D_v . Let ord_{Fv} be the normalized valuation on F_v . Denote by

U_k(D_v) = { x ∈ D^× : ord_{Fv} (Nrd(x − 1)) ≥ k } , ∀ k ≥ 1; and set U_0(D_v) = ker(ord_{Fv} ∘ Nrd). Let π^′_v be an irreducible admissible representation of D^×_v . Define the level l(π^′_v) of π^′_v as following:

l(π^′_v ) = min_{k≤0} { k : π^′_v | U_k(D_v) = Id } . Let χ_v be a quasi-character of F^×_v . Set π^′_v ⊗ χ_v = π^′_v ⊗ (χ_v ∘ Nrd). Then it is clear from the definition that l(π^′_v ⊗ χ_v) = l(χ_v ∘ Nrd), assuming l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) ≥ l(π^′_v).

1.1. Local Level-Conductor Formula. Let π^′_v be an irreducible admissible representation of D^×_v . One can define (e.g. [KZ80]) the conductor exponent A(π^′_v ) of π^′_v via the ϵ-factor. Then one has the following level-conductor formula ( (4.3.4) in Sec. 4.3 of [KZ80]), which is well known for n = 2.

Lemma 2. Let π^′_v be an irreducible admissible representation of D^×_v . Then

(2) A(π^′_v ) = l(π^′_v ) + d_v − 1.

Remark. One can state (2) equivalently in terms of the Moy-Prasad depth ( [MP94] and [MP96]).

Lemma 3. Let π^′_v be an irreducible admissible representation of D^×_v . Let χ_v be a quasi-character of F^×_v such that l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) ≥ l(π^′_v ). Then A(π^′_v ⊗ χ_v) = d_v · A(χ_v).

Proof. Let x ∈ F^×_v . Then ord_{Fv} (Nrd(x)) = ord_{Fv} (x^{dv} ) = d_v · ord_{Fv} (x). Take k = l(χ_v ∘ Nrd). Then we have

Nrd(U_k(D_v )) = U_k(D_v ) ∩ F^×_v = U_{⌈k/dv ⌉}(F_v ),

where ⌈·⌉ is the ceiling function. Note that χ_v is trivial on U_{⌈k/dv ⌉}(F_v ) if and only if χ_v ∘ Nrd is trivial on U_k(D_v). Then by definition, we have

A(χ_v ) ≤ ⌈ l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) d_v ⌉ , implying that d_v · (A(χ_v ) − 1) ≤ l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) − 1. On the other hand, by definition, l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) is the minimal integer such that χ_v is trivial on U_{⌈k/dv ⌉}(F_v ). Hence

(3) l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) = d_v · (A(χ_v ) − 1) + 1.

Since l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) ≥ l(π^′_v), one has l(π^′_v ⊗ χ_v) = l(χ_v ∘ Nrd). Note that π^′_v ⊗ χ_v is also irreducible. Applying (2) to π^′_v ⊗ χ_v we thus deduce

(4) A(π^′ ⊗ χ_v) = l(π^′ ⊗ χ_v ) + d_v − 1.

Then Lemma 3 follows from (3) and (4). □

1.2. The Local Jacquet-Langlands Correspondence. We recall briefly the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence here. Let Irr(GL(d, F_v )) (resp. Irr(D^×_v )) be the set of equivalence classes of irreducible essentially square-integrable representations of GL(d, F_v ) (resp. D^×_v ). Then there exists a canonical bijection

JL : Irr(GL(d, F_v )) −→ Irr(D^×_v )

satisfying some properties (e.g. [ABPS16], Thm 2.2). Let π_v be an irreducible essentially square-integrable representation of GL(d, F_v ). Let A(π_v ) be the conductor exponent of π_v . Denote by π^′_v = JL(π_v ). Then one also has A(π^′_v ⊗χ_v) = A(π_v ⊗χ_v), for any quasi-character χ_v of F^×_v .

Proposition 4. Let notation be as above. Assume π_v is irreducible admissible and essentially square-integrable of GL(n, F_v). Then either

(5) n · A(χ_v ) ≤ max { A(π_v ⊗ χ_v), A(π_v ) } , where the equality holds if A(π_v ⊗ χ_v) ≠ A(π_v ), or A(π_v ) = n · A(χ_v ).

Proof. Suppose n · A(χ_v ) > max{A(π_v ⊗ χ_v ), A(π_v )}. Let π^′_v = JL(π_v ). Then A(π_v ) = A(π^′_v ). Hence it follows from formulas (3), (4) and the assumption n · A(χ_v ) > A(π_v ) that l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) > l(π^′_v). We then deduce from Lemma 3 that A(π^′_v ⊗ χ_v ) = n · A(χ_v ). Therefore, applying the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence we get A(π_v ⊗ χ_v ) = n · A(χ_v), a contradiction! Thus (5) holds.

Now we suppose A(π_v ⊗ χ_v) ≠ A(π_v ). Since A(χ_v) = A(χ^{−1}_v ), after twisting by χ^{−1}_v if needed, we may assume that A(π_v ⊗ χ_v ) > A(π_v ), which amounts to A(π^′_v ⊗ χ_v) > A(π^′_v ). Then by (4) one has l(π^′_v ⊗ χ_v ) > l(π^′_v). Hence

(6) l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) ≥ l(π^′_v ).

Suppose further that equality in (5) does not hold. Then n · A(χ_v ) < A(π_v ⊗ χ_v ) = A(π^′_v ⊗ χ_v). Then by Lemma 3 we deduce that l(χ_v ∘ Nrd) < l(π^′_v ), contradicting (6). In all, if A(π_v ⊗ χ_v) ≠ A(π_v ), then n · A(χ_v) = max { A(π_v ⊗ χ_v), A(π_v ) } . Assume A(π_v ) = n·A(χ_v ). Suppose at the same time that A(π_v ⊗χ_v) > A(π_v ) = n·A(χ_v ). Then we have (6), which implies, by Lemma 3, that A(π_v ⊗χ_v) = n·A(χ_v), contradicting our assumption. Hence A(π_v ⊗ χ_v) ≤ A(π_v ). Therefore, the equality of (5) holds when A(π_v ) = n · A(χ_v ). □

Remark. In this Note, we haven’t used the local Langlands correspondence. Proposition 4 can be rephrased in terms of Artin conductors of Galois representations. If the Galois representation is irreducible (i.e. π_v is supercuspidal), it has been pointed to us that Proposition 4 admits a short proof purely in the theory of the Weil-Deligne group by using the following argument: the Artin conductor of V is the integral over s from −1 to infinity of codim(V^{Gs} ), where G^s is the s-th higher ramification group in the upper numbering filtration of the Galois group. So if V is irreducible, it is simply dim V times the infimum of the set of s where G_s acts trivially on V, plus 1. Let σ_v be the Weil-Deligne representation associated to π_v via local Langlands correspondence. The stated inequality then is equivalent to the statement that if G_s acts nontrivially on χ, then it acts nontrivially on σ_v or (χ ⊗ σ_v), which is clear.

2. Proof of Theorem A

Let us note, before commencing the proof of Theorem A, that it is not hard to check that Q ≤ (N_1N_2)^n. By the factorizability of conductors, it suffices to see this at each finite place v. If σ_{i,v} , i = 1, 2, is the n-dimensional representation of the Weil-Deligne group at F_v , associated to π_{i,v} , by the local Langlands correspondence then σ_{2,v} ≃ σ_{1,v} ⊗ χ_v, which implies that χ_v → σ̌_{1,v} ⊗ σ_{2,v}; thus Q_v ≤ (N_{1,v}N_{2,v})^n, since the conductor of σ̌_{1,v} ⊗ σ_{2,v} is bounded above by N^n_{1,v}N^n_{2,v}. However, we do not appeal to anything from p-adic local Langlands correspondence.

For a supercuspidal representation σ of GL(k, F_v), we denote by σ(l) the twist of σ with the character | · |^l, i.e., the representation g → | det(g)|^lσ(g). For m ≥ 0, set Δ(σ, m) = [σ_j , σ_j (1), · · · , σ_j (m_j − 1)]. Let σ^′ be another supercuspidal representation of GL(k, F_v ), and m^′ ≥ 0. We say Δ(σ, m) precedes Δ(σ^′, m^′) if σ^′ ∼= σ(m).

Let π(σ, m) be the irreducible representation of GL(km, F_v ) induced from σ × σ(1) × · · · × σ(m − 1). Denote by Q(Δ(σ, m)) the unique irreducible quotient of π(σ, m). Then by the Bernstein-Zelevinsky classification (see [Zel80]), any smooth irreducible representation of GL(n, F_v ) is isomorphic to the unique irreducible quotient Q(Δ(σ_1, m_1), · · · , Δ(σ_r , m_r)) of Q(Δ(σ_1, m_1)) × · · · × Q(Δ(σ_r, m_r)), for some supercuspidal representations σ_j , such that Δ(σ_{j1} , m_{j1} ) does not precede Δ(σ_{j2} , m_{j2} ) for j_1 < j_2. We now use this classification to prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem A. Write π_i = ⊗^′_vπ_{i,v} , 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. Let v be a nonarchimedean place. Then π_{i,v} is a smooth irreducible representation of GL(n, F_v ). Hence, by Bernstein-Zelevinsky classification, π_{1,v} is isomorphic to a representation of the form Q(Δ_1, · · · , Δ_r) for a unique (up to permutation) collection of intervals Δ_j = Δ(σ_j , m_j ), with σ_j a supercuspidal representation of some GL(n_j , F_v ), 1 ≤ j ≤ r, ∑ j m_j n_j = n; such that Δ_i does not precede Δ_j for i < j. Moreover, each Q(Δ_j ) is essentially square-integrable.

Then it follows from π_{2,v} ≃ π_{1,v} ⊗ χ_v and uniqueness of the quotient, that π_{2,v} is isomorphic to a representation of the form Q(Δ^′_1, · · · , Δ^′_r), where Δ^′_j = Δ(σ_j ⊗ χ_v, m_j ), 1 ≤ j ≤ r. Then by Proposition 4 we have, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, that

m_j n_j · A(χ_v ) ≤ max { A(Q(Δ_j ) ⊗ χ_v), A(Q(Δ_j )) } , namely, m_j n_i · A(χ_v) ≤ max { A(Q(Δ^′_j )), A(Q(Δ_j )) } . Summing through all 1 ≤ j ≤ r one then obtain r∑ j=1 m_j n_j · A(χ_v) ≤ r∑ j=1 max { A(Q(Δ^′_j )), A(Q(Δ_j )) } . Note that ∑_r j=1 m_j n_j = n. Hence,

(7) n A(χ_v ) ≤ r∑ j=1 max { A(Q(Δ^′_j )), A(Q(Δ_j )) } , from which we deduce that Q^n_v divides N_{1,v}N_{2,v}. Thus (1) follows.

Suppose further for every finite place v, π_{1,v} is a discrete series whenever π_{1,v} is ramified. Let v be a nonarchimedean place as above. Then r = 1. So we have by (7) that n A(χ_v ) ≤ max { A(Q(Δ^′_1)), A(Q(Δ_1)) } = max{A(π_{1,v} ), A(π_{2,v} )}, from which we deduce that Q^n_v divides [N_{1,v}, N_{2,v}]. Now Theorem A follows from the above analysis and the following claim:

Claim 5. Let notation be as before. Assume n = 2 and π_1 has trivial central character. Then Q^2 | [N_1, N_2]. □ Proof of Claim 5. Let notation be as in the proceeding proof. From the above proof we know that 2 A(χ_v) ≤ max{A(π_{1,v} ), A(π_{2,v} )} if r = 1. Hence, it suffices to consider the case when r = 2, in which case π_{i,v} is a principal series, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. We may write π_{1,v} = χ_{1,v} ⊞ χ_{2,v} and thus π_{2,v} ≃ χ_v χ_{1,v} ⊞ χ_v χ_{2,v}.

On the other hand, since π_1 has trivial central character, A(χ_{1,v}) = A(χ_{2,v}). Suppose A(χ_v) ≤ A(χ_{1,v} ). Then 2 A(χ_v) ≤ A(χ_{1,v} ) + A(χ_{2,v}) = A(π_{1,v} ), which is no more than max{A(π_{1,v} ), A(π_{2,v})}. Therefore, we may suppose A(χ_v ) > A(χ_{1,v}). By Proposition 4 we deduce that A(χ_v ) ≤ max{A(χ_{j,v} ), A(χ_v χ_{j,v})}, for 1 ≤ j ≤ 2; moreover, since A(χ_{1,v} ) = A(χ_{2,v}) < A(χ_v ) ≤ max{A(χ_{j,v} ), A(χ_vχ_{j,v} )}, j = 1, 2, then from the condition when the equality holds therein, we obtain that A(χ_v ) = A(χ_v χ_{j,v}), for j = 1, 2. Therefore, we deduce that

2 A(χ_v) ≤ A(χ_v χ_{1,v}) + A(χ_v χ_{2,v}) = A(π_{2,v}) ≤ max{A(π_{1,v} ), A(π_{2,v} )}.

Hence Claim 5 follows. □

This completes the proof of Theorem A. Moreover, towards the extreme cases of Theorem A, we have the following:

1. Let notation be as before. Let π_1 = Ind(χ_1, χ_2) be an induced representation of GL(2, A_Q ). Let p_1, p_2 be two distinct primes. Suppose χ_i has arithmetic conductor p_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. Let χ = χ^{−1}_1 χ^{−1}_2 , and π_2 = π_1 ⊗χ. Then both π_1 and π_2 have arithmetic conductor p_1p_2, namely, N_1 = N_2 = p_1p_2. Also, χ has arithmetic conductor Q = p_1p_2. And we thus have Q^2 = N_1N_2.

2. Let π_1 be a cuspidal representation on GL(n, A_F ) such that for every finite place v, π_{1,v} is a discrete series whenever π_{1,v} is ramified. Suppose further that n | A(π_{1,v} ), for each finite place v. Let χ be an idele class character of Artin conductor exponent A(χ_v) = A(π_{1,v} )/n, for any finite place v. Let π_2 = π_1 ⊗ χ. Then it follows from Proposition 4 that n A(χ_v) = max{A(π_{1,v}), A(π_{2,v} )}, for all finite place v. Thus Q^n = [N_1, N_2] in this case.

3. Comparison of Analytic Conductors

Let π be unitary cuspidal representations on GL(n, A_F ), where F is a global field. Denote by Σ the set of places of F. Then π = ⊗^′_vπ_v . Let L(s, π) be the principal L-function associated to π. Then L(s, π) = ∏ v∈Σ L_v(s, π_v ), where Re(s) ≫ 0. Let Σ_∞ be the set of archimedean places of F. To define analytic conductor of π, we need to recall the definition of each L_v(s, π_v ) for v ∈ Σ_∞.

In this section,we fix a place v ∈ Σ_∞, denote by σ_v the n-dimensional Weil- Deligne representation corresponding to π_v under the local Langlands correspondence. Then L_v(s, π_v ) = L_v(s, σ_v ). Moreover, let χ_v be a quasi-character of F^×_v , we have L_v(s, π_v × χ_v ) = L_v(s, σ_v ⊗ χ_v ). Hence, it suffices to recall the definition of L_v(s, σ_v ⊗ χ_v), which is a product of Gamma functions. Write σ_v = ⊕^{rv}_{j=1}σ_{v,j} , where each σ_{v,j} is an irreducible representation of the Weil group W_{F,v}. Hence,

(8) L_v(s, σ_v ⊗ χ_v ) = r_v∏

j=1 L_v(s, σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v ). To define archimedean conductor, we shall describe each L_v(s, σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v) explicitly. Since our approach is using Langlands classification ( [Del73]), we will separate the cases when F_v ≃ R and F_v ≃ C .

Case 1: Assume that F_v ≃ C . One has W_{F,v} ≃ C^× . So all irreducible representations are one dimensional. We may write any such characters as τ_{k,ν} (z) = (z/|z|)^k|z|^ν_C = (z/|z|)^k|z|^{2ν} , for k ∈ Z and ν ∈ C . The local L-function associated to this character is L_v(s, τ_{k,ν} ) = Γ_C (s + ν + |k|/2), where Γ_C (s) := 2(2π)^{−s}Γ(s).

Let σ_{v,j} = τ_{kj ,νj} , k_j ∈ Z and ν_j ∈ C , 1 ≤ j ≤ r. Also, one can write χ_v as τ_k′_{,ν}′ for some k^′ ∈ Z and ν^′ ∈ C . Since τ_{k,ν} ⊗ τ_k′_{,ν}′ = τ_{k+k}′_{,ν+ν}′ , we then have

L_v(s, σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v) = L_v(s, τ_{kj +k}′_{,νj +ν}′ ) = Γ_C (s + ν_j + ν^′ + |k_j + k^′|/2).

Define the archimedean conductor of σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v in this case to be

(9) C_v (σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v) = (1 + |ν_j + ν^′ + |k_j + k^′|/2|)^2.

Case 2: Assume that F_v ≃ R. One has W_{F,v} ≃ C^× ⊔ jC^× , where j^2 = −1 and jzj^{−1} = z̄ for any z ∈ C^× . Hence each irreducible representation σ_{v,j} of W_{F,v} is of dimension 1 or 2.

(a) If dim σ_{v,j} = 1, then its restriction to C^× is of the form τ_{0,νj} for some ν_j ∈ C ( (3.2) of [?]). Also, we can write χ_v = τ_{0,ν}′ for some ν^′ ∈ C . In this case, we have

L_v(s, σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v) = Γ_R(s + ν_j + ν^′ + (1 − σ_{v,j} (j)χ_v (j))/2),

where Γ_R(s) := π^{−s/2}Γ(s/2). Define the archimedean conductor of σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v in this case to be

(10) C_v (σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v ) = 1 + |ν_j + ν^′ + (1 − σ_{v,j} (j)χ_v (j))/2|.

(b) If dim σ_{v,j} = 2, we may assume that σ_{v,j} is induced from C^× to GL(2, R) by τ_{kj ,νj} , where k_j ∈ N_{≥1} and ν_j ∈ C . Then σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v is induced from C^× by τ_{kj ,νj +ν}′ . The L-factor is defined to be

L_v(s, σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v) = Γ_C (s + ν_j + ν^′ + k_j /2).

Define the archimedean conductor of σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v in this case to be (11) C_v (σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v ) = (1 + |ν_j + ν^′ + k_j /2|)^2.

Definition 6. Let notation be as above. Define the archimedean conductor of π_v ⊗ χ_v to be

C_v (π_v ⊗ χ_v ) = C_v(σ_v ⊗ χ_v) = r_v∏

j=1 C_v (σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v), where each C_v (σ_{v,j} ⊗ χ_v) is defined via (9), (10) or (11). Let N(π × χ) be the arithmetic conductor of π × χ. We set C_∞(π × χ) = ∏ v∈Σ_∞ C_v (π_v ⊗ χ_v )

to be the archimedean conductor of π × χ. And let C(π × χ) = N(π × χ) · C_∞(π × χ) be the analytic conductor of π × χ.

Recall that π_1 and π_2 are unitary cuspidal representations on GL(n, A_F ). Denote by σ_{i,v} the Weil-Deligne representation associated to π_{i,v} , 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. Assume π_1 ⊗ χ ≃ π_2. Then σ_{1,v} ⊗ χ_v ≃ σ_{2,v} , for all v ∈ Σ_∞. Let σ_{i,v} = ⊕^{rv}_{j=1}σ_{i,v;j} , 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, where each σ_{i,v;j} is an irreducible representation of W_{F,v}. Hence, (12) σ_{1,v;j} ⊗ χ_v = σ_{2,v;j} , 1 ≤ j ≤ d_v, v ∈ Σ_∞. Case 1: Assume that F_v ≃ C . One can write σ_{i,v;j} = τ_{ki,j ,νi,j} , k_{i,j} ∈ Z and ν_{i,j} ∈ C , 1 ≤ j ≤ r. Also, one can write χ_v as τ_k′_{,ν}′ for some k^′ ∈ Z and ν^′ ∈ C . Then (12) yields k_{1,j} + k^′ = k_{2,j} and ν_{1,j} + ν^′ = ν_{2,j} . Hence (13) C_v (χ_v) = (1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + |k_{2,j} − k_{1,j} |/2|)^2.

Case 2: Assume that F_v ≃ R. If dim σ_{i,v;j} = 1, then its restriction to C^× is of the form τ_{0,νi,j} for some ν_{i,j} ∈ C . Also, we can write χ_v = τ_{0,ν}′ for some ν^′ ∈ C . In this case, we have ν_{1,j} + ν^′ = ν_{2,j} . Hence (14) C_v (χ_v ) = 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + (1 − σ_{2,v;j} σ^{−1}_{1,v;j} (j))/2|.

If dim σ_{i,v;j} = 2, we may assume that σ_{i,v;j} is induced from C^× to GL(2, R) by τ_{ki,j ,νi,j} , where k_{i,j} ∈ N_{≥1} and ν_{i,j} ∈ C . Then σ_{1,v;j} ⊗ χ_v is induced from C^× by τ_{k1,j ,ν1,j +ν}′ . Hence k_{1,j} = k_{2,j} and ν_{1,j} + ν^′ = ν_{2,j} , implying (15) C_v (χ_v ) = 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + (1 − σ_{2,v;j} σ^{−1}_{1,v;j} (j))/2|.

Lemma 7. Assume F_v ≃ R. Then (16) C_v (χ_v ) ≤ 3 · [C_v (σ_{1,v} )C_v (σ_{2,v} )]^{1/n}. Moreover, the above bound is sharp.

Proof. Since dim σ_{1,v;j} = 1 or 2, we shall discuss the two cases separately. Case I. Suppose dim σ_{1,v;j} = 1. Then dim σ_{2,v;j} = 1. Hence by (14) we have C_v (χ_v ) = 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + (1 − σ_{2,v;j} σ^{−1}_{1,v;j} (j))/2|.

(a). Assume σ_{2,v;j} (j)σ_{1,v;j} (j) = 1. If σ_{2,v;j} (j) = σ_{1,v;j} (j) = 1, then C_v(χ_v ) = 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} | ≤ 1 + |ν_{2,j} | + |ν_{1,j} | = 1 + |ν_{2,j} + (1 − σ_{2,v;j} (j))/2| + |ν_{1,j} + (1 − σ_{1,v;j} (j))/2|. Thus C_v (χ_v) ≤ C_v (σ_{1,v;j} )C_v (σ_{2,v;j} ).

Suppose σ_{2,v;j} (j) = σ_{1,v;j} (j) = −1. By Corollary 2.5 of [JS81], | Re(ν_{1,j} )| ≤ 1/2 and | Re(ν_{2,j} )| ≤ 1/2. Thus |ν_{i,j} | ≤ |ν_{i,j} + 1| = |ν_{i,j} + (1 − σ_{i,v;j} (j))/2|, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. Therefore, C_v (χ_v) = 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} | ≤ 1+|ν_{2,j} |+|ν_{1,j} | ≤ 1+|ν_{2,j} +(1−σ_{2,v;j} (j))/2|+|ν_{1,j} +(1−σ_{1,v;j} (j))/2|. Hence, again, we have C_v(χ_v ) ≤ C_v (σ_{1,v;j} )C_v (σ_{2,v;j} ).

(b). Assume σ_{2,v;j} (j)σ_{1,v;j} (j) = −1. Then C_v (χ_v ) = 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + 1|. If σ_{2,v;j} (j) = −1, then C_v (χ_v) ≤ 1 + |ν_{2,j} + 1| + |ν_{1,j} | ≤ (1 + |ν_{1,j} |)(1 + |ν_{2,j} + 1|) = C_v (σ_{1,v;j} )C_v (σ_{2,v;j} ). If σ_{2,v;j} (j) = 1, then C_v(χ_v ) = 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + 1| ≤ 1 + |ν_{1,j} + 1| + |ν_{2,j} | + 2 ≤ 3(1 + |ν_{2,j} |)(1 + |ν_{1,j} + 1|), namely, we have C_v (χ_v) = 3C_v(σ_{1,v;j} )C_v (σ_{2,v;j} ).

In all, if dim σ_{1,v;j} = 1, then we deduce that

(17) C_v(χ_v ) = 3 · C_v(σ_{1,v;j} )C_v (σ_{2,v;j} ).

Case II. Suppose dim σ_{1,v;j} = 2. Then dim σ_{2,v;j} = 2. Hence by (15) we have

C_v (χ_v ) = 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + (1 − σ_{2,v;j} σ^{−1}_{1,v;j} (j))/2|.

Let σ_{i,v;j} be induced from C^× by τ_{ki,j ,νi,j} , where k_{i,j} ∈ N_{≥1} and ν_{i,j} ∈ C , 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. Then σ_{1,v;j} ⊗ χ_v is induced from C^× by τ_{k1,j ,ν1,j +ν}′ . Hence k_{1,j} = k_{2,j} and ν_{1,j} + ν^′ = ν_{2,j} . Then by triangle inequality we have

C_v (χ_v ) = 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + (1 − σ_{2,v;j} σ^{−1}_{1,v;j} (j))/2| ≤ 2 + |ν_{2,j} + k_{2,j} /2| + |ν_{1,j} + k_{1,j} /2| ≤ 2(1 + |ν_{1,j} + k_{1,j} /2|)(1 + |ν_{2,j} + k_{2,j} /2|).

Recall that in this case C_v (σ_{i,v;j} ) = (1 + |ν_{i,j} + k_{i,j} /2|)^2, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. So

(18) C_v (χ_v)^2 ≤ 4 · C_v (σ_{1,v;j} )C_v (σ_{2,v;j} ).

Let σ_{i,v} = ⊕^{rv}_{j=1}σ_{i,v;j} be the decomposition of σ_{i,v} into irreducible representations. Let r_l be the number of σ_{i,v;j} ’s such that dim σ_{i,v;j} = l, 1 ≤ l ≤ 2. Then r_1 +2r_2 = n. It the follows from (17) and (18) that

C_v (χ_v)^n ≤ ∏ 1≤j≤r_v dim σ_{i,v;j} =1 [ 3 · C_v(σ_{1,v;j} )C_v (σ_{2,v;j} ) ] · ∏ 1≤j≤r_v dim σ_{i,v;j} =2 [ 4 · C_v (σ_{1,v;j} )C_v (σ_{2,v;j} ) ]

≤ 3^{r1} 4^{r2} · C_v (σ_{1,v} )C_v (σ_{2,v} ) ≤ 3^n · C_v (σ_{1,v} )C_v (σ_{2,v} ).

Thus (16) follows. Moreover, from the above proof, it is clear that the equality in (16) holds if r_1 = n (so r_2 = 0) and ν_{1,j} = −1, ν_{2,j} = 0, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r_v . □

Lemma 8. Assume F_v ≃ C . Then

(19) C_v (χ_v ) ≤ 9 · [C_v (σ_{1,v} )C_v (σ_{2,v} )]^{1/n}.

Moreover, the above bound is sharp. Proof. Since F_v ≃ C , we can write σ_{i,v;j} = τ_{ki,j ,νi,j} , k_{i,j} ∈ Z and ν_{i,j} ∈ C , 1 ≤ j ≤ r. Write χ_v as τ_k′_{,ν}′ for some k^′ ∈ Z and ν^′ ∈ C . Then (12) yields k_{1,j} + k^′ = k_{2,j} and ν_{1,j} + ν^′ = ν_{2,j} . So by (13), C_v (χ_v) = (1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + |k_{2,j} − k_{1,j} |/2|)^2. By triangle inequality we have (20) 1 + |ν_{2,j} − ν_{1,j} + |k_{2,j} − k_{1,j} |/2| ≤ 1 + |ν_{2,j} | + |ν_{1,j} | + |k_{2,j} |/2 + |k_{1,j} |/2. On the other hand, we have the following inequality:

Claim 9. Let 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. Then |ν_{i,j} | + |k_{i,j} |/2 ≤ 1 + 3|ν_{i,j} + |k_{i,j} |/2|. Therefore, by Claim 9, one obtains the upper bound for C_v(χ_v ) : C_v (χ_v ) ≤ (3 + 3|ν_{i,j} + |k_{i,j} |/2| + 3|ν_{i,j} + |k_{i,j} |/2|)^2 ≤ 9 · 2∏ i=1 (1 + |ν_{i,j} + |k_{i,j} |/2|)^2. Hence, by (9) we have C_v (χ_v ) ≤ 9 · C_v (σ_{1,v;j} )C(σ_{2,v;j} ). Invoking with the decomposition σ_{i,v} = ⊕^{rv}_{j=1}σ_{i,v;j} we thus get

C_v (χ_v)^n ≤ ∏ 1≤j≤r_v [ 9 · C_v (σ_{1,v;j} )C_v (σ_{2,v;j} ) ] = 9^n · C_v (σ_{1,v})C_v (σ_{2,v} ).

Therefore, (19) follows. □

Proof of Claim 9. (a). Suppose k_{i,j} = 0. Then |ν_{i,j} | + |k_{i,j} |/2 = |ν_{i,j} |. Hence |ν_{i,j} | + |k_{i,j} |/2 ≤ 1 + 3|ν_{i,j} + |k_{i,j} |/2|. holds trivially. (b). Suppose |k_{i,j} | = 1. Then by triangle inequality, |ν_{i,j} | + |k_{i,j} |/2 = |ν_{i,j} | + 1/2 ≤ |ν_{i,j} + 1/2| + 1 ≤ 1 + 3|ν_{i,j} + |k_{i,j} |/2|. (c). Suppose |k_{i,j} | ≥ 2. Note that by Corollary 2.5 of [JS81], | Re(ν_{i,j} )| ≤ 1/2. Then | Re(ν_{i,j} )| ≤ | Re(ν_{i,j} ) + |k_{i,j} |/2|, as |k_{i,j} |/2 ≥ 1. Also, 2| Re(ν_{i,j} ) + |k_{i,j} |/2| ≥ |k_{i,j} |/2. So |ν_{i,j} | + |k_{i,j} |/2 ≤ |ν_{i,j} + |k_{i,j} |/2| + |k_{i,j} |/2 ≤ |ν_{i,j} + |k_{i,j} |/2| + 2| Re(ν_{i,j} ) + |k_{i,j} |/2| ≤ 1 + 3|ν_{i,j} + |k_{i,j} |/2|. In all, Claim 9 holds. □

Remark. Our proofs of Lemma 7 and Lemma 8 would imply an explicit version of Lemma A.2 in [HB19] (in the case when n = n^′). Also, the original proof of Lemma A.2 there is not quite complete as the inequality chain right above (A. 13) (see P. 14 of [HB19]) is not correct for k = 1.

Theorem B. Let π_1 and π_2 be unitary cuspidal representations on GL(n, A_F ) such that π_1 ⊗ χ ≃ π_2, for a character χ. Let C_1 (resp. C_2) be the analytic conductor of π_1 (resp. π_2). Let χ be a Hecke character on F . Denote by C the analytic conductor of χ. Then

(21) C ≤ 3^{[F :Q]} · (C_1C_2)^{1/n},

where [F : Q] is the degree of F/Q.

Proof. Let r_1 (resp. r_2) be the number of real (complex) places of F. Then r_1+2r_2 = [F : Q]. By Lemma 7 and Lemma 8, one has ∏ v∈Σ_∞ C_v(χ_v ) ≤ ∏ v∈Σ_∞ F_v ≃R 3 · [C_v (σ_{1,v} )C_v (σ_{2,v} )]^{1/n} · ∏ v∈Σ_∞ F_v ≃C 9 · [C_v (σ_{1,v} )C_v (σ_{2,v} )]^{1/n}

= 3^{r1+2r2} [ ∏ v∈Σ_∞ C_v (σ_{1,v} )C_v (σ_{2,v} ) ]_{1/n} . Then (21) follows from Theorem A. □

References

[ABPS16] Anne-Marie Aubert, Paul Baum, Roger Plymen, and Maarten Solleveld. Depth and the local Langlands correspondence. In Arbeitstagung Bonn 2013, volume 319 of Progr. Math., pages 17–41. Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2016.

[Cor19] Andrew Corbett. An explicit conductor formula for GL_n × GL_1. Rocky Mountain J. Math., 49(4):1093–1110, 2019.

[Del73] P. Deligne. Les constantes des équations fonctionnelles des fonctions L. In Modular functions of one variable, II (Proc. Internat. Summer School, Univ. Antwerp, Antwerp, 1972), pages 501–597. Lecture Notes in Math., Vol. 349, 1973.

[HB19] Peter Humphries and Farrell Brumley. Standard zero-free regions for Rankin-Selberg L-functions via sieve theory. Math. Z., 292(3-4):1105–1122, 2019.

[JS81] H. Jacquet and J. A. Shalika. On Euler products and the classification of automorphic representations. I. Amer. J. Math., 103(3):499–558, 1981.

[KZ80] Helmut Koch and Ernst-Wilhelm Zink. Zur Korrespondenz von Darstellungen der Galoisgruppen und der zentralen Divisionsalgebren über lokalen Körpern (der zahme Fall). Math. Nachr., 98:83–119, 1980.

[MP94] Allen Moy and Gopal Prasad. Unrefined minimal K-types for p-adic groups. Invent. Math., 116(1-3):393–408, 1994.

[MP96] Allen Moy and Gopal Prasad. Jacquet functors and unrefined minimal K-types. Comment. Math. Helv., 71(1):98–121, 1996.

[MR] K Matomäki and M Radziwill. Sign changes of fourier coefficients of holomorphic cusp forms.

[Ram00] Dinakar Ramakrishnan. Modularity of the Rankin-Selberg L-series, and multiplicity one for SL(2). Ann. of Math. (2), 152(1):45–111, 2000.

[Zel80] A. V. Zelevinsky. Induced representations of reductive p-adic groups. II. On irreducible representations of GL(n). Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4), 13(2):165–210, 1980.

253-37 Caltech, Pasadena, CA 91125, USA E-mail address: dinakar@caltech.edu

253-37 Caltech, Pasadena, CA 91125, USA E-mail address: lyyang@caltech.edu