arXiv:2404.10139v1 [math.NT] 15 Apr 2024

BEYOND ENDOSCOPY VIA POISSON SUMMATION FOR GL(2, K)

MELISSA EMORY, MALORS ESPINOSA LARA, DEBANJANA KUNDU, AND TIAN AN WONG

Abstract. In the early 2000’s, R. Langlands proposed a strategy called Beyond Endoscopy to attack the principle of functoriality, which is one of the central questions of present day mathematics. A first step was achieved by A. Altuğ who worked with the group GL(2, Q) in a series of three papers. We generalize the first part of this result to a class of totally real number fields. In particular, we cancel the contribution of the trivial and special representations to the trace formula using an additive Poisson summation on the elliptic terms.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Results and detailed outline of the strategy 5 Notation 17 3. The Main Setup 20 4. Manipulation of the Regular Elliptic Part 35 5. The Approximate Functional Equation 39 6. Smoothing the Singularities 50 7. The Problem of Completion 53 8. Poisson Summation 60 9. Evaluation of Kloosterman-type Sums 65 10. Isolation of the Contribution of the Trivial and Special Representations 66 11. Computation of the trace of the trivial and the special representations 71 Appendix A. Kloosterman Sum Calculations 81 References 106

1. Introduction

1.1. Philosophy. The principle of functoriality is one of the central open problems in modern number theory. Its study is a driving force for the development of number theory, harmonic analysis, representation theory, and the deep connections between them. More precisely, the principle of functoriality aims to provide a link between fundamental arithmetic and analytic information. The arithmetic information – which includes data that classify algebraic number fields, and more general algebraic varieties – may be

Date: April 17, 2024. 1

viewed as arising from the solutions of algebraic equations. On the other hand, the analytic information – including data that classify irreducible representations of reductive groups – arises from spectra of differential equations and group representations.

A successful proof of this principle would imply deep results in these areas. Naïvely, any case of functoriality that can be established gives us an explicit reciprocity law between the arithmetic data which is implicit in the automorphic representations. For more details on this philosophy, we refer the reader to [Art03]. The trace formula has been developed as a major tool to study the structure of automorphic representations. Some pioneering work in this direction include [JL70, Lan80, Lan97]. In recent years, progress has been made to prove particular cases of functoriality such as [Alt15, Alt17, Alt20, CNT23, Fen23, FLN10, Laf15, Ven04]. Regardless of these major achievements, a complete proof of the conjectured principle still appears to be out of reach. To know more about the history of the problem and recent progress made in this direction, we refer the reader to [Art23].

1.2. A strategy to prove the principle of functoriality. The (stable) trace formula is a certain equality between two distributions, usually called the geometric side and the spectral side. Given a reductive group G over a global field K, the main part on the geometric side is ∑ [γ] vol(γ)O(γ, f),

which is called the regular elliptic part of the trace formula; here [γ] runs over regular elliptic conjugacy classes in G, vol(γ) refers to a certain adèlic volume and O(γ, f) is the orbital integral associated to the test function f. On the other hand, the main term on the spectral side is ∑ π m(π) Tr(π(f))

which is called the discrete part of the trace formula. It is the part of the spectral side of the trace formula that decomposes as a discrete sum. Again, f is a test function and π(f) is a corresponding representation of f, m(π) is the multiplicity of π in the L^2-spectrum of G, and π runs over the representations occurring in the discrete spectrum.

In [Lan04], R. Langlands proposed a strategy to prove the principle of functoriality via the construction of a refined trace formula. Roughly, given a reductive group G over a global field K and a representation r of the L-group (denoted by^LG), the idea is to weight the spectral side of the trace formula with a coefficient μ_r(π), whence ∑ π μ_r(π)m(π) Tr(π(f)).

The factor μ_r(π) should be non-zero if and only if the associated automorphic L-function L(z, π, r) has a pole at z = 1. The presence of non-tempered representations in the discrete part of the trace formula implies that the spectral side limit does not converge.

When K = Q, Langlands proved that associated to a test function f, there is a family of adèlic test functions f_p parameterized by the primes p and showed that ∑ π μ_r(π)m(π) Tr(π(f)) = lim_{n→∞} 1 #{p | p ≤ n} ∑ p≤n log(p) ∑ π m(π) Tr(r(a_p(π))) Tr(π(f))

= lim_{n→∞} 1 #{p | p ≤ n} ∑ p≤n log(p) ∑ π m(π) Tr(π(f_p)),

where a_p is the Satake parameter of π at p. Naïvely, assuming the equality of the main terms on both sides of the stable trace formula, we see that ∑ π μ_r(π)m(π) Tr(π(f)) = lim_{n→∞} 1 #{p | p ≤ n} ∑ p≤n log(p) ∑ [γ] vol(γ)O(γ, f). As explained above, for the limit to exist, the contribution of the non-tempered spectrum of each of these trace formulas needs to be removed. In our case of interest, i.e., when G = GL(2) note that the only non-tempered representation is the trivial one. Therefore, (1) lim n→∞ 1 #{p | p ≤ n} ∑ p≤n log(p) ∑ π≠1 m(π) Tr(π(f_p)) = lim_{n→∞} 1 #{p | p ≤ n} ∑ p≤n log(p) ∑ [γ] vol(γ)O(γ, f ) − Tr(1(f_p)) . What remains on the spectral side should now converge. Thus, the geometric side must converge as well. In [FLN10], it was suggested that an additive Poisson summation-type formula could be applied to the regular elliptic contribution on the geometric side to isolate the trace of the trivial representation and cancel it.

In a series of papers by A. Altuğ [Alt15, Alt17, Alt20] this cancellation is performed for G = GL(2, Q) with f such that its q-adic local factor is the indicator of the maximal compact open subgroup of GL(2, Q_q ) and when the representation r is the k-th symmetric power of the standard representation. In this case, the above limit is computed to the expected value. Concretely, in [Alt15] the trace of the trivial representation is isolated from the discrete spectrum – which is the only representation that has to be removed in this case. He shows that ∑ [γ] vol(γ)O(γ, f) − Tr(1(f_p))

can be manipulated so that the limit on the right hand side of (1) converges. This has been regarded as a proof of concept of the strategy proposed in [FLN10], whose hypothetical Poisson summation formula, while highly suggestive, ‘cannot literally be true,’ (see [Art17, Footnote 6]). Until now, no other example of the removal of the non-tempered spectrum via Poisson summation has been established since then.

1.3. Goal of this article. We extend the work of [Alt15] to a general number field K (under certain technical assumptions which will be clarified as we progress through the paper), a problem posed by Arthur in [Art23, §11]. That is to say, we show that ∑ [γ] vol(γ)O(γ, f) − Tr(1(f_p)) can be manipulated so that the limit on the right hand side of (1) converges when G = GL(2, K). The strategy of proving our main result can be divided into five parts:

Rewriting the regular elliptic part: The regular elliptic part of the trace formula is given by a concrete sum that runs over the regular elliptic conjugacy classes. For GL(2), these classes can be parameterized by the trace and determinant of their characteristic polynomial. In this step, we explicitly rewrite every term involved in terms of these two parameters.

Application of the approximate functional equation: The regular elliptic part of the trace formula involves a volume term that can be expressed as the value of certain L-functions evaluated at z = 1. However, these L-functions are not absolutely convergent on the left of the ℜ(z) = 1 line. To overcome this difficulty, we use the approximate functional equation – a technique to expand the values within the critical strip in a way that absolute convergence is recovered at the expense of certain weight factors. The goal is to modify the L-functions appropriately and obtain absolute convergence on the line of interest.

Problem of completion and Poisson summation: We can now perform Poisson summation provided the following two conditions are satisfied:

• the original sum arising from the regular elliptic part of the trace formula can be written as a sum of values of some function over a complete lattice.

• the function referred to above is a smooth function of compact support. The second issue is resolved in a relatively easy way by introducing weight factors when applying the approximate functional equation. The first issue is significantly more deep – the condition of being ‘regular elliptic’ rules out many pairs of integers which cannot be ignored when performing the Poisson summation. This is a serious problem which we circumvent by introducing a modified Hilbert symbol. We can now perform Poisson summation in the standard way.

Concrete evaluation of Kloosterman-type sums: Performing Poisson summation yields character sums, called Kloosterman-type sums; here the ‘character’ is the symbol introduced above. Evaluating these sums concretely is a critical but lengthy local process and the final answer is an explicit quotient of zeta functions.

Isolation of the trivial representation from the discrete spectrum: There were two steps above which introduced integrals; namely, introducing the weight factors during the approximate functional equation and the definition of the Fourier transform in the Poisson summation. In this stage, we invoke complex analysis – we shift the contours of integration and go over the poles of the weight factors, as well as of those of the quotient of zeta functions coming from the Kloostermantype sums. The original sum gets divided into the sum of many other terms via the residue theorem. Some of the terms cancel each other and among those that remain, one is exactly the trace of the trivial representation whereas the others are multiples of the trace of the special representation. (We follow here the terminology of Altuğ, referring to the discrete contribution of the continuous spectrum to the trace formula for GL(2) as the special representation.)

2. Results and detailed outline of the strategy

The purpose of this section is to discuss the above steps in a little more detail and highlight our main contributions. In addition to explaining the results we prove in this paper, this section includes a discussion of obstacles that appear when working over a general number field but do not arise over Q. In §2.6 we pose some questions and present some speculations of what we think should happen in the more general setting.

For our discussion, once and for all we fix a prime ideal p in K. Next, we choose the representation r to be the k-th symmetric power of the standard representation for a fixed positive integer k. The choice of test function f is the same as in [Alt15] and depends on k – see Definition 3.5 for the precise form. Over a general number field, we need to be more careful about the choices of the measures – see §3.3. Throughout this paper we assume that K is a totally real field, although several of the facts we discuss are true in general. In §4.2 we explain the main reason for invoking this hypothesis. In fact, for certain steps we need to make a stronger assumption that the system of fundamental units is ‘totally positive’ – see (Hyp-pos). Finally, we have to assume that 2 is completely split in K to carry out the evaluation of the Kloosterman-type sums – see (Hyp-split). These hypotheses are technical and were invoked to simplify our calculations. Our strategy should work without these hypotheses - we will only need to be more careful and precise with some definitions and some calculations will become more cumbersome. Mathematically, we do not expect there to be any major obstructions in removing these hypotheses.

2.1. Rewriting of the regular elliptic part. An immediate and striking challenge of considering a general base field is that if a regular elliptic class contributes a non-zero term to the regular elliptic part, its determinant must generate the ideal p^k where k is a positive integer fixed at the time of defining the test function. This is automatic when the base field is Q because it has class number 1, but not always true for a general number field. Therefore,

• if we make the ‘wrong’ choice of the prime p or integer k, the regular elliptic part on the geometric side equals 0. But on the spectral side, the trace can be computed explicitly and it does not vanish. Therefore, on the geometric side, we need to find the contribution of the trivial representation in some other part of the trace formula.

• The ‘right’ choice of p and k is then used to extract the unit – we fix p and a generator (say ε) of p^k. We write det(γ) = uε, for some unit u in the ring of integers of K (denote by O_K ). Altuğ implicitly does this when writing det(γ) = ±p^k; choosing ε = p^k and u = ±1. Throughout this paper, we work under the assumption that this divisibility hypothesis is satisfied – see (Hyp-div).

Remark 2.1. Note that (Hyp-div) is not a technical hypothesis – this is crucial to our technique. It is of independent interest to study what happens if this assumption fails.

The regular elliptic part of the trace formula is written as ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈O_K τ^2−4uε≠□ vol(γ)O(γ, f), where O(γ, f) is the orbital integral and we have used the irreducible characteristic polynomial of γ, namely P_γ (X) = X^2 − τX + uε to classify the regular elliptic conjugacy classes. The goal of this step is to rewrite the volume and the orbital integral explicitly in terms of the trace τ and the unit u. Since ε is fixed, the determinant is in fact determined by the unit u. This calculation is carried out in §3 and §4. Our main result is the following which is Theorem 4.3. Theorem A. The regular elliptic part of GL(2, K) can be written as R(f) =|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) θ^±(τ, u)L(1, χ_γ ) ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d) ∏ q|(S_γ /d) ( 1 − χ_γ (q) N_K (q) ) .

2.1.1. Volume term. The characteristic polynomial P_γ (X) generates a quadratic field extension K_γ /K and associated to it, we have the quadratic sign character χ_γ (q) for a prime q defined by

χ_γ (q) =

1 if q is split −1 if q is inert 0 if q is ramified.

Set D_γ to denote the absolute discriminant of K_γ . Proposition 3.15 shows that the volume term is proportional to √| |D_γ | | · L(1, χ_γ ). In other words, up to a constant κ which is equal to the residue of ζ_K at z = 1, the volume term is a product of √| |D_γ | and a special value of an L-function.

2.1.2. Orbital integrals. First, we prove the existence of an integral ideal S_γ satisfying (τ^2 − 4uε) = S^2_γ Δ_γ , where Δ_γ is the relative discriminant of K_γ /K. When the base field is Q, this coincides with the fundamental discriminant and the above equation can be taken as an equality of numbers as opposed to ideals. In Proposition 3.19 we show that the orbital integrals at finite primes satisfy

O(f_{fin}, γ) = N_K (p)^{−k/2} ∑ d|S_γ N_K (d) ∏ q|d ( 1 − χ_γ (q) N_K (q) ) . On the other hand at the archimedean places the test function is f_∞ = f_{ν1} × · · · × f_{νn} , where n = [K : Q]. For each real place (which we generically denote by) ν, we follow [Alt15] and expand the local orbital integral using germ expansions. This is carefully explained in §3.6.

Remark 2.2. The fact that we have such a concrete formula is essential for the success of the strategy we adopt.

2.1.3. Units. If we have to isolate the step whose generalization to the number field setting was the most non-trivial, it would probably be in handling the units. To deal with the units, we include them as a part of the incomplete lattice, over which we later perform Poisson summation. This part of the lattice is an artificial one but, its presence is crucial for matching the two sides of the trace formula. We will return to this point in the last step; see §2.5.

A crucial observation for dealing with the units is that via the Dirichlet Unit Theorem, the pairs (τ, u) indexing the regular elliptic part of the trace formula can be identified with a full lattice inside of ± × R^{2n−1} . This technical construction is carried out in §4.2. More concretely, we define the interpolation function θ^±(x, y) from R^{2n−1} to C in Definition 4.2 where x is viewed as a vector in R^n and y as a vector in R^{n−1} . This is a generalization of θ^±(x) used in [Alt15], except that the function appearing in op. cit. does not have two coordinates. In our case, the main reason for the difficulty arises from the presence of fundamental units. It is in handling these fundamental units that we require that the number field is totally real and satisfies the condition of ‘positivity’. Settling the issue with the units is particularly challenging because there any many choices of how to handle the units without any apparent reason as to why one is better than the other. Our choice of definition of θ^± is essentially dictated by our understanding of how to generalize Langlands’ calculations for the special representation when working with a general number field rather than over Q. In other words, once we developed the strategy for the calculations in §11, we could make the appropriate choice for the definition of the interpolation function.

The interpolation function resembles the germ expansion of the archimedean orbital integral. This is because the discriminant term arising from studying the volume decomposes into local factors (see Proposition 4.1). Distributing each local factor to its corresponding orbital integral yields the form of the interpolation function we have defined (in coordinates) at the archimedean places, while at the finite places it amounts to a change of variable d to S_γ /d.

Substituting the above analysis into the expansion of the regular elliptic part yields Theorem A.

2.2. Application of the approximate functional equation. The Dirichlet series that defines L(z, χ_γ ) does not converge absolutely on the real line ℜ(z) = 1 (which is where it is being evaluated). To continue the analysis, we first show that the regular elliptic part of the trace formula can be written as ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) ∑ d|S_γ ∑ a χ_d(a) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) , where χ_d(a) is a quadratic character whose primitivization yields χ_γ , and Φ_±(τ, u), Ψ_±(τ, u) are certain smooth function with compact support arising from smoothing the interpolation function θ^±. The sum over a comes from the Dirichlet series expansion of the L-function of χ_d(a). This verification is carried out in §5 and §6.

To prove this, we have to apply the approximate functional equation. In particular, we need to verify that the hypothesis of the approximate functional equation is satisfied. Recall that the approximate functional equation applies to L-functions whose functional

8 M. EMORY, M. ESPINOSA LARA, D. KUNDU, AND T. A. WONG

equation is already known. For us, there are two L-functions of interest

L(z, γ) := N_K (S_γ )^z ∑ d|S_γ N_K (d)^{(1−2z)} ∏ q|(S_γ /d) ( 1 − χ_γ (q) N_K (q)^z ) , and its completion Λ(z, γ) = Λ(z, χ_γ )L(z, γ). Here, Λ(z, χ_γ ) is the standard completion of the quadratic sign character. It is an entire function with a functional equation. In Theorem 5.3, we prove the functional equation Λ(z, γ) = Λ(1 − z, γ), which follows from verifying that L(z, γ) admits a functional equation. Our proof^1 involves an algebraic manipulation similar to the one in [Zag06]. In Proposition 5.5 we verify that the product of the finite orbital integrals coincide with the value of an appropriate L-function (which admits a functional equation) when evaluated at z = 1. This allows us to now apply the approximate functional equation.

The step of applying the approximate functional equation introduces two functions; namely, an odd Bessel function (denoted by F ) whose residues we understand precisely and another related function H_γ for which we know the poles and residues. Furthermore, similar to the interpolation functions above we can extend H_γ to a function H_{(x,y)}.

Since there are several real places, there are several Gamma factors that need to be evaluated. The main technical estimate is recorded in Lemma 5.15. In Theorem 5.10 we write the expansion we get from the approximate functional equation, as a function of a complex variable z. More precisely, Theorem B. The following expression holds for any choice of real A > 0, L(z, γ) = ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)^z F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A )

+ ( N_K ( S_γ ) |D_K |^{1/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{1/2} )_{1−2z} ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{1−2z} ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)^{1−z} H_γ ( z, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A N_K ( S_γ )_2 |D_K | N_K (Δ_γ ) ) . 2.2.1. Recap: the situation over Q. Recall that at this stage (see [Alt15, Proposition 3.4]) Altuğ obtains ′∑ d2|N 1 d^{2z−1} ∞∑ a=1 1 a^s ( N/d^2 a ) F ( ad^2 A ) + ( |N| π )_{1/2−z ′} ∑ d2 |N 1 d^{1−2z} ∞∑ a=1 1 a^{1−z} ( N/d^2 a ) H_N ( z, ad^2A |N| ) . Here, N = τ^2 ± 4p^k and the^′ over the sum refers to some congruence conditions we discuss later. A quick comparison convinces us that the two expressions are almost the same – except how the L-functions at infinity are displayed. A crucial difference is the appearance of χ_d(a) in the expression in Theorem B while Altuğ’s expression has the Kronecker symbol (_{N/d2} a ) . These two objects though essentially the same, are constructed (and expressed) differently. Altuğ’s expression is more explicit because of the availability of the quadratic reciprocity law over Q.

1Another way to prove the functional equation of this (Zagier) zeta function is via local methods (see [Esp23a, Theorem 4]). This local approach is more suited for studying the nature of this function as conjectured in [Art18].

2.2.2. The situation over a general number field. At this stage, while rewriting the regular elliptic part of the trace formula, we encounter cancellation. More precisely, the Euler factors associated to the primes dividing S_γ /d in the expansion of the L-function associated to the volume term gets cancelled by the factors arising in L(z, γ) above. What remains is the Euler product expansion of a non-primitive character.

When the Kronecker symbol is available (e.g. over Q) the conductor of the nonprimitive character becomes the ‘new upper entry’ of the symbol; otherwise we leave the change of conductor of the ‘new’ character implicit. Set ∂ = τ^2 − 4 det(γ). After evaluating L(z, γ) at z = 1 we see that the regular elliptic part can be expressed as

|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) θ^±(τ, u) ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d) ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a) F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α )

+ |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} N_K (∂)^{1/2}|D_K |^{1/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{−1} ∑ a χ_d(a)H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^{1−α}|D_K |^{1−α} ) . For the final step, we define two smooth functions Φ_±(x, y) and Ψ_±(x, y) with compact support in R^{2n−1} in terms of the interpolation function θ^±, the Bessel function F , and H_γ . In Proposition 6.6 we conclude with the statement that (up to constants depending on the field K) the regular elliptic part can be expressed as ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) ∑ d|S_γ ∑ a χ_d(a) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . The approximate functional equation yields series and integrals that are absolutely convergent, and so they can be appropriately swapped when required. At this stage the analytic issues have been resolved.

2.3. Problem of completion and Poisson summation.

2.3.1. Recap: problem of completion over Q. To understand the gravity of the challenge this step poses, we recall how the issue is resolved in [Alt15]. Over Q, the regular elliptic part can be rewritten as ∑ ∓ ∑ τ ∈Z τ 2−4pk ≠□ ′∑ d2|τ 2 ±4pk ∞∑ a=1 θ^∓_∞ ( τ 2p^{k/2} ) 1 ad ( (τ^2 ± 4p^k )/f^2 a ) F ( ad^2 A ) + ad^2 √| |τ 2 ± 4pk | | H ( ad^2A | |τ 2 ± 4pk | | ) . To perform Poisson summation, one needs a complete lattice. In this case the (complete) lattice required is Z, but several integers are ruled out by imposing τ^2 − 4p^k ≠ □. To fix this issue the missing integers are added; i.e., we consider the sum ∑ ∓ ∑ τ ∈Z τ 2−4pk =□ ′∑ d2|τ 2 ±4pk ∞∑ a=1 θ^∓_∞ ( τ 2p^{k/2} ) 1 ad ( (τ^2 ± 4p^k )/f^2 a ) F ( ad^2 A ) + ad^2 √| |τ 2 ± 4pk | | H ( ad^2A | |τ 2 ± 4pk | | ) . Summing both these expressions yields a sum over τ ∈ Z. After relatively straight forward manipulations, one obtains a sum of the values of a smooth function with compact support over a complete lattice. This allows for performing Poisson summation.

2.3.2. Problem of completion over a general number field. Naïvely, one would hope that one can mimic the same idea as above. In other words, we have to consider the following piece to complete the lattice ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ^2−4uε=□ ∑ d|S_γ ∑ a χ_d(a) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . We immediately have a problem – what do S_γ and χ_d(a) mean? These were constructed from the knowledge of the quadratic extension associated to γ. Without such a quadratic extension, there is no quadratic character or an ideal S_γ ; thus, the terms have no meaning. Over Q, both these problems do not arise and the terms involved can be defined regardless of whether their parameters define a regular elliptic class or not because the Kronecker character and the congruence conditions always make sense.

Concretely, we have to settle the following two issues:

Extension of the quadratic symbol: For any unit u, any integer τ, and any integral ideals a, d, define a a symbol that coincides with χ_d(a) whenever there exists a regular elliptic matrix γ parameterized by (τ, u) and d divides S_γ , but that makes sense for any choice of parameters.

Equivalent explicit conditions for d | S_γ : Find an alternative description of the indexing set {d : d | S_γ } that depends on the parameters τ, u alone and that makes sense when τ^2 − 4uε = □.

The second problem is addressed by the second named author in [Esp23a] which is discussed in §7. We state the relevant result below but refer the reader to the original article for the proof.

Theorem C. For a regular elliptic matrix γ, the following two conditions are equivalent:

(i) d | S_γ , (ii) d^2 | τ^2 − 4 det(γ) and (in O_{Kpi} ) the following congruence holds

τ^2 − 4 det(γ)

π^{2 valpi (d)}

p_i

≡ 0, 1 (mod π^2_{pi} ) for each i = 1, · · · , n.

Note that over Q, the second condition simplifies and becomes

τ^2 − 4 det(γ) 4d^2

≡ 0, 1 (mod 4),

which is precisely the congruence conditions we have been referring to so far. This congruence condition over Q was already available to Altuğ from the work of D. Zagier.

2.3.3. Modified Hilbert symbol. Another major obstacle was in choosing the right symbol which could uncouple the variables τ, u, d, and a. None of the obvious choices such as the Artin symbol, the power residue symbol, the Frobenius symbol, and the Hilbert symbol could do this job. We define a modified Hilbert symbol in terms of the restricted Hilbert symbol (see Definitions 7.3 and 7.6). This new symbol recovers the quadratic sign character and upon appropriate twisting also recovers the imprimitive character (see Theorem 7.9).

The vanishing conditions defining the restricted Hilbert symbol guarantees that we work with units (whereas the general Hilbert Symbol is defined for all non-zero entries). A crucial property for our symbol is that it must make explicit the dependence on τ for all the imprimitive characters that can be obtained from all the quadratic sign characters of quadratic extensions of K simultaneously. For the Kronecker symbol, this property is immediate since

χ_d(a) = ( (τ^2 ± 4p^k)/f^2 a ) . It is not possible to replace the Kronecker symbol with one of the other choices mentioned above because there is incompatibility with the division at this stage. The quantity τ^2 − 4uε is an algebraic integer, and must remain such because any conjugacy class is parameterized by a pair of algebraic integers. Over Q, the class number is 1 and there is only one unit which is a square, so the problem gets resolved immediately.

Remark 2.3. To prove the desired properties of the modified Hilbert symbol, we needed to appeal to Artin’s reciprocity law despite our best efforts. We see this as a positive sign because it suggests that the strategy is sensitive to reciprocity laws which are in great part a motivation for the work in the area.

After resolving both these issues, the completed regular elliptic part of the trace formula has the following shape, |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ a ∑ d ∑ u∈O^∗_K ′∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) )

2.3.4. Poisson summation. We show that for a unit v ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) = ( (τv)^2 − 4uv^2ε, d a ) . Exploiting this, we divide the units O^∗_K into their cosets modulo O^{∗,2}_K and rearrange the sum over the units as a double sum. The character depends on the coset representative of the outer sum (called Y ) and is independent of the coset representative of the inner sum (a parameter denoted by y). The additive periodicity modulo 4ad^2 allows us to divide the τ-sum according to the congruence μ (mod 4ad^2). In Theorem 8.10 we show that the completed regular elliptic part becomes p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ′∑ μ∈OK /4ad2 (μ2 − 4u(Y )ε, d a ) ∑ ξ∈Zn ∑ η∈Zn−1 1 N_K (a) N_K (d)^2 ( Φ^1_± (ξ, η) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ^1_±(ξ, η) ) . Next, we need to show that the sum coming from the units but not contributing to the Poisson summation (i.e., the sum over ±Y ) is a finite sum. We can (and will) apply Poisson summation to the inner (double) sum. The main contribution to the spectral side of Poisson summation is when (ξ, η) = (0, 0) since there is no exponential factor mitigating its growth. Restricting to this part only proves the main theorem of this section which is Theorem 8.14.

Theorem D. The dominant part of the spectral side of the Poisson summation is p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈F^{n−1}_2 ∑ a ∑ d ( Φ^1_±(0, 0) N_K (d)^3 N_K (a)^2 + Ψ^1_±(0, 0) N_K (a) N_K (d) ) K_{a,d}(±u(Y )).

where Φ^1_± and Ψ^1_± are the scaled Fourier transform in R^{2n−1} of Φ_± and Ψ_±. For given ideals a, d of O_K and a unit u ∈ O^∗_K , we write K_{a,d}(u) to denote a Kloosterman-type sum.

2.4. Evaluation of Kloosterman-type sums. This is the content of §9 and the proof is presented in Appendix A. In Theorem 9.3 we show that the Dirichlet series of a complex parameter z = σ + it with σ > 1 defined as D (z, u) := ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^{2z+1} ∑ a K_{a,d}(u) N_K (a)^{z+1}

admits an analytic continuation to a meromorphic function in the whole complex plane with poles at z = 0 and z =^1_2 . Very crucially, we show that this Dirichlet series is in fact independent of u. More precisely, D (z, u) = 4^n ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) · 1 − 1/p^{z(k+1)} 1 − 1/p^z . Remark 2.4. When z = 1, the above expression becomes

D (z, u) = 4^n ·

1 − 1/p^{(k+1)} 1 − 1/p . This will recover the p-adic contribution of the trace of the trivial representation (the 4^n gets cancelled with other terms). At z = 0 the residue can be computed explicitly and is connected to the value of the special representation. This concrete expression gives us exactly the contributions of both expected representations. However, the proof of the above theorem is computational and does not provide insight of why should this happen.

Using the Fundamental Theorem of Arithmetic and the local nature of the modified Hilbert symbol we factor the above sum into its local pieces. These local factors look slightly different for primes above 2 and the odd primes. This motivates the introduction (see Lemma A.7) of the local Dirichlet series D_q (z, u) satisfying D (z, u) = ∏ q D_q (z, u). The proof of evaluating D (z, u) proceeds by evaluating explicitly D_q for each prime q.

The evaluation of the D_q is a long computation which we do not discuss here. We limit our discussion to some highlights:

• the definition of the Kloosterman-type sum involves the restricted Hilbert symbol but after evaluating the Dirichlet series, we see that this dependence disappears. We know this after the computation – this begs the question why does the symbol disappear?

• when q ∤ 2, evaluating D_q is precisely counting the number of solutions of a certain quadratic form modulo N_K (q)^b for varying values of b. Hensel’s Lemma applies and it suffices to understand the situation modulo q, which is a field and lift the solutions appropriately.

• when q | 2, to apply Hensel’s Lemma we need to consider solutions modulo q^{2eq+1}, where e_q is the ramification degree of q over 2. Also, the counting problem is complicated because the local Kloosterman-type sum at primes above 2 have a congruence condition modulo 4 for a certain quotient. These two issues together make the computation of the corresponding counting problem quite challenging. Despite our best efforts to tame these Kloosterman-type sums, we were unable to do so. It is for avoiding this calculation we make the hypothesis that the prime 2 splits in K – see (Hyp-split).

These complications are already visible over Q. Here, the counting problem is to determine the number of solutions to a system of congruences. When q ∤ 2, the quadratic character is the modified Hilbert Symbol; hence, the nature of one implies the behaviour of the other. This is not the case for primes above 2 – not even for the rational numbers. The quadratic character assigns the value −1 to 3, 5, 7 (mod 8) and the value 1 to 1 (mod 8). The Kronecker symbol on the other hand assigns the value −1 to 3, 5 (mod 8) and the value 1 to 1, 7 (mod 8). This discrepancy at the value of 7 makes the reciprocity laws work for the Kronecker symbol but not recover the quadratic character. As a consequence, the behaviour of the solutions to the system is erratic as the two symbols contribute differently.

For more general number fields, this problem at primes above 2 grows. The behaviour of the square class is now dictated modulo 2e_q + 1, but its behaviour has influence from both ramification degree as well as the inertia degree. Also the formulas of the local Hilbert symbol at primes above 2 are significantly more complicated. It is unclear how to proceed to get closed formulas for this counting problems in such ‘a low key way’. Nevertheless, the fact that we know what to expect should hint at the possibility that better methods should be available for this evaluation.

Remark 2.5. We wish to emphasize that these discussions and computations do not appear in [Alt13] nor in [Alt15] where they are left as exercises for the reader. This might create the false impression that evaluating Kloosterman-types sums at the primes above 2 and at the odd primes have the same level of difficulty. An important part of our contribution here lies in elucidating that this is not the case. We are able to do it in the case of the rationals because of the explicit knowledge of how to evaluate the Kloosterman-type sums. We can also tackle a few other cases – but it is still not in sufficient generality to get the desired formula over a general number field.

2.5. Isolation of the contribution of the trivial representation. In the last two sections of the paper, we apply tools from complex analysis and calculate the residues of the two integrals arising from the approximate functional equation and the Fourier transform in the Poisson summation formula. We first isolate the contribution of the trivial representation. Concretely, the value of this representation is computed in Theorem 11.1(i) using the Weyl integration formula and it turns out to be p^{−k/2} 1 − p^{−(k+1)} 1 − p^{−1} ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)dydx. As in the case of [Alt15], we can also find the trace of the special representation – which is done in Theorem 11.1(ii).

We now explain the strategy of our proof which is a generalization of calculations done by Langlands. However, there are some subtle differences and pitfalls to which we would like to draw the reader’s attention. Set G_∞ = GL(2, R) × · · · × GL(2, R) and recall that by definition Z_+ is the central subgroup of scalar matrices with positive entries. As a Lie group, this is one dimensional; hence, Z_+ \ G_∞ has dimension 2n − 1. Let f ∈ C_c(Z_+ \ G_∞). The group Z_+ is not a product group. Thus, its action on G_∞ is not a ‘product of actions’. More precisely, we cannot compute the value of the trace at the archimedean places by doing local computations in each real embedding, since the scaling affects all of them in different ways. This prevents us from following Langlands and Altuğ when scaling the trace and determinant when transforming the germ expansions.

A crucial observation at this point is that the dimensional reduction attributed to the Z_+-action on the spectral side corresponds to the fact that rank of the units is n − 1. The remaining n dimensions come from the trace lattice.

After performing the Weyl integration for our choice of the (archimedean) test function, the innermost integral becomes the orbital integral while the outer sum over tori gives a partition of R^{2n−1} . Our careful computations show that as T varies over the maximal tori, the inner integral varies over a region S_T which (up to a set of measure 0) partitions {±} × R^{2n−1} . For example, for the case of the trivial representation, we show in Theorem 11.12 that ∫ f(g)dg = p^{−k} ∑ ± ∫ R^{2n−1} θ^±(x, y)dxdy, where x (resp. y) is viewed as a vector in R^n (resp. R^{n−1} ). An analogous result for the case of the special representation is shown in Proposition 11.16. It is pertinent to emphasize that if the units were not taken into account by the Poisson summation and were fixed throughout the process by having an outer sum that runs over the units, we would be unable to arrive at this desired conclusion. This is because the sum over the units might be indexed by an infinite set while the sum on the spectral side is indexed by a finite one. A significant advantage of our approach is that it ensures that all that remains from the units in the indexing set is the sign.

In §10, we identify the contribution of the trivial representation and the residues of Eisenstein series to the trace formula in the dominant term. To complete the proof of the main theorem (see Theorem E below) we then isolate the contribution of the special representation. The innermost term in the expression in Theorem D consists of two sums, one with Ψ^1_±(0, 0) and another with Φ^1_±(0, 0). We explicitly write down the (scaled) Fourier transform of Ψ^1_±(0, 0) and Φ^1_±(0, 0), invoke absolute convergence, and change the order of integrals with the sums over a, d. More precisely, in (21) we get an expression with three integrals for the sum corresponding to Φ^1_±(0, 0): the two outer ones come from the Fourier transform – one of which corresponds to the variable x and the other other to the variable y – together they correspond to an integral over R^{2n−1} . The complex line integral comes from the definition of F in the approximate functional equation. We can shift the contour of integration to the left and pass over the poles introduced by the zeta functions and by the Mellin transform of F . This introduces three factors: two residues and the new contour integral. In Lemma 10.4 we calculate these values precisely and the first of the three pieces is p^{−k/2} 1 − p^{−(k+1)} 1 − p^{−1} ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)dydx. A similar analysis for Ψ^1_±(0, 0) is done in Lemma 10.5. After appropriate cancellations we obtain our main theorem.

Theorem E. Let f be the fixed test function. Writing 1 to denote the trivial representation and ξ_0 to denote the special representation, the dominant part of the spectral side of the Poisson summation is equal to

Tr(1(f)) − 2 Tr(ξ_0(f)) + remainder terms.

Remark 2.6. This is the exact generalization of Altuğ’s result.

2.6. Future Directions and Motivation for Further Research. Our intention of writing this long introduction is to convince the reader that the quest of generalizing [Alt15] to general number fields was full of surprises and that the mathematics that lurks behind all of this is beautiful. We made our best efforts to encapsulate these ideas in the questions we propose. We hope they are the right questions.

2.6.1. Relaxing the divisibility hypothesis. The vanishing of the regular elliptic part when (Hyp-div) is not satisfied foreshadows some deep mathematics. Most often, the test function is constructed by picking its local factors in some appropriate way for the intended purposes and then the archimedean factors are left to be arbitrary. These choices are informed by what parts of the trace formula we want to vanish or not vanish. For an example of this, we point the reader to [Gel96, Lectures V.3]. There they discuss the simple trace formula, and why it cannot be used to prove the equality of certain Tamagawa numbers – the choice of functions cancels too many terms to make the strategy work; c.f. [Gel96, Proposition 1.3 of Lecture VI].

Suppose we desire to study families of primes with certain conditions. For example, which primes ideals are principal in K (which say is a number field of class number > 1). By choosing the standard representation to be r (i.e. k = 1), we see that the order of the prime ideal p in the class group of K divides 1 exactly for those primes that are principal. Studying the refined trace formula behaviour for this particular r will indicate how the different choice of the test function f^p affects different parts of the trace formula. We hope that by studying this difference we can extract information of the behaviour we desire to understand by varying r.

2.6.2. Formula for the non-archimedean orbital integral. This precise formula for the product of non-archimedean orbital integrals is a fundamental problem when rewriting the regular elliptic part of the trace formula. Obtaining such a precise formula for GL(n) when n ≥ 3 and for other groups is an open problem. In [Art18], J. Arthur put forth a conjecture regarding what it must be in the case of GL(n). For the case of GL(2), this conjecture was verified in two papers by the second named author, see [Esp23a, Esp23b] and was crucially used in this work.

2.6.3. Relaxing the hypothesis on the number field being being totally real and positive. As we have explained before, we made a technical assumption that the number field K is totally real and positive so as to define an interpolation function. We are optimistic that our results should be provable without this hypothesis, as well. However, we used both these conditions in significant ways and the process of its removal will enlighten us on how the number theoretic aspects of K inform the representation theory at the archimedean places. It appears that settling the issue on the existence of an appropriate interpolating functions is a problem of independent interest. This depends on the field K itself unrelated to its application to the strategy of Beyond Endoscopy.

2.6.4. Reinterpreting the congruence conditions to complete the lattice. When G = GL(n) for n ≥ 3, it is not clear to the authors how to rewrite the condition d | S_γ in an explicit way so that it depends on the parameters that produced the conjugacy class. We remind the reader that establishing such an explicit dependence is essential if we want to complete the lattice for performing Poisson summation.

It would indeed be interesting if the answer to the question is given as congruence conditions of some sort as in the case of GL(2). In fact, Langlands already hints at the existence of the congruence conditions for GL(2, Q) in [Lan04]. He writes “The sum over r ∈ Z that occurs in the elliptic term will be replaced by sums over r satisfying a congruence condition. This will entail that whatever behaviour we find for S = {∞} should remain valid when congruence conditions are imposed. Such an assertion, which implies a greater theoretical regularity that may make the proofs easier to come by, has to be tested further, but these are the principles that justify confining myself at first to m = 1 and to representations unramified at all finite places.”

The congruence conditions referred to by Langlands are precisely those given by the congruence conditions we have discussed earlier. The regularity is manifested in the periodicity which is intrinsic to the symbol. Our investigations show that such congruence conditions still hold for all symmetric powers (i.e. all choices of k, which Langlands calls m). However, if class field theory is to be of any guide, we think that the congruence conditions might not be the appropriate way to describe the equivalent form of the divisibility conditions. As we know, the splitting behaviour of primes in nonabelian extensions cannot be described by congruences alone. We might be looking for more complicated representation theory conditions which, in the abelian case, collapse to congruences.

2.6.5. Relaxing the hypothesis involving splitting of 2 and more general Kloosterman-like sums. The condition on the prime 2 is a technical hypothesis. We are optimistic that it should be possible to compute the value of the Kloosterman-like sums for the primes above 2 when the ramification or inertia degree are not both 1.

Another question to ask is what are these Kloosterman-like sums for other cases? Giving a complete description in the general case is beyond our reach since the shape that the regular elliptic part of the trace formula will take is still unknown to us. However, we might succeed in making educated guesses for situations when the base field K is well behaved (for example, a Kummer extension of Q) and where the prime splitting is well-understood.

Finally, we reiterate that the value of D (z, u) does not depend on the unit u. This makes us believe that the computations might be doable in a better way that elucidates why this parameter disappears.

2.6.6. The appearance of −2 in Theorem E. At the time of writing this article, the authors are perplexed by the appearance of −2 in Theorem E as it matches Altuğ’s calculations exactly. We note that the negative sign is expected because it appears in the trace formula computations. However, the appearance of 2 in our result and in [Alt15] is surprising. A common feature in the trace formula theory is to build objects with ‘nicer’ properties out of others which lack the property (for example, stable orbital integrals from invariant ones). In this process, each of the building blocks appears with some multiplicity. Is this −2 a foreshadowing of a construction of a new trace formula with ‘nicer’ properties? If so, what is it that we are constructing that requires the special representation to have multiplicity −2 as opposed to −1?

Notation

For the ease of reading this paper, we now summarize notation that is used throughout.

Terms related to a number field/p-adic local field.

• K/Q is a totally real number field of degree n. • A_K is the group of adéles of K.

• For a general number field F , σ denotes the real embeddings and η denotes the complex embeddings. There are r_1-many real embeddings r_2-many pairs of complex embeddings.

• For a general number field, the map σ_i : F → R denotes the i-th real embedding with 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1 and η_j are the complex embeddings with 1 ≤ j ≤ r_2. For an element α ∈ K, we sometimes write α_i = σ_i(α) when there is no scope of confusion.

• For a general number field F , the ring of integers is O_F , the class number is h_F , the regulator is R_F , the number of units in F is ω_F , and D_F is the discriminant.

• ζ_K (z) is the Dedekind zeta function of K and ξ_K (z) is the completed Dedekind zeta function of K.

• κ is the residue of ζ_K at z = 1.

• ideals of K will be denoted by gothic letters a, b, p, q; the prime ideal p is fixed throughout the paper.

• ν is an infinite place of K.

• For a prime (ideal) q of K, the q-adic completion of K is denoted by K_q. Its uniformizer is π_q.

• N_K (a) is the absolute norm of a from K to Q; N_K (p) = p and N_K (q) = q. • h_p is the order of p in the class group of K. • ρ_p = ρ is the generator of p^{hp} .

• For fixed positive integer k divisible by h_p, set k^′ = k/h_p and write ε = ρ^{k/hp} = ρ^{k′} . • u, v are units in O^∗_K .

• β_1, · · · , β_{n−1} is a system of fundamental units in O^∗_K realizing the isomorphism in Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem.

• u = u(±, y) = ±β^{y1}_1 · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1} for a vector y = (y_1, · · · , y_{n−1}) ∈ Z^{n−1}. If the sign is fixed, we write u = u(y). • L(u) = {τ ∈ O_K : τ^2 − 4uε ≠ □}. Terms related to the regular elliptic element.

• R is any ring • G(R) = GL(2, R) is the algebraic group of invertible 2 × 2 matrices, over R. • γ is the regular elliptic element.

• G(R)_γ is the group centralizer where R ∈ {K, K_q, O_{Kq} , K_ν , A_K }. • vol(γ) is the volume of the regular elliptic element. • L = K(γ) is a quadratic extension of K.

• P_γ (X) = P (X) is the characteristic polynomial of γ with roots λ_1, λ_2. • D(γ) = D(λ_1, λ_2) is the Weyl discriminant.

• τ = Tr(γ), det(γ) are the trace and determinant of γ. Set ∂ = τ^2 − 4 det(γ). • ch : G(R) −→ R^2 is a map defined via γ → (Tr(γ), 4 det(γ)). • CH is the map ch ⊗ · · · ⊗ ch : G_∞ −→ R^2 × · · · × R^2 • T_{ell} is the elliptic torus. • T_{spl} is the split torus.

• f_q is a test function at q, f_∞ is a test function at the real place(s), and f = ∏ q f_q × f_∞.

• O(f_q, γ) is the local orbital integral at q and O(f_∞, γ) is the local orbital integral at the archimedean place(s).

• O(f, γ) is the adélic orbital integral.

• R(f) is the regular elliptic part of the trace formula for GL(2, K). • R(f) is the completed regular elliptic part of the trace formula for GL(2, K). • Σ(□) = R(f) − R(f). • Σ_0(f) = completed regular elliptic part with ξ = η = 0.

• χ_γ is the the quadratic sign character associated to the quadratic extension L = K(γ) over K.

• D_{L/K} (γ) is the discriminant of the element γ.

• Δ_γ is the relative discriminant of the quadratic extension L/K. • S_γ is an ideal defined via

S^2_γ = D_{L/K} (γ) Δ_γ . • χ_d is an imprimitive quadratic Hecke character and L(z, χ_d) is the associated L-function.

• θ^± : R^{2n−1} → C is the interpolation function. • P^± : R^{2n−1} → R is the discriminant function.

Terms related to the approximate functional equation.

• For a complex number z and non-square δ ≡ 0, 1 (mod 4), write L(z, δ) to denote the Zagier zeta function.

• L(z, γ) is the generalized multiplicative formula of Langlands for GL(2, K). • L_ν (z, χ_γ ) = L_R(z) is the L-factor at the archimedean place ν for the character χ_γ .

• Λ(z, γ) is the completed multiplicative formula of Langlands. • F (x) is the smooth cut-off function on R^+ with Mellin transform ~F (x).

Symbols.

• The Kronecker symbol is denoted by (_· · ) K . • The Hilbert symbol is denoted by (_{·,·} • ) H . • The restricted Hilbert symbol is denoted by (_· • ) rH . • The modified Hilbert symbol is denoted by (_{·,•} • ) . Terms related to the Kloosterman-type sum.

• K_{a,d}(u) denotes the Kloosterman-type sum.

• D (−, u) denotes the auxiliary Dirichlet series associated to K_{a,d}(u). • For υ, r ∈ Z_{≥0}, the local Kloosterman-type sum at q are written as ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u). • D_q (−, u) denotes the local auxiliary Dirichlet series associated to the local Kloostermantype sum.

Terms related to the representation theory side.

• 1(f) is the trivial representation for the test function f. • ξ_0(f) is the special representation for the test function f.

• For any compact connected Lie group G with maximal torus T , write W (G, T ) to denote the Weyl group of G with respect to T .

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank the American Institute of Math for sponsoring the workshop “Functoriality and the trace formula” in December 2017 and for providing a productive and enjoyable environment for our initial discussions on this work. We would especially like to thank the organizers Ali Altuğ, James Arthur, Bill Casselman, and Tasho Kaletha for making the workshop and this collaboration possible. We would also like to thank Bill Casselman, Julia Gordon, Jayce Getz, and James Arthur for helpful conversations around this work. Part of this work was carried out during the NUS program “On the Langlands Program: Endoscopy and Beyond” in December 2018–January 2019 and we thank them for their hospitality. We also thank the Fields Institute for hosting the Beyond Endoscopy Mini Conference in April 2023 and providing us with a wonderful working atmosphere. ME was partially supported by an AMS-Simons Travel Award and the NSF grant DMS-2002085. DK was partially supported by a PIMS Postdoctoral Fellowship during the preparation of this article. TAW was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2212924.

3. The Main Setup

This section is preliminary in nature. The main goal is to set the stage, give precise definitions, and describe the main setup of our work. We clarify our first main hypothesis on a certain divisibility condition that must be satisfied.

3.1. Definition of the test function and its implications. For any ring R, set G(R) = GL(2, R) to denote the algebraic group of 2 × 2 invertible matrices over R. Throughout this paper, K is a totally real number field^2.

Definition 3.1. An element γ ∈ G(K) is called a regular elliptic element if its characteristic polynomial is irreducible over K. Given such a γ, define its characteristic polynomial as P_γ (X) = P (X) = X^2 − Tr(γ)X + det(γ) where Tr(γ) and det(γ) are the trace and determinant of γ, respectively.

Notation. We henceforth write τ = Tr(γ).

This polynomial P_γ (X) generates a quadratic extension L = K(γ) of K.

Proposition 3.2. For a regular elliptic element γ ∈ G(K), the following statements hold.

(i) The algebra centralizer

Mat_γ (K) = {X ∈ Mat_{2×2}(K) | Xγ = γX}

is (field) isomorphic to L. Moreover, the diagonal matrices are identified with K. (ii) The group centralizer G(K)_γ = GL(2, K)_γ ⊂ Mat_γ (K) coincides with the invertible elements L^∗ of L.

(iii) Under the previous identifications, γ is a root of its characteristic polynomial, allowing us to identify the matrix γ with an element of L.

Proof. See [Kot05, §5.9]. □

Remark 3.3.

(i) Even though γ is a priori a matrix, Proposition 3.2 allows us to view it as an element of L. We will shift between both perspectives without specifying when there is no possibility of confusion.

(ii) When τ and det(γ) are algebraic integers of K, the regular elliptic element γ is an algebraic integer of K(γ).

Throughout this paper, we fix a prime ideal p in K. Let q be any prime ideal of O_K , which depending on the situation may or may not be equal to p. The q-adic completion of K is denoted by K_q. A regular elliptic element γ ∈ G(K) is an element of G(K_q) = GL(2, K_q). It generates a quadratic extension of reduced K_q-algebras and there are three possibilities for these extensions:

2Many statements we prove in this paper do not require that the number field is totally real. However,

this is a technical hypothesis we need to impose for certain calculations which will be clarified later on in §4.2.

(a) the split case (i.e., the extension is K_q × K_q), (b) the non-split unramified case (i.e., the extension is unramified), (c) the non-split ramified case (i.e., the extension is ramified).

This behaviour parallels the splitting behaviour of q in the quadratic extension L/K. In particular, γ can be identified with an element of the (local) extension of K_q.

3.1.1. Choice of Measures. For ease of calculations, in this section we follow the choices of measures made by Langlands, and we explain them below:

• At a finite place q, we equip G(K_q) with the Haar measure. Thus, the maximal compact set G(O_{Kq} ) has measure 1. For a regular elliptic element γ, the centralizer G(K_q)_γ is also endowed with a Haar measure and G(O_{Kq} )_γ has measure 1. • At an infinite place ν, we equip G(K_ν ) with the standard Lebesgue measure. For a regular elliptic element γ, the centralizer G(K_ν )_γ is endowed with a measure that depends on whether this torus is split or elliptic.

– split case: we endow it with the measure^{dλ1dλ2}_{λ1λ2} , where λ_1 and λ_2 are the eigenvalues of elements in the split torus G(K_ν )_γ .

– elliptic case: we parameterize letting 0 < r < ∞; and the invariant Haar measure is drdθ/2πr. In each situation, it follows from the general theory of reductive groups that the space G_γ \ G admits a unique right invariant measure that makes the integration by parts formula true without constants.

Remark 3.4. In §3.3 we will discuss a compatibility condition required for the trace formula to work.

3.1.2. Definition of the Test Function. As mentioned in the introduction, we need to manipulate the regular elliptic part for a specific choice of test function. We now explain its construction.

Definition 3.5. Let a be any ideal of O_K and write N_K (a) to denote the absolute norm of a from K to Q. Let k be a fixed non-negative integer and let q be a prime ideal of K (possibly equal to p). Let 1 be the indicator function of the maximal compact subgroup G(O_{Kq} ). For a non-negative integer k define

f^{(k)}_q := 1 ( X ∈ Mat(O_{Kq} ) | | |det(X) | |_q = N_K (q)^{−k} ) and f_q := f^{(0)}_q = 1 ( X ∈ Mat(O_{Kq} ) | | |det(X) | |_q = 1 ) if q ≠ p

N_K (p)^{−k/2}f^{(k)}_p = N_K (p)^{−k/2}1 ( X ∈ Mat(O_{Kp} ) | | det(X) | p = N_K (p)^{−k} ) if q = p.

At the archimedean places, the only condition we impose on the test functions is that their orbital integrals must have compact support. We denote these test functions (at each real place) by f_{νi} .

Definition 3.6. Let K/Q be a totally real number field of degree n. Define

f_∞ = n∏ i=1 f_{νi} .

Fix a positive integer k as in Definition 3.5. The test function used throughout this paper is the following

f := ∏ q f_q × f_∞ = N_K (p)^{−k/2}f^{(k)}_p × ∏ q≠p

f^{(0)}_q × f_∞. Set f_{fin} = ∏ q f_q = N_K (p)^{−k/2}f^{(k)}_p × ∏ q≠p

f^{(0)}_q .

Since this function can be expressed as a product, its adèlic orbital integral can be split into the product of the local orbital integrals. More precisely, let γ represent a regular elliptic element in G(K); then O(f, γ) = ∏ q O(f_q, γ) × O(f_∞, γ) = O(f_{fin}, γ) × O(f_∞, γ). 3.1.3. Definition of the orbital integral. In view of our choice of measures, the orbital integrals are defined as follows:

O(f_q, γ) := ∫ G(K_q)_γ \G(K_q) f_q(x^{−1}γx)dx, O(f_∞, γ) := ∫ G(R)_γ \G(R) f_∞(x^{−1}γx)dx. These orbital integrals are invariant under conjugation by γ. If this integral is not 0, then at some point the integrand must not be 0 itself. Hence, there exists x ∈ G(K_q) such that x^{−1}γx ∈ G(O_{Kq} ) and satisfies the condition of the indicator function appearing in the definition of f_q. Since the determinant is invariant under conjugation, we conclude that | |det(x^{−1}γx) | |_q = | det(γ) | q = { N_K (p)^{−k} if q = p 1 otherwise.

This specifies the value of the q-adic norm of γ at every finite place q. The following result is now almost immediate.

Proposition 3.7. Let γ ∈ G(K) be a regular elliptic element such that O(f_{fin}, γ) ≠ 0. Then det(γ) ∈ O_K and τ ∈ O_K . Fix an integer k as in Definition 3.6. As ideals,

(det(γ)) = p^k.

Proof. The only part that requires a proof is the claim that τ ∈ O_K . Let λ_1, λ_2 be the roots of P_γ (X) in L/K. Since they are Galois conjugates, they have the same norm (in L). If q_L | q is a prime ideal in L, the q-adic norm can be extended to a q_L-adic norm.

|λ_1 + λ_2|_{qL} ≤ max { |λ_1|_{qL} ,|λ_2|_{qL} } =|λ_1|_{qL} =|λ_1λ_2|^{1/2}_{qL} = | |det(γ) | |^{1/2}_{qL} ≤ 1.

We deduce that τ = λ_1 + λ_2 ∈ O_L. However, τ is an element of K, so τ ∈ O_K . □

Definition 3.8. Conjugacy classes with O(f_{fin}, γ) ≠ 0 will be referred to as contributing conjugacy classes.

Corollary 3.9. If γ represents a contributing conjugacy class, then it is an algebraic integer in L = K(γ) and in L_q = K_q(γ) for all primes q.

Definition 3.10. Set A_K to denote the group of adèles of K. Let Z_+ be the connected central subgroup of G(K)_γ . The volume of the regular elliptic element γ is defined as

vol(γ) := vol ( Z_+G (K)_γ \ G (A_K )_γ ) . Our object of study is the regular elliptic part of the trace formula for GL(2, K).

Proposition 3.11. The regular elliptic part of the trace formula for GL(2, K) is R(f) = ∑ γ vol(γ)O(f, γ), where the sum runs over all conjugacy classes in GL(2, K) of regular elliptic elements.

Proof. Technically, this statement follows immediately from definitions. We make references to the literature so that the reader can chase the appropriate definitions for a general number field.

Within this short proof we follow the notation of [Art05]. In (27.1) it is stated that the regular elliptic part of the invariant trace formula, for a general reductive group G over F , is ∑

γ∈Γ_{reg, ell}(G) a^G(γ)f_G(γ). In this notation, a^G(γ) stands for the volume we defined in Definition 3.10 and f_G(γ) = O(f, γ). As explained in the line above this equation in op. cit., Γ_{reg,ell}(G) consists of the equivalence classes of regular elliptic conjugacy classes in Γ(G)_S , where S denotes the set of archimedean places.

In (22.1), it is defined that

Γ(G)_S = (G(F ))_{G,S} ,

and the notation on the left consists of conjugacy classes under (G, S)-equivalence. This concept is defined in p. 113, and consists of two conditions that must be satisfied (the second of which refers to a definition on unipotent elements given on p. 110). These conditions never identify two different regular elliptic conjugacy classes. Hence, each regular conjugacy class contributes a different term to the regular elliptic part of the trace formula. The result follows. □

Now we can prove the following result.

Theorem 3.12. Let f be a test function as before. If the order of p in the class group of K does not divide the non-negative integer k, then the regular elliptic part of the trace formula for the test function f vanishes. Equivalently, ∑ γ vol(γ)O(f, γ) = 0.

Proof. If the regular elliptic part of the trace formula for the function f does not vanish, then Proposition 3.7 asserts that (det(γ)) = p^k. Hence, p^k is a principal ideal and the result follows. □

Remark 3.13.

(i) Even when γ is a contributing conjugacy class, it is possible that the archimedean contribution of the orbital integral is zero. In other words, when γ is a contributing conjugacy class, the summand vol(γ)O(f, γ) can vanish precisely when the infinite orbital integral does.

(ii) Set h_p to denote the order of p in the class group of K. In view of Theorem 3.12, we make the assumption h_p | k throughout this paper. This allows us to manipulate the regular elliptic part and find the contribution of the trivial representation in it.

(Hyp-div) With notation as above, we assume h_p | k and refer to this as (Hyp-div).

Notation. Fix a positive integer k satisfying (Hyp-div). Since p^{hp} is principal, we fix a generator ρ_p = ρ of p^{hp} and suppose that k = h_pk^′. Then (2) ( det (γ) ) = p^k = p^{hpk′} = (ρ)^{k′} = ( ρ^{k′} ) . Set ε = ρ^{k′} . Note that ρ depends on the prime p, up to units of O_K , and k^′ depends on k and p. There is no dependence on γ. In particular, it is possible to define and fix ε without any reference to γ.

3.2. The analytic class number formula. So far we have shown that ∑ γ vol (γ) O (f, γ) = ∑ (det(γ))=p^k vol (γ) O (f, γ) . Next, we simplify the volume term and express it in terms of arithmetic quantities associated with the number fields K and L = K(γ). We first quote the following wellknown result.

Proposition 3.14. For a regular elliptic element γ, there exists an isomorphism

Z_+G(K)_γ \ G(A_K )_γ ∼= L^∗ \ I^1_L,

where I^1_L are the unit idèles.

Proof. See [KL06, Proposition 26.1]. □

The right hand side of the above isomorphism is the object of study when one proves the analytic class number formula via idèlic methods. In particular, by transferring the measure via the isomorphism we obtain the the main result of this section.

Proposition 3.15. Let γ be a regular elliptic element and let χ_γ denote the quadratic sign character associated the quadratic extension L/K generated by γ. Then, by transferring the idèlic measure from proposition 3.14, we have

meas(γ) =

2^{r1} h_K R_K √ |D_K |ω_K L(1, χ_γ ) √ |D_L|, where h_K is the class number of K, R_K is the regulator of K, and D_F is the discriminant of the number field F ∈ {K, L}.

Proof. Let r^′_1 (resp. r^′_2) denote the number of real (resp. complex) embeddings of L. Therefore,

meas(γ) := meas ( Z_+G (K)_γ \ G (A_K )_γ )

= meas ( L^∗ \ I^1_L ) by Proposition 3.14 = 2^{r′1} (2π)^{r′2} h_LR_L ω_L √ |D_L| √ |D_L| = lim_{z→1}(z − 1)ζ_L(z) √ |D_L| = lim_{z→1}(z − 1)ζ_K (z)L(z, χ_γ ) √ |D_L| by [KKS00, Theorem 8.15] = 2^{r1} h_K R_K √ |D_K |ω_K lim_{z→1} L(z, χ_γ ) √ |D_L| = κL(1, χ_γ ) √ |D_L|, where κ =^{2r1 hK RK}

√_{|DK |ωK} is the residue of ζ_K at z = 1. □

3.3. Compatibility of measures and the trace formula. We now bring into attention the choices of measures we have made. To carry out the computations above, we have made three choices of measures.

(a) We have computed the volume in Proposition 3.15 by claiming that there is a measure preserving homomorphism, which allow us to invoke the analytic class number formula. This crucially requires that we have the product measure on the centralizers.

(b) We have claimed that the orbital integrals decomposes into a product over all places (archimedean and non-archimedean). This requires that the quotient G_γ (A_K ) \ G(A_K ) has the product measure.

(c) We have put the restricted product measure on G(A ) = GL(2, A ). When performing the integration in stages we only have freedom to pick two of the three measures and the third is determined automatically by the integration formula. Furthermore, these three product measures are not compatible.

For our method to work, we need that the orbital integral breaks up as a product; thus, the measure on the quotient must be the product measure. We also crucially need the adèlic group to have restricted product measure. Thus, the measure on the centralizers must be adjusted. In other words, the measure that we must put in the adèlic centralizers that appear in the regular elliptic part of the trace formula are not the one we computed above, but a constant multiple of it.

One can prove that the

vol(γ) = κ^{−1}|D_K |^{−1/2} meas(γ), where vol(γ) is the volume that appears in the regular elliptic part of the trace formula, that comes from the restricted product measure adèlically and the product measure in the quotients. For a discussion on how the measures relate to each other we refer to [Gor22], and the references therein.

Thus, the trace formula becomes ∑ γ vol (γ) O (f, γ) =|D_K |^{−1/2} ∑ (det(γ))=p^k

L(1, χ_γ ) √ |D_L|O (f, γ) . From now on, we will work with the right hand side of the above equation.

3.4. q-adic Orbital Integrals. We begin by recording a result of Langlands from [Lan04, Lemma 1] which involves computing orbital integrals. His proof is explained over Q but it can be extended to number fields in general. Throughout, we will assume that γ be a contributing conjugacy class.

Lemma 3.16. Fix a positive integer^3 k. Let q a prime ideal of O_K and let K_q denote its q-adic completion. Set q = N_K (q). Then

O(f^{(k)}_q , γ) = 0, unless | |det(γ) | |_q = q−k. In the latter case, there exists a non-negative integer n_γ = n_{γ,q} such that

(i) if the extension K_q(γ)/K_q splits, then

O(f^{(k)}_q , γ) = q^{nγ} .

(ii) if the extension K_q(γ)/K_q does not split and is unramified then

O(f^{(k)}_q , γ) = q^{nγ} ( q + 1 q − 1 ) − 2 q − 1 . (iii) if the extension K_q(γ)/K_q does not split and is ramified then

O(f^{(k)}_q , γ) = ( q^{nγ +1} q − 1 ) − 1 q − 1 . In particular, when n_γ = 0 the orbital integral O(f_q, γ) = 1 is independent of the splitting behaviour.

Proof. See [Lan04] for an approach counting lattices in the building of SL(2, K_q). For a different approach see [Esp23a, Proposition 5]. □

The contributing conjugacy classes are precisely the ones where O(f^{(k)}_q , γ) ≠ 0. This is because (det(γ)) = p^k. At the fixed prime p, we have that | det(γ) | p = N_K (p)^{−k} and at primes q ≠ p, we have that | |det(γ) | |_q = N_K (q)^0 = 1.

Notation. As in the above lemma, we often write N_K (p) = p and N_K (q) = q.

We now define a new ideal of O_K .

3This lemma is true for a general positive integer k which need not necessarily satisfy (Hyp-div).

Definition 3.17. Consider the regular elliptic element γ (viewed as an element of L). Write D_{L/K} (γ) to denote the discriminant of the element γ and Δ_γ to denote the relative discriminant of the quadratic extension L/K. Define the ideal S_γ as follows

S^2_γ := D_{L/K} (γ) Δ_γ . The ideal S_γ encodes ramification behaviour and in turn is related to the orbital integral. More precisely, Lemma 3.18. Let q be a any prime ideal of O_K . Then, n_{γ,q} = val_q(S_γ ).

Proof. See [Esp23a, Proposition 4]. □ The next result follows immediately from the above discussion.

Proposition 3.19. Let γ be a contributing matrix. Then,

O(f_{fin}, γ) = p^{−k/2} ∏ q|Sγ O(f_q, γ) = p^{−k/2} ∑ d|Sγ N_K (d) ∏ q|d ( 1 − χ_γ (q) N_K (q) ) = p^{−k/2} N_K (S_γ ) ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d) ∏ q|d′ ( 1 − χ_γ (q) N_K (q) ) , where d^′ := S_γ /d.

Proof. See [Esp23a, Theorem 3]. Note that the presence of the factor of p^{−k/2} is due to the slight difference in the definition of the test function – see [Esp23a, line above (24)]. □ 3.5. Extracting the unit sum. Recall that we have fixed a prime ideal p and an integer k satisfying (Hyp-div) such that p^{hp} is generated by ρ and ε = ρ^{k′} is a generator of p^k. We now manipulate the regular elliptic part.

Proposition 3.20. A contributing conjugacy class γ is determined precisely by a pair (τ, u), where τ is an algebraic integer in O_K , u is in O^∗_K , and τ^2 − 4uε is not a square in K.

Proof. Given γ, we view it as a matrix with Tr(γ) = τ. By Proposition 3.7, we know that τ is an integer in K. Since (det(γ)) = p^k = (ε), we obtain that det(γ) = uε for some unit u. Since γ is a regular elliptic element, we also know that τ^2 − 4uε is not a square; otherwise, the roots of the characteristic polynomial would be in K.

Conversely, given such a τ and u, consider the matrix ( 0 1 −uε τ ) ∈ G(K). The associated characteristic polynomial is X^2 −τX +uε, which is irreducible over K. Hence, this represents a regular elliptic class, which is in fact a contributing class since uε generates p^k. □ Proposition 3.21. With notation and assumptions introduced above, define the set L(u) = {τ ∈ O_K : τ^2 − 4uε ≠ □}. Then R(f) = ∑ γ vol(γ)O(f, γ) = ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) vol (( 0 1 −uε τ )) O ( f, ( 0 1 −uε τ )) .

Proof. We have seen that ∑ γ vol (γ) O (f, γ) = ∑ (det(γ))=p^k vol (γ) O (f, γ) . Using Proposition 3.20 and rearranging the sum, we obtain ∑ γ vol(γ)O(f, γ) = ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) vol (( 0 1 −uε τ )) O ( f, ( 0 1 −uε τ )) . Note that this re-grouping can be done because this part of the trace formula converges absolutely. □

Notation. We continue to write ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) vol(γ)O(f, γ) instead of ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) vol (( 0 1 −uε τ )) O ( f, ( 0 1 −uε τ )) . But, we keep in mind that γ is now a specific conjugacy class that depends on u and τ.

3.6. Archimedean Orbital Integrals. We begin with a brief review of what happens in G(R) = GL(2, R), so that our next computations are clearer.

3.6.1. Overview of Germ Expansion. Let h be a function of compact support in G(R) and let γ be a regular elliptic element. Its orbital integral defined as O(h, γ) := ∫ G(R)_γ \G(R) h(x^{−1}γx)dx is a class function, i.e., it only depends on the conjugacy class of γ. Following Langlands, we define the map

ch : G(R) −→ R^2 γ → (Tr(γ), 4 det(γ)), (3) which we picture in the coordinates (r, N). The center of G(R) becomes the parabola N = r^2, which divides the plane into two disjoint regions. Away from the parabola, the map ch : G(R) → R^2 is a submersion and its fibers represent regular elliptic conjugacy classes. A matrix in G(R) maps to a point in the interior of the parabola precisely when the matrix corresponds to an element of the elliptic torus (denoted by T_{ell}). Whereas, the matrix maps to a point in the exterior of the parabola when it corresponds to an element of the split torus (denoted by T_{spl}).

These tori are defined as follows:

T_{spl} = {( λ_1 0 0 λ_2 ) | λ_1, λ_2 ≠ 0 } and T_{ell} = {( r cos(θ) r sin θ −r sin(θ) r cos θ ) | r > 0, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π } .

Depending on the nature of the regular elliptic element γ, its centralizer G(R)_γ is either conjugate to T_{spl} or T_{ell} (often denoted as A, B in the literature). In what follows, we follow [She79] closely and use her notation.

Recall that the unipotent matrices are the ones of the form ( 1 x 0 1 )

with standard Haar measure dn = dx. Let K_0 be the circle group of matrices ( cos(θ) sin θ − sin(θ) cos θ ) , with Haar measure dk = dθ. Further define the integrals

h_0(x) := ∫ K_0 h(kxk^{−1})dk, H_r(u, v) := ∫ K_0 h ( rk exp ( 0 u −v 0 ) k^{−1} ) dk. Let λ_1, λ_2 be the two roots of the polynomial P_γ . Define the Weyl discriminant

(4) D(γ) = D(λ_1, λ_2) =

|λ_1λ_2|^{1/2} |λ_1 − λ_2| . Then, D. Shelstad [She79] has shown that | |D(γ) | |^12 O_{Tspl} (γ) = 1 2 | | | λ_1 λ_2 | | | 1 2 ∫ N h_0(nγ)dn and

O_{Tell} (( r cos(θ) r sin θ −r sin(θ) r cos θ )) = 1 4 ∫_∞ 0 (H_r(e^tθ, e^{−t}θ) + H_r(−e^tθ, −e^{−t}θ))(e^t − e^{−t})dt. Since the orbital integrals are class functions, there exist two functions g_1, g_2 in the coordinates (r, N) which depend on h, are defined everywhere away from the parabola N = r^2 and away from N = 0 (which would correspond to non-invertible matrices). Moreover, both O_{Tspl} and O_{Tell} can be written in terms of these two smooth functions g_1 and g_2. More precisely,

O_{Tspl} (r, N) = 1 2 | | | r^2 N − 1 | | | −1/2 g_2(r, N) and

O_{Tell} (r, N) = g_1(r, N) + 1 2 | | | r^2 N − 1 | | | −1/2 g_2(r, N). Since h has compact support, so do g_1, g_2. Also, g_2 is supported in the elliptic torus (i.e. inside the parabola).

For maintaining uniformity in notation, we write the right hand side of both O_{Tspl} and O_{Tell} as

g_1(r, N) + 1 2 | | | r^2 N − 1 | | | −1/2 g_2(r, N),

with the understanding that g_1 ≡ 0 outside the parabola. The singularity of the orbital integral is detected by | | | r^2 N − 1 | | | −1/2

which diverges as we approach the ‘singular set’ given by the parabola.

Consider the orbital integral O(h, γ). After performing an inner automorphism it becomes either T_{spl} or T_{ell}. These automorphisms do not change the class ch(γ). We conclude that as a function in the (r, N) coordinates

(5) O(h, (r, N)) = g_1(r, N) + 1 2 | | | r^2 N − 1 | | | −1/2 g_2(r, N).

3.6.2. Calculations over Q: Langlands and Altuğ. The standing assumption that Langlands and Altuğ have is that the function h is invariant under Z_+. This invariance property is inherited by the orbital integral, and by the functions g_1 and g_2. In the (r, N) coordinates it means that for positive λ

g_m(λr, λ^2N) = g_m(r, N), for m = 1, 2.

Setting λ =^1√_{|N|} , (5) becomes

O_h(r, N) = g_1(r, N) + 1 2 | | | r^2 N − 1 | | | −1/2 g_2(r, N)

= g_1 ( r √ |N| , sgn(N) ) + 1 2 | | | r^2 N − 1 | | | −1/2 g_2 ( r √ |N| , sgn(N) ) .

Thus, we are led to four functions: g_1(r, 1) , g_1(r, −1), g_2(r, 1) and g_2(r, −1). Looking at the lines N = 1 (blue) and N = −1 (orange) in the (r, N) plane we conclude:

(a) the orbital integrals are functions of the trace and depend only on the four functions g_m(r, ±1) with m = 1, 2.

(b) the functions g_m(r, −1) are smooth and of compact support since their support lies entirely on the line N = −1 which is in the split torus. On the other hand, the functions g_m(r, 1) are also compactly supported but might not be smooth as they might have singularities as they approach the value r = ±1, precisely because they change from the elliptic torus to the split one at those points.

3.6.3. Totally Real Fields. Our archimedean test function is f_∞ = f_{ν1} × · · · × f_{νn} , where n = [K : Q]. For each real place (which we generically denote by) ν, we can perform the analysis as before and conclude the existence of two functions g_{ν,1} and g_{ν,2} in the coordinates (r, N) with O(f_ν , (r, N)) = g_{ν,1}(r, N) + 1 2 | | | r^2 N − 1 | | | −1/2 g_{ν,2}(r, N). Picking a unit u ∈ O^∗_K and τ ∈ L(u) fixes γ. We can then write the archimedean orbital integral as O(f_∞, γ(τ, u)) = n∏ i=1 g_{νi,1}(τ_i, 4u_iε_i) + 1 2 | | | τ^2_i 4u_iε_i − 1 | | | −1/2 g_{νi,2}(τ_i, 4u_iε_i) ,

where τ_i, u_i, ε_i stand for the embedding of τ, u, ε into the i-th real place via σ_i : K → R, respectively.

We can conclude this section by recording the following result.

Theorem 3.22. The regular elliptic part of the trace formula is

R(f ) = ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈L(u) vol(γ(τ, u))O(f_{fin}, γ(τ, u)) n∏ i=1 g_{νi,1} (τ_i, 4u_iε_i ) + 1 2 | | | | | τ^2_i u_i ε_i − 1 | | | | | −1/2 g_{νi,2}(τ_i, 4u_i ε_i ) . Remark 3.23. Notice that the functions g_{νi,1}, g_{νi,2} depend only on f_{νi} . Contrary to what was done in [Alt15], we do not make the change of variables to transform this into a function that only depends on the trace. This is because Z_+ affects all entries in the same way but the change of variable would require a different scaling factor at each place.

Our objective in the next sections is to analytically study these expressions.

3.7. A partition of R^{2n−1} . To make the manipulation clearer at later stages, we partition R^{2n−1} into different subsets. Recall from §3.6 that in the (r, N) coordinates the R^2 plane is partitioned into different regions by the parabola r^2 = N. For calculations in this section, we consider the following subdivision of R^2 . R_0: A set of measure zero - the axis N = 0 union the parabola r^2 = N. R_1: Outside the parabola and r > 0, N > 0. R_2: Outside the parabola and r > 0, N < 0. R_3: Outside the parabola and r < 0, N < 0. R_4: Outside the parabola and r, N > 0.

R_5: Inside the parabola, which consists of the elliptic torus T_{ell}. The regions look as follows:

R_1: r > 0, N > 0

R_2: r > 0, N < 0

R_3: r < 0, N < 0 R_4: r < 0, N > 0 R_5

We see that these regions can be described by precise inequalities. Moreover,

R^2 = R_0 ⊔ R_1 ⊔ R_2 ⊔ R_3 ⊔ R_4 ⊔ R_5.

In the figure in §3.6.2, we showed that upon quotienting by Z_+, the coordinates (r, N) became two lines N = ±1. In fact, these two lines also get partitioned into a disjoint union of six regions that correspond to the six regions above. We will denote them by the same notation as there will be no possibility of confusion. For example, in the context of the two lines the region R_0 consists of the two (red) points on the parabola.

For our calculations, it suffices to consider a coarser partition. Define S_0 = R_0 S_{spl} = R_1 ⊔ R_2 ⊔ R_3 ⊔ R_4 S_{ell} = R_5.

They are also a partition of R^2 (or, correspondingly, the two lines). Notation. Let 0 ≤ i_1, . . . , i_n ≤ 5 and I = (i_1, . . . , i_n). Define R_{i1,...,in} := R_I := R_{i1} × R_{i2} × · · · × R_{in} ⊂ R^{2n−1} . Notice that R_{i1} is a region of the two lines while the rest are regions in R^2 .

Let j_1, . . . , j_n ∈ {0, T_{spl}, T_{ell}} and J = (j_1, . . . , j_n). Define S_J := S_{j1} × S_{j2} × · · · × S_{jn} ⊂ R^{2n−1} . Proposition 3.24. Let f be an integrable function on R^{2n−1} . Then ∫ R^{2n−1} f(x)dx = ∑ I ∫ R_I f(x)dx (6) = ∑ J ∫ R_J f(x)dx. (7) Here, I runs over the multi-indices 0 ≤ i_1, . . . , i_n ≤ 5 and J runs over the multi-indices j_1, . . . , j_n ∈ {0, T_{spl}, T_{ell}}.

Proof. As I runs over the multi-indices 0 ≤ i_1, . . . , i_n ≤ 5, regions R_I form a partition of measurable sets of R^{2n−1} .

The other proof is similar, and we do not repeat it. □ Remark 3.25. Notice that R_I has measure zero if and only if one of its i_j = 0 (i.e., if in one of the coordinates is a set of measure zero). In particular, the integral of any integrable function over such a set is zero.

Remark 3.26. Notice that S_0 corresponds to the set of measure zero. However, S_{spl} corresponds to the matrices which give split tori and S_{ell} corresponds to those that produce elliptic tori.

Let I_n be the identity matrix of dimension n and z be a positive real number. Set G_∞ = GL(2, R) × · · · × GL(2, R). The Z_+ action on G_∞ is given by zI_n · (γ_1, · · · , γ_n) = (zγ_1, · · · , zγ_n). This action corresponds to the action of R^+ on (r_1, N_1, . . . , r_n, N_n) given by z · (r_1, N_1, . . . , r_n, N_n) = (zr_1, z^2N_1, . . . , zr_n, z^2N_n).

Every orbit under this action has a unique representative of the form (r_1, N_1, r_2, N_2, . . . , r_n, N_n) with |N_1N_2 · · · N_n| = p^k.

Given (r^′_1, N^′_1, . . . , r^′_n, N^′_n), to construct such representative we act by z specified uniquely by z^{2n} | N^′_1N^′_2 · · · N^′_n | = p^k, We denote this representative by (r_1, r_2, . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n). The coordinate N_1 is not present because it is determined by the product formula above. We do this rearrangement of coordinates to match the order of the coordinates (x, y) of our interpolation function.

The following lemma is straightforward.

Lemma 3.27. The regions^4 R_I ⊆ R^{2n} are invariant under the action of Z_+. Thus, the quotient space Z_+ \ G_∞ is a Lie group which admits (r_1, r_2, . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n) as coordinates. Furthermore, R_I is a partition of this space.

The analogous statement also holds for the regions S_J .

3.8. Splitting behaviour at infinity. We now define the following function:

Definition 3.28. Let CH := ch ⊗ · · · ⊗ ch : G_∞ −→ R^2 × · · · × R^2 be given by CH(γ_1, . . . , γ_n) = (r_1, N_1, · · · , r_n, N_n).

Note that ch(T_{ell}) = S_{ell} and ch(T_{spl}) = S_{spl}. We now define an equivalence relation in points of R^{2n−1} that will simplify our computations and explanations significantly.

Definition 3.29. Let v_1 and v_2 be two points in R^{2n} . They are said to be equivalent at infinity if v_1, v_2 belong to the same region S_J . The notation is

v_1^∞∼ v_2.

The point v ∈ R^n × R^{2n} is completely split at infinity or not split at infinity according as v ∈ S_{spl} × · · · × S_{spl} or not.

By Lemma 3.27 the equivalence class of v under the above equivalence class is well defined on Z_+\G_∞. However, we always refer to the quotient with respect to the coordinates (r_1, r_2, . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n).

Definition 3.30. Let (r_1, r_2, . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n) and (r^′_1, r^′_2, . . . , r^′_n, N^′_2, . . . , N^′_n) be two points in R^n × R^{n−1} . We say they are equivalent at infinity if

(r_1, N_1, r_2, N_2, . . . , r_n, N_n)^∞∼ (r^′_1, N^′_1, r^′_2, N^′_2, . . . , r^′_n, N^′_n), where N_1 and N^′_1 are determined by

|N_1N_2 · · · N_n| = p^k, | N^′_1N^′_2 · · · N^′_n | = p^k, respectively. The point (r_1, r_2, . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n) is completely split or not split at infinity according to whether (r_1, N_1, r_2, N_2, . . . , r_n, N_n) completely splits or does not split at infinity.

Finally, we extend the definitions to the regular elliptic matrices.

Definition 3.31. Let γ_1 and γ_2 be two regular elliptic matrices. They are called equivalent at infinity when CH(γ_1)^∞∼ CH(γ_2). The matrix γ_1 is said to be completely split or not split at infinity according as CH(γ_1) is completely split or not split at infinity.

4Here, R_{i1} is considered as a region on R2 and not the two lines.

The following will be useful later for explicit computations.

Definition 3.32. Write C : R^{2n} −→ {0, 1} to be the indicator function of

S_{spl} × · · · × S_{spl}.

By abuse of notation set C to denote the indicator function after quotienting by Z_+.

4. Manipulation of the Regular Elliptic Part

In this section the goal is to rewrite the expression of the regular elliptic part of the trace formula obtained in Theorem 3.22 in a way so that we can apply the Approximate Functional Equation. We will carry out the manipulation by substituting the volume term with the expression obtained in Proposition 3.15, the finite orbital integral with the expression obtained in Proposition 3.19, and finally getting a better handle on the infinite orbital integral by studying the units.

A key difficulty in generalizing Altuğ’s result over Q to the general number field case was in handling the units. The first step towards solving this issue is done by defining an appropriate interpolation function in §4.2. It is because of how we define this function that we crucially need to assume that our base field is totally real.

4.1. The First Simplification. Let γ be a contributing conjugacy class. By earlier discussion we know that ( det(γ) ) = p^k. By the product formula, ∏ ν | det(γ) | ν = 1. Since the only finite prime contributing to its factorization is p, we have ∏ ν|∞ | |det(γ) | |_ν = p^k.

Given two different complex numbers α_1, α_2, recall that we have defined

D(α_1, α_2) =

|α_1α_2|^{1/2} |α_1 − α_2| . This factor determines the singularity of the orbital integrals.

The next result is proven here only for totally real number fields. The proof remains unchanged in the general case except that one also needs to account for the complex embeddings.

Proposition 4.1. Let λ_1 and λ_2 be the roots of P_γ and define ∂ = τ^2 − 4 det(γ). Then,

p^{k/2} = √ N_K (∂)

r_1∏

i=1 D ( σ_i (λ_1) , σ_i (λ_2) ) , where we write σ_i to denote the real embeddings of K.

Proof. Using the product formula and the definition of the norms given by the archimedean

valuations,

p^k = ∏ ν|∞ | det(γ) | ν

= r_1∏

i=1 | |σ_i(det(γ)) | |

= r_1∏

i=1 | |σ_i(λ_1λ_2) | |

= r_1∏

i=1 | |σ_i(λ_1)σ_i(λ_2) | | .

(8)

Moreover, in L we have

∂ = τ^2 − 4 det(γ) = (λ_1 + λ_2)^2 − 4λ_1λ_2 = (λ_1 − λ_2)^2.

Applying any real embedding to ∂ and taking the absolute value, we deduce | σ(∂) | = | σ(λ_1) − σ(λ_2) |_2 . For a (real) place this implies | |σ(λ_1)σ(λ_2) | | = D (σ (λ_1) , σ (λ_2))^2 | |σ (∂) | | . Substituting this in (8), we obtain

p^k =

r_1∏

i=1 | |σ_i (λ_1) σ_i (λ_2) | |

= r_1∏

i=1 D ( σ_i (λ_1) , σ_i (λ_2) )_2| σ_i(∂) | |

= N_K (∂)

r_1∏

i=1 D ( σ_i (λ_1) , σ_i (λ_2)

)_2 . Since ∂ ∈ K, we have used the product formula in K for the above calculation. Taking

square root,

p^{k/2} = √ N_K (∂)

r_1∏

i=1 D ( σ_i (λ_1) , σ_i (λ_2) ) . □ 4.1.1. Fix a contributing regular elliptic matrix γ that corresponds to the unit u and the trace τ. By Theorem 3.22, the regular elliptic part of the trace formula can be written as R(f ) = ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈L(u) vol(γ(τ, u))O(f_{fin}, γ(τ, u)) n∏ i=1 g_{νi,1}(τ_i, 4u_i ε_i ) + 1 2 | | | | τ^2_i 4u_i ε_i − 1 | | | | −1/2 g_{νi,2} (τ_i, 4u_iε_i ) . Substituting the values we have obtained Proposition 3.15, the above expression equals |D_K |^{−1/2} ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈L(u) L(1, χ_γ ) √ |D_L|O(f_{fin}, γ(τ, u)) n∏ i=1 g_{νi ,1}(τ_i, 4u_i ε_i) + 1 2 | | | | | τ^2_i 4u_iε_i − 1 | | | | | −1/2 g_{νi,2} (τ_i, 4u_iε_i ) .

We will now rewrite √ |D_L| in a way that will be more useful. Recall that √ |D_L| =|D_K | √ N_K ( Δ_γ ) . Using the definition Δ_γ S^2_γ = (∂) and Proposition 4.1, we conclude √ |D_L| = |D_K | √ N_K (∂) N_K ( S_γ ) = p^k2 |D_K | N_K ( S_γ ) ∏_n i=1 D ( σ_i (λ_1) , σ_i (λ_2) ). Hence, each term arising in the regular elliptic part of the trace formula is of the form

p^{k2} |D_K | L(1, χ_γ )O(f_{fin}, γ(τ, u)) N_K ( S_γ ) ∏_n i=1 D ( σ_i (λ_1 ) , σ_i (λ_2 ) ) n∏ i=1 g_{νi,1} (τ_i, 4u_iε_i ) + 1 2 | | | | τ^2_i 4u_i ε_i − 1 | | | | −1/2 g_{νi,2}(τ_i, 4u_i ε_i) . 4.1.2. For a fixed unit u ∈ O^∗_K , we now study ∏_n i=1 ( g_{νi,1}(τ_i, 4u_iε_i) +^1_2 | |^{τ 2}i_{4uiεi} − 1 | |^{−1/2} g_{νi,2}(τ_i, 4u_iε_i) )

∏_n i=1 D ( σ_i (λ_1) , σ_i (λ_2) ) . Recall that λ_1, λ_2 are the roots of P_γ (X). Notice that by definition

D(σ_i(λ_1 ), σ_i (λ_2 )) = 1 2 | | | | τ^2_i 4u_i ε_i − 1 | | | | −1/2 . By substituting these terms and by putting D(σ_i(λ_1), σ_i(λ_2)) with the i-th real orbital integral, we deduce that

R(f ) = |D_K |^{1/2} ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈L(u) p^{k2} L(1, χ_γ )O(f_{fin}, γ(τ, u)) N_K ( S_γ ) n∏ i=1 2 | | | | | τ^2_i 4u_i ε_i − 1 | | | | | 1/2 g_{νi ,1}(τ_i, 4u_i ε_i) + g_{νi ,2}(τ_i, 4u_i ε_i) . 4.2. Interpolation function θ^±. We begin by defining two maps: the first will allow us to handle the traces τ in the regular elliptic part of the trace formula, while the second will give a handle on the units u.

Define the map T : K −→ R^n α → ( σ_1(α), · · · , σ_n(α) ) . We know that T (O_K ) is a lattice in R^n . By Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem (for a totally real field) we have, O^∗_K ≃ {±1} × Z^{n−1}. Let us fix once and for all a system of fundamental units β_1, · · · , β_{n−1} in O^∗_K that realizes the above isomorphism. To proceed with the calculations, we are required to make an assumption here, namely that the system of fundamental units is ‘totally positive’.

(Hyp-pos) Let K be a totally real number field such that the system of fundamental units is totally positive.

Recall that a system of fundamental units is called totally positive if T (β_i) > 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. This is essentially the only place in the paper where we require that the base field K is totally real. If K/Q is a totally real quadratic field then it was observed by H. Stark that a density of 100% have a system of totally positive fundamental units;

see [DV18, p. 684]. When [K : Q] > 2, there are fewer fields satisfying this property, but such fields exist. In fact, if [K : Q] = n, then the system of fundamental units can be totally positive if and only if Gal(H^{nar}/H) = 2^{n−1} where H is the Hilbert class field of K and H^{nar} is the narrow Hilbert class field of K.

Let W ⊂ R^n be the n − 1-dimensional subspace with

x_1 + · · · + x_n = 0.

The embedding S : O^∗_K → R^n is given by S(x) = (log|x|_1, · · · , log|x|_n), where |x|_i is the absolute value with respect to the i-th archimedean place. For all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we see from the proof of the Dirichlet unit theorem that S(β_i) is a basis for the full lattice in W . We write the coordinates of W with respect to these generators as y = (y_1, · · · , y_{n−1}) by which we mean that a unit u ∈ O^∗_K can be written as u = ±β^{y1}_1 · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1} . Definition 4.2. Define the interpolation function θ^± from R^{2n−1} to C as θ^±(x_1, · · · , x_n, y_1, · · · , y_{n−1}) = p^{k2} n∏ i=1 2 | | | | x^2_i ±4β^{y1}_{1,i} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,i}ε_i − 1 | | | | 1/2 g_{νi,1}(x_i, ±4β^{y1}_{1,i} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,i}ε_i) + g_{νi,2}(x_i, ±4β^{y1}_{1,i} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,i}ε_i) , where β_{t,i} = σ_i(β_t) and the ε_i are the real embedding of the fixed ε.

The domain of this function is the product of the domains of each local component, which is the (r, N) plane with both the parabola N = r^2 and the N-axis removed. Moreover, it is compactly supported because f_{ν1} , · · · , f_{νn} are.

Notation. To simplify notation when we write our equations, we will follow the following conventions:

• we write θ^±(x, y) instead of θ^±(x_1, · · · , x_n, y_1, · · · , y_{n−1}).

• we write β to denote a generic unit in the Z^{n−1}. In other words, the units of O_K are ±β as β varies.

• we continue to write u to denote a unit in O^∗_K with the understanding that if we are evaluating the function θ^±(x, y) we are referring to its β-component under the isomorphism induced by the Dirichlet unit theorem.

• we identify τ and T (τ).

The regular elliptic part of the trace formula can then be written as R(f) =|D_K |^{1/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) L(1, χ_γ )O(f_{fin}, γ(τ, u)) N_K ( S_γ ) θ^±(τ, u)

=|D_K |^{1/2} ∑ ± ∑ β ∑ τ ∈L(u) L(1, χ_γ )O(f_{fin}, γ(τ, u)) N_K ( S_γ ) θ^±(τ_1, · · · , τ_n, y_1, . . . , y_{n−1}).

Note that τ ∈ O_K can be viewed as an element of R^n , so it makes sense to set x = τ as an input for θ^±. On the other hand, when we write y = u, we mean that y = (y_1, · · · , y_{n−1}) corresponding to the unit u = ±β^{y1}_1 · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1} .

We wish to perform Poisson summation on the variables (τ, u); but we need to address the following issues:

(a) the function θ^± has singularities. (b) the coefficient^{L(1,χγ )O(ffin,γ(τ,u))}

N_K (S_γ ) in front of θ

± is not yet a smooth function with compact support when evaluated at the points of a lattice.

(c) we do not have a complete lattice; the lack of completeness is due to missing τ’s. This will be done in §6 and §7.

We conclude this section with the following result

Theorem 4.3. With notation and assumptions introduced so far, the regular elliptic part of G(K) can be written as

R(f) =|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) θ^±(τ, u)L(1, χ_γ ) ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d) ∏ p|(S_γ /d) ( 1 − χ_γ (p) N_K (p) ) .

Proof. This follows from substituting Theorem 3.19 into our previous expansion of the regular elliptic part. □

In the next part, we will carry out a detailed study of the sum over incomplete L−functions and the sum over the finite orbital integrals via the Approximate Functional Equation.

5. The Approximate Functional Equation Let z be a complex number and consider a non-square integer δ ≡ 0, 1 (mod 4). In this setting, the Zagier zeta function is defined as below L(z, δ) := ′∑ d^2|δ 1 d^{2z−1} L ( z, (_δ d^2 · ) K ) .

Here, we use the notation ( δ_{d2} · ) K to denote the Kronecker symbol. The sum is taken only over those d such that δ/d^2 ≡ 0, 1 (mod 4). This congruence condition is indicated by the ’ on top of the summation sign.

The Zagier zeta function has the following two pivotal roles in [Alt15]: (a) it recovers the values of the finite orbital integrals when evaluated at z = 1. (b) an appropriate completion of the Zagier zeta function satisfies a functional equation to which it is possible to apply the approximate functional equation.

This allows us to fix the issues preventing us from performing Poisson summation.

Remark 5.1. For a general number field F , Arthur conjectures in [Art18, §3] that the generalization of the Zagier zeta function for GL(n, F ) is obtained via the work of Z. Yun, see [Yun13]. This is verified by the second named author in [Esp23a] in the case n = 2.

We will make use of this construction below. For more details about the Zagier zeta function over a general number field, we refer the reader to [Esp23a].

5.1. Multiplicative formula of Langlands. In this section, we define the Zagier zeta function for a totally real number field and prove a functional equation. As before, let χ_γ be the quadratic sign character associated to the extension generated by the regular elliptic element γ.

Definition 5.2. Let K be a totally real number field^5 and let z be a complex parameter with ℜ(z) > 1. Set

O(z, γ) := N_K (S_γ )^z ∑ d|S_γ N_K (d)^{(1−2z)} ∏ q|d^′ ( 1 − χ_γ (q) N_K (q)^z ) ,

where d^′ :=^{Sγ}_d for any ideal d such that d | S_γ . Writing L(z, χ_γ ) for the Hecke L-function of the character χ_γ , define L(z, γ) := L(z, χ_γ ) ∑ d|S_γ N_K (d)^{(1−2z)} ∏ q|d^′ ( 1 − χ_γ (q) N_K (q)^z ) . This is the (generalized) multiplicative formula of Langlands for G(K). Next define its completion as Λ(z, γ) := Λ(z, χ_γ )O(z, γ). This is the (generalized) completed multiplicative formula of Langlands for G(K).

Notation. Set L_ν (z, χ_γ ) = L_R(z) := π^{−z/2}Γ ( z 2 ) . For a totally real field K, the completed Dedekind zeta function is defined as

ξ_K (z) :=|D_K |^{z/2} L_R(z)^nζ_K (z).

Also, the L-factors at the archimedean places for χ_γ are given by

L_ν (z, χ_γ ) = L_R(z + δ_{ν,γ} ) = π^{−z/2}Γ((z + δ_{ν,γ} )/2) with δ_{ν,γ} = 1 if χ_γ is ramified at ν and 0 otherwise. Thus

Λ(z, χ_γ ) =|D_K |^{z/2} N(Δ_γ )^{z/2}L(z, χ_γ ) ∏ ν|∞ L_R(z + δ_{ν,γ} ). We first show that Λ(z, γ) behaves nicely. More precisely,

Theorem 5.3. The completed multiplicative formula of Langlands Λ(z, γ), admits an analytic continuation to an entire function and satisfies the functional equation Λ(1 − z, γ) = Λ(z, γ). 5The definition does not require that K is totally real and holds true for all number fields.

Proof. Writing μ(·) to denote the Möbius function of an ideal of O_K , we have (9) ∏ q|d^′ ( 1 − χ_γ (q) N_K (q)^s ) = ∑ r|d^′ χ_γ (r)μ(r) N_K (r)^s . On the left hand side, the primes are not repeated in the product. So, we only obtain terms with different prime factors whose sign depends on the number of such factors - this is controlled by the Möbius function on the right.

Substituting (9) into definition of the completed multiplicative formula yields,

Λ(z, γ) = N_K (S_γ )^z Λ(z, χ_γ ) ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} ∑ r|d^′ χ_γ (r)μ(r) N_K (r)^z

= N_K (S_γ )^z Λ(z, χ_γ ) ∑ d|S_γ ,r|d^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} χ_γ (r)μ(r) N_K (r)^z

= N_K (S_γ )^z Λ(z, χ_γ ) ∑ r|S_γ ,d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} χ_γ (r)μ(r) N_K (r)^z where r^′ = S_γ r = N_K (S_γ )^z Λ(z, χ_γ ) ∑ r|S_γ χ_γ (r)μ(r) N_K (r)^z ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1}

= N_K (S_γ )^z Λ(z, χ_γ ) ∑ r|S_γ χ_γ (r)μ(r) N_K (S_γ )^z

N_K (r^′)^z ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1}

= Λ(z, χ_γ ) ∑ r|S_γ χ_γ (r)μ(r) √ N_K (S_γ ) √ N_K (S_γ ) N_K (r^′)^z ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1}

= Λ(z, χ_γ ) N_K (S_γ )^{1/2} ∑ r|S_γ χ_γ (r)μ(r) √ N_K (rr^′)

N_K (r^′)^z ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1}

= Λ(z, χ_γ ) N_K (S_γ )^{1/2} ∑ r|S_γ χ_γ (r)μ(r) √ N_K (r)

N_K (r^′)^{z−1/2} ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} . Shifting our focus to the term

N_K (r^′)^{z−1/2} ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} , we see it remains unchanged when we replace z by 1 − z. Indeed

N_K (r^′)^{(1−z)−1/2} ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2(1−z)−1}

= N_K (r^′)^{1/2−z} ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{1−2z}

= N_K (r^′)^{1/2−z} ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (_{r′} d )_{1−2z}

= N_K (r^′)^{1/2−z−(1−2z)} ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1}

= N_K (r^′)^{z−1/2} ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} . Hence, when we substitute 1 − z for z in the whole expression we obtain

Λ(1 − z, γ) = Λ(1 − z, χ_γ ) N_K (S_γ )^{1/2} ∑ r|S_γ χ(r)μ(r) √ N_K (r)

N_K (r^′)^{(1−z)−1/2} ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2(1−z)−1}

= Λ(z, χ_γ ) N_K (S_γ )^{1/2} ∑ r|S_γ χ(r)μ(r) √ N_K (r)

N_K (r^′)^{z−1/2} ∑ d|r^′ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} = Λ(z, γ). This manipulation required using the functional equation for the primitive quadratic Hecke character. □ Remark 5.4. Theorem 5.3 is an adaptation of [SY13, Equations (4), (5), and Lemma 2.1], where they work over Z.

The following result connects this construction with our work on the regular elliptic part of the trace formula.

Proposition 5.5. With notation as introduced above, O(f_{fin}, γ) = p^{−k/2}O(1, γ).

Proof. This is a reformulation of Proposition 3.19. □

We now define certain quadratic characters that arise naturally in our calculations. Definition 5.6. Let d be an ideal dividing S_γ . Define an imprimitive character χ_d, obtained from χ_γ , by setting χ(q) = 0 for any q |^{Sγ}_d . Associated to this imprimitive quadratic Hecke character is an L-function

L(z, χ_d) = L(z, χ_γ ) ∏ q|^{Sγ}_d ( 1 − χ_γ (q) N_K (q)^z ) ,

where L(z, χ_γ ) is the Hecke L-function associated to the quadratic character χ_γ .

Notice that (10) L(z, γ) = L(z, χ_γ ) ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} ∏ p|(S_γ /d) ( 1 − χ_γ (p) N_K (p)^z ) = ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} L(z, χ_d). Recall from the expression of R(f) obtained in Theorem 4.3 the presence of the factor

L(1, χ_γ ) ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d) ∏ p|(S_γ /d) ( 1 − χ_γ (p) N_K (p) ) , which is precisely L(1, γ). We now Theorem 4.3 as follows.

Proposition 5.7. The regular elliptic part of the trace formula is

R(f) =|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) θ^±(τ, u)L(1, γ). Remark 5.8. For K = Q the above decomposition becomes ∑ ± ∑ τ ∈L(±1) θ^±(τ)L(1, τ^2 ± 4p^k),

which corresponds to [Alt15, (unnumbered) equation at the start of §4]. An important deviation from the work of Altuğ is that in order to define L(z, τ^2 ± 4p^k), he uses a sum which has some congruence condition as opposed to the condition d | S_γ . We will discuss this at length in §7.1.

When K = Q, the sum over ± comes from the Dirichlet unit theorem (but there is no β-sum, i.e., sum over fundamental units). In the general case, we have to deal with the extra β-sum. The factor p^{−k/2} that we have and Altuğ does not is just a manifestation of the slight difference between our interpolation functions.

Another fundamental difference is that χ_d coincides with the Kronecker symbol which is well-understood and can be easily computed in Q. For a general number field, calculating the symbols is non-trivial which we explore in §7.2.

5.2. Statement and Proof of Approximate Functional Equation.

5.2.1. The approximate functional equation requires the use of a smooth cut-off function. While it is not necessary to specify this function precisely, it is possible for us to do so as in [Alt15]. For example, consider the smooth function

(11) F (x) = 1 2K_0(2) ∫_∞ x e^{−y−1/y} dy y where x > 0,

where K_0 is the zero-th Bessel function of the second kind. We know from [IK04, p. 257] that 0 < F (x) <^{e−x}_{2K0(2)} .

Define its Mellin transform, ~F (z) := ∫_∞ 0 F (x)x^z dx x . Moreover, the following bound will be required.

Lemma 5.9. The Mellin transform ~F (z) is meromorphic with a unique simple pole at z = 0 with residue 1. Furthermore, it is odd and is uniformly bounded for z = σ + it, with the uniform bound ~F (z) ≪|z|^{|σ|−1} e^{− π|t|}_2 . Proof. This follows from the properties of F_1 in [IK04, pp. 257–258]. In particular we note that the residue of ~F_1(z) at z = 0 is 1, and the bounds [IK04, (10.57)] also hold for ~F . □

5.2.2. We are now in a position to state and prove the Approximate Functional Equation. The key idea is to apply contour integration to the right integral.

As in §5.1, we need to work with the L-factor at the infinite places which are defined in terms of local Gamma factors (see, [Roh11, Lecture 2] or [IK04, Equation (5.3)]). Notation. Let z be a complex number and define L_∞(z, χ_γ ) := ∏ ν|∞ L_R(z + δ_{ν,γ} ) where δ_{ν,γ} = 1 if χ_γ is ramified at ν.

Theorem 5.10 (Approximate Functional Equation). Let γ be a regular elliptic element and let χ_γ denote the quadratic sign character associated the quadratic extension L/K generated by γ. Let F be a smooth function as defined above. For any y ∈ R, further define^6

(12) H_γ (z, y) := 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=1 y^{−u} ~F (u) L_∞(1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞(z − u, χ_γ ) du. Let A be any real positive number. Then L(z, γ) = ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)^z F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A )

+ ( N_K ( S_γ ) |D_K |^{1/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{1/2} )_{1−2z} ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{1−2z} ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)^{1−z} H_γ ( z, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A N_K ( S_γ )_2 |D_K | N_K (Δ_γ ) ) , where the sum over a runs over all ideals of O_K .

Proof. Fix z ∈ C and a positive real number σ such that σ + ℜ(z) > 1 and ℜ(z) − σ < 0. Define the integral

(13) I := 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ L(z + u, γ) ~F (u)A^udu. By the choice of σ, this integral is absolutely convergent. By equation (10), L(z + u, γ) = ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{2z+2u−1}

L(z + u, χ_d)

= ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{2z+2u−1} ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a)^{z+u} . The last equality follows since we are in the half-plane of absolute convergence of the Dirichlet series for each χ_d. Substituting this in (13) gives I = 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ L(z + u, γ) ~F (u)A^udu 6In this definition (and later on in the proof), note that u is a choice of variable and is not to be confused with the unit u, which does not appear in this section.

= 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{2z+2u−1} ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a)^{z+u} ~F (u)A^udu

= 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ ∑ d|S_γ ∑ a 1 N_K (d)^{2z+2u−1} χ_d(a) N_K (a)^{z+u} ~F (u)A^udu

= 1 2πi ∑ d|S_γ ∑ a ∫ ℜ(u)=σ 1 N_K (d)^{2z+2u−1} χ_d(a) N_K (a)^{z+u} ~F (u)A^udu

= 1 2πi ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a)^z ∫ ℜ(u)=σ 1 N_K (d)^{2u} 1 N_K (a)^u ~F (u)A^udu

= 1 2πi ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a)^z ∫ ℜ(u)=σ N_K (d)^{−2u} N_K (a)^{−u} ~F (u)A^udu.

It is possible to interchange the order of integration as the integrand is absolutely convergent. Using the Mellin inversion formula for the last integral gives 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ N_K (d)^{−2u} N_K (a)^{−u} ~F (u)A^udu = F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A ) . Hence, I = ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a)^z F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A ) . Shifting the contour from ℜ(u) = σ to ℜ(u) = σ^′ for any σ^′ < 0, we get a residue from the pole of ~F (u) at u = 0. This pole is simple, so the residue is lim_{u→0} u ~F (u). We deduce the equality I = L(z, γ) + 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ^′ L(z + u, γ) ~F (u)A^udu, or equivalently, writing I^′ to denote the integral running over σ^′ instead of σ, we have that L(z, γ) = I − I^′. Next we evaluate I^′. Making the change of variables u → −u and using that ~F is odd

I^′ = − 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ^′ L(z − u, γ) ~F (−u)A^{−u}du = − 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ^′ L(z − u, γ) ~F (u)A^{−u}du. Evaluating L(z, γ) at 1 − (z − u), a point in the half plane of absolute convergence, we obtain the Dirichlet series L(1 − z + u, γ) = ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{1−2z+2u} L(1 − z + u, χ_d).

46 M. EMORY, M. ESPINOSA LARA, D. KUNDU, AND T. A. WONG

Substituting this into I^′ and using the functional equation of the completed Zagier zeta function,

−I^′ = 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ′ L(z − u, γ) ~F (u)A^{−u}du. = 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ′ N_K (S_γ )^{1−2(z−u)} |D_K |^{(1−2(z−u))/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{(1−2(z−u))/2}

× L_∞(1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞(z − u, χ_γ ) L(1 − z + u, γ) ~F (u)A^{−u}du = 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ′ N_K (S_γ )^{1−2(z−u)} |D_K |^{(1−2(z−u))/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{(1−2(z−u))/2}

L_∞(1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞(z − u, χ_γ ) × ~F (u)A^{−u} ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{1−2z+2u} ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a)^{1−z+u} du.

= 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=σ′ ∑ d|Sγ ∑ a N_K (S_γ )^{1−2(z−u)} |D_K |^{(1−2(z−u))/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{(1−2(z−u))/2} ~F (u)A^{−u} N_K (d)^{1−2z+2u} × L_∞(1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞(z − u, χ_γ ) χ_d (a) N_K (a)^{1−z+u} du. As the Dirichlet series converges absolutely and uniformly in a half-plane away from the abscissa of convergence, we may interchange the order of integration. Shifting the integral to σ = 1 since there are no poles in between,

−I^′ = 1 2πi ∑ d|Sγ ∑ a ∫ ℜ(u)=σ′ N_K (S_γ )^{1−2(z−u)}|D_K |^{(1−2(z−u))/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{(1−2(z−u))/2} ~F (u)A^{−u} N_K (d)^{1−2z+2u} × L_∞(1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞(z − u, χ_γ ) χ_d(a) N_K (a)^{1−z+u} du

= ( N_K ( S_γ ) |D_K |^{1/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{1/2} )_{1−2z} 2πi ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{1−2z} ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)^{1−z}

× ∫ ℜ(u)=σ′ N_K (S_γ )^{2u} |D_K |^u N_K (Δ_γ )^u ~F (u)A^{−u} N_K (d)^{2u} N_K (a)^u

L_∞(1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞(z − u, χ_γ ) du. Collecting terms inside the last integral, it is possible to write it as ∫ ℜ(u)=1 N^K (d)^2 N^K (a) A N_K ( S_γ )_2

|D_K | N_K (Δ_γ ) −u L_∞ ( 1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞ ( z − u, χ_γ ) ~F (u) du. This motivates the definition in the theorem

H_γ (z, y) := 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=1 y^{−u} ~F (u) L_∞(1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞(z − u, χ_γ ) du. Therefore, we have proven

−I^′ = ( N_K ( S_γ ) |D_K |^{1/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{1/2} )_{1−2z} ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{1−2z} ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)^{1−z} H_γ ( z, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A N_K ( S_γ )_2

|D_K | N_K (Δ_γ ) ) . Hence, putting together our evaluations of I and I^′ we get L(z, γ) = ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{2z−1} ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)^z F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A )

+ ( N_K ( S_γ ) |D_K |^{1/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{1/2} )_{1−2z} ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{1−2z} ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)^{1−z} H_γ ( z, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A N_K ( S_γ )_2

|D_K | N_K (Δ_γ ) ) . □

5.3. The function H_{(x,y)}. The following result connects the archimedean behaviour of the quadratic character χ_γ with the regions we defined in §3.7.

Theorem 5.11. Let γ ∈ GL(2, K) be a regular elliptic matrix and ν be a real place of K. Then, χ_γ is unramified at ν if and only if (r_ν , N_ν ) ∈ S_{spl}. Notation. In this proof we write χ in place of χ_γ for ease of notation. Proof. Let ν denote a real place of K and K_ν = R be the localization. Let ρ_γ : I_K −→ {1, −1} be the idèlic Artin map associated to the quadratic extension K_γ /K. This may also be viewed as an idèlic Hecke character associated to χ. Thus, for the real place ν we have χ_ν (r) = ρ_γ (1, . . . , r, . . . , 1), where (1, . . . , r, . . . , 1) is the idèle with r in the ν-th entry and 1 everywhere else. We write c_ν to denote the element (1, . . . , −1, . . . , 1) where −1 is the ν-th entry.

Recall that

χ is unramified ⇐⇒ χ_ν (−1) = 1 by definition ⇐⇒ ρ_γ (c_ν ) = 1 ⇐⇒ c_ν ∈ ker(ρ_γ ) = K^∗ N_{Kγ /K} (K^∗_γ ) by Artin’s reciprocity law.

Thus, there exists an idèle b ∈ I_{Kγ} and an α ∈ K^∗ such that c_ν = α N_{Kγ /K} (b). Comparing the ω-th entry, and using the definition of the idèlic norm, we get (c_ν )_ω = α ∏ ω^′|ω N_{Kγ,ω′ /Kω} (b_ω′ ). where ω^′ varies over the places of K_γ above ω. This happens only when −1 ∈ N_{Kγ,ω′ /Kω} (b_ω′ ). However, by definition of the local norm in the archimedean case, this is not possible if ν ramifies (i.e. if K_{γ,ω}′ = C ). Thus, ν splits.

Thus, we have proven that χ is unramified at ν if and only if K_{γ,ω}′ = R. We know that this extension is precisely K_{γ,ν} ( √ τ^2_ν − 4δ_ν ). This extension is R if and only if τ^2_i − 4δ_i > 0.

Using the (r_ν , N_ν )-coordinates, χ is unramified at ν if and only if r^2_ν − N_ν > 0. So, (r_ν , N_ν ) lies in S_{spl}. □ Proposition 5.12. Let γ_1, γ_2 be regular elliptic matrices. If γ_1^∞∼ γ_2 then H_{γ1} = H_{γ2} . Proof. By definition

H_γ (z, y) := 1 2πi ∫ ℜ(u)=1 y^{−u} ~F (u) L_∞(1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞(z − u, χ_γ ) du. The dependence of γ is on the factors at infinity. But, these factors are determined by the ramification of γ at infinity. Theorem 5.11 precisely states that the ramification behaviour of χ_γ remains invariant if γ_1^∞∼ γ_2. □

48 M. EMORY, M. ESPINOSA LARA, D. KUNDU, AND T. A. WONG

Definition 5.13. Let (x, y) ∈ R^n × R^{n−1} belong to the region S_J for the multi-index J = (j_1, . . . , j_n) where each j_t ∈ {spl, ell}. Define H_{(x,y)} : C × R −→ C by H_{(x,y)}(z, r) := H_γ (z, r) for any regular elliptic matrix with γ ∈ GL(2, K) with CH(γ) ∈ S_J .

Remark 5.14.

(i) The above definition is well-defined because all maximal tori of G_∞ span all possible splitting behaviour and Proposition 5.3 asserts that the function H_γ is invariant under splitting behaviour.

(ii) Definition 5.13 allows us to extend the definition of H_γ = H_{(τ,u)} to all points (x, y) ∈ R^{2n−1} . [Here we are using the fact that γ is characterized by (τ, u) where u is once again a unit in O_K .]

(iii) Notice that the ratio L_∞(1 − z + u, χ_γ ) L_∞(z − u, χ_γ ) is independent of γ and only depends on the behaviour at infinity (because the L-factors only depend on the factors at infinity). For ease of notation, when we want to emphasize this independence we will suppress the subscript γ and write L_∞(1 − z + u, χ) L_∞(z − u, χ) . In particular, we will use this notation in Corollary 10.2.

5.4. Estimates on H_γ (1, x). The difference for each H_γ (1, x) as defined in Theorem 5.10 comes from the L_∞ factors. We need to calculate the bound when z = 1.

Lemma 5.15. For x ≥ 1, H_γ (1, x) ≪ 1 x e^{−( n+1√x)} where the implied constant is absolute.

Notation. In this proof we write u to denote a variable and it should not be confused with a unit of O_K .

Proof. We begin the proof by recalling Stirling’s formula for the Gamma function,

Γ(u) = √ 2πu^{u−1/2}e^{−u} ( 1 + O ( |u|^{−1/2} )) . Therefore, Γ ( (u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 ) = √ 2π ( (u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 )_{(u+δν,γ −1)/2} e^{(−u−δν,γ )/2} ( 1 + O (| |(u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 | |^{−1/2} ))

Γ ( (1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 ) = √ 2π ( (1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 )_{(−u+δν,γ )/2} e^{(−1+u−δν,γ )/2} ( 1 + O (| |(1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 | |^{−1/2} )) . Combining the above two expressions, Γ ( (u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 ) Γ ( (1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 ) = e^{−u+1/2} ( u + δ_{ν,γ} 2 )_{u−1/2} ( u + δ_{ν,γ} 2 )_{−u/2+δν,γ /2} ( 1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} 2 )_{u−δν,γ /2} ( 1 + O ( |u|^{−1/2} ))

= ( u + δ_{ν,γ} 2e )_{u−1/2} ( 1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} u + δ_{ν,γ} )_{u/2−δν,γ /2} ( 1 + O ( |u|^{−1/2} ))

= ( u 2e )_{u−1/2} ( u + δ_{ν,γ} u )_{u−1/2} ( 1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} u + δ_{ν,γ} )_{(u−δν,γ )/2} ( u u )_{(u−δν,γ )/2} ( 1 + O ( |u|^{−1/2} ))

= ( u 2e )_{u−1/2} ( u + δ_{ν,γ} u )_{u−1/2} ( u u + δ_{ν,γ} )_{(u−δν,γ )/2} ( 1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} u )_{(u−δν,γ )/2} ( 1 + O ( |u|^{−1/2} ))

= ( u 2e )_{u−1/2} ( 1 + δ_{ν,γ} u )_{u/2+(δν,γ −1)/2} ( 1 + δ_{ν,γ} u − 1 )_{(u−δν,γ )/2} ( 1 + O ( |u|^{−1/2} )) . For | |δ_{ν,γ} | | <|u| we have that | |1 + δ_{ν,γ} /u | | ≤ 2 and | |(1 + δ_{ν,γ} )/u − 1 | | ≤ 1 which gives Γ ( (u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 ) Γ ( (1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 ) ≪ ( u √ 2e )_{u−1/2}

where the implied constant is absolute. Hence we have L_∞(u, χ_γ ) L_∞(1 − u, χ_γ ) = n∏ j=1 Γ ( (u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 ) Γ ( (1 − u + δ_{ν,γ} )/2 ) ≪ ( u √ 2e )_{n(u−1/2)} . Substituting into the definition for H_γ (1, x) and using the bound on ~F (x) given in Lemma 5.9,

H_γ (1, x) ≪ ∫ ℜ(u)=1 | | | u√ 2e | | |^{n(ℜ(u)−1/2)} x^{−ℜ(u)}|u|^{ℜ(u)−1} e^−|^{ℑ(u)}|^{π/2} ≪ ∫ ℜ(u)=1 |u|^{(n+1)ℜ(u)−(n+2)/2} (e^{n+1}x)^{−ℜ(u)}e^{−π}|^{ℑ(u)}|^{/2}du. Shifting the contour to ℜ(u) = max{1,^{n+1} √ x} gives H_γ (1, x) ≪ 1 x^{n+22(n+1)} e^{−( n+1√x)} ≪ 1 x e^{−( n+1√x)}. □ Corollary 5.16. For ℜ(x) ≥ 1, H_{(x,y)}(1, r) ≪ 1 r e^{−( n+1√r)} where the implied constant is absolute.

5.5. Manipulation using the Approximate Functional Equation. At this point, we have the following expression for the regular elliptic part of the trace formula

R(f) =|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) θ^±(τ, u)L(1, γ). Using the approximate functional equation (see Theorem 5.10) at z = 1, we find L(1, γ) = ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d) ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a) F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A )

+ 1 N_K (S_γ )|D_K |^{1/2} N_K (Δ_γ )^{1/2} ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{−1} ∑ a χ_d(a)H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)A N_K (S_γ )^2|D_K | N_K (Δ_γ ) ) .

Recall that ∂ = τ^2 − 4 det(γ), therefore

N_K (∂) =

|D_L| N_K (S^2_γ ) |D_K |^2 = N_K (Δ_γ ) N_K (S_γ )^2.

Combining these expressions, we obtain that

R(f) =|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) θ^±(τ, u) ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d) ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a) F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) A )

+ 1 N_K (∂)^{1/2}|D_K |^{1/2} ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{−1} ∑ a χ_d(a)H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)A N_K (∂)|D_K | ) .

Remark 5.17. At this stage two sums have appeared: one runs over all ideals a (this sum arises from the Dirichlet series of the imprimitive character). The other runs over d | S_γ (this arises from the definition of the generalized Multiplicative Formula of Langlands). The sum over a has no dependence on any of the other variables involved.

6. Smoothing the Singularities Throughout this section we fix a totally positive system of fundamental units of K denoted by {β_1, . . . , β_{n−1}}. Let γ be a contributing regular elliptic matrix that corresponds to the unit u and the trace τ. Recall from (2) that ε = ρ^{k′} is a fixed generator for the principal ideal ( det(γ) ) = p^k with N_K (p) = p.

Notation. We write ε_i = σ_i(ε) and β_{t,i} = σ_i(β_t) for 1 ≤ t ≤ n − 1, where σ_i is the i-th real embedding of K.

Definition 6.1. Let x = (x_1, · · · , x_n) ∈ R^n and y = (y_1, · · · , y_{n−1}) ∈ R^{n−1} . Define the discriminant function P^± : R^n × R^{n−1} → R by

P^±(x, y) := 1 2^n n∏ i=1

| |x^2_i ± 4β^{y1}_{1,i} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,i}εi | |^{−1/2} | |4β^{y1}_{1,i} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,i}εi | |^{−1/2} .

In the following proposition, we evaluate the above defined function at x = τ and y = u. Our notation here will be similar to the one adapted for θ^±. We explain it once again for convenience. Since τ ∈ O_K , it can be viewed as an element of R^n . On the other hand, when we write y = u, we mean that y = (y_1, · · · , y_{n−1}) corresponding to the unit u = ±β^{y1}_1 · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1} . The relevance of the functions P^± is clear from the following result.

Proposition 6.2. With notation as above, P^±(τ, u) = p^{k/2} √ N_K (∂) . Proof. By hypothesis we are evaluating the functions P^± at x = τ and y = u. Since there exists a regular elliptic matrix corresponding to (τ, u), for each i we can write | | |x^2_i ± 4β^{y1}_{1,i} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,i}εi | | |^{−1/2} | |4βy_{11,i} · · · βy_{n−1n−1,i}ε_i | |^{−1/2} = | | τ^i 4u_iε_i ± 1 | |^{−1/2} = 2D(σ_i(λ_1), σ_i(λ_2)),

where λ_1, λ_2 are the eigenvalues of γ(τ, u). By Proposition 4.1 P^±(τ, u) = p^{k/2} √ N_K (∂) . □ Recall that our interpolation function θ^± has singularities. In what follows we define smoothed-out versions of this interpolation function which then appear more naturally in the expression for the regular elliptic part.

Definition 6.3. Let F be the smooth function defined in (11). For a parameter 0 < α < 1, and for (x, y) ∈ R^n × R^{n−1} in the union of the open regions S_J define the functions

Φ_{(±,α)} (x, y) := Φ_± (x, y) := θ^±(x, y)F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(x, y)^{2α} ) ,

Ψ_{(±,α)} (x, y) := Ψ_±(x, y) := θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y)|D_K |^{−1/2} p^{−k/2}H_{(x,y)} ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} P^±(x, y)^{2(1−α)} ) . Suppose that x = τ and y = u. Then

Φ_±(τ, u) = θ^±(τ, u)F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(τ, u)^{2α} )

= θ^±(τ, u)F N^K (d)^2 N^K (a)p^{−kα} |D_K |^α ( p^{k/2} N_K (∂)^{1/2} )_{2α} by Proposition 6.2

= θ^±(τ, u)F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α ) .

(14)

Recall the definition of the function H_γ (z, y) introduced in (12). A similar calculation as the one above yields Ψ_±(τ, u) = θ^±(τ, u)P^±(τ, u)|D_K |^{−1/2} p^{−k/2}H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} P^±(τ, u)^{2(1−α)} )

= θ^±(τ, u) ( p^{k/2} N_K (∂)^{1/2} ) |D_K |^{−1/2} p^{−k/2}H_γ

1, N^K (d)^2 N^K (a)p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} ( p^{k/2} N_K (∂)^{1/2} )_{2(1−α)}

= θ^±(τ, u) |D_K |^{1/2} N_K (∂)^{1/2} H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^{1−α}|D_K |^{1−α} ) ,

(15)

where γ = γ(τ, u) is the corresponding regular elliptic matrix.

Proposition 6.4. Let α > 0 and let ϕ be a Schwartz function^7 on R. Then θ^±(x, y)ϕ(P^±(x, y)^{2α}), θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y)ϕ(P^±(τ, u)^{2(1−α)}) are smooth in (x, y) and compactly supported.

Proof. The proof is essentially that of [GKM^+18, Theorem 4.1], also [Alt15, Proposition 4.1], in the setting of GL(n, Q) and GL(2, Q) respectively. Following the discussion of [GKM^+18, §4], the singularities of the archimedean orbital integral θ^± in R^{2n−1} are precisely the zero locus of the discriminant, which is given by the vanishing of P^±(τ, u), and are at most ‖(x, y)‖^{−β} for some β ≥ 0. Then for any singular point a of θ^± and α > 0 we have P^±(x, y)^{2α} → ∞ as v = (x, y) → a, and ϕ(P^±(x, y)^{2α}) ≪_M P^±(x, y)^{−2αM} for any M > 0. In particular, taking M > (β + 1)/α and arguing as in the proof of [GKM^+18, Theorem 4.1], we see that the product θ^±(x, y)ϕ(P^±(τ, u)^{2α}) and its partial derivatives vanish as (x, y) approaches a. The argument for the second product θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y)ϕ(P^±(x, y)^{2(1−α)}) follows in a similar manner.

Finally, at the archimedean places, we had imposed the condition on the test functions that their orbital integrals must have compact support. This ensures that the functions of interest are compactly supported. □

Remark 6.5. The proof shows these functions are now defined in R^n × R^{n−1} and not only in the regular set (i.e., union of the open regions S_J ).

Upon choosing a precise value of A in Theorem 5.10, it is possible to ensure that Φ_± and Ψ_± emerge in our manipulation of the regular elliptic part.

Proposition 6.6. For a regular elliptic class γ and a parameter 0 < α < 1,

L(1, γ) = ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d) ∑ a χ_d(a) N_K (a) F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α )

+ 1 √ N_K (∂)|D_K |^{1/2} ∑ d|S_γ 1 N_K (d)^{−1} ∑ a χ_d(a)H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^{1−α}|D_K |^{1−α} ) ,

Proof. This follows from the Approximate Functional Equation upon choosing

A = N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α . □

7For our purposes, ϕ will either be the function F or the function H_γ .

Using Proposition 6.6 and the definitions of Ψ_± and Φ_±, we get

R(f ) = |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈L(u) θ^±(τ, u) ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d) ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a) F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α )

+ |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} N_K (∂)^{1/2}|D_K |^{1/2} ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈L(u) ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d)^{−1} ∑ a χ_d (a)H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^{1−α}|D_K |^{1−α} )

= |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈L(u) ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d) ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)

Φ_± (τ, u) + ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ d|Sγ N_K (d) ∑ a χ_d(a)Ψ_±(τ, u)

= |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈L(u) ∑ d|Sγ 1 N_K (d) ∑ a χ_d (a) N_K (a)

Φ_± (τ, u) + N_K (d) ∑ a χ_d(a)Ψ_±(τ, u)

= |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈L(u) ∑ d|Sγ ∑ a χ_d(a) ( Φ_± (τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) .

(16)

7. The Problem of Completion In this section, we perform two main tasks. First, we replace the sum over ideals d | S_γ arising in the expression of the regular elliptic part by a congruence condition. Second, we introduce a modified Hilbert symbol which correctly detects the character χ_d(−) in our case and clarifies the dependence on τ. These two steps will then allow us to ‘complete the lattice’ and set the stage for Poisson summation. 7.1. The Congruence Conditions. So far we have dealt with the condition d | S_γ . However, to perform Poisson summation over the variables u, τ we need to be explicit regarding its role. We will now aim to replace this divisibility condition by a congruence condition as was done by Altuğ. The main result of this section is stated below.

Let p_1, · · · , p_n be the primes above 2 in O_K , that is, 2O_K = p_1 · · · p_n.

We assume π_{pi} is a uniformizer.

Theorem 7.1. Let γ be a contributing conjugacy class. The following two conditions are equivalent

(i) d | S_γ , (ii) d^2 | τ^2 − 4 det(γ) and for each i = 1, · · · , n the following congruence condition holds in O_{Kpi} , τ^2 − 4 det(γ) π^{2 valpi (d)}

p_i

≡ 0, 1 (mod π^2_{pi} ).

Proof. This is a special case of [Esp23a, Proposition 9]. □ Using this result we have

R(f) =|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u) ′∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ∑ a χ_d(a) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) , where following Altuğ we use^′ to denote the congruence conditions given by the previous theorem.

7.2. The Normalized Character. The primary goal of this section is to clarify the dependence of χ_d on τ.

Remark 7.2. Over Q, the ideals can be replaced by rational elements and the Kronecker symbol satisfies

χ_d(a) =

(_τ 2_{−4p}k

d^2 a ) K , making the following step unnecessary (see [Alt15, (4)]). However, we want to provide a uniform proof and obtain an expression similar to the one above for χ_d. 7.2.1. We begin by recalling the definition of the Hilbert Symbol in our context. Definition 7.3. Let K be a number field and let q be a prime of K. The Hilbert Symbol of K_q is defined in K^∗_q × K^∗_q given by ( a, b q ) H = { 1 if z^2 = ax^2 + by^2 has solutions in O_{Kq} −1 otherwise.

Fix a uniformizer π_q and define the restricted Hilbert Symbol as the function in O^∗_{Kq} given by ( a q ) rH = { (_{a,πq} q ) H if a ∈ O^∗_{Kq} 0 otherwise and we extend it to K_q as 0 for all a without |a|_q ≠ 1.

Remark 7.4. For primes q ∤ 2, the restricted Hilbert Symbol coincides with the quadratic character of O^∗_{Kq} , i.e., the character whose value is ±1 according as a is a square or not. It is independent of the choice of the uniformizer π_q, see [Lem10, chapter 4]. For the primes above 2 this is not the case but the above definition will allow us make explicit the character χ_d.

We record the following fact of the Hilbert Symbol that will be useful for us. We include the proof of (ii) as we were not able to find it written in the literature. Lemma 7.5. Let q be a prime of K and a_1, a_2 elements of O^∗_{Kq} . Then (i) If q ∤ 2 and a_1 ≡ a_2 (mod π_q), then ( a_1, π_q q ) H = ( a_2, π_q q ) H . (ii) If q | 2, has ramification degree e_q, and a_1 ≡ a_2 (mod π^{2eq+1}_q ), then ( a_1, π_q q ) H = ( a_2, π_q q ) H . Proof. Both these assertions are applications of Hensel’s Lemma. We show (ii) and leave (i) as an exercise for the reader. If q ramifies, then Hensel’s lemma asserts that u ∈ O^∗_{Kq} is a square if and only if u is a square modulo π^{2eq+1}_q . If (_{a1,πq} q ) H = 1 then there exist X_0, Y_0, Z_0 (not all equal to 0) satisfying

Z^2_0 = a_1X^2_0 + π_qY^2_0 .

Using an infinite descent argument, we assume without loss of generality that Z_0, X_0 are in O^∗_{Kq} . In particular,

a_2X^2_0 + π_qY^2_0 ≡ a_1X^2_0 + π_qY^2_0 ≡ Z^2_0 (mod π^{2eq+1}_q ), where the first congruence follows from the assumptions. In view of Hensel’s Lemma, we deduce that a_2X^2_0 + π_qY^2_0 is a square; i.e., there exists Z_1 ∈ O^∗_{Kq} with

Z^2_1 = a_2X^2_0 + π_qY^2_0 .

Thus, the Hilbert symbol on the right is also 1. Both sides play symmetric roles so we deduce that both sides are either ±1. This concludes the proof. □

7.2.2. Now, we define a symbol which allows us to recover the characters χ_d. It also clarifies the role of τ and u.

Definition 7.6. Let a, b be any ideals of O_K and let α be an element of K. For each prime ideal q of K, let π_q be a uniformizer of K_q. Define the modified Hilbert symbol, with respect to the π_q, as ( α, a b ) = ∏ q|b ( απ^{−2 valq(a)} q q )valq(b) rH . Remark 7.7. The modified Hilbert symbol doesn’t depend on the choice of the uniformizer because from the definition of the Artin symbol ( α, π_q q ) √ α = ( π_q, K_q(γ)/K_q ) A √ α. and the Artin Symbol doesn’t depend on uniformizers.

Now we prove a crucial property of the modified symbol: it recovers the quadratic Hecke character at the primes.

Lemma 7.8. For u ∈ O^∗_K and τ ∈ L(u), let γ be the regular elliptic class corresponding to the pair (τ, u). Let q be any prime of O_K . Then,

χ_γ (q) = ( τ^2 − 4uε, S_γ q ) = ( (τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2 valq(Sγ )} q q ) rH . Proof. First, consider the case that q ∤ 2. Since (τ^2 − 4u det(γ)) = (τ^2 − 4uε) = S^2_γ Δ_γ , we deduce val_q(τ^2 − 4uε) − 2 val_q(S_γ ) = val_q(Δ_γ ).

The upper entry of the modified Hilbert symbol has q-valuation equal to that of Δ_γ .

Note that if q is a ramified prime, then both sides of the equality (we wish to prove) are 0. If q is not ramified, then α := (τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2 valq(Sγ )}_q is an element of O^∗_{Kq} . By Hensel’s Lemma (applied to the polynomial X^2 − α) we know that α is a square in O_{Kq} if and only if α is a square modulo q. Recall that α is a square in O_{Kq} precisely when the extension K( √ α)/K is either degree 1 or 2; i.e., q is either split or inert. On the other hand, the condition α is a square (resp. non-square) modulo q is equivalent to the symbol being 1 (resp. −1) by definition. This concludes the proof for odd primes.

Now, suppose that q | 2. If q is ramified, the proof is the same as before. So, we only consider the case that q | 2 and is unramified. It follows from the definition of the Artin symbol that ( α, π_q q ) √ α = ( π_q, K_q(γ)/K_q ) A √ α. Since π_q is a uniformizer, the Artin symbol ( π_q, K_q(γ)/K_q ) A is the Frobenius element of q. This takes the value 1 or −1 according as q is split or inert. This is precisely the definition of χ_γ (q). Hence, ( α, π_q q ) = χ_γ (q).

This completes the proof. □

Theorem 7.9. Let u be an element of O^∗_K and let τ ∈ L(u). Denote by γ the regular elliptic class that corresponds to the pair (τ, u). Let d be an ideal of O_K satisfying d | S_γ and let a be any ideal of O_K . Write a = ∏ q^{vq} , d = ∏ q^{rq} ,

where v_q or r_q may be equal to 0. Then,

χ_d(a) = ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) . Proof. By definition ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) = ∏ q|a ( (τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2rq}_q q )vq rH . As before, set d^′ = S_γ /d. Recall that the definition of χ_d is

χ_d = { χ_γ (a) if (a, d^′) = 1 0 if (a, d^′) ≠ 1.

Hence, we divide the proof into two cases depending on (a, d^′).

Case 1: If (a, d^′) ≠ 1 then χ_d(a) = 0 by definition and for some q both r_q and v_q are non-zero. Hence val_q((τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2rq}_q ) = val_q(d^′Δ_γ ) ≥ 1.

Hence, (τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2rq}_q is not a unit in O_{Kq} ; and since v_q ≥ 1 ( (τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2rq}_q q )vq rH = 0.

By the definition of the modified Hilbert symbol, we have ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) = 0.

Case 2: Let us now suppose (a, d^′) = 1 and pick a prime q | a. When q is ramified, i.e., q | Δ_γ , ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) = 0.

This is because val_q((τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2rq}_q ) = val_q(d^′Δ_γ ) ≥ 1.

On the other hand, since a ramified prime divides a, χ_d(a) = χ_γ (a) = 0.

Thus we are left to consider the case in which all the primes that divide a are not ramified. In this situation, (τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2rq}_q is a unit for each q | a. We have val_q(S_γ ) = val_q(d) + val_q(d^′) = val_q(d) = r_q.

Hence, ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) = ∏ q|a ( (τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2rq}_q q )vq rH = ∏ q|a ( (τ^2 − 4uε)π^{−2 valq(Sγ )} q q )vq rH = ∏ q|a χ_γ (q)^{vq} by Lemma 7.8

= χ_γ (a). □

Theorem 7.9 together with the congruence conditions from §7.1 will allow us to clarify how every term of the trace formula depends on τ. We now prove that the modified Hilbert symbol is periodic.

Lemma 7.10. Let τ_1 ≡ τ_2 (mod 4ad^2) in O_K . Then ( τ^2_1 − 4uε, d a ) = ( τ^2_2 − 4uε, d a ) . Proof. Let q | a and set r = val_q(d). Let π_q be a uniformizer of K_q. By definition of the modified Hilbert symbol, it is enough to prove ( (τ^2_1 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q q ) = ( (τ^2_2 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q q ) . Notice that π^{2r}_q | τ^2_1 − τ^2_2 . Hence (τ^2_1 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q is an integer if and only if (τ^2_2 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q is an integer. Since a | τ_1 − τ_2, we get an extra factor π_q than those than come from d^2. Whence π^{2r+1}_q | τ^2_1 − τ^2_2 = (τ^2_1 − 4uε) − (τ^2_2 − 4uε).

So, in case both ‘numerators’ of the symbols are integers, we have (τ^2_1 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q ≡ (τ^2_1 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q (mod π_q).

Lemma 7.5(i) asserts that if q ∤ 2, then ( (τ^2_1 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q q ) = ( (τ^2_2 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q q ) . On the other hand, if q | 2, then val_q(4ad^2) = 2e_q + val_q(a) + r ≥ 2e_q + 1, where e_q is the ramification of q above 2. Notice equality can occur if r = 0 and val_q(a) = 1. Hence

π^{2eq+1} q | (τ^2_1 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q − (τ^2_2 − 4uε)π^{−2r}_q .

By Lemma 7.5(ii) we conclude the proof. □

Next, we prove the periodicity of the congruence conditions.

Lemma 7.11. Let a and d be ideals in O_K . If τ_1 ≡ τ_2 (mod 4ad^2) then d^2 | τ^2_1 − 4uε ⇐⇒ d^2 | τ^2_2 − 4uε.

Moreover, if d^2 | τ^2_i − 4uε, then τ^2_1 − 4uε

d^2 ≡ τ^2_2 − 4uε d^2

(mod 4).

Proof. Recall that 4d^2 | τ^2_1 − τ^2_2 . Therefore 4d^2 | (τ^2_1 − 4uε) − (τ^2_2 − 4uε).

The result now follows. □

7.3. Completion of the Lattice. Using the modified Hilbert symbol, we can rewrite (16) as

R(f) =|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ ∈L(u)

′ ∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ∑ a ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . Notice that the expression ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) )

makes sense for any value of τ, u, d, a regardless of whether there is a regular elliptic matrix γ (corresponding to τ and u) whose quadratic character produces the divisors d | S_γ . In particular, we can consider ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ /∈L(u) ′∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ∑ a ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . Introducing the congruence condition in place of the condition d | S_γ allowed us to replace the d-sum in (16) with a sum whose condition depends on τ and u (but not on whether there is associated to such d a quadratic extension which determines S_γ ).

Definition 7.12. Define

Σ(□) :=|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ /∈L(u)

′ ∑ d^2 |τ^2−4uε ∑ a ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . For this definition makes sense, we need to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 7.13. The series defining Σ(□) is an absolutely convergent sum.

Proof. The absolute value of the character is bounded by 1. Thus, what we must prove is that ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ /∈L(u)

′ ∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ∑ a | |Φ_±(τ, u) | | N_K (d) N_K (a) = ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ /∈L(u) | |θ^±(τ, u) | | ′ ∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ∑ a

| | | |F (_{NK (d)2 NK (a)}

N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α )| | | N_K (d) N_K (a) and ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ /∈L(u)

′ ∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ∑ a N_K (d) | Ψ_±(τ, u) | = ∑ u∈O^∗_K ∑ τ /∈L(u) | | | | | θ^±(τ, u) |D_K |^{1/2} N_K (∂)^{1/2} | | | | | ′ ∑ d^2 |τ^2−4uε ∑ a N_K (d) | | | | | H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)

N_K (∂)^{1−α}|D_K |^{1−α} )| | | | | , are both convergent. If we prove the inner sums over d and a are absolutely convergent we are done, because the outer sums over u and τ are finite (since θ^± are of compact support). Thus they contribute a finite nonzero terms.

Let us study the interior sums separately. We know that for d, a large enough | | | | F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α )| | | | ≪ exp ( − N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α ) ≪ ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α )_{−1} . Thus ′ ∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ∑ a

| | | |F (_{NK (d)2 NK (a)}

N_K (∂)^α|D_K |^α )| | | N_K (d) N_K (a) ≪ ′ ∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ∑ a 1 N_K (d)^3 N_K (a)^2 < ∞. Using Lemma 5.15, we have

N_K (d) | | | | | H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)

N_K (∂)^{1−α}|D_K |^{1−α} )| | | | ≪ N_K (d)

NK (d)2 NK (a) NK (∂)1−α|DK |1−α exp − ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)

N_K (∂)^{1−α} |D_K |^{1−α} )_{1/n+1}

For large enough N_K (a), N_K (d) the above expression can be bounded by ≪ 1 N_K (d) N_K (a) ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a) )_{1/n+1} , where the implied constant only depends on τ, u, and by the finiteness of their contribution, it can be taken to be absolute. This completes the proof. □

Remark 7.14. The proof works exactly the same way if we instead use τ ∈ L(u), even though we already know that that sum converges absolutely by the approximate functional equation (since it comes from the Zagier Zeta Function which is entire). We cannot use the approximate functional equation directly for the cases of Σ(□) because the character in that case returns the zeta function, and thus has poles itself. Definition 7.15. We define the completed regular elliptic part of the trace formula as

(17)

R(f ) = |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ u∈O∗K ∑ τ ∈OK ′∑ d2|τ 2 −4uε ∑ a (τ 2 − 4uε, d a ) ( Φ_± (τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) = R(f ) + Σ(□).

Remark 7.16. The name comes from the fact that we have added those τ ∈ O_K that were missing from the sum. We have completed the lattice of integers.

In the following result we show that the order of summation in the completed regular elliptic part can be swapped.

Proposition 7.17. The order of summation in the completed regular elliptic part can be swapped. More precisely,

R(f) =|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ a ∑ d ∑ u∈O^∗_K

′ ∑ d^2|τ^2−4uε ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . Proof. We have defined R(f) as the sum of two absolutely convergent series. Thus we can arrange the series in any alternative order without altering the convergence properties or values. □ Remark 7.18. In the expression defining R(f), we see that τ is a free variable and d runs over the possible ideals such that d^2 | τ^2 −4uε and satisfies certain congruence conditions. After changing the order of summation, d is a free variable and the innermost sum is now over the τ such that τ^2 − 4uε has d^2 as divisor, with the appropriate congruence conditions. Both sums look the same but it is pertinent to note that they have different free and dependent variables.

8. Poisson Summation 8.1. Explicitly writing the lattice. Recall from §4.2 that we fixed the fundamental units β_1, · · · , β_{n−1} in O^∗_K (which are embedded into W under the function S) satisfying (Hyp-pos). Any unit u ∈ O^∗_K can be written as u = ±β^{y1}_1 · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1} . In particular, u = u(±, y) where y = (y_1, . . . , y_{n−1}) ∈ Z^{n−1}. Notation. In what follows, we write u in place of u(±, y) for a unit in O^∗_K .

The expression obtained in Proposition 7.17 can be rewritten as

(18) R(f ) = |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ y∈Zn−1 ′∑ d2 |τ 2−4uε (τ 2 − 4uε, d a ) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . Given ideals d and a in O_K , the periodicity of the congruence conditions proved in Lemma 7.11 implies that for a given congruence class modulo 4ad^2, either every term of the arithmetic progression appears in the sum or no term appears. Therefore, the expression (18) can be rewritten as

|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ y∈Z^{n−1}

′ ∑ μ∈O_K /4ad^2 ∑ τ ≡μ ( τ^2 − 4uε, d a ) ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . By Lemma 7.11 we know that the symbol is periodic so the above expression can be further rewritten as

|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ y∈Z^{n−1}

′ ∑ μ∈O_K /4ad^2 ( μ^2 − 4uε, d a ) ∑ τ ≡μ ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . Within the lattice Z^{n−1} there is the sub-lattice (2Z)^{n−1} and the quotient is F^{n−1}_2 , where F_2 is the field of two elements. Let Y be a variable that runs over this quotient. We can rewrite the above expression as

|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ y≡Y ′∑ μ∈OK /4ad2 (μ2 − 4uε, d a ) ∑ τ ≡μ ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . Fix the sign ± (at the start) and a vector Y = (Y_1, · · · , Y_{n−1}) ∈ F^{n−1}_2 . If y ∈ Z^{n−1} satisfies y ≡ Y , there exists another unit v ∈ O^∗_K such that u = u(y) = u(Y )v^2 with u(Y ) = β^{Y1}_1 · · · β^{Yn−1}_{n−1} once the sign is fixed and each Y_i ∈ {0, 1}. This unit v is uniquely determined by Y and y, if we impose the extra condition that it lies in W , which is to say, that the two units have the same sign. The condition y ≡ Y implies the existence of y^′ = (y^′_1, · · · , y^′_{n−1}) ∈ Z^{n−1} such that for each 1 ≤ t ≤ n − 1,

y_t = Y_t + 2y^′_t.

This vector y^′ ∈ Z^{n−1} is in one-to-one correspondence with v = β^{y′1}_1 · · · β^{y′n−1}_{n−1} . In other words, the unit v can be associated with an (n − 1)-dimensional vector given by 1 2 (y_1 − Y_1, · · · , y_{n−1} − Y_{n−1}) . We can then rewrite the completed regular elliptic part as

|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ y≡Y ′∑ μ∈OK /4ad2 (μ2 − 4u(Y )v2 ε, d a ) ∑ τ ≡μ ( Φ_± (τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . Since ( μ^2 − 4u(Y )v^2ε, d a ) = ( v^2(μv^{−1})^2 − 4u(Y )v^2ε, d a ) = ( (μv^{−1})^2 − 4u(Y )ε, d a ) , the completed regular elliptic part is

|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ y≡Y ′∑ μ∈OK /4ad2 ((μv−1 )2 − 4u(Y )ε, d a ) ∑ τ ≡μ ( Φ_±(τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) .

62 M. EMORY, M. ESPINOSA LARA, D. KUNDU, AND T. A. WONG

Since v is a unit, multiplication by it only permutes the classes modulo 4ad^2. Relabeling μv^{−1} as μ, we may remove v^{−1} from the symbol at the expense of changing the inner sum to τ ≡ μv. Therefore,

R(f ) = |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ y≡Y ′∑ μ∈OK /4ad2 (μ2 − 4u(Y )ε, d a ) ∑ τ ≡μv ( Φ_± (τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . We can record the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 8.1. The completed regular elliptic part can be rewritten as

R(f ) = |D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2

′ ∑ μ∈OK /4ad2 (μ2 − 4u(Y )ε, d a ) ∑ y≡Y ∑ τ ≡μv ( Φ_± (τ, u) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_±(τ, u) ) . In particular, the symbol does not detect the sum y ≡ Y .

Remark 8.2. When K = Q, the unit group is a finite set - there are two units, namely, the two roots of unity ±1. Hence, the sums over Y and y are both empty. The ideals correspond to the integers in this case. For each ideal, we always pick the positive representative, and we pick p to be the representative of p. Therefore, Theorem 8.1 asserts that the completed regular elliptic part of the trace formula can be written as ∑ ± ∑ d ∑ a ∑ μ mod 4ad^2 ( (μ^2 ± 4p^k)/d^2 a ) ′∑ τ ≡μ ( Φ_u(τ) da + dΨ_u(τ) ) . This is exactly (changing our a for his l, our d for his f, our μ for his a and our τ for his m) what appears in the proof of [Alt15, Theorem 4.2], before performing Poisson summation.

We must study the indexing set of the two inner sums appearing in the expression in Theorem 8.1 and rewrite them as a lattice. The following lemma will ensure that the indexing sets form an honest lattice inside R^{2n−1} which will then allow us to perform the Poisson summation in a future step.

Lemma 8.3. Fix a set of totally positive fundamental units β_1, · · · , β_{n−1} of O^∗_K , a choice of sign, and a vector Y = (Y_1, · · · , Y_{n−1}) ∈ F^{n−1}_2 . Let u = u(±, Y ) be the unit corresponding to this choice. Fix an integral basis ω_1, . . . , ω_n for the ideal 4ad^2. Finally, fix a representative μ of some class of O_K /4ad^2.

For each embedding σ_i : K → R, set A_i = σ_i(uμ) and ω_{j,i} = σ_i(ω_j ). Then the pairs (τ, u(y)) that appear in Theorem 8.1 are those with coordinates ( A_1 β^{y1}_{1,1} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,1} + x_1 ω_{1,1} + · · · + x_nω_{n,1}, . . . , A_nβ^{y1}_{1,n} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,n} + x_1ω_{1,n} + · · · + x_nω_{n,n}, Y_1 + 2y_1, · · · , Y_{n−1} + 2y_{n−1} ) , for some x = (x_1, · · · , x_n) ∈ Z^n and (y_1, . . . , y_{n−1}) ∈ Z^{n−1}.

Proof. The condition y ≡ Y implies the existence of y^′ = (y^′_1, · · · , y^′_{n−1}) ∈ Z^{n−1} such that for each 1 ≤ t ≤ n − 1, y_t = Y_t + 2y^′_t.

This vector y^′ ∈ Z^{n−1} is in one-to-one correspondence with v = β^{y′1}_1 · · · β^{y′n−1}_{n−1} . Therefore, for μ ∈ O_K /4ad^2, the equivalence τ ≡ μv can be rewritten (component-wise) as τ_i = σ_i(β^{y′1}_1 · . . . · β^{y′n−1}_{n−1} μ) + z_i, for some integer z_i, where 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The result now follows (by relabelling y^′_t by y_t). □

In view of the above discussion, we make the following definition.

Definition 8.4. Keep the notation introduced above except now suppose that (x, y) ∈ R^n × R^{n−1} . Define C_i(y) := β^{y1}_{1,i} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,i} and A(x, y) := ( A_1C_1(y) + x_1ω_{1,1} + · · · + x_nω_{n,1}, . . . , A_nC_n(y) + · · · + x_nω_{n,n}, Y_1 + 2y_1, · · · , Y_{n−1} + 2y_{n−1} ) . Proposition 8.5 (Change of Variables). Keep the notation introduced above and let (x, y) ∈ R^n × R^{n−1} . Then

(i) A(x, y) is an invertible function.

(ii) The absolute value of the determinant of the Jacobian matrix of A(x, y) is 2^{3n−1}N(a)N(d)^2|D_K |^{1/2}.

Proof. (i) One can write explicitly the inverse of this function. This is left as an exercise for the reader.

(ii) By computing partial derivatives the reader can check that the Jacobian matrix has the form ω_{1,1} · · · ω_{n,1} ∗ · · · ∗ . . . .. . . . . . .. . . ω_{n,1} · · · ω_{n,n} ∗ · · · ∗ 0 · · · 0 2 · · · 0 0 · · · 0 . . . .. . . 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 2

.

Thus, the determinant of the above matrix is

2^{n−1} det ω_{1,1} · · · ω_{n,1} . . .. . . . ω_{n,1} · · · ω_{n,n} By definition, the determinant of the n×n matrix is N(4ad^2)|D_K |^{1/2} = 4^nN(a)N(d)^2|D_K |^{1/2}. □ Notation. The transformation A depends on a, d, ±, Y , and μ but we omit this from the notation.

We now rewrite the inner two sums of the completed regular elliptic part.

Proposition 8.6. The inner two sums of the expression in Theorem 8.1 can be rewritten as ∑ y∈Z^{n−1} ∑ x∈Z^n ( Φ_± ( A(x, y) ) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ_± ( A(x, y) ) ) .

8.2. Performing Poisson Summation. For (t, s) ∈ R^n ×R^{n−1} , let G(t, s) be a smooth function with compact support. Set ^G to denote the Fourier transform of G, i.e., ^G(ξ, η) := ∫ R^n ∫ R^{n−1} G(t, s) exp(−t · ξ − s · η)dsdt, where (ξ, η) ∈ Z^n × Z^{n−1}. Then, Poisson summation is the following assertion (19) ∑ (t,s)∈Z^n×Z^{n−1} G(t, s) = ∑ (ξ,η)∈Z^n×Z^{n−1} ^G(ξ, η). The following important result essentially follows from unraveling the definitions.

Proposition 8.7. Let A be the transformation from Definition 8.4. Let G(x, y) = H(A(x, y)) for some smooth function H with compact support, then ^G(ξ, η) = 1 2^{3n−1}N(a)N(d)^2|D_K |^{1/2} ∫ ∫ H(t, s) exp(−(ξ, η) · A^{−1}(t, s))dsdt. Proof. This follows from definition of Fourier transform and the change of variable formula using Proposition 8.5. □ Definition 8.8. For the functions Φ_± and Ψ_± introduced in (14) and (15), define the scaled Fourier transforms

Φ^1_±(ξ, η) := ∫ ∫ Φ_±(t, s) exp(−(ξ, η) · A^{−1}(t, s))dsdt, Ψ^1_±(ξ, η) := ∫ ∫ Ψ_±(t, s) exp(−(ξ, η) · A^{−1}(t, s))dsdt. Remark 8.9. We worked with these scaled Fourier transforms because it allowed us to keep track of the constants after Poisson summation more easily.

Applying Poisson summation, we get the following result. Theorem 8.10. The completed regular elliptic part is

p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2

′ ∑ μ∈OK /4ad2 (μ2 − 4u(Y )ε, d a ) ∑ ξ∈Zn ∑ η∈Zn−1 1 N_K (a) N_K (d)^2 ( Φ^1_± (ξ, η) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ^1_±(ξ, η) ) . Proof. This is a direct consequence of Propositions 8.6 and 8.7. □ Our analysis will now deviate from [Alt15]. If we were to proceed in grouping terms as in op. cit., we would have to analyze the exponential term that appears inside the integrals. Our approach will avoid this step and we will focus only on the sum obtained when (ξ, η) = 0.

Notation. We write Σ_0(f) to denote the expression obtained in Theorem 8.10 with ξ = η = 0.

Note that the term 1 N_K (a) N_K (d)^2 ( Φ^1_±(0, 0) N_K (d) N_K (a)

+ N_K (d)Ψ^1_±(0, 0) )

is independent of the value of Y and μ. We can therefore reorder and simplify the expression.

Proposition 8.11. With notation as above

Σ_0 (f ) = p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ a ∑ d ( Φ^1_± (0, 0) N_K (d)^3 N_K (a)^2 + Ψ^1_±(0, 0) N_K (a) N_K (d) ) ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2

′ ∑ μ∈OK /4ad2 (μ2 − 4u(Y )ε, d a ) . To further simplify notation, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 8.12. Given ideals a, d of O_K and a unit u ∈ O^∗_K , define the Kloostermantype sums as

K_{a,d}(u) := ′∑ μ∈O_K /4ad^2 ( μ^2 − 4uε, d a ) . Remark 8.13. The definition of the Kloosterman-type sum does not require any hypothesis on K.

Proposition 8.11 can now be rewritten as follows. Theorem 8.14. With notation as before,

Σ_0(f) = p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈F^{n−1}_2 ∑ a ∑ d ( Φ^1_±(0, 0) N_K (d)^3 N_K (a)^2 + Ψ^1_±(0, 0) N_K (a) N_K (d) ) K_{a,d}(±u(Y )). Our goal in the following section is to evaluate these sums precisely. We will see that the sum over Y is in fact straightforward. It is the sum over μ which presents challenges.

9. Evaluation of Kloosterman-type Sums The evaluation of the Kloosterman-type sums is central to the paper, but the calculations are long and technical. For ease of following the argument, we omit the calculations from this section and have deferred them to Appendix A. Here, we only state the main result.

Throughout this section we invoke the following hypothesis. (Hyp-split) Let K be a number field such that 2 splits completely in K. Let p_1, · · · , p_n be the primes above 2 in O_K , that is, 2O_K = p_1 · · · p_n.

By assumption, K_{pi} ∼= Q_2 . We assume π_{pi} corresponds to 2 under the above isomorphism. This fixes the uniformizer uniquely as there is only one field isomorphism Q −→ Q. Remark 9.1. The splitting condition at the prime 2 is a technical hypothesis we need to impose to evaluate the Kloosterman-type sums. We believe that the main result of this section should be true in general. We note that in this section we do not require the hypothesis that K is totally real.

Definition 9.2. Let u ∈ O^∗_K be a unit and let d and a be arbitrary ideals of O_K . For a complex parameter z = σ + it with σ > 1, define D (z, u) := ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^{2z+1} ∑ a K_{a,d}(u) N_K (a)^{z+1} .

The main result of this section is the following theorem. We provide a proof of this result in Appendix A.

Theorem 9.3. Let K be a number field satisfying (Hyp-split) and let (p, k) be the pair of prime ideal and corresponding positive integer satisfying (Hyp-div) fixed in §3.1. Write p = N_K (p). Let u ∈ O^∗_K be a unit. For a complex parameter z with ℜ(z) > 1, D (z, u) = 4^n ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) · 1 − 1/p^{z(k+1)} 1 − 1/p^z . In particular, D (z, u) is independent of u. Moreover, D (z, u) admits an analytic continuation to a meromorphic function in the whole complex plane with poles at z = 0 and z =^1_2 .

10. Isolation of the Contribution of the Trivial and Special Representations In this section of the paper, the goal is to isolate the contribution of the special representation and finish the proof of the main theorem. Recall from Theorem 8.14 that the dominant term is, (20)

Σ_0(f) = p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈F^{n−1}_2 ∑ a ∑ d ( Φ^1_±(0, 0) N_K (d)^3 N_K (a)^2 + Ψ^1_±(0, 0) N_K (a) N_K (d) ) K_{a,d}(±u(Y )). Notation. In Theorem 9.3 we proved that D (z, u(Y )) is independent of u(Y ). To avoid confusion, we will henceforth drop the dependence on u from the notation. 10.1. Some algebraic number theory and a discussion. Let γ ∈ GL(2, K) be a regular elliptic matrix with trace τ and determinant δ. For (γ_1, · · · , γ_n) ∈ G_∞, where γ_i is the embedding of γ in the i-th real embedding of K, define C(γ) := C(CH((γ_1, · · · , γ_n))), where C is the indicator function defined in Definition 3.32. Lemma 10.1. The following equality holds

lim_{z→0} L_∞(z, χ_γ ) L_∞(1 − z, χ_γ ) ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) = −C(γ)|D_K |^{1/2} 2^{n−1} where L_∞(z, χ_γ ) = ∏ ν L_ν (z, χ_γ ) and ν varies over all real places.

Notation. In this proof we write χ in place of χ_γ for ease of notation. Proof. Recall that for a totally real field K, the completed Dedekind zeta function is defined as ξ_K (z) :=|D_K |^{z/2} L_R(z)^nζ_K (z).

Then

ξ_K (2z) ξ_K (z + 1) = |D_K |^z L_R(2z)^nζ_K (2z) |D_K |^{(z+1)/2} L_R(z + 1)^nζ_K (z + 1) =|D_K |^{(z−1)/2} L_R(2z)^nζ_K (2z) L_R(z + 1)^nζ_K (z + 1) whose limit at z = 0 is equal to −1/2. Rearranging terms we write

ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) = ξ_K (2z) ξ_K (z + 1) |D_K |^{(1−z)/2} L_R(z + 1)^n L_R(2z)^n

We can therefore obtain L_∞(z, χ) L_∞(1 − z, χ) ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) =|D_K |^{(1−z)/2} ∏ ν L_R(z + δ_ν )L_R(z + 1) L_R(1 − z + δ_ν )L_R(2z) ξ_K (2z) ξ_K (z + 1) ,

where as before, δ_ν = δ_{ν,γ} = 1 if χ is ramified at ν and 0 otherwise. As z → 0, we have

lim_{z→0} L_∞(z, χ) L_∞(1 − z, χ) ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) = − 1 2 |D_K |^{1/2} lim_{z→0} ( ∏ ν L_R(z + δ_ν )L_R(z) L_R(1 − z + δ_ν )L_R(2z) ) ,

and it remains to compute the limit explicitly. We have

lim_{z→0}

L_R(z + δ_ν )L_R(1 + z) L_R(2z)L_R(1 − z + δ_ν )

= lim_{z→0} π^z

Γ(^{z+δν}_2 )Γ(^{z+1}_2 ) Γ(^{1−z+δν}_2 )Γ(z)

= lim_{z→0} 2^{1−z} π^{z+1/2}

Γ(^{z+δν}_2 ) Γ(^{1−z+δν}_2 )Γ(^z_2 ) = { 2, if δ = 0 0, if δ = 1

Altogether then

lim_{z→0} L_∞(z, χ) L_∞(1 − z, χ) ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1)

= −|D_K |^{1/2} 2^{n−1}

when χ is unramified at every real place and 0 otherwise. By the Theorem 5.11, this dichotomy is equivalent to C(γ) = 1 or 0, respectively. □

From the above and proposition (5.12) we get immediately

Corollary 10.2. The following limit holds for any (x, y) ∈ R^{2n−1}

lim_{z→0} L_∞(z, χ) L_∞(1 − z, χ) ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) = −C(x, y)|D_K |^{1/2} 2^{n−1}. Remark 10.3. Recall that the L-factors at infinity only depend on the regions, i.e. the behaviours at infinity, and thus we can disregard the dependence on any particular γ.

10.2. Rewriting the dominant term. We do this calculation in two steps. First, we simplify the Φ^1_±(0, 0)-part:

68 M. EMORY, M. ESPINOSA LARA, D. KUNDU, AND T. A. WONG

p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ a ∑ d ( Φ^1_± (0, 0) N_K (d)^3 N_K (a)^2 ) K_{a,d}(±u(Y ))

= p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^3 ∑ a ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)F ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(x, y)^{2α} ) ( K_{a,d}(±u(Y )) N_K (a)^2 ) dydx

= p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^3 ∑ a K_{a,d}(±u(Y )) N_K (a)^2 ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) 2πi ∫ ℜ(z)=1 ~F (z) ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^± (x, y)^{2α} )_{−z} dzdydx

= p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2

∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) 2πi ∫ ℜ(z)=1 ~F (z) ( p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(x, y)^{2α} )_{−z} ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^{2(z+1)+1} ∑ a K_{a,d}(±u(Y )) N_K (a)^{(z+1)+1} dzdydx

= p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2

∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) 2πi ∫ ℜ(z)=1 ~F (z) ( p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(x, y)^{2α} )_{−z} D(z + 1)dzdydx

= p^{−k/2} ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) 2πi ∫ ℜ(z)=1 ~F (z) ( p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(x, y)^{2α} )_{−z} ζ_K (2z + 2) ζ_K (z + 2) · 1 − 1/p^{(z+1)(k+1)} 1 − 1/p^{z+1} dzdydx .

(21)

The last line is obtained by applying Theorem 9.3 which brings out a 4^n, and by evaluating the sum over Y ∈ F^{n−1}_2 . These two contributions cancel the 2^{3n−1} in the denominator. Note that after evaluating the Kloosterman-type sums, nothing in the integrals depends on Y . Similarly for the second part of the sum, we have

p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ a ∑ d ( Ψ^1_±(0, 0) N_K (a) N_K (d) ) K_{a,d}(±u(Y ))

= p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^3 ∑ a ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)K_{a,d}(±u(Y )) N_K (a)^2

Ψ^1_±(0, 0) )

= p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^3 ∑ a ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)K_{a,d}(±u(Y )) N_K (a)^2 )

× ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y)|D_K |^{−1/2} p^{−k/2}H_γ ( 1, N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} P^±(x, y)^{2(1−α)} ) dydx

= p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2 ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^3 ∑ a ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)K_{a,d}(±u(Y )) N_K (a)^2 )

× ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) 2πi P^±(x, y)|D_K |^{−1/2} p^{−k/2} ∫ ℜ(z)=1 ~F (z) ( N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} P^±(x, y)^{2(1−α)} )_{−z} L_∞(z, χ) L_∞(1 − z, χ) dzdydx

= p^{−k/2} 2^{3n−1} ∑ ± ∑ Y ∈Fn−1 2

∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) 2πi P^±(x, y)|D_K |^{−1/2} p^{−k/2} ∫ ℜ(z)=1 ~F (z) ( p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} P^±(x, y)^{2(1−α)} )_{−z} L_∞(z, χ) L_∞(1 − z, χ) D(z)dzdydx. Once again, we apply Theorem 9.3 to the above expression and evaluating the sum over Y ∈ F^{n−1}_2 . This cancels the 2^{3n−1} in the denominator and the above expression simplifies to

p^{−k}|D_K |^{−1/2} ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) 2πi P^±(x, y)

× ∫ ℜ(z)=1 ~F (z) ( p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} P^±(x, y)^{2(1−α)} )_{−z} L_∞(z, χ) L_∞(1 − z, χ) ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) · 1 − 1/p^{(z)(k+1)} 1 − 1/p^z dzdydx. (22)

Note that (20) is the sum of (21) and (22). However, we write the summands separately as we work with each piece one-at-a-time. The trivial representation should come from (21), whereas the special representation should come from (22) after contour shifting. In both cases, they will arise from the residue at z = 0.

10.3. Calculating the residue. While our main interest is the residue at z = 0, we shall follow [Alt15] to shift past the line ℜ(z) = −1/2. More precisely, we shift the contour to the line C_1 defined by ℜ(z) = σ for −1 < σ < −1/2.

Lemma 10.4. The contribution (21) is equal to the sum of

p^{−k/2}

1 − p^{−(k+1)}

1 − p^{−1} ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)dydx, (23)

p^{−k/2}κ ζ_K (3/2)

1 − p^{−(k+1)/2} 1 − p^{−1/2} ~F ( − 1 2 ) ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) ( p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(x, y)^{2α} )_{1/2} dydx , and (24)

p^{−k/2} 4^n ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) 2πi ∫ C_1 ~F (z) ( p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(x, y)^{2α} )_{−z} D (z + 1)dzdydx . (25)

Proof. The constant in front of (21) is p^{−k/2}.

To shift the contour of integration to the line C_1, we describe the poles in the region that is traversed. The integral over (x, y) can be taken over the regular set, so that P^±(x, y) is finite and non-zero. The Mellin transform ~F (z) has a simple pole at z = 0 with residue equal to 1. So, the total residue at z = 0 is equal to (23).

The auxiliary Dirichlet series D (z) has a simple pole at z = 1/2 with residue equal to (26) lim z→1/2 (z−1/2)D (z) = lim_{z→1/2}(z−1/2)4^n ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) · 1 − 1/p^{z(k+1)} 1 − 1/p^z = 4^nκ ζ_K (3/2)

1 − p^{−(k+1)/2} 1 − p^{−1/2} . By a change of variables, we have the same for D (z + 1) at z = −1/2. However, notice that we do not have D (z + 1) but rather 4^{−n}D (z + 1) (i.e. we do not include the power of 4 when substituting the residue). Thus the total residue there is equal to (24). Notice that the residue at z = −1/2 of the quotient of zeta functions is lim z−→−1/2 (z + 1/2) ζ_K (2z + 2) z + 2 = κ ζ_K (3/2) , which explains the constant in front of equation (24).

The two residues together yield the main term; the remainder (25) is described by the integral over C_1. The 4^n appears in the denominator because we rewrote the expression using D (z + 1); we put back the factor 4^n needed. □

Lemma 10.5. The contribution of (22) is equal to the sum of the following three expressions

− 2^{n−1}(k + 1)p^{−k} ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y)C(x, y)dxdy, (27)

p^{−k/2} κ ζ_K (3/2)

1 − p^{−(k+1)/2} 1 − p^{−1/2} ~F ( 1 2 ) ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y) ( p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(x, y)^{2α} )_{1/2} dydx, and (28)

p^{−k}|D_K |^{−1/2} 4^n ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) 2πi P^±(x, y)|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−k/2}

× ∫ C2 ~F (z) ( p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} P^±(x, y)^{2(1−α)} )_{−z} L_∞(z, χ) L_∞(1 − z, χ) D(z)dzdydx. (29)

Proof. Shifting the the left, we see that at z = 1/2 the Dirichlet series D (z + 1) has a pole with the same residue (26), so the contribution there is equal to

(30) p^{−k}|D_k |^{−1/2} κ ζ_K (3/2)

1 − p^{−(k+1)/2}

1 − p^{−1/2} ~F ( 1 2 ) ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y) ( p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} P^±(x, y)^{2(1−α)} )_{−1/2} dydx. Notice that

p^{−k}P^±(x, y) ( p^{−k(1−α)} |D_K |^{1−α} P^±(x, y)^{2(1−α)} )_{−1/2} = p^{−k/2}|D_K |^{1/2} p^{−kα/2}P^±(x, y)^α |D_K |^{α/2} . Thus the residue (30) can be rewritten as

p^{−k/2} κ ζ_K (3/2)

1 − p^{−(k+1)/2} 1 − p^{−1/2} ~F ( 1 2 ) ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y) ( p^{−kα} |D_K |^α P^±(x, y)^{2α} )_{1/2} dydx. This is (28) above. We now move on to z = 0 and note that 1 − p^{−z(k+1)} 1 − p^{−z} = k∑ n=0 p^{−nz}. At z = 0 the right hand side^8 contributes k + 1. Recall from Lemma 10.1 that

lim_{z→0} L_∞(z, χ) L_∞(1 − z, χ) ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) = −C(x, y)|D_K |^{1/2} 2^{n−1} and that the residue at z = 0 of ~F (z) is 1. Thus the residue at z = 0 is

(31) p^{−k}|D_K |^{−1/2} ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y) · (−C(x, y)|D_K |^{1/2} 2^{n−1}) · (k + 1)dydx, which becomes (32) −2^{n−1}(k + 1)p^{−k} ∑ ± ∫ ∫ θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y) · C(x, y)dydx, Thus the total residue is given by (27) as desired. The two residues together yield the main term, while the remainder (29) is described by the integral over C_2. Once more, the 4^n appears precisely because we have put D (z) again. □

8We must use the right hand side of the geometric series as otherwise the expression is undefined.

Recall that ~F is an odd function which allows us to conclude that (24) + (28) = 0. We obtain the following result.

Proposition 10.6. The dual sum (20) is equal to (23) + (27) + (25) + (29).

11. Computation of the trace of the trivial and the special representations

In this section, we compute the traces of the representations we desire to cancel; namely the trivial representation and the special representations. The core of the argument lies the computing the trace at the archimedean places.

11.1. The main statement. Given a pair of integers (i, j), in [Lan04, p. 631], Langlands introduces a representation of GL(2, R) induced from T_{spl} given by χ_{i,j} ( α β ) = sgn(α)^isgn(β)^j.

Notation. Only the parities of i and j matter, so we simplify notation and refer to this as χ_{±,±}. We can unitarily induce this representation to GL(2, R) and obtain a corresponding representation which we denote by π_{±,±}. Choosing a pair of signs for each archimedean embedding allows us to construct the representation π_{±,±} ⊗ · · · ⊗ π_{±,±} of G_∞. We denote the character of this representation by θ_{±,±,··· ,±,±}. For our purposes, we will only consider θ_{+,+,··· ,+}

Langlands discusses that the representations contributing to specific parts of the trace formula are the trivial and the special one, see [Lan04, p. 633]. The special representation^9 is the one unitarily induced from ( α x 0 β ) →|α|^{z/2}|β|^{z/2} . He proves in (TF.2) and (31) of op. cit. that the contribution to the trace formula of this representation is k + 1 4 Tr((π_{+,+,·,+,+})(f_∞)).

Thus we need to study the trace at the archimedean place of π_{+,+} ⊗· · ·⊗π_{+,+}. Following Langlands’ calculation [Lan04, p. 644], the trace of the trivial representation at the nonarchimedean place p is ∫ G(K_p) f(g)dg = p^{k/2} 1 − p^{−(k+1)} 1 − p^{−1} . By our choice of the test function , the contribution at all other non-archimedean places is 1. So we have

(33) Tr(1(f)) = p^{k/2}

1 − p^{−(k+1)}

1 − p^{−1}

Tr(1(f_∞)),

9The unitarily induced representation to GL(2, A_K ) is denoted by ξ_z . The expected trace is the

obtained when z = 0, i.e, for ξ0, which Altŭg names the special representation.

where 1 is the trivial representation and f is the test function. We can break the integral as a product of local integrals because the function factorizes and the adèlic measure we have picked is the restricted product measure.

The above formula explains the need to study the archimedean trace of the trivial representation. The main result we prove in this section is the following Theorem 11.1. Let f be the fixed test function. Then

(i) The trace of the trivial representation is

Tr(1(f)) = p^{−k/2}

1 − p^{−(k+1)} 1 − p^{−1} ∑ ± ∫ R^{2n−1} θ^±(x, y)dxdy, which equals (23) (ii) The trace of the special representation is k + 1 4 ∫ f(g)θ_{+,+,··· ,+,+}(g)dg = (k + 1)p^{−k}2^{n−2} ∑ ± ∫ R^{2n−1} C(x, y)θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y)dxdy, which is −1/2 times (27).

In these equations, θ^± is the interpolation function defined in §4.2 and C(x, y) is the indicator function defined in Definition 3.32.

11.2. The Weyl integration formula and the trace of the trivial representation. Here, we study Tr(1(f_∞)) = ∫ Z_+\G_∞ f(g)dg. For this, we use the Weyl integration formula for G_∞.

Notation. Let G be a reductive Lie group G with maximal torus T . Write W (G, T ) to denote the Weyl group of G with respect to T .

The following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 11.2. Let G_1 and G_2 be reductive real groups with maximal tori T_1 and T_2, respectively. Then

(i) T_1 × T_2 is a maximal torus of G_1 × G_2. Conversely, all maximal tori of G_1 × G_2 are constructed in this way.

(ii) | W (G_1 × G_2, T_1 × T_2) | = | W (G_1, T_1) | × | W (G_2, T_2) | . Proof. This is straightforward from the definition. □ Recall that the maximal tori of GL(2, R) are of two kinds: the split torus T_{spl} and the elliptic torus T_{ell}.

Proposition 11.3. A family of representatives of maximal tori of G_∞ is T_1 × · · · × T_n, where T_i ∈ {T_{spl}, T_{ell}}. In particular, there are 2^n different families of maximal tori. Furthermore, | |W (G_∞, T_1 × · · · × T_n) | | = 2^n.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 11.2. □

Using this, we deduce from the Weyl integration formula the following statement.

Proposition 11.4. Let f ∈ C_c(Z_+ \ G_∞). Then

(34) ∫ Z_+\G_∞ f(g)dg = 1 2^n ∑ T ∫ Z_+\T ∫ T \G_∞ f(g^{−1}tg)dg | D(t) |_2 dt, where T varies in a set of representatives of the isomorphism classes of tori of G_∞ and | D(t) | is the Weyl discriminant of the torus.

Proof. This is a consequence of the Weyl integration formula for the group Z_+ \G_∞ once we notice that

• the family of tori Z_+ \ T constitutes a family of representatives of the maximal tori in Z_+ \ G_∞.

• the Weyl groups do not change size. □ We record the following observation which will be useful for further discussions.

Proposition 11.5. There is a bijective correspondence between maximal tori of Z_+ \G_∞ and regions S_{(j1,...,jn)} with j_t ≠ 0 for 1 ≤ t ≤ n. Concretely, the bijection assigns the region S_{(j1,...,jn)} to Z_+ \ T_{j1} × · · · × T_{jn} . Remark 11.6.

(i) Notice that the above assignment makes sense because each j_t is one of ‘spl’ or ‘ell’.

(ii) Proposition 11.5 allows us to perform a change of variables between the integrals in the (r, N) coordinates and those with the Haar measure of the torus explicitly. This simplifies the manipulations of the different partitions.

The torus T ⊂ G_∞ is a product of n-tori, each of which is either T_{ell} or T_{spl}. In either case, the corresponding Haar measure is written according to their eigenvalues^{10} as dαdβ αβ . Thus, the measure used in the above integral is the product of the Haar measure of each tori, except that the first torus gets quotiented by the action of Z_+. More precisely, the measure of the first torus is dλ λ , where λ = √_{α1} β_1 . For the rest of the tori 2 ≤ i ≤ n, we have the Haar measure | | |1 − α_i β_i | | | | | |1 − β_i α_i | | | dα_idβ_i α_iβ_i . 10In §3.6 we wrote λ_1, λ_2 to denote the eigenvalues. To avoid multiple sub-indices we write α, β here.

Langlands has proven in [Lan04, (27)] that

(35) | | |1 − α_1 β_1 | | | | | |1 − β_1 α_1 | | | | | | dλ λ | | | = 4 | | | r^2_1 N_1 − 1 | | | 1/2 dr_1 √ |N_1| . We now prove the equivalent formula for the other cases. We have:

Proposition 11.7. With notation as before, the following assertion is true for 2 ≤ i ≤ n, | | |1 − α_i β_i | | | | | |1 − β_i α_i | | | dα_i ∧ dβ_i α_iβ_i = 4 | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | 1/2 dr_i ∧ dN_i |N_i| √ |N_i| . Proof. We have the following relationship between the variables

r_i = α_i + β_i, N_i = 4α_iβ_i.

Taking derivatives we obtain dr_i = dα_i + dβ_i, dN_i = 4 (β_idα_i + α_idβ_i) .

Thus dr_i ∧ dN_i = 4(α_i − β_i)dα_i ∧ dβ_i. Using that 4α_iβ_i = N_i and that |α_i − β_i|^2 = | |r^2_i − N_i | |, the result follows. □

Remark 11.8. We are interested in the measure associated with the wedge product rather than the orientation given by the differential form. So, we can remove the wedge product and reorganize the variables for our convenience.

We can now write explicitly the Weyl discriminant in the (r, N)−coordinates.

Proposition 11.9. Let Z_+ \T be a maximal tori of Z_+ \G_∞ and dt be its Haar measure. Let S be the corresponding region (under the correspondence from Proposition 11.5). Then for an integrable function h ∈ C_c(S) ∫ Z+\T h(CH(t)) | D(t) |_2 dt = 4^np^{−k/2} ∫ S h(r_1, r_2 , . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n) n∏ i=1 | | | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | | | 1/2 × dr_1dr_2 · · · dr_ndN_2 · · · dN_n |N_2 · · · N_n| . Proof. This follows from the change of variable formula once we explain how the Weyl Discriminant changes as well as how the action by Z_+ affects the integration.

By definition, the Weyl measure is the absolute value of | | |1 − α_1 β_1 | | | | | |1 − β_1 α_1 | | | | | | dλ λ | | | × n∏ i=2 | | |1 − α_i β_i | | | | | |1 − β_i α_i | | | dα_i ∧ dβ_i α_iβ_i = 4 | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | 1/2 dr_i ∧ dN_i |N_i| √ |N_i| . By (35) and Proposition 11.7, this is equal to

4^n n∏ i=1 | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | 1/2 × dr_1dr_2 · · · dr_ndN_2 · · · dN_n √ |N_1 · · · N_n||N_2 · · · N_n| .

This shows the change of the Weyl discriminant. Recall that we require z > 0 to satisfy

z^{2n}|N_1N_2 · · · N_n| = p^k to find the representative of the orbit. In other words,

z^n = p^{k/2} √ |N_1 · · · N_n| . For i = 1, 2, · · · , n define a new set of variables ~r_i = zr_i, ~N_i = z^2N_i. Under this change of variable, we have that d~r_i = zdr_i, d ~N_i = z^2dN_i. Thus, dr_1dr_2 · · · dr_ndN_2 · · · dN_n √ |N_1 · · · N_n||N_2 · · · N_n| = z^{−n}d~r_1d~r_2 · · · d~r_n × z^{−2(n−1)}d ~N_2 · · · d ~N_n z^{−n}p^{k/2}z^{−2(n−1)} | | ~N2 · · · ~Nn | | = p^{−k/2} d~r_1d~r_2 · · · d~r_n × d ~N_2 · · · d ~N_n | | ~N2 · · · ~Nn | | . Since_n ∏ i=1 | | | ~r^2_i ~N_i − 1 | | | 1/2 = n∏ i=1 | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | 1/2 , the change of variable formula implies ∫ Z+\T h(CH(t)) | |D(t) | |^2 dt = ∫ S h(z^{−1} ~r_1, z^{−1} ~r_2, · · · , z^{−1} ~r_n, z^{−2} ~N_2, · · · , z^{−2} ~N_n)×4^n n∏ i=1 | | | | | ~r^2_i ~N_i − 1 | | | | | 1/2 ×p^{−k/2} d~r_1d~r_2 · · · d~r_nd ~N_2 · · · d ~N_n | | ~N2 · · · ~Nn | | . However, because z > 0 is a real number, and the orbital integral is invariant under the action of Z_+ we have that the above expression is in turn equal to ∫ Z_+\T h(~r_1, ~r_2, · · · , ~r_n, ~N_2, · · · , ~N_n) × 4^n n∏ i=1 | | | | ~r^2_i ~N_i − 1 | | | | 1/2 × p^{−k/2} d~r_1d~r_2 · · · d~r_nd ~N_2 · · · d ~N_n |N_2 · · · N_n| where ~N_1 is no longer a variable because of our assumptions. More precisely, the equation

z^{2n}|N_1N_2 · · · N_n| = p^k, implies that | | | ~N1 ~N2 · · · ~Nn | | = p^k, and ~N_1 = ± p^k ~N_2 · · · ~N_n . The sign ± is determined by the index i_1 (i.e., it gets determined by which of the two lines we are quotienting to).

Relabeling the variables as r_1, · · · , r_n, N_1, · · · , N_n and requiring that |N_1N_2 · · · N_n| = p^k completes the proof. □

Our next goal is to obtain the integral of the interpolation functions θ^±. To do so we begin by studying the archimedean orbital integral ∫ T \G_∞ f(g −1tg)dg. As we have done before in §3.6.3, we can write ∫ T \G_∞ f(g^{−1}tg)dg = n∏ i=1 ∫ T_i\GL(2,R) f(g^{−1}tg)dg

= n∏ i=1 g_{νi,1}(r_i, N_i) + 1 2 | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | −1/2 g_{νi,2}(r_i, N_i) .

In the notation of Proposition 11.9, let h be the orbital integral of f over the torus T \ G_∞. Then the first equation is what is referred to as h(CH(t)) while the second is h(r_1, . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n). For each region S, the right hand side of the equation in Proposition 11.9 is ∫ S n∏ i=1 g_{νi,1} (r_i, N_i) + 1 2 | | | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | | | −1/2 g_{νi,2} (r_i, N_i) × 4^n n∏ i=1 | | | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | | | 1/2 × p^{−k/2} dr_1dr_2 · · · dr_ndN_2 · · · dN_n |N_2 · · · N_n| . We can rewrite this as ∫ S 2^np^{−k/2} n∏ i=1 2 | | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | | 1/2 g_{νi,1}(r_i, N_i) + g_{νi,2}(r_i, N_i) × dr^1dr^2 · · · dr^ndN^2 · · · dN^n |N_2 . . . N_n| . Notation. Redefine O to be

O(r_1, r_2, · · · , r_n, N_2, · · · , N_n) = p^{k2} n∏ i=1 2 | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | 1/2 g_{νi,1}(r_i, N_i) + g_{νi,2}(r_i, N_i) .

The above expression then becomes ∫ S 2^np^{−k}O(r_1, r_2, · · · , r_n, N_2, · · · , N_n) × dr_1dr_2 · · · dr_ndN_2 · · · dN_n |N_2 · · · N_n| . At this stage the Weyl integration formula can be written as follows.

Proposition 11.10. Let f = f_∞ be our test function at the archimedean places. Then ∫ f(g)dg = p^{−k} ∑ ± ∫ R^{2n−1} O(r_1, r_2, · · · , r_n, N_2, · · · , N_n) × dr_1dr_2 · · · dr_ndN_2 · · · dN_n |N_2 · · · N_n| . Proof. We have seen the Weyl integration formula is ∫ f(g)dg = 1 2^n ∑ T ∫ Z_+\T ∫ T \G_∞ f(g^{−1}tg)dg | D(t) |_2 dt. By our previous work we can rewrite the right hand side as

p^{−k} ∑ T ∫ S_T O(r_1, r_2, · · · , r_n, N_2, · · · , N_n) × dr_1dr_2 · · · dr_ndN_2 · · · dN_n |N_2 · · · N_n| .

However, we have explained as well that as T varies on the maximal tori, S_T varies on the regions which up to a set of measure zero give a partition of {±} × R^{2n−1} . Thus the above expression equals

p^{−k} ∑ ± ∫ R^{2n−1} O(r_1, r_2, · · · , r_n, N_2, · · · , N_n) × dr_1dr_2 · · · dr_ndN_2 · · · dN_n |N_2 · · · N_n| . Notice we can put {±} × R^{2n−1} since the set of measure zero contribute 0 to the integral. □ We have not yet expressed the integrand in terms of variables used to define the interpolation functions. We perform another change of variables. Recall that ε is the generator of the ideal p^k with embeddings (into the different real places) denoted by ε_1, · · · , ε_n. By the product formula

|ε_1|_1 · · ·|ε_n|_n = p^k.

Hence, | | |N1ε^{−1}_1 | |_1 · · · | |Nnε^{−1}_n | |_n = 1.

Taking logarithms we get log (| | |N1ε^{−1}_1 | |_1 ) + · · · + log (| | |Nnε^{−1}_n | |_n ) = 0.

By definition, we can find real numbers y_1, · · · , y_{n−1} such that for j = 1, · · · , n we have N_j = ±β^{y1}_{1,j} · · · β^{yn−1}_{n−1,j} ε_j. This is possible because the norm product is p^k.

We can also write

N_j = ± exp(y_1 log(β_{1,j} ) + · · · + y_{n−1} log(β_{n−1,j} ))ε_j .

Using the chain rule we get dN_j = ±N_j ( log(β_{1,j} )dy_1 + · · · + log(β_{n−1,j} )dy_{n−1} ) . Finally, taking the wedge product (and recalling that we are considering only the associated measure) we get dN_2 · · · dN_n =|N_2| · · ·|N_n| R_K dy_1 · · · dy_{n−1}. Here, we have used the fact that the wedge product associated to a change of variable brings out the determinant of the associated derivative linear map – this shows up in the form of the regulator of the field K. For each 2 ≤ j ≤ n, we see that log (| N_j |) can be represented as a column vector, namely log (| N_j |) = ( log (| β_{i,j} |)) 1≤i≤n−1 (y_i)_{1≤i≤n−1}. The associated determinant is the one of the n − 1 × n − 1 matrix ( log (| β_{i,j} | |) ) 2≤j≤n,1≤i≤n−1

which is by definition the regulator R_K . The other variables are related by

x_1 = r_1, · · · , x_n = r_n.

Remark 11.11. We must emphasize a very relevant point for our computations now. The above change of variables between the variables N_1, N_2, . . . , N_n and y_1, . . . , y_{n−1} subjected to the condition that log (| |N_1ε_{−11} | | 1 ) + · · · + log (| |N_nε_{−1n} | | n ) = 0,

was done with respect to the standard Lebesgue measures on both sides. However, the measure we are using in the plane of R^n given by

N_1 + . . . + N_n = 0,

is the one which assigns to the fundamental parallelogram of fundamental units measure 1. We have used this when we identified this lattice of units with Z^{n−1} and the hyperplane with R^{n−1} .

Thus, we need to re-scale the measure by the volume of this fundamental parallelogram, with respect to the standard Lebesgue measure, so that these measures coincide, as we need to compare the interpolation functions on the same space of parameters. This entails dividing by the regulator R_K . Thus, the regulator that appeared in our computations, cancels due to this re-scaling.

We do not need to take into account the √ n that appears in the formulas of the volume of the fundamental parallelogram since that is taken into account by how the perpendicular direction changes measure (i.e. (1, . . . , 1) becomes unitary only by rescaling by √ n). The Weyl integration formula can be further rewritten as below.

Theorem 11.12. Let f ∈ C_c(Z_+ \ G_∞) be the fixed test function at the archimedean places. Then

(36) ∫ f(g)dg = p^{−k} ∑ ± ∫ R^{2n−1} θ^±(x_1, · · · , x_n, y_1, · · · , y_{n−1})dx_1 · · · dx_ndy_1 · · · dy_{n−1}. Proof. Recall that we have shown dN_2 · · · dN_n =|N_2| · · ·|N_n| R_K dy_1 · · · dy_{n−1}. We also have dr_1 . . . dr_n = dx_1 . . . dx_n. By definition, O(r_1, r_2, · · · , r_n, N_2, · · · , N_n) = θ^±(x_1, · · · , x_n, y_1, · · · , y_{n−1}). Thus, we obtain the result by substituting the above in Proposition 11.10 and taking into account the cancellation of the regulator. □

Remark 11.13. We emphasize that in the above theorem, as well as in Proposition 11.10, we are using that f is our fixed archimedean function to guarantee the germ expansions and the interpolation functions θ^± are the same as the ones we have used in all the manipulation of the regular elliptic part.

We have therefore established the equality from Theorem 11.1(i), namely

Tr(1(f)) = p^{−k/2}

1 − p^{−(k+1)} 1 − p^{−1} ∑ ± ∫ R^{2n−1} θ^±(x, y)dxdy. 11.3. The trace of the special representation at the archimedean places.

11.3.1. The case of R. Langlands computed the character θ_{±,±} of the representation π_{±,±} in [Lan04, pp. 630–631]. The values of the character of the representation are given by the regions in which the parabola and the axis divide the plane (notice that this makes sense, because characters only depend on conjugacy class, so they are genuine functions of the variables (r, N)).

Lemma 11.14. The character θ_{+,+} satisfy the following properties

(i) The character is equal to 0 in region S_{ell} (that is, in the elliptic torus).

(ii) In S_{spl}, the character is | |_r2_N − 1 | |^{−1/2}. More precisely, for π_{+,+} the constant C_{+,+}

equals 1 in regions S_{spl}.

Proof. See the discussion in [Lan04, pp. 630–631]. □

Langlands and Altuğ perform change of variables related to quotienting by Z_+, and reinterpret the above result in terms of the trace r. We avoid doing this, as the action of Z_+ enters the picture slightly differently for us.

11.3.2. Totally Real Fields. Starting with the representation χ_{+,+} ⊗ · · · ⊗ χ_{+,+} of T_{spl} × · · · T_{spl} we can obtain the induced representation π_{+,+} ⊗ · · · ⊗ π_{+,+}. We now prove the analogue of Lemma 11.14 in our setting.

Proposition 11.15. Let CH := ch ⊗ · · · ⊗ ch : G_∞ −→ R^2 × · · · × R^2 be given by

CH(γ_1, . . . , γ_n) = (r_1, N_1, · · · , r_n, N_n).

Let θ_{+,+,··· ,+,+} be the character of π_{+,+} ⊗ · · · ⊗ π_{+,+} and C be the indicator function defined in Definition 3.32. Then CH(θ_{+,+,··· ,+,+}(r_1, N_1, · · · , r_n, N_n)) = C(r_1, N_1, · · · , r_n, N_n) n∏ i=1 | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | −1/2 . Proof. We begin with the observation that the trace of a tensor product is the product of the traces. Therefore, the character splits into the characters of each individual archimedean place.

Lemma 11.14 asserts that at each place the character is a multiple of | | |^r 2 i N_i − 1 | | | −1/2 . This constant multiple depends on the region and takes a value in {0, 1}. The result follows by multiplying over all real places. □

Our next objective is to find the value of Tr(π_{+,+} ⊗ · · · ⊗ π_{+,+}(f)). The steps are essentially the same as in §11.2 except that in Proposition 11.9 we substitute h(r_1, . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n) = θ_{+,+,...,+,+}(r_1, . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n)O(r_1, . . . , r_n, N_2, . . . , N_n).

Proposition 11.16. Let f = f_∞ be the fixed test function at the archimedean places. Then ∫ f(g)θ_{+,+,...,+,+}(g)dg equals p^{−k} ∑ ± ∫ R2n−1 C(r_1, N_1, · · · , r_n, N_n) n∏ i=1 | | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | | −1/2 O(r_1, r_2 , · · · , r_n, N_2, · · · , N_n) × dr_1dr_2 · · · dr_ndN_2 · · · dN_n |N_2 · · · N_n| .

Proof. Proposition 11.15 yields the expression C(r_1, N_1, · · · , r_n, N_n) ∏_n i=1 | |^{r2}i_{Ni} − 1 | |^{−1/2}. The rest of the proof goes through as Proposition 11.10. □

We now complete the proof of Theorem 11.1(ii). For this, we need to show that ∫ f(g)θ_{+,+,··· ,+,+}(g)dg = p^{−k}2^n ∑ ± ∫ R^{2n−1} C(x, y)θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y)dxdy. where C(x, y) is the indicator function given by C in the variables x, y. Notice that there will be no regulator because of the same renormalization explained above.

Proof of Theorem 11.1(ii). To explain the appearance of P^±(x, y) recall that Proposition 11.15 introduces_n ∏ i=1 | | | r^2_i N_i − 1 | | | −1/2 . Using Definition 6.1, this product in the variables (x, y) is precisely 2^nP^±(x, y). □

Remark 11.17. Picking other choice of signs we get an analogous formula ∫ f(g)θ_{±,±,··· ,±,±}(g)dg = p^{−k}2^n ∑ ± ∫ R^{2n−1} C_{±,±,··· ,±,±}(x, y)θ^±(x, y)P^±(x, y)dxdy. Where C_{±,±,··· ,±,±} is a different step function. This is the generalization of [Lan04, (30)].

Finally we conclude with the main result.

Theorem 11.18. The following equality holds Σ_0(f) = Tr(1(f)) − 2 Tr(ξ_0(f)) + (25) + (29).

Proof. By Proposition 10.6 we have Σ_0(f) = (23) + (27) + (25) + (29).

Using Theorem 11.1 above, we get the result. □

Appendix A. Kloosterman Sum Calculations In this appendix, we compute the Kloosterman sums and provide a proof of Theorem 9.3. For the calculations in this section, we assume that K is a number field satisfying (Hyp-div) and (Hyp-split). For the convenience of the reader, we repeat the statement below.

Theorem. Let (p, k) be the pair of prime ideal and corresponding positive integer satisfying (Hyp-div) fixed in §3.1. Write p = N_K (p). Let u ∈ O^∗_K be a unit. For a complex parameter z with ℜ(z) > 1, D (z, u) = 4^n ζ_K (2z) ζ_K (z + 1) · 1 − 1/p^{z(k+1)} 1 − 1/p^z . Hence, D (z, u) admits an analytic continuation to a meromorphic function in the whole complex plane with poles at z = 0 and z =^1_2 .

Proof. The assertion follows from Lemma A.7 and Propositions A.10, A.13, A.18, A.21, and A.22 whose proofs will occupy the remainder of this section. □

The remainder of this section is dedicated to proving the aforementioned propositions.

A.1. Factorization into local factors. At each prime ideal q (which may or may not equal p), we fix a uniformizer π_q. When q | 2, we assume that π_q = 2. Proposition A.1. Let (p, k) be the pair of prime ideal and corresponding positive integer satisfying (Hyp-div) fixed in §3.1. Let q be any prime ideal of O_K (possibly equal to p). Fix a generator ρ of p^{hp} and fix k^′ = k/h_p. Let a, d be ideals of O_K and let u be a unit. An integer class x modulo 4ad^2 satisfies the congruence conditions for K_{a,d}(u) if and only if for each prime q its restriction x_q modulo q^{valq(4ad2 )} satisfies the following conditions:

• If q ∤ 2, then x^2_q ≡ 4uρ^{k′} (mod q^{valq(d2)}), • If q | 2, then x^2_q ≡ 4uρ^{k′} (mod q^{valq(d2)}), and x^2_q − 4uρ^{k′} π_q

≡ 0, 1 (mod 4).

Proof. This is the Chinese Remainder Theorem. □

Based on the above proposition we introduce the following local Kloosterman sum.

Definition A.2. With notation as in Proposition A.1, For ρ a generator of p^{hp} and non-negative integers υ, r define

~K_{qυ ,qr} (u) :=

∑ μ mod q^{υ+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} , q^r q^υ ) if q ∤ 2

∑ μ mod q^{2+υ+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r} μ2−4uρk ′ π2rq ≡0,1 (mod 4)

( μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} , q^r q^υ ) if q | 2.

Remark A.3. The definitions coincide at the primes above 2 with K_qυ_{,q}r (u). However, for the primes not above 2, the definition is slightly different because the modulus in K_qυ_{,q}r (u) is still 4q^{υ+2r} , which cannot be recovered as a local object because of the factor 4. More precisely, when q ∤ 2 the corresponding local object arise without the factor of 4 because it is a unit.

Proposition A.4. With notation as above, suppose that the ideals a and d have the following factorization a = ∏ q^{υq} , d = ∏ q^{rq} .

Then K_{a,d}(u) = ∏ q ~K_{qυq ,qrq} (u). Proof. This is a restatement of Proposition A.1. □ With this at hand, we make the following definition.

Definition A.5. Let q be a prime ideal of O_K and let z be a complex parameter with ℜ(z) > 1. Define

D_q (z, u) := ∞∑ r=0 1 N_K (q)^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=0 ~K_{qυ ,qr} (u) N_K (q)^{υ(z+1)} . We now record some useful properties of D (z, u) and D_q (z, u) which we will be used without further mention.

Proposition A.6. Let q be any prime ideal of O_K . The series defining D (z, u) and D_q (z, u) converge absolutely and uniformly in compact subsets of the right half plane ℜ(z) > 1. Proof. For ideals a and d we have the bound | |K_{a,d}(u) | | ≤ 4^n N_K (a) N_K (d)^2,

where n = [K : Q]. Writing N_K (q) = q, we can analogously show that | | ~Kqυ ,qr (u) | | ≤ { q^{υ+2r} if q ∤ 2 q^{2+υ+2r} if q | 2.

Writing z = σ + it, we have ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^{2z+1} ∑ a | |K_{a,d}(u) | | N_K (a)^{z+1} ≤ ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^{2σ+1} ∑ a 4^n N_K (a) N_K (d)^2 N_K (a)^{σ+1} ≤ 4^n ∑ d 1 N_K (d)^{2σ−1} ∑ a 1 N_K (a)^σ = 4^nζ_K (2σ − 1)ζ_K (σ).

Notice that for σ > 1 we have 2σ − 1 > 1, so the bound implies the absolute convergence and uniformity in compact sets. The result for D_q (z, u) is completely analogous. □ Lemma A.7. The following local Euler decomposition holds for a complex parameter z with ℜ(z) > 1, i.e., D (z, u) = ∏ q D_q (z, u). Further, the convergence is absolute and uniform in compact sets. Proof. This follows from uniqueness of factorization into prime ideals of O_K and Proposition A.4. By Lemma A.6 we have the convergence of the product absolutely and uniformly in compact sets. □

A.2. The primes not above 2. Using the definition of the modified Hilbert symbol we have ~K_{qυ ,qr} (u) = ∑ μ mod q^{υ+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} , q^r q^υ ) = ∑ μ mod q^{υ+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q )υ rH .

We quote the following facts, which will be used repeatedly in all the subsequent computations.

(Fact 1) When υ = 0, this is a sum of 1’s, so the value is the number of terms in the sum. (Fact 2) When υ ≠ 0, the only thing that matters from υ is its parity.

The following lemma is proven over Q in [Lan04]. We provide a proof in our case. Lemma A.8. Let q ∤ 2 and let m be any rational integer relatively prime to q. Then ∑ x (mod q) ( x^2 − m q ) = −1.

Proof. The number of y such that x^2 −m = y^2 is given by (_x2_{−m} q ) +1. Hence, the number of solutions modulo q to the curve x^2 − m ≡ y^2 (mod q) is ∑ x (mod q) (( x^2 − m q ) + 1 ) . On the other hand, factoring the curve as (x − y)(x + y) = m, we can parameterize all solutions as x =^{a+a−1m}_2 and y =^{a−a−1m}_2 for some a which is invertible modulo q. Hence, there are N_K (q) − 1 solutions. The result follows. □

A.2.1. Case q ∤ 2ρ. We begin with the computations of ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u).

Lemma A.9. Let (p, k) be the pair of prime ideal and corresponding positive integer satisfying (Hyp-div) fixed in §3.1. Set k^′ = k/h_p and denote by ρ the generator of p^{hp} . Let q be a prime ideal of O_K such that q = N_K (q) and q ∤ 2ρ, i.e. q is coprime to 2 and p. Then the values of ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u) are given as follows:

(i) Case υ = 0, r = 0: ~K_{1,1}(u) = 1 (ii) Case υ = 0, r > 0: ~K_{1,q}r (u) = 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) (iii) Case υ > 0 even , r = 0: ~K_qυ_{,1}(u) = q^υ − q^{υ−1} ( 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) )

(iv) Case υ > 0 odd , r = 0: ~K_qυ_{,1}(u) = −q^{υ−1} (v) Case υ > 0 even , r > 0: ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u) = q^{υ−1}(q − 1) ( 1 + (_{μρ}k^′ q ) )

(vi) Case υ > 0 odd , r > 0: ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u) = 0

Proof. We divide into the cases as in the statement.

Case υ = r = 0. Then,

~K_{(1),(1)}(u) = ∑ μ mod q^0 μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^0

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^0_q q )0 = 1 (37)

because the sum goes over the representatives of O_K /(1) = 1. This settles (i).

Case υ = 0, r > 0. Then,

~K_{(1),(qr )}(u) = ∑ μ mod q^{2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q )0

= ∑ μ mod q^{2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r} 1

= 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q ) .

(38)

We used (Fact 1) above because υ = 0. Notice for the third equality we used the representatives run over O_K /q^{2r} and that the number of solutions to the congruence

μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′}

is given by 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) since q ∤ 2 and by the use of Hensel’s Lemma. This settles (ii).

Case υ > 0, r = 0: Then,

~K_{(qυ ),(1)}(u) = ∑ μ mod q^υ μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^0

( μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} q )υ

= ∑ μ mod q^υ ( μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} q )υ

= q^{υ−1} ∑ μ^′ mod q ( μ^{′2} − 4uρ^{k′} q )υ by periodicity of the modified Hilbert symbol modulo q.

When υ is even, each term contributes 1 except for the solutions of μ^{′2} ≡ 4uρ^{k′} (mod q), which are 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) in quantity. Hence, for even υ we have ∑ μ^′ mod q ( μ^{′2} − 4uρ^{k′} q )υ = q − ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q )) . We use Lemma A.8 for the case when υ is odd to get the value of the sum. Therefore,

(39) K_{(q}υ_{),(1)}(u) = q^υ − q^{υ−1} ( 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) ) if υ is even

−q^{υ−1} if υ is odd .

This settles (iii) and (iv).

Case υ > 0, r > 0: Then, ~K_{qυ ,qr} (u) = ∑ μ mod q^{υ+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q )υ

= q^{υ−1} ∑ μ mod q^{1+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q )υ by periodicity of modified Hilbert symbol mod q.

If υ is even we have to count the number of solutions to the congruence μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r} modulo q^{1+2r} because each one contributes a 1 to the sum. As we have said before, the number of solutions is 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) . Each such solution has q lifts modulo q, so there are q ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q ))

solutions to this congruence we seek. However, we must subtract from our count those for which μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r+1}, because for those

(_{(μ}2_{−4uρ}k^′_{)π}−2r_q q ) is 0, since (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q = 0 is a multiple of π_q. We conclude, for even υ, ∑ μ mod q^{1+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q )υ = q ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q )) − ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q )) = (q−1) ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q )) .

On the other hand, for odd υ, we must evaluate the sum ∑ μ mod q^{1+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q ) .

The terms that contribute to the sum are again those congruences modulo q^{2r+1} such that μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r} but not μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r+1}.

If 4uρ^{k′} is a quadratic residue modulo q, it follows from Hensel’s lemma that we can find a solution to μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r} with any prescribed congruence modulo q of (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q . Since the number of quadratic residues and non-residues is the same modulo q, we conclude half the terms contribute 1 and the other half contribute −1, i.e., ∑ μ mod q^{1+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q ) .

In conclusion, ~K_{qυ ,qr} (u) = q^{υ−1}(q − 1) ( 1 + (_{μρ}k^′ q ) ) if υ is even

0 otherwise.

This settles the remaining cases (v) and (vi). □ With this at hand, the following result is a (tedious) algebraic computation.

Proposition A.10. With the same notation introduced in Lemma A.9,

D_q (z, u) =

1 − 1/q^{z+1} 1 − 1/q^{2z} . Proof. We divide the sum according to the six cases of Proposition A.9. Note that the term corresponding to (vi) vanishes. For the cases where υ is assumed to be even or odd we will write 2υ or 2υ + 1, respectively.

We have

D_q (z, u) = ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 ~K_{qυ ,qr} (u) q^{υ(z+1)}

= 1 + ∞∑ r=1 ~K_{(1),qr} (u) q^{r(2z+1)} + ∞∑ υ=1 ~K_{qυ ,(1)}(u) q^{υ(2z+1)} + ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 K_qυ_{,q}r (u) q^{υ(z+1)}

= 1 + ∞∑ r=1 ~K_{(1),qr} (u) q^{r(2z+1)} + ∞∑ υ=1 ~K_{q2υ ,(1)}(u) q^{2υ(2z+1)} + ∞∑ υ=1 ~K_{q2υ+1 ,(1)}(u) q^{(2υ+1)(2z+1)} + ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 ~K_{q2υ ,qr} (u) q^{2υ(z+1)} . We simplify each of the terms appearing in the final expression of D_q (z, u) We proceed in order of appearance.

The first one, corresponding to υ = 0, r > 0, is ∞∑ r=1 ~K_{(1),qr} (u) q^{r(2z+1)} = ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q ))_∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)}.

Next we have the ones corresponding to υ > 0 and r = 0. When υ is odd we have ∞∑ υ=1 ~K_{q2υ+1,(1)}(u) q^{(2υ+1)(2z+1)} = − 1 q ∞∑ υ=0 q^{2υ+1} q^{(2υ+1)(z+1)} = − 1 q ∞∑ υ=0 1 q^{z(2υ+1)} . On the other hand, when υ is even we get ∞∑ υ=1 ~K_{q2υ ,(1)}(u) q^{2υ(2z+1)} = q^{2υ} − q^{2υ−1} ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q )) ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υ(z+1)}

= 1 − 1 q ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} p )) ∞∑ υ=1 q^{2υ} q^{2υ(z+1)}

= 1 − 1 q ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q )) ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz} . Finally, when both υ, r are positive: ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 ~K_{q2υ ,qr} (u) q^{2υ(z+1)} = ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 q^{2υ} − q^{2υ−1} ( 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) )

q^{2υ(z+1)}

= ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 q^{2υ}(1 −^1_q ) ( 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) )

q^{2υ(z+1)}

= ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 (1 −^1_q ) ( 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) )

q^{2υz} = ( 1 − 1 q ) ( 1 + ( uρ^{k′} q ))_∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz} .

88 M. EMORY, M. ESPINOSA LARA, D. KUNDU, AND T. A. WONG

So we consider the following sum 1 + 1 − 1 q 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz} − 1 q ∞∑ υ=0 1 q^{(2υ+1)z} + 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{zr(2z+1)}

+ ( 1 − 1 q ) 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz}

= 1 + ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz} − 1 q ∞∑ υ=0 1 q^{(2υ+1)z} − 1 q 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz}

+ 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} + ( 1 − 1 q ) 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz}

= 1 +

1/q^{2z} 1 − 1/q^{2z} − 1 q · 1/q^z 1 − 1/q^{2z}

= 1 +

1/q^{2z} 1 − 1/q^{2z} − 1/q^{(z+1)} 1 − 1/q^{2z} = 1 − 1/q^{z+1} 1 − 1/q^{2z} . To justify the second equality we show that the terms in the square brackets sum to zero. Indeed, − 1 q 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz} + 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} + ( 1 − 1 q ) 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz}

= − 1 q 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz} + 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)}

+ 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz} − 1 q 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz}

= 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} 1 + ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz} − 1 q 1 + (uρk^′ q ) 1 + ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz}

= 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=1 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=0 1 q^{2υz} − 1 q 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ∞∑ r=0 1 q^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 1 q^{2υz}

= 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ( 1/q^{(2z+1)} 1 − 1/q^{(2z+1)} ) ( 1 1 − 1/q^{2z} ) − 1 q 1 + (uρk^′ q ) ( 1 1 − 1/q^{(2z+1)} ) ( 1/q^{2z} 1 − 1/q^{2z} )

= ( 1 (1 − 1/q^{(2z+1)}) 1 (1 − 1/q^{2z} ) ) ( 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) )

q^{(2z+1)} − ( 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) )

q^{2z+1}

= ( 1 (1 − 1/q^{(2z+1)}) 1 (1 − 1/q^{2z} ) ) ( 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) )

q^{2z+1} − ( 1 + (_{uρ}k^′ q ) )

q^{2z+1} = 0. □ A.2.2. Case q ∤ 2 and q | ρ. Here, we have to further consider whether k is even or odd. Recording the following lemma will be useful in proving the next case of Kloostermn type sums (and we can avoid repeating certain arguments).

Lemma A.11. Let q ∤ 2 and fix an odd positive integer k. Let r > k be any integer. Then for any a ∈ O_K with val_q(a) = k, there are no solutions to the congruence x^2 ≡ a (mod q^r).

Proof. Suppose x is a potential solution to x^2 ≡ a (mod q^r).

Since r > k we have x^2 ≡ 0 (mod q^k). This implies 2 val_q(x) ≥ k.

Since k is odd this inequality is actually strict. That is, val_q(x^2) ≥ k + 1.

Since r ≥ k + 1, the congruence x^2 ≡ a (mod q^{k+1}) holds. Hence we conclude a ≡ 0 (mod q)^{k+1}, which contradicts val_q(a) = k. Thus no solution can exist. □ Lemma A.12. Let q ∤ 2 and suppose that q^k‖ρ^{k′} . In other words, q = p and N_K (q) = N_K (p) = p. If k = 2k_0 + 1 is odd, then the values of ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u) are as below:

(O-i) Case υ = 0, r = 0: ~K_{1,1}(u) = 1, (O-ii) Case υ > 0, r = 0: ~K_qυ_{,1}(u) = p^υ − p^{υ−1}, (O-iii) Case υ = 0, 1 ≤ r ≤ k_0: ~K_{1,q}r (u) = p^r, (O-iv) Case υ = 0, r ≥ k_0 + 1: ~K_{1,q}r (u) = 0, (O-v) Case υ > 0, 1 ≤ r ≤ k_0: ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u) = p^{r+υ} − p^{r+υ−1}, (O-vi) Case υ > 0, r ≥ k_0 + 1: ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u) = 0.

On the other hand, if k = 2k_0 is even and ρ^{k′} = π^k_q w for some unit w, then (E-i) Case υ = 0, r = 0: ~K_{1,1}(u) = 1 (E-ii) Case υ = 0, 1 ≤ r ≤ k_0: ~K_{1,q}r (u) = p^r (E-iii) Case υ = 0, r ≥ k_0 + 1: ~K_{1,q}r (u) = p^{k0} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) (E-iv) Case υ > 0, 0 ≤ r ≤ k_0 − 1: ~K_qυ_{,1}(u) = p^{r+υ} − p^{r+υ−1} (E-v) Case υ > 0 even, r = k_0: ~K_qυ_{,1}(u) = p^{k0+υ} − p^{k0+υ−1} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) (E-vi) Case υ > 0 odd, r = k_0: ~K_qυ_{,1}(u) = −p^{k0+υ−1} (E-vii) Case υ > 0 even , r ≥ k_0 + 1: ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u) = ( 1 −^1_p ) p^{k0+υ} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) (E-viii) Case υ > 0 odd, r ≥ k_0 + 1: ~K_qυ_{,q}r (u) = 0 Proof. The proof is very similar to the one of Lemma A.9 above. We deal with each case separately.

Case k is odd:

Case υ = r = 0: Just as before, ~K_{(1),(1)}(u) = 1.

This settles (O-i).

Case υ > 0, r = 0: The sum becomes

~K_{qυ ,(1)}(u) = ∑ μ mod q^υ μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^0

( μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} q )υ

= ∑ μ mod q^υ μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^0

( μ^2 q )_υ

= p^υ − p^{υ−1},

(40)

where we used that q | ρ to deduce ( μ^2_i − 4uρ^{k′} q ) = ( μ^2_i q ) , and the involved symbols are 1 only when q ∤ μ_i, which doesn’t occur exactly p^{υ−1} times, and otherwise are 0.

Case υ = 0, r > 0: The sum becomes

~K_{(1),qr} (u) = ∑ μ mod q^{2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q )0

= ∑ μ (mod q^{2r} ) μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} (mod q^{2r} ) 1,

where we have used (Fact 1) above since υ = 0.

Since k is odd, the last computation breaks down into the cases r ≤ k_0 and r > k_0. The first case reduces to counting modulo q^{2r} the solutions to μ^2 ≡ 0 (mod q^{2r}), which has p^r solutions. The latter case by Proposition A.11 has no solutions. Concretely, we get ~K_{qυ ,(1)}(u) = { 0 if r > k_0, p^r if r ≤ k_0.

This settles (O-iii) and (O-iv).

Case υ, r > 0: The sum is ~K_{qυ ,qr} (u) = ∑ μ mod q^{υ+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q )υ .

The is non-zero only if μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} (mod q^{2r}) but μ^2 ≢ 4uρ^{k′} (mod q^{2r+1}). By Proposition A.11 this congruence has no solution if 2r > k, because k is odd. In the other case we can split (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q = (μπ^{−r}_q )^2 − 4uρ^{k′} π^{−2r}_q , and each term is an integer, with the second one still multiple of π_q (because k is odd!). Hence, using the periodicity modulo q of the symbol, ( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q ) = ( (μπ^{−r}_q )^2 − 4uρ^{k′} π^{−2r}_q q ) = ( (μπ^{−r}_q )^2 q ) , which is 1 or 0 according to whether val_q(μ) = r or bigger. That is, this sum counts the integers mod q^{2r+υ} that are in q^r but not in q^{r+1}. This has cardinality p^{r+υ} − p^{r+υ−1}.

This concludes (O-v) and (O-vi).

Case k is even:

Case υ = r = 0: Exactly as before. Case υ = 0, r > 0: The sum becomes

~K_{(1),qr} (u) = ∑ μ mod q^{2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^{2r}

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−2r}_q q )0 .

Using (Fact 1) and because υ = 0, the value it has is the number of solutions modulo q^{2r} of the congruence μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} (mod q^{2r}). When 2r ≤ k, this reduces to μ^2 ≡ 0 (mod q^{2r}), which has q^r solutions. On the other hand, if 2r > k then our sought congruence implies μ^2 ≡ 0 (mod q^{2k0} ). Hence μ = π^{k0} α for some α. So the congruence μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} (mod q^{2r}) becomes α^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} π^{−k}_q ≡ 4uw (mod π^{2r−k}_q ).

This has 1 + (_{4uw} q ) solutions modulo q^{2r−k}. This corresponds to p^{k0} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) lifts modulo q^{2r−k0} , any of which can be the value of α. We conclude

~K_{(1),qr} (u) = { p^r if r ≤ k_0, p^{k0} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) if r ≥ k_0 + 1.

This settles cases (E-ii) and (E-iii).

Case υ ≥ 0, 0 ≤ r ≤ k_0 − 1: This is solved exactly as case (O-v). Case υ > 0, r = k_0: The sum becomes

~K_{qυ ,qk0} (u) = ∑ μ mod q^{υ+k} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod q^k

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−k}_q q )υ = q^υ ∑ μ mod q^k μ^2≡0 mod q^k

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−k}_q q )υ ,

where we have used the periodicity of the modified Hilbert symbol.

When υ is even, we are counting the solutions to μ^2 ≡ 0 (mod q^k) such that μ^2 ≢ 4uρ^{k′} (mod q^{k+1}). The first congruence has p^{k0} solutions. On the other hand, counting similarly to the case (E-iii), the second congruence has

p^{k0−1} ( 1 + ( 4uw q )) ,

By subtracting, we deduce

~K_{qυ ,qk0} = p^k0^{+υ} − p^k0^{+υ−1} ( 1 + ( u q )) . This settles case (E-v).

When υ is odd, we get ∑ μ mod q^k μ^2≡0 mod q^k

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−k}_q q )υ = ∑ μ mod q^k μ^2≡0 mod q^k

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )π^{−k}_q q ) = q^{k0−1} ∑ α mod q ( α^2 − 4uw q ) ,

where we have used that μ^2 ≡ 0 (mod k) is equivalent to μ = π^{k0}_q α where alpha can be any class modulo q^{k0} . These classes form groups of size p^{k0−1} as lifts of the classes modulo q, which explains the factor p^{k0−1} that comes out from the periodicity of the symbol. This last sum is −1 by Lemma A.8. We conclude ~K_{qυ ,qk0} = −p^{υ+k}0^{−1},

This settles case (E-vi).

Case υ > 0, r ≥ k_0 + 1: This is solved in exactly the same way as cases (v) and (vi) of Lemma A.9. □ Proposition A.13. Keep the notation introduced in Lemma A.12. Then

D_q (z, u) = D_p (z, u) =

(1 − p^{z(k+1)})(1 − 1/p^{z+1}) (1 − 1/p^{2z} )(1 − 1/p^z ) Proof. We do each case separately by separating the series into the cases given by Proposition A.12.

Case k is odd: We write k = 2k_0 + 1. Then

D_q (z, u) = ∞∑ r=0 1 p^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=0 ~K_{qυ ,qr} (u) p^{υ(z+1)}

= 1 + ∞∑ υ=1 p^υ − p^{υ−1} p^{z(υ+1)} + k_0∑

r=1 p^r p^{r(2z+1)} + ∞∑ υ=1 k_0∑

r=1 p^{r+υ} − p^{r+υ−1} p^{z(υ+1)}p^{r(2z+1)}

= 1 + ( 1 − 1 p )_∞∑ υ=1 1 p^{zυ} + k_0∑

r=1 1 p^{2rz} + ( 1 − 1 p )_∞∑ υ=1 1 p^{zυ} k_0∑

r=1 1 p^{2rz} = ( 1 − 1 p )_∞∑ υ=1 1 p^{zυ} + 1 k_0∑

r=0 1 p^{2rz} = (( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} + 1 ) 1 − p^{2z(k0+1)}

1 − p^{−2z} = 1 − p^{−(z+1)} 1 − p^{−2z}

1 − p^{−z(k+1)} 1 − p^{−z} .

Case k is even: Writing k = 2k_0, we have

D_q (z, u) = ∞∑ r=0 1 p^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=0 ~K_{qυ ,qr} (u) p^{υ(z+1)}

= 1 + ∞∑ υ=1 p^υ − p^{υ−1} p^{υ(z+1)} + k_0∑

r=1 p^r p^{r(2z+1)} + ∞∑ r=k_0+1

p^{k0} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) p^{r(2z+1)} + ∞∑ υ=1 1 p^{υ(z+1)}

k_0−1∑

r=1 p^{r+υ} − p^{r+υ−1} p^{r(2z+1)} + 1 p^{k0(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 p^{k0+2υ} − p^{k0+2υ−1} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) p^{(2υ)(z+1)} + 1 p^{k0(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=0 −p^{k0+(2υ+1)−1} p^{(2υ+1)(z+1)} + ∞∑ υ=1 ∞∑ r=k_0+1

( 1 −^1_p ) p^{k0+2υ} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) p^{2υ(z+1)} . We evaluate separately and then we substitute back into the previous sums. The second term is_∞ ∑ υ=1 p^υ − p^{υ−1} p^{υ(z+1)} = ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} . The third and the fourth term together contribute

k_0∑

r=1 p^r p^{r(2z+1)} + ∞∑ r=k_0+1

p^{k0} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) p^{r(2z+1)}

= p^{−2z}

1 − p^{−2zk0} 1 − p^{−2z}

+p^{k0} ( 1 + ( 4uw q )) p^{−(2z+1)(k0 +1)} 1 − p^{−(2z+1)} . The next term in the sum becomes ∞∑ υ=1 1 p^{υ(z+1)}

k_0−1∑

r=1 p^{r+υ} − p^{r+υ−1} p^{r(2z+1)} = ( 1 − 1 p )_∞∑ υ=1 k_0−1∑

r=1 p^{υ+r} p^{υ(z+1)}p^{r(2z+1)}

= p^{−2z} ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} 1 − p^{−2z(k0 −1)} 1 − p^{−2z} , since the r and υ sums are independent. The sixth term in the sum is 1 p^{k0(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 p^{k0+2υ} − p^{k0+2υ−1} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) p^{(2υ)(z+1)}

= p^{−2k0 z} p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z} − p^{k0−1} p^{k0(2z+1)} ( 1 + ( 4uw p )) p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z} , while the seventh is 1 p^{k0(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=0 −p^{k0+(2υ+1)−1} p^{(2υ+1)(z+1)}

= −p^{−2k0z−1} ∞∑ υ=0 1 p^{(2υ+1)z}

= −p^{−2k0z} p^{−(z+1)} 1 − p^{−2z} .

Finally the last term is ∞∑ υ=1 ∞∑ r=k_0+1

( 1 −^1_p ) p^{k0+2υ} ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) p^{2υ(z+1)}p^{r(2z+1)}

= p^{k0} ( 1 − 1 p ) ( 1 + ( 4uw q ))_∞∑ υ=1 ∞∑ r=k_0+1 1 p^{2υz} p^{r(2z+1)}

= p^{k0} ( 1 − 1 p ) ( 1 + ( 4uw q )) p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z} p^{−(k0 +1)(2z+1)} 1 − p^{−(2z+1)} . By collecting the terms that share the factor ( 1 + (_{4uw} q )) we obtain from them

p^{k0} ( 1 + (4uw q )) ( p^{−(2z+1)(k0 +1)} 1 − p^{−(2z+1)} − p^{−(2z+1)(k0 +1)}

1 − p^{−2z} + ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z} p^{−(k0+1)(2z+1)} 1 − p^{−(2z+1)} )

= p^{k0} ( 1 + (4uw q )) ( p^{−(2z+1)(k0 +1)} ( 1 1 − p^{−(2z+1)} − 1 1 − p^{−2z} ) + ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z} p^{−(k0+1)(2z+1)} 1 − p^{−(2z+1)} )

= p^{k0} ( 1 + (4uw q )) p^{−(2z+1)(k}0^{+1)} ( p^{−(2z+1)} − p^{−2z} (1 − p^{−2z} )(1 − p^{−(2z+1)} ) ) + ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z} p^{−(k0+1)(2z+1)} 1 − p^{−(2z+1)}

= p^{k0} ( 1 + (4uw q )) ( − ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z} p^{−(k0+1)(2z+1)} 1 − p^{−(2z+1)} + ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z} p^{−(k0+1)(2z+1)} 1 − p^{−(2z+1)} )

= 0.

Plugging the terms in order the terms that remain are

D_q (z, u) = 1 + ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} + p^{−2z}

1 − p^{−2zk0} 1 − p^{−2z}

+ p^{−2z} ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} 1 − p^{−2z(k0−1)} 1 − p^{−2z}

+ p^{−2k0z} p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z}

− p^{−2k0z} p^{−(z+1)} 1 − p^{−2z} . Notice that ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} +p^{−2z} ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} 1 − p^{−2z(k0 −1)} 1 − p^{−2z} = ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} 1 − p^{−2k0z} 1 − p^{−2z} , and so we get finally

D_p (z, u) = 1 + p^{−2z}

1 − p^{−2zk0} 1 − p^{−2z} + ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} 1 − p^{−2k0z} 1 − p^{−2z}

+ p^{−2k0z} p^{−2z} 1 − p^{−2z}

− p^{−2k0 z} p^{−(z+1)} 1 − p^{−2z} = 1 − p^{−2k0z−(z+1)}

1 − p^{−2z} + ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z} 1 − p^{−z} 1 − p^{−2k0z} 1 − p^{−2z} = 1 (1 − p^{−2z})(1 − p^{−z}) ( (1 − p^{−2k0z−(z+1)})(1 − p^{−z}) + ( 1 − 1 p ) p^{−z}(1 − p^{−2k0z}) )

= (1 − p^{−(z+1)})(1 − p^{−z(2k0+1)}) (1 − p^{−2z})(1 − p^{−z}) = (1 − p^{−(z+1)})(1 − p^{−z(k+1)}) (1 − p^{−2z})(1 − p^{−z}) .

□ A.3. The primes above 2. Our assumption (Hyp-split) that 2 is a totally split prime in K means that the computations are the same ones as the ones for Z with the Kronecker Symbol. Unfortunately, these computations were neither written in [Alt15] nor in [Alt13]. We include the computations for the sake of completeness. For ease of notation, we write 2 instead of q and π_q.

In this case, the Kloosterman-type sums look like ~K_{2υ ,2r} (u) = ∑ μ mod 2^{2+υ+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod 2^{2r} μ2−4uρk ′ 22r ≡0,1 (mod 4)

( μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} , 2^r 2^υ ) = ∑ μ mod 2^{2+υ+2r} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod 2^{2r} μ2−4uρk ′ 22r ≡0,1 (mod 4)

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )2^{−2r} 2 )υ K .

Notation. For the remainder of this section we will drop the ‘K’ from the notation of the symbol as we will always work with the Kronecker symbol and there is no chance of confusion.

The steps to follow are similar in essence to what we did before. The main differences are the following

(a) the congruence conditions.

(b) the Kronecker Symbol is not the quadratic character. These complicate the computations significantly.

Remark A.14. Set c : Z_2 → Z_2/8Z_2 to denote the reduction map modulo 8. By Hensel’s Lemma we know that for a unit w the quantity c(w) = 1 if and only if w is a square in Z_2. The main complication with the following computations is that the Kronecker Symbol does not detect this behaviour: it assigns 1 also to the class 7 modulo 8, even though 7 is not a square in Z_2.

A.3.1. Case 2 ∤ ρ. We begin with a series of lemmas that will make arguments clearer later. The purpose of the following lemma is to understand when do have solutions to the system of congruence conditions

μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} (mod 4^r),

μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 2^{2r}

≡ 0, 1 (mod 4).

(41)

Lemma A.15. Let (p, k) be the tuple fixed in §3.1 such that the prime ideal and corresponding positive integer satisfy (Hyp-div). Set k^′ = k/h_p and denote by ρ the generator of p^{hp} . Suppose that 2 ∤ ρ (equivalently p ≠ 2). Then

(i) When r = 1, the solutions to the system of congruence conditions (41) can be read off from the table below^{11}:

11We explain how to read the first line of the table. Note that μ2 ≡ 4 ≡ 0 (mod 4) has a solution

precisely when μ ≡ 0, 2 (mod 4). Suppose that c(uρ^{k′} ) ≡ 1 (mod 8). If μ ≡ 2 (mod 4) then^{μ2 −4uρk′}_4 ≡ 0

(mod 4); whereas μ ≡ 0 (mod 4) gives^{μ2 −4uρk′}_4 ≡ −1 (mod 4).

μ^2−4uρ^{k′} 4 (mod 4) c(uρ^{k′} ) 0 1 2 3 1 μ ≡ 2 - - μ ≡ 0 3 - μ ≡ 0 μ ≡ 2 - 5 μ ≡ 2 - - μ ≡ 0 7 - μ ≡ 0 μ ≡ 2 -

(ii) When r = 2 and c(uρ^{k′} ) ≡ 1, 5 (mod 8) the solutions to the system (41) can be read off from the table: μ^2−4uρ^{k′} 16 (mod 4) c(uρ^{k′} ) (mod 16) 0 1 2 3 1 μ ≡ 2, 14 - μ ≡ 6, 10 - 9 μ ≡ 6, 10 - μ ≡ 2, 14 - 5 - μ ≡ 6, 10 μ ≡ 2, 14 13 - μ ≡ 2, 14 μ ≡ 6, 10

(iii) If c(uρ^{k′} ) ≡ 3, 7 (mod 8) and r ≥ 2, then there are no solutions modulo 4^r to the system (41).

(iv) If c(uρ^{k′} ) ≡ 3, 5, 7 (mod 8) and r ≥ 3, then there are no solutions modulo 4^r to the system (41).

Proof. (i) is straightforward counting, so we omit the details.

(ii) is also straightforward counting. We mention that we have to consider both lifts, since each case of c(uρ^{k′} ) produces potential solutions representatives modulo 16 which have to be checked.

(iii) when r ≥ 2, the existence of a solution to the system (either of (iii) or (iv)) implies that μ = 2β for some β ∈ Z_2. Hence, cancelling a 4 we obtain that

β^2 ≡ uρ^{k′} (mod 4^{r−1}).

If r ≥ 2, then uρ^{k′} is an odd square modulo 4, i.e. 1. Therefore, modulo 8 it must be 1 or 5.

(iv) if r ≥ 3, then we can conclude

β^2 ≡ uρ^{k′} (mod 8).

which implies c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1. □ Lemma A.15 shows that when c(uρ^{k′} ) ≢ 1 (mod 8), the Kloosterman-type sum will have most of its term equal to 0 because the congruence conditions are mostly not satisfied. For c(uρ^{k′} ) ≡ 1 (mod 8) the situation is different.

Lemma A.16. Keep the notation introduced in Lemma A.15. Let r ≥ 3 and c(uρ^{k′} ) ≡ 1 (mod 8) with uρ^{k′} = β^2 for some β ∈ Z^∗_2. Then the solutions to

(42) μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} (mod 4^r), are of the form 2β + 4δ where δ is a lift of 0 or −β modulo 4^{r−1}. Of these, only four satisfy the other congruence

(43) μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′}

4^r

≡ 0, 1 (mod 4).

Among these solutions, two give 0 modulo 4 while the other two give 1 modulo 4. Proof. Notice that 2β satisfies the congruence system. Another potential solution is 2β + γ. The first congruence (42) can be rewritten as γ(4β + γ) ≡ 0 (mod 4^r).

This implies that 2 | γ; say γ = 2α. Then, the above congruence becomes α(2β + α) ≡ 0 (mod 4^{r−1}).

This implies that 2 divides α (we are using that r − 1 ≥ 1); say α = 2δ. Then δ(β + δ) ≡ 0 (mod 4^{r−2}).

Since β is relatively prime to 2, δ ≡ 0, −β (mod 4^{r−2}).

These classes together produce eight lifts modulo 4^{r−1}. Since γ = 4δ is a class modulo 4^r, these are all the possibilities.

We now check when the second congruence condition (43) is satisfied. The lifts modulo 4^{r−1} of 0 (mod 4^{r−2}) are 0, 4^{r−2}, 2 · 4^{r−2}, 3 · 4^{r−2}. Hence

(2β + k4^{r−1})^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 4^r = kβ4^r + k^24^{2r−2} 4^r

= kβ + k^24^{r−2} ≡ kβ (mod 4).

Hence only when k = 0 or k = β^{−1} (mod 4) we get 0 or 1. Similarly, the lifts of −β (mod 4^{r−2}) are −β + k4^{r−2} with k = 0, 1, 2, 3. The congruence condition is (2β − 4β + k4^{r−1})^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 4^r = (−2β + k4^{r−1})^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 4^r

= −βk+k^24^{r−2} ≡ −βk (mod 4).

Once more, the ones that satisfy it are when k = 0 or when k = −β^{−1}. Notice that for the choices k = 0, we get the congruence 0 and there are two of them. This concludes the proof. □ With all the previous results at hand, we now proceed to the computations of ~K_2υ_{,2}r (u).

Lemma A.17. Keep the notation introduced in Lemma A.15. Let υ, r be any nonnegative integers. Then the values of ~K_2υ_{,2}r are given as follows:

(i) Case υ = 0, r = 0: ~K_{1,1}(u) = 4 (ii) Case υ = 0, r = 1: ~K_{1,2}(u) = 4 (iii) Case υ = 0, r = 2: ~K_{1,4}(u) = { 8 if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1, 5 0 if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 3, 7

(iv) Case υ = 0, r ≥ 3: ~K_{1,2}r (u) = { 16 if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1 0 if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 3, 5, 7 (v) Case υ > 0 even , r = 0: ~K_2υ_{,1}(u) = 2^{υ+1}

(vi) Case υ > 0 odd , r = 0: ~K_2υ_{,1}(u) = −2^{υ+1}

(vii) Case υ > 0 even , r = 1: ~K_2υ_{,2}(u) = { 0 if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1, 5 2^{υ+2} if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 3, 7

(viii) Case υ > 0 even , r = 2: ~K_2υ_{,4}(u) = { 2^{υ+3} if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 5 0 if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1, 3, 7

(ix) Case υ > 0 even , r ≥ 3: ~K_2υ_{,2}r (u) = { 2^{υ+3} if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1 0 if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 3, 5, 7

(x) Case υ > 0 odd , r = 1: ~K_2υ_{,2}(u) = 0 (xi) Case υ > 0 odd , r = 2: ~K_2υ_{,4}(u) = 0 (xii) Case υ > 0 odd , r ≥ 3: ~K_2υ_{,2}r (u) = 0

Proof. First, we explain the counting strategy. Lemmas A.15 and A.16 give the number of solutions to the system (41) for the different values of c(uρ^{k′} ). On the other hand, the Kloosterman-type sums we are evaluating consider the solutions to this system modulo 2^{2+υ+2r}. The system itself remains invariant, but the value of the symbol might not (since it can exchange 1 and 5).

Note that if x is a solution to the system modulo 4^r, then x + 4^r is another a lift modulo 4^{r+1}. We get

(x + 4^r)^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 4^r = x^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 4^r

+ 2x + 4^r.

Recall that all solutions to the system are even. Hence, this equation implies the following: if the quotient is 0, then its lifts are also 0 modulo 4 (since all lifts are obtained by adding 4^r consecutively). Hence, they can only count when υ = 0 as otherwise the symbol has value 0.

If^{x2−4uρk′}_{4r} + 2x + 4^r ≡ 1 (mod 4), the term 2x + 4^r can swap between the two lifts 1, 5 (mod 8). Using Lemma A.15, we see that (for quotient having value 1) when r = 1, 2x is a multiple of 4 and so the change is x to x + 4, so a swap of sign happens in the symbol. Similarly, for r ≥ 2, the change is controlled by 2x and we see this is an odd multiple of 4 every time. Once more, a swap of sign happens in the symbol.

The conclusion is: when υ ≥ 2 is even, all lifts of the solutions with quotient 1 contribute a 1 (to the counting) and it is enough to count the number of lifts. On the other hand, if υ ≥ 1 is odd then all lifts cancel in pairs, except for r = 0. In this final case, the division is vacuous. This proves (x), (xi) and (xii) having value 0.

We do each case separately.

Case υ = r = 0: In this case the congruence conditions are vacuous. We just had a term, contributing 1 to the sum, per class μ (mod 4). Hence ~K_{1,1}(u) = 4. This settles (i).

Case υ = 0, r = 1: In this case

~K_{(1),2}(u) = ∑ μ mod 2^4 μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod 2^2 μ2−4uρk ′ 22 ≡0,1 (mod 4)

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )2^{−2} 2 )0 = 4 ∑ μ mod 2^2 μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod 2^2 μ2−4uρk ′ 22 ≡0,1 (mod 4)

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )2^{−2} 2 )0 ,

where we have used the periodicity of the symbol for the last line. Since υ = 0 we have that we have one term per solution to the congruence solutions. The table in Proposition A.15(i) shows there is in each case a single solution. This settles (2).

Case υ = 0, r = 2: Since υ = 0, we must count the corresponding number of solutions of the given system. By Proposition A.15(ii) and (iii), the result follows.

Case υ = 0, r ≥ 3: We count one more time the number of solutions modulo 4^r of the system μ^2 ≡ 4uρ^{k′} (mod 4^r), μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 4^r

≡ 0, 1 (mod 4).

By Proposition A.15 we get that for c(uρ^{k′} ) ≠ 1 there are no solutions. On the other hand, if c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1 then there are 4 solutions. The results follows.

Case υ > 0, r = 0: In this case

~K_{2υ ,(1)}(u) = ∑ μ mod 2^{2+v} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod 2^0 μ2−4uρk ′ 20 ≡0,1 (mod 4)

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )2^0 2 )υ = 2 ∑ μ mod 2^{v+1} ( μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ .

Notice we have used in the last line that the congruences conditions are vacuous, since all squares are 0, 1 modulo 4. The expression ( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )2^0 2 )

is periodic modulo 4, and modulo 2^{υ+1} there are 2^{υ−1} lifts of each class modulo 4. Hence

~K_{2υ ,(1)}(u) = 2^υ (( 0^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ + ( 1^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ + ( 2^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ + ( 3^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ)

= 2^υ (( −4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ + ( 1 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ + ( 4 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ + ( 1 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ)

= 2^υ (( 1 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ + ( 1 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ) ,

= 2^{v+1} ( 1 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 )υ , where we have used in the last equality that the symbol is 0 because −4uρ^{k′} and 4−4uρ^{k′} are multiples of 2. If υ is even, the symbol equals 1 and we obtain statement (v).

On the other hand, if υ is odd then

~K_{2υ ,(1)}(u) = 2^{v+1} ( 1 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 ) . Notice that 4uρ^{k′} ≡ 4 (mod 8), since uρ^{k′} is not a multiple of 2. Hence,

~K_{2υ ,(1)}(u) = 2^{v+1} ( 1 − 4uρ^{k′} 2 ) = 2^{υ+1} ( −3 2 ) = −2^{υ+1},

which is statement (vi).

Case υ > 0 even , r = 1: In this case

~K_{2υ ,2}(u) = ∑ μ mod 2^{2+υ+2} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod 2^2 μ2−4uρk ′ 22 ≡0,1 (mod 4)

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )2^{−2} 2 )υ = 4 ∑ μ mod 2^{υ+2} μ^2≡4uρ^{k′} mod 2^2 μ2−4uρk ′ 22 ≡0,1 (mod 4)

( (μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} )2^{−2} 2 )υ .

This time, since υ is even and positive, we only get a contribution of 1 from the solutions with μ^2 − 4uρ^{k′} 4 ≡ 1 (mod 4)

We obtain the result using the table of Proposition A.15(i).

Case υ > 0 even , r = 2: Result follows from Proposition A.15(ii) and (iii). Case υ > 0 even , r ≥ 3: When c(uρ^{k′} ) ≠ 1, the sum has no terms by Proposition A.15(iv). If c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1, then Proposition A.16 proves there are two solutions. This settles (ix).

Case υ > 0 odd , r = 1: We obtain the result using the tables in Propositions A.15 and A.16. In each case, we see that there are as many terms whose quotients are 1 modulo 8 as cases where it it 5 modulo 8. Hence, their contribution cancels.

Case υ > 0 odd , r ≥ 2: Proposition A.15 implies there are no solutions and the claim follows □

Proposition A.18. We keep the notation introduced in Lemma A.15. Then

D_2 (z, u) = 4

1 − 1/2^{z+1} 1 − 1/2^{2z}

Proof. We separate into cases according to the value of c(uρ^{k′} ). Notice that the following sum is common to all the cases (corresponding to (i), (ii), (v), and (vi) in Lemma A.17): (44) 4+ 4 2^{2z+1} + ∞∑ υ=1 2^{2υ+1} 2^{2υ(z+1)} − ∞∑ υ=0 2^{2υ+2} 2^{(2υ+1)(z+1)}

= 4+ 4 2^{2z+1} + 2^{−2z+1} − 2^{−z+1} 1 − 2^{−2z} = 4 − 2^{−4z+1} − 2^{−z+1} 1 − 2^{−2z} . We begin with c(uρ^{k′} ) = 5 and then we compare all of them to this one.

Case c(uρ^{k′} ) = 5: We have

D_2 (z, U) = ∞∑ r=0 1 2^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=0 ~K_{2υ ,2r} (u) 2^{v(z+1)}

= 4 + 4 2^{2z+1} + 8 2^{2(2z+1)} + ∞∑ υ=1 2^{2υ+1} 2^{2υ(z+1)} − ∞∑ υ=0 2^{2υ+2} 2^{(2υ+1)(z+1)} + 8 2^{2(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 2^{2υ} 2^{2υ(z+1)} = 4 − 2^{−4z+1} − 2^{−z+1} 1 − 2^{−2z} + 8 2^{2(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=0 2^{2υ} 2^{2υ(z+1)} = 4 − 2^{−4z+1} − 2^{−z+1} 1 − 2^{−2z} + 8 2^{2(2z+1)} 1 1 − 2^{−2z} = 4 − 2^{−z+1} 1 − 2^{−2z}

= 4 · 1 − 2^{−z−1} 1 − 2^{−2z} Case c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1: Notice that c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1 and c(uρ^{k′} ) = 5 share almost all terms except for (iv) and (ix), which appear when c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1 but not when c(uρ^{k′} ) = 5. Similarly, (viii) appears for c(uρ^{k′} ) = 5 but not for c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1.

Since we already proved that the case c(uρ^{k′} ) = 5 works, we only need to prove that the terms (iv) and (ix) sum to the same as (viii). We have ∑ r≥3 16 2^{r(2z+1)} + ∑ r≥3 1 2^{r(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 2^{2υ+3} 2^{2υ(z+1)}

= 16 · 2^{−6z−3} 1 − 2^{−2z−1} + 8 · 2^{−6z−3} 1 − 2^{−2z−1} · 2^{−2z} 1 − 2^{−2z} = 2^{−6z+1} 1 − 2^{−2z−1} + 2^{−6z} 1 − 2^{−2z−1} · 2^{−2z} 1 − 2^{−2z} = 2^{−6z+1}(1 − 2^{−2z}) + 2^{−8z} (1 − 2^{−2z−1})(1 − 2^{−2z}) = 2^{−6z+1} − 2^{−8z+1} + 2^{−8z} (1 − 2^{−2z−1})(1 − 2^{−2z}) = 2^{−6z+1} − 2^{−8z} (1 − 2^{−2z−1})(1 − 2^{−2z} ) = 2^{−6z+1} 1 − 2^{−2z} . On the other hand, sum (v) is 1 2^{2(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 2^{2υ+3} 2^{2υ(z+1)} = 8 2^{2(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 1 2^{2υz} = 8 2^{2(2z+1)} 2^{−2z} 1 − 2^{−2z} = 2^{−6z+1} 1 − 2^{−2z} . This proves that the assertion also holds for the case c(uρ^{k′} ) = 1.

Case c(uρ^{k′} ) = 3, 7: Notice that all the values of the Kloosterman sums coincide for c(uρ^{k′} ) = 3, 7. In either case, the sum has one additional term compared to the expression (44), namely 1 2^{2z+1} ∞∑ υ=1 2^{2υ+2} 2^{2υ(z+1)} = 8 2^{2(2z+1)} + 8 2^{2(2z+1)} ∞∑ υ=1 2^{2υ} 2^{2υ(z+1)} . The result follows from the case c(uρ^{k′} ) = 5. □

A.3.2. Case 2 | ρ and k odd. In order to complete this case we need some lemmas. As before, we write k = 2k_0 + 1.

Lemma A.19. For r > k_0 +1, μ an integer, and u a unit, the quantity^{x2−22+ku}_{22r} is never an integer. Equivalently, 2^{2r} ∤ x^2 − 2^{2+k}u.

Proof. By assumption, we have that 2r > 2+2k_0. It is clear that 2r > 2+2k_0 +1 = 2+k. In other words, 2r ≥ 3 + k. We have that 2^{2+k} | 2^{2r} or in fact, 2^{3+k} | 2^{2r}.

If we are to assume that 2^{2r} | μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u, then the above observation forces that

2^{2+k} | 2^{2r} | μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u.

Hence, 2^{2+k} | μ^2. But, comparing powers (and parity]), we actually have that

2^{3+k} | x^2.

This, together with the above divisibility, implies

2^{3+k} | 2^{2+k}.

which is impossible. This contradicts our assumption. □

We now have the values of the Kloosterman-type sums:

Lemma A.20. Let q = 2 and suppose that 2^k‖ρ^{k′} . In other words, q = p = 2 and in our previous notation N_K (q) = N_K (p) = 2. If k = 2k_0 + 1 is odd, then the values of ~K_{2υ ,2r} (u) are as given below:

(O-i) Case υ = 0, r = 0: ~K_{1,1}(u) = 4 (O-ii) Case υ > 0, r = 0: ~K_2υ_{,1}(u) = 2^{v+2} − 2^{v+1} (O-iii) Case υ = 0 , r ≤ k_0: ~K_{1,2}r (u) = 2^{2+r} (O-iv) Case υ = 0 , r = 1 + k_0: ~K_{1,2}r (u) = 0 (O-v) Case υ = 0 , r > 1 + k_0: ~K_{1,2}r (u) = 0 (O-vi) Case υ > 0 even , r ≤ k_0: ~K_2υ_{,2}r (u) = 2^{v−1}(2^{r+3} − 2^{r+2}) (O-vii) Case υ > 0 even , r = k_0 + 1: ~K_2υ_{,2}r (u) = 0 (O-viii) Case υ > 0 even , r > k_0 + 1: ~K_2υ_{,2}r (u) = 0 (O-ix) Case υ > 0 odd , r ≤ k_0: ~K_2υ_{,2}r (u) = 2^{υ+r+1} (O-x) Case υ > 0 odd , r = k_0 + 1: ~K_2υ_{,2}r (u) = 0 (O-xi) Case υ > 0 odd , r > k_0 + 1: ~K_2υ_{,2}r (u) = 0

Proof. We do each case separately.

Case υ = r = 0: The calculations are the same as Lemma A.17(i). Case υ > 0, r = 0: The congruence condition is vacuously satisfied in this case. By the periodicity property of the symbol at the even prime (modulo 4), we have

~K_{2υ ,1} = ∑ μ mod 2^{υ+2} ( μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u 2 )_v = 2^υ ∑ μ mod 4 ( μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u 2 )_v

Notice that for k ≥ 1 we always have μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u ≡ μ^2 (mod 8).

Hence, ∑ μ mod 4 ( μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u 2 )_v = ∑ μ mod 4 ( μ^2 2 )_v = ∑ μ mod 4 ( μ^2 2 ) . The final equality follows from the fact that the symbol only take the value 0 or 1 on squares. To evaluate the Kloosterman sum, we only sum over the odd values of μ (which contribute a 1 to the sum). Since there are 2^{υ+1}-many even terms, we get that ~K_{2υ ,1} = 2^{υ+2} − 2^{υ+1}.

Case υ = 0 , r ≤ k_0: The definition of the Kloosterman-type sum becomes ~K_{1,2r} = ∑ μ mod 2^{2r+2} μ^2≡2^{2+k} (mod 2^{2r} ) (μ^2−2^{2+k} u)2^{−2r} ≡0,1 mod 4

( (μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u)2^{−2r} 2 )_0 .

More precisely, a term contributes a 1 to the sum if and only if it is a class μ (mod 2^{2r+2}) such that μ^2 ≡ 2^{2+k}u (mod 2^{2r}), and that satisfies the congruence condition. Otherwise it contributes a 0.

Since r ≤ k_0, we have 2r ≤ 2k_0 < 2 + k, so that this last congruence is actually μ^2 ≡ 2^{2+k}u ≡ 0 (mod 2^{2r}).

Equivalently, μ ≡ 0 (mod 2^r). There are 2^r solutions to this congruence modulo 2^{2r}, and each of them lifts to four solutions modulo 2^{2+2r}.

Suppose that μ = 2^ry is such a solution. Then

μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u 2^{2r} = y^2 · 2^{2r} − 2^{2+k}u

2^{2r}

= y^2 − 2^{2+k−2r}u ≡ y^2 (mod 4).

Where, we have used the fact that 2 + k − 2r = 2 + 1 + 2(k_0 − r) > 2.

The congruence condition is therefore satisfied and we conclude ~K_{1,2r} = 2^{2+r}.

Case υ = 0 , r = 1 + k_0: In this situation

~K_{1,21+k0} = ∑ μ mod 2^{2r+2} μ^2≡2^{2+k}u (mod 2^{2r} ) (μ^2 −2^{2+k}u)2^{−2r} ≡0,1 mod 4

( (μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u)2^{−2r} 2 )_0 .

Here, we will show that the congruence conditions are never satisfied simultaneously. Note that if we require 2^{2r} | μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u then μ = 2^rx, for some x. Upon simplification and using the fact that r = k_0 + 1, μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u 2^{2r}

= x^2 − 2u.

Observe that u ≡ ±1 (mod 4) and that x^2 ± 2 ≢ 0, 1 (mod 4).

This calculation concludes this case.

Case υ = 0 , r > 1 + k_0: Lemma A.19 asserts that the congruence conditions can never be satisfied. This is an empty sum and the Kloosterman sum is 0.

Case υ > 0 even , r ≤ k_0: Using the periodicity of the symbol, we get that ~K_{2υ ,2r} = 2^{υ−1} ∑ μ mod 2^{2r+3} ( (μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u)2^{−2r} 2 )_v . The assumption on r guarantees that 2r < 2r + 1 ≤ 2k_0 + 1 = k < 2 + k.

Therefore, the terms that contribute to the Kloosterman-type sum are those μ (mod 2^{2r+3}) such that

• μ^2 ≡ 2^{2+k}u ≡ 0 (mod 2^{2r}), • μ^2 ≢ 2^{2+k}u (mod 2^{2r+1}) (equivalently, μ^2 ≢ 0 (mod 2^{2r+1})) • they satisfy the congruence condition modulo 4.

Now observe that modulo 2^{2r+1}, there are 2^{r+1} solutions to the first congruence; of those, 2^r satisfy the second one.

Write μ = 2^ry for some solution μ that satisfies the first two the congruence conditions. Then μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u 2^{2r} = y^2 · 2^{2r} − 2^{2+k}u

2^{2r}

= y^2 − 2^{2+k−2r}u ≡ y^2 (mod 4), where we have used the fact that 2 + k − 2r = 3 + 2(k_0 − r) > 2.

The calculations show that the third congruence condition is always satisfied and ~K_{2υ ,2r} = 2^{υ−1}(2^{r+3} − 2^{r+2}).

Case υ > 0 even , r = k_0 + 1: As in the case (O-iv), the congruence conditions are not satisfied simultaneously and the sum is 0.

Case υ > 0 even , r > k_0 + 1: We can once again use Lemma A.19 to show that the sum is 0.

Case υ > 0 odd , r ≤ k_0: As in (O-vi) above, the condition r ≤ k_0 implies that 2r < 2 + k. The quotient^{μ2−22+ku}_{22r} is an integer if and only if 2^r | μ. Writing μ = 2^ry for some y and using the periodicity of the symbol, we can replace the sum over the μ to that over the y. We get

K_2υ_{,2}r = ∑ μ mod 2^{υ+2r+2} μ^2≡2^{2+k}u (mod 2^{2r} ) (μ^2−2^{2+k}u)2^{−2r} ≡0,1 mod 4

( (μ^2 − 2^{2+k}u)2^{−2r} 2 )_v .

= 2^v ∑ y mod 2^{r+2} y^2−2^{2+k−2r} u≡0,1 mod 4

( (2^{2r}y^2 − 2^{2+k}u)2^{−2r} 2 ) .

The congruence condition y^2 − 2^{2+k−2r}u ≡ 0, 1 (mod 4) holds because 2 + k − 2r ≥ 2. Actually, more is true; because r ≤ k_0, we have 2 + k − 2r = 3 + 2(k_0 − r) ≥ 3.

Invoking the periodicity modulo 8 of the symbol and the fact that the congruences condition hold, the sum becomes:

K_2υ_{,2}r = 2^{υ+r} ∑ y mod 4 ( y^2 − 2^{2+k−2r} u 2 )

= 2^{υ+r} ∑ y mod 4 ( y^2 2 )

= 2^{υ+r+1} since contribution comes from y = ±1 and the sum equals 2. Case υ > 0 odd , r = k_0 + 1: As in cases (O-iv) and (O-vii) above, the sum is 0. Case υ > 0 odd , r > k_0 + 1: For this case, we once again use Lemma A.19 to show that the sum is 0. □ Proposition A.21. With notation introduced in Lemma A.20,

D_2 (z, u) = 4

(1 − 2^{z(k+1)})(1 − 1/2^{z+1}) (1 − 1/2^{2z} )(1 − 1/2^z ) Proof. The sum D_2 (z, U) splits into several parts according to the values of r and υ given by Lemma A.20. Cases (O-iv), (O-v), (O-vii), (O-viii), (O-x), and (O-xi) do not contribute to the sum. On the other hand,

• (O-i) contributes 4, • (O-ii) contributes^{2−z+1}_{1−2−z} , • (O-iii) contributes 4 ·^{2−2z (1−2−2k0 z )}

1−2^{−2z} ,

• (O-vi) contributes 2 ·^{2−2z (1−2−2k0z )} 1−2^{−2z} · 2^{−2z} 1−2^{−2z} ,

• (O-ix) contributes 2 ·^{2−2z (1−2−2k0z )} 1−2^{−2z} · 2^{−z} 1−2^{−2z} .

The sum of all these terms gives 4 (1 − 1/2^{z(k+1)})(1 − 1/2^{z+1}) (1 − 1/2^{2z} )(1 − 1/2^z ) . We leave the details to the reader. □

A.3.3. Case 2 | ρ and k even. In this section, we only record the main result.

Proposition A.22. Let q = 2 and suppose that 2^k‖ρ^{k′} with k even; i.e., q = p = 2 and N_K (q) = N_K (p) = 2. Then

D_2 (z, u) = 4^n

(1 − 2^{z(k+1)})(1 − 1/2^{z+1}) (1 − 1/2^{2z} )(1 − 1/2^z ) . Proof. This can be proven in exactly the same way as before. This proof is left as an exercise for the reader. □

References

[Alt13] Salim Ali Altug. Beyond Endoscopy via the trace formula. PhD thesis, Princeton University, 2013.

[Alt15] Salim Ali Altuğ. Beyond endoscopy via the trace formula: 1. Poisson summation and isolation of special representations. Compos. Math., 151(10):1791–1820, 2015.

[Alt17] S Ali Altuğ. Beyond endoscopy via the trace formula, II: asymptotic expansions of Fourier transforms and bounds towards the Ramanujan conjecture. Am. J. Math., 139(4):863–913, 2017.

[Alt20] S Ali Altuğ. Beyond endoscopy via the trace formula–III the standard representation. J. Inst. Math. Jussieu, 19(4):1349–1387, 2020.

[Art03] James Arthur. The principle of functoriality. Bull. Am. Math. Soc., 40(1):39–53, 2003. [Art05] James Arthur. An introduction to the trace formula. Harmonic analysis, the trace formula, and Shimura varieties, 4:1–263, 2005.

[Art17] James Arthur. Problems beyond endoscopy. In Representation Theory, Number Theory, and Invariant Theory, pages 23–45. Springer, 2017.

[Art18] James Arthur. A stratification related to characteristic polynomials. Adv. Math., 327:425– 469, 2018.

[Art23] James G. Arthur. The work of Robert Langlands, 2023. arxiv preprint 2307.02571. [CNT23] Laurent Clozel, James Newton, and Jack A. Thorne. Non-abelian base change for symmetric power liftings of holomorphic modular forms, 2023. arxiv preprint 2312.01774.

[DV18] David S Dummit and John Voight. The 2-Selmer group of a number field and heuristics for narrow class groups and signature ranks of units. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc., 117(4):682–726, 2018.

[Esp23a] Malors Espinosa. Multiplicative formula of Langlands for orbital integrals in GL(2), 2023. arxiv preprint 2402.08013.

[Esp23b] Malors Espinosa. Zeta functions of certain quadratic orders. J. Number Theory, 252:379–404, 2023.

[Fen23] Tony Feng. Modular functoriality in the local Langlands correspondence, 2023. arxiv preprint 2312.12542.

[FLN10] Edward Frenkel, Robert Langlands, and Báo Châu Ngô. Formule des traces et fonctorialité: le début d’un programme. Ann. Sci. Math. Québec, 34(2):199–243, 2010.

[Gel96] Stephen Gelbart. Lectures on the Arthur–Selberg trace formula, volume 9 of University Lecture Series. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996.

[GKM^+18] Oscar E. González, Chung Hang Kwan, Steven J. Miller, Roger Van Peski, and Tian An Wong. On smoothing singularities of elliptic orbital integrals on GL(n) and beyond endoscopy. J. Number Theory, 183:407–427, 2018.

[Gor22] Julia Gordon. Orbital integrals and normalizations of measures (with appendix by matthew koster), 2022.

[IK04] Henryk Iwaniec and Emmanuel Kowalski. Analytic number theory, volume 53 of American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2004.

[JL70] H. Jacquet and R. P. Langlands. Automorphic forms on GL(2), volume Vol. 114 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1970.

[KKS00] Kazuya Kato, Nobushige Kurokawa, and Takeshi Saitō. Number theory 2: Introduction to Class Field Theory. AMS Bookstore, 2000.

[KL06] Andrew Knightly and Charles Li. Traces of Hecke operators. Number 133. American Mathematical Soc., 2006.

[Kot05] Robert Kottwitz. Harmonic analysis on reductive groups and Lie algebras. In Harmonic analysis, the trace formula, and Shimura varieties. 2005.

[Laf15] Laurent Lafforgue. Formules de Poisson non linéaires et principe de fonctorialité de Langlands. In Introduction to modern mathematics, volume 33 of Adv. Lect. Math. (ALM), pages 323–347. Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2015.

[Lan80] Robert P. Langlands. Base change for GL(2), volume No. 96 of Annals of Mathematics Studies. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ; University of Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1980.

[Lan97] R. P. Langlands. Representations of abelian algebraic groups. Pacific J. Math., pages 231– 250, 1997. Olga Taussky-Todd: in memoriam.

[Lan04] Robert P. Langlands. Beyond endoscopy. In Contributions to automorphic forms, geometry, and number theory, pages 611–697. Johns Hopkins Univ. Press, Baltimore, MD, 2004.

[Lem10] Franz Lemmermeyer. Reciprocity laws: from Euler to Eisenstein. Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, 2010.

[Roh11] David E. Rohrlich. Root numbers. In Arithmetic of L-functions, volume 18 of IAS/Park City Math. Ser., pages 353–448. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2011.

[She79] D. Shelstad. Orbital integrals for GL2(R). In Automorphic forms, representations and Lfunctions (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Oregon State Univ., Corvallis, Ore., 1977), Part 1,, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., XXXIII, pages 107–110. 1979.

[SY13] K. Soundararajan and Matthew P. Young. The prime geodesic theorem. J. Reine Angew. Math., 676:105–120, 2013.

[Ven04] Akshay Venkatesh. “Beyond endoscopy” and special forms on GL(2). J. Reine Angew. Math., 577:23–80, 2004.

[Yun13] Zhiwei Yun. Orbital integrals and Dedekind zeta functions. In The legacy of Srinivasa Ramanujan, volume 20 of Ramanujan Math. Soc. Lect. Notes Ser., pages 399–420. Ramanujan Math. Soc., Mysore, 2013.

[Zag06] Don Zagier. Modular forms whose Fourier coefficients involve zeta-functions of quadratic fields. In Modular Functions of One Variable VI: Proceedings International Conference, University of Bonn, Sonderforschungsbereich Theoretische Mathematik July 2–14, 1976, pages 105–169. Springer, 2006.

Department of Mathematics, Oklahoma State University; 401 MSCS, Stillwater, OK 74078 USA

Email address: melissa.emory@okstate.edu

Department of Mathematics,University of Toronto; 40 St. George St., Toronto, ON M5S 2E4 CANADA

Email address: srolam.espinosalara@mail.utoronto.ca

Department of Mathematical and Statistical Sciences, UTRGV; 1201 W University Drive, Edinburg, TX 78539 USA Email address: dkundu@math.toronto.edu

Department of Mathematics,University of Michigan-Dearborn; 4901 Evergreen Rd, Dearborn, MI 48128 USA Email address: tiananw@umich.edu