APAW Notes

Niven Achenjang

July 2022

These are notes on talks given in “APAW” which took place at the University of Oregon. Unfortunately

for the reader, these notes are live-texed and so their quality is upper bounded both by my (quite) limited

ability to understand the material in real time and by my typing speed. With that in mind, they are

doubtlessly missing content/insight present in the talks and certainly contain confusions not present in

the talks. Despite all this, I hope that you can still find some use of them. Enjoy and happy mathing.
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1 Samit Dasgupta: Ribet’s Method

Note 1. These are slide talks, so quite likely they’ll be too fast for me to take good notes... On the other

hand, there are slides and lecture recordings on the workshop website.

1.1 Lecture 1 (7/26) — Ribet’s Method I: Converse to Herbrand’s Theorem

Today we want to describe Ribet’s theorem. Dick Gross called this theorem a ‘lightning bolt’ when it
first appeared.
Let p be an odd prime, let H = Q(p,), a CM field. Let G = Gal(H/Q) = FX and consider

P
x:Gg —FX, o(¢) = g;(U).

Notation 1.1.1. Let CI(H) denote the class group of H, the group of fractional ideals modulo the
principal fraction ideals.
Let A = CI(H) ® F,, the p-part of the class group. This has a natural G-action (i.e. A is an Fp-linear

G-rep), so we can write
A=Pa’, 2" ={aeA:0(a)=x"0) a,0€C}

(since ged(#G,p) = 1).
Theorem 1.1.2 (Ribet). Let k be a positive even integer, k Z 0 (mod p — 1). Then,

B 1—k
plCl—k)=—=F = A" #0.
Remark 1.1.3. Herbrand had proven the other direction of this. o

Remark 1.1.4. The class number formula (dividing the results for H and H") implies that p | {(1 — k)

for some positive even k implies that
A= P a7 #o.
k even

Ribet’s theorem is like a character-by-character refinement of what one would get just using the class

number formula. o

Here’s a diagram of Ribet’s method due to Barry Mazur (see Figure .
Whirlwind summary of Ribet’s proof:

e Eisenstein series

1—k >
Ey, = % +;Uk71(n)qn € M.

Above, o1 is the (k — 1)st power divisor function.

e There exists g € M, with constant term 1 (and integral Fourier coefficients). Define the cusp form

f=Ey—C(1-k)/2-g €5



/ ¢-functions Class Groups

Eisenstein Series Galois Cohomology Classes

Cusp Forms Galois Representations

\_/

Figure 1: A diagram of Ribet’s method

(In particular, do not just take g = 2Fy/((1 — k))

o If p| ((1—k), then f = Ej (mod p).

This is because g has integral Fourier coefficients.

e The Deligne-Serre Lifting Lemma implies that there is a cuspidal eigenform with the same congru-

ence property.

o Galois representation associated to f:
p: GQ — GLQ(ZP).

e The congruence implies it is reducible mod p

1 b(o
p modp= (O Xk_(l()O'))

e Cohomology class Answer:
#(o) = blo)x' (o) € B! (G, Fyp (X' ™). o, Bee
e.g. proof
e Ribet shows this class is nonzero and unramified. of Lemma
- 116
e Class field theory implies the existence of such a class is equivalent to AX ~ #£ 0.
—
CFT gives the following lemma, where F' = Q(u,,) from now on Remember:
1—k . . ) ) . o ) A is a quo-
Lemma 1.1.5. AX" ~ # 0 if and only if there exists a Galois extension E/Q satisfying the following tient of
ient o
conditions: CI(F)

— EDF, and Gal(E/F) =T,
— E is everywhere unramified over F

— The action of G on Gal(E/F) via conjugation is given by the character x* =%, i.e.

oto =7 ") for 5 € Gal(E/Q) and T € Gal(E/F).



Proof Sketch. Let H be the Hilbert class field of F, so H is everywhere unramified over F', and
Gal(H/F) = CI(F). Furthermore, the action of G = Gal(F'/Q) on LHS via conjugation corresponds
to natural action on RHS.

If AX' ™" £ 0, choose any nonzero functional AX " — F,, and let F be the fixed field of

k

Gal(H/F) 2 CI(F) - A » AX " S F,.

This F has all the desired properties by construction. These steps are reversible, so get other

implication as well. |

Recall 1.1.6. (First) Galois cohomology is
H' (Go, Fy(x' 7)) = 2'/B",

where

Z'={k:Gg —F,: k(07) = k(o) + X' F(0)r(T)},

and
B'={k,(0) =(1—x"F(o)z: 2z €F,}.

O]

Definition 1.1.7 (unramified classes). For each place v of Q, choose an inertia group I, C G, C Gg.

There is a restriction map
HI(GQvFP(Xl_k)) - Hl(Ime(Xl_k))'

We define H. (Gg,F,(x' ")) to be the intersection of the kernels of these restriction maps. o

Lemma 1.1.8. There exists a field extension E as in Lemma [I.1.5] iff

Hy (Go, Fp(x' ™)) # 0.

Proof. Let s : G — Gal(E/Q) (G = Gal(F/Q)) denote a splitting of the canonical projection Gal(E/Q) —

G (exists by size considerations, kernel and image have coprime sizes). Define
k(o) =0 -s(c™|p) € Gal(E/F).

Ezercise. This is a 1-cocycle, and is independent (mod coboundaries) of the section chosen.

We check x is unramified at all places v of Q. If w is a place of F', then the restriction of k to I, is

clearly trivial since F is unramified over F'. Now, we use inflation-restriction
0— Hl(Iv/Iw’FP(Xl_k)) - Hl(Ivva(Xl_k)) - Hl(Iwan(Xl_k))~

Since |I,/I,,| divides (p — 1) the left term vanishes. Hence, the image of x in H'(I,,, F,(x'~*)) vanishes

as well (since it’s restriction to I, is 0).

'1t’s a subquotient of Gal(F/Q) ~ F)



We check k is non-trivial. Altering x by a coboundary amounts to choosing a different section in its
definition, so if x is a trivial cohomology class, we may assume that it is even trivial as a cocycle (choose
a different section). However, then o = s(o|p) which is absurd. This would imply that s is surjective

even though it’s mapping from a smaller group.

Egercise. Do the reverse direction. That is, given & € Hy, (G, F,(x'~*)) non-trivial, consider
kg, € H(Gp,Fp(x* %)) = Hom(Gp,F,).

Let E be the fixed field of the kernel of k|g,. Show that F has the desired properties. |

Goal (Reduction of Ribet’s theorem). Tt suffices to show HL (Go,F,(x' %)) # 0.
Remark 1.1.9. Tn fact, it suffices to show H} (G, Fy(x'~*)) # 0 for some p-power g. This is because, as
an abelian group, Fpr = F2". )

Much of the trick in using Ribet’s method is observing that the desired result can be restated as the
existence of some cohomology class.
Now we start on the LHS of the cycle from before, and we want to see how to get a Galois cohomology

class. Start with

1-k)
E, = % —+ ;kal(’lqu € M.
This is basically integral (except possible for the constant term). This is an element of My, the space of
weight k& modular forms for SLy(Z).
Example. The numerators of the constant terms in Ey, Fg are both = 1. AN

Lemma 1.1.10. For every even k > 4, there exists g € My, with integer Fourier coefficients and constant

term 1. Specifically,

1 1
E4—%+ andEG—fer....
Proof. Write k = 4a + 6b with a,b > 0, and set g = (240E4)*(—504F¢)®. [ ]
Now we let -k
g = FE) — 59 € Sk

If p| ¢(1 - k), then ¢’ = Ex, mod p.
Notation 1.1.11. Let R = Z,y = Z[1/q : q # p).
Note ¢’ € Sk(R).

Theorem 1.1.12 ((Consequence of?) Deligne-Serre Lifting Theorem). Suppose p | ((1 — k). Then
there exists a number field K, a prime ideal p | p, and a cuspidal eigenform f € Sx(Ok) such that

f=¢ =E; modp.

Proof. Let T denote the Hecke algebra of Sk(R)E| Since ¢’ is congruent to an eigenform, the map

2T = Z[Ty : €]

I guess
Eisenstein
series are
eigenforms
since cusp
forms span
a codim 1

anthanace




t — ai(t-g") (mod p) is a ring homomorphisnﬂ T — F,. Let m denote the kernel. Since p € m is not
nilpotent, there exists a prime ideal 8 C m not containing p. Let K = Frac(T/93), a number field by
finite dimensionality of the space of cusp forms. We then define

f = Zanna

n>1

where T',, denotes the image of the Hecke operator T,, € T in the integral domain T/%B. Since each T},
satisfies a monic integer polynomial (by Cayley-Hamilton), it follows that f € Sx(0k). The maximal
ideal m gives rise to a maximal ideal p of Ok such that f = ¢’ = Ej (mod p). |

Remark 1.1.13. The eigenform f is p-ordinary in the sense that a,(f) is a p-adic unit, since
ap(f) = ap(By) =145 =1 (mod p), o
Notation 1.1.14. Let E = K, (completion at p), & = O, and m be the maximal ideal of .
Theorem 1.1.15 (Deligne, Hida, Wiles). There exists a continuous irreducible representation
p: Gg — GLa(E)

such that
e p is unramified outside p
e For { # p, char(p(Froby)) = 22 — ay(f)x + £+~1

e Restricting to the one place it’s ramified,

| N T]—lgk‘,—l *
G, — ;
PlGy 0 0

where € is the p-adic cyclotomic character, and n is an unramified character such that n(art(p)) =
ap(f). Here, ap(f) ts the unit root of

22 —a,(flz+p" 1t =0.

The only thing from the thrid bullet point above we need to know about 7 is that it is unramified.

Lemma 1.1.16 (Ribet’s Lemma, Version 1). There exists a basis for p such that

.« )= (a(d) b(oi) € GLa(0),

c(o) d(o
e a(0)=1,c(0) =0, d(o) = x*!(0) mod m

e k(o) :=0b(0) - x'F(0) € O/m is a cocycle defining a non-trivial class in H*(Gg, (€ /m)(x*~*)).

3ring homomorphism and not just linear map since ¢’ = Ej,



Proof. Modulo m,
char(p(Froby)) = 22 — (F 71 + Dz 4+ £~ = (2 — 1) (z — £F71)
is reducible. By Cebotarv density, we get
char(p(c)) = (z — 1)(@ = ¥*"1(¢)) (mod m)

for all o € Gg. Fix T € Gg such that x*~1(t) # 1. Such a 7 exists since k # 1 (mod p— 1), so x*71 # 1.
By Hensel’s lemma, p(T) has two distinct eigenvalues A1, Ay € & such that

M =1and X =x""1(1) (mod m).

p(t) = (Aol i) :

We know (integrality condition by Cebotarev) that

Choose a basis now such that

Tr(p(o)) = a(o) + d(o) € € and Tr(p(oT)) = a(o)r +d(o)A2 € 0.

Mutiplying the first by A1 and subtracting, we get (A1 — A3)d(0) € €. Since \y Z A2 mod m, we see
that d(o) € 0. Then we get a(o) € 0.

At this point, we're out of time, so we’ll pick up here next lecture... |

1.2 Lecture 2 (7/27)

Our goal is

Theorem 1.2.1 (Ribet). Let k be a positive even integer, k 20 (mod p — 1). Then,

plcl-ky=—2F = a4 20

Last time we had constructed a congruence between a cuspidal eigenform f € S; (k) and an Eisen-
stein series Ej. Attached to the eigenform was a Galois rep p : Gg — GL2(F) which is unramified outside

of p. We were in the middle last time of proving Ribet’s Lemma

Lemma 1.2.2 (Ribet’s Lemma, Version 1, Lemma [1.1.16)). There exists a basis for p such that

o p= (a(a) b(0)> S GLz(ﬁ),

(o) d(o)
e a(o)=1,c(0) =0, d(o) = x* (o) modm
e 1(0) :=b(c)-x'"*(0) € O/m is a cocycle defining a non-trivial class in H*(Go, (€ /m)(x*~*)).

Proof continued. We showed that

char(p(o)) = (z — 1)(z — x""'(0)) (mod m)



for all o € Gg. Since x*~! # 1 (mod p), we can choose T € G with x*~!(1) # 1. We used this to
construct A, A2 € & with A\ — A2 € & which were used to show that a(c),d(c) € &. Since

Tr(p(0)) = a(0) +d(0) = 1+ x* (o) (mod m),

and similarly one gets
Tr(p(ot)) =1+ x*"*(o1) (mod m),

we can solve to obtain a(c) = 1,d(c) = x*~'(0) (mod m).

The function Gg — FE given by o + b(o) has bounded image since Gg is compact and p is continuous.
It’s also not identically zero since p is irreducible. Therefore, there exists T € Gg for which b(T") # 0
and ord, (b(T')) is minimized. Conjugating by

1 0
0 b(t)

leaves a(c) and d(o) unchanged, but replaces b(c) ~ b(c)/b(T"). We may therefore assume that b(c) € &

(since b(T') had minimal valuation) for all o, and b(t') = 1.

Ezercise. Show ¢(o) € m, and so

Now,

Define
(o) = x"*(0)b(o) € Z' (Gg, O /m(x' 7))

Let’s show it’s non-trivial as a cohomology class. If k is a coboundary, then
(o) = (1 —x'7*(0))x for some z € O/m.

Plug in ¢ = 7 to get
0=1-x""1)zr = 2=0 = k=0

(since x'7*(t) # 1). This contradicts b(t') = 1, and concludes the proof of Ribet’s lemma. [ |
It remains to show that k is everywhere unramified.
e x is unramified at all finite v # p since p is
e x is unramified at oo since p is odd (and 2 = #1, is relative prime to p)

e To show k is unramified at p, we use Ribet’s Wrench:

(1 b(o) N Yo«
p<o>—<0 xk*(o))’ . ”'*"( 0 1)



(since 7 in Theorem [1.1.15| is unramified). Since y*~! # 1, this can only happen if k|1, is a

k-1

coboundary. Have 1,y as both a sub and quotient will only happen if the representation is split

(on the inertia group) which only happens if |7, is a coboundary.

This concludes the proof of Ribet’s theorem.

Ezercise. Explicitly exhibit k] 1, as a coboundary.

1.2.1 Generalizations

We showed
plC(1—Fk) = p|#(CUF)®Z,)"

What if p? | (1 — k)?
This is the type of question attempted to be answer by the Main Conjecture of Iwasawa Theory. We
should have p? | #(CL(F) ® Z,)X .

Warning 1.2.3. Hard to determine the group structure. °

One of the main obstracles in generalizing Ribet’s argument is that after construction a cusp form
g € Sy, such that g = E;, (mod p?), there is no generalization of the Deligne-Serre Lifting Theorems that
yields a cuspidal eigenform f such that f = g = Ej, (mod p?). A typical sigutation is that there are two
normalized cuspidal eigenforms f1, fo = Ej (mod p) and g = (f1 + f2)/2.

Working over Z,,, consider Hecke algebra
T={(a,b) €ZyxZp:a=b (modp)}

(Ty — (ae(f1),ae(f2))) acting on span of fi, fo. The (non-Eigen) cusp form g = Ej (mod p?) yields a

Z,-algebra homomorphism

T — 7.)p°Z
T, +— a1(Teg) = ag(Ey) =1+ 051

Example. If g = (f1 + f2)/2, this is (a,b) — (a+b)/2. A

In general, we won’t be able to say much about the structure of T: it is a Noetherian commutative
ring of characteristic zero. We have a homomorphism ¢ : T — Z/p?Z sending Ty +— 1 + £¥~1. If we use
only Hecke operators away from the level, we can assume T is reduced. If we localize at the maximal ideal

containing the kernel of ¢, we can assume T is local.

Example. Recall our toy example
T={(a,b) €Zy, xZp:a=b (modp)},

with each copy of Z,, corresponds to one cuspidal eigenform f;. Each has an associated Galois represen-
tation p; : Gg — GL2(Q,). We thus obtain

p=p1xp2:Gog — GL2(Q, x Qp),



and we note that Q, x Q, = Frac(T) (total ring of fractions). A

Theorem 1.2.4. There exists a continuous irreducible representation
p: Gg — GL3(K) where K = Frac(T),

such that
e p is unramified outside p.

e For { # p, char(p(Froby)) = 22 — Tyz + ¢~ 1.

| N (n—1€k—1 *>
PlGq, =
n

Theorem 1.2.5 (Ribet’s Lemma, Version 1). Let T be a complete dvr with mazimal ideal m. Let G

(n still an unramified character).

be a compact group. Suppose we are given
p: G — GLy(K) with K = Frac(T),
continuous, irreducible s.t.

char(p(g)) = (z — x1(9))(z — x2(g9)) (mod m)

for characters x1,x2 : G — T* with x1 £ x2 (mod m). Then, there exists a nonzero cohomology class
k€ H (G, T/m(xax; )

Theorem 1.2.6 (Ribet’s Lemma, Version 2). Let T be a reduced complete local Noetherian ring,

I CT an ideal. Suppose we’re given a compact group G and a continuous representation
p:G— GLy(K), K =TFrac(T)
such that

char(p(g)) = (z — x1(9))(z — x2(g9)) (mod I)

for characters x1,x2 : G — T* with x1 #Z x2 (mod m). Suppose that for each projection K — k onto
a field, the projection of p is irreducible. Then, there exists a fractional ideal B C K and a surjective

cohomology class
k€ H' (G, (B/IB)(x2x1")) -

Definition 1.2.7. The cohomology class above being surjective means that the image of every repre-

sentative cocycle generates B/IB as a T-module. In other words... o

We wan to prove version 2 of Ribet’s lemma now



Proof Sketch of Lemma[1.2.6 Fix T € G s.t. x1(t) #Z x2(t) (mod m). By hensel’s lemma, p(t) has two
distinct eigenvalues Ay, A2 € T... Same argument as before shows a(c),d(o) € T. Unlike the dvr case, we
will not be able to show that b(c),c(o) € T. Note that

b(o)e(t) = a(o1) — a(o)a(T) € T.

The data of (a(0),d(0),b(c)c(T)) for 0,7 € G is known as a pseudorepresentation of G valued in T.
We won’t use the perspective of pseudoreps in this course.

We can still show a(o) = x1(7) and d(0) = x2(0) mod I as before. Let B be the T-module generated
by {b(o) : 0 € G}. By continuity assumption, B is a f.g. T-submodule of K. The irreduciblity assumption
implies that B ®1 K = K, so B is a fractional ideal. Note

b(ot) = a(a)b(t) + b(a)d(t) = x1(0)b(T) + b(0)x2(T) (mod I),
and define
k(o) = x3 ' (0)b(0) € Z' (Go, B/TB(x1x5 1)) -

Suppose
k(o) = K'(0) + (1 = x1x5 (o))

for some cocycle £’ valued in a proper T-submodule B’ C B/IB (i.e. that x not surjective). Plug in
o =1 to get
0=r'(1) + (1 - x1xa (),

so x € B'. Hence, r(o) € B’ for all ¢ € G. However, the elements k() = x5 ' (0)b(0) generate B as a

T-module by definition, so we have a contradiction. |

Even though B may not be isomorphic to T as a T-module, in some sense B/IB is “as large as” T/I,

which is usually good enough for application. More precisely,
Fittr(B/IB) C Fittp(T/I) = I,

where Fitt dentoes the Oth Fitting ideal.
Definition 1.2.8. Let R be a commutative ring, and let M be a finitely presented R-module:

R R M —0.

The Oth Fitting ideal Fitt g (M) is the ideal of R generated by all mxm minors of the matrix representing
the map f. o

Example. If n = m, then we say M is quadratically presented over R, and Fittp(M) = (det(f)). A
Exzxercise.
e The Fitting ideal does not depend on the chosen presentation

e Fittgr(R/I) =1 for any ideal I C R

10



FittR(M) C ADDR(M)

o If R =17, and M is a finitely generated abelian group, then Fittz(M) = 0 if M is infinite, but
Fittz(M) = (#M) is M is finite.

o If M — M’, then Fittp(M’) O Fittz(M)

Base change: If S is an R-algebra, then
Fittg(M ®g S) = Fittg(M) - S.

(Note this is false for annihilators in place of Fitting ideal)

Corollary 1.2.9. If B C K = Frac(T) is a fractional ideal, then
Fitty(B/IB) C Fitty(T/I) = I.

Proof. Annt(B) = 0, so Fitty(B) = 0. Therefore, Fitty,;(B/IB) = 0 (use base change), so Fittr(B/IB) C
I (use base change again?). ]
1.3 Lecture 3 (7/28)
Today we want to talk about the Brumer-Stark conjecture.
Setup 1.3.1.

e Let F' be a totally real field

e Let H be a finite Galois extension, and a CM field

e Let G = Gal(H/F), assumed abelian

e Let S be the set of infinite places and ramified places

e Let T be a finite set of places, disjoint from S

e Define
1

Lsr(x.s) =[] = (p) Nm(p)— IT (1 = x(p) Nm(p)' =)

pgS peET

with x a character on G = Gal(H/F).

When Y is the trivial character, the second factor should cancel the pole at s = 1.
Fix a prime p of F' and a prime 3 of H above p. Assume that p splits completely in H.

Conjecture 1.3.2 (Tate-Brumer-Stark). There exists u € Og[l/p]* such that |u| = 1 under each
embedding H — C,

Lsr(x,0) = > x" (o) ords(o(u))
oceG

for all characters x of G, and w =1 (mod qCy) for allq € T.

11



This gives the existence of special units in the abelian extensions of totally real fields. Note in general,
we don’t know how to construct the abelian extensions of totally real fields.

This conjecture goes back to work of Stickelberger (showed Gauss sums had valuations related to zeta
values), Brumer, Stark, Tate, etc. Sounds like Brumer made the conjecture for finite places, Stark for

infinite places, and it was Tate who realized these were the same conjecture (just at different places).

Theorem 1.3.3 (D.-Kakde). There exists
we oyl /p)* 2 2[1/2)

satisfying the conditions of the Brumer-Stark conjecture.
(Remove the 1/2 above is motivation for last lecture(s). missed some stuff...)

Theorem 1.3.4 (Deligne-Ribet, Cassou-Nogués). There is a unique © € Z[G] such that

X(©) = Lsr(x~",0)

for all characters x of G.

(In particular, Lg’s actually give algebraic integers. This better be true if Brumer-Stark is). The
fact you can get a (unique) such © in C[G] is obvious. The content is that you can get something in Z[G]
here.

Let’s look at class groups (to get relation to cohomology). Define (only kill principals generated by
things which are 1 mod all primes of T')

cr(H) =

This is a G-module.

Remark 1.3.5. Brumer-Stark states that © annihilates C17 (H).
Saying that 93© is trivial in the class group is saying that € = (u) (with u = 1 (mod T)). Taking
valuations of this equality at prime ideals gives the equation showing up in the Brumer-Stark conjecture.

There’s some subtley here at p = 2 which goes away if you invert 2.

To show this annihilation statement, it suffices to prove that
© € Anng, g (CI" (H) 22,

for all primes p. D.—Kakde are only able to do this for odd p. o

Let ¢ be complex conjugation in G. Define
ZplG)- = Zp[G]/(1 + ¢), M_=M/(1+c)M

for any Z[G]-module M. Note ¢ = —1 in Z,[G]_.

Below two thereoms are conjectures of Kurihara, Burns, and Sano. THey were proved by D.—Kakde.

12



Theorem 1.3.6. For odd primes p, we have
()eﬂm&WL(Cfﬂﬂ!)CAmmwﬂJCFuﬂVy:AmﬁCFUﬁ)

where V is Pontryagin dual.

Theorem 1.3.7. For odd primes p, we have

Fitth[G]_ (VE(H),) =(0).

We won’t define the nabla above, but it’s some G-module made from class field theory. There is a
canonical map
VIH)_ - o' (H)Y.

Therefore, the Kurihara-Burns-Sano conjecture implies the Brumer-Stark conjecture:

| <

Fitty (¢ (VE(H)-) = () = © € Fitty, g (CI"(H)Y)
= 0O¢ Anan[G]_ (CIT(H) )
= 0O ¢c Anan[G]f (CIT(H)_)

| <

This is starting to look related to Ribet’s method. Though one needs to relate nabla to Galois cohomology.

Theorem 1.3.8. For a Z[1/2][G]--module N, a surjection
VI(H). - N

is equivalent to a cohomology class k € H(Gg, N) satisfying certain local conditions.

That is, D.-Kakde found a functor represented by V. At this point, they want a surjective cohomology

class living in a large module (or something like this?).

Corollary 1.3.9. To prove FittZP[G]f(Vg(H)_) C (©), it suffices to construct a Z,|G]--module N, and
a cohomology class k € H (G, N) satifying local conditions such that Fittz (g1 (V) C (©).

Theorem 1.3.10. The inclusion above implies an equality:
Fitty, (6) (V5(H)-) = (6).
The hypothesis of the above corollary is the type of thing that Ribet’s method tries to produce.

1.3.1 Hilbert Modular Forms

Let F be a totally real field of degree n. If #CIT(F) = 1, a Hilbert modular form for F is a
holomorphic function
fH"—C

13



such that for all v = (a

b
d> € GLj (OF) we have f|, = f, where
c

n
_ a1z1 + by An2n + by

_ o d )R .
Tz z) = [ [z + di) f(c1z1+d1’ ’cnzn+dn)

i=1
Above a;, b;, ¢;, d; are the images of a, b, ¢, d under the n embeddings F' — R.

Remark 1.3.11. When n > 1, you get the necessary growth condition automatically. This is essentially
because the cusps are still points, and so have high codimension (functions have poles in codimension 1,

so can’t one at just a point). o

What about forms with level? Let n C OF be an ideal, and define
Fo(n) = {’y € GL;(@F) ce Il} .

For x : (Op/n)" — C*, we define the space My(n,x) of nebentypus x to be the holomorphic f :
H"™ — C such that...
In the general case h = # CIT(F) > 1, a Hilbert modular form will be an h-tuple of holomorphic

functions H" — C, each with a modularity property with respect to a certain congruence subgroup. A

more natural definition is as a function on a certain adelic space. A Hilbert modular form f is described

by its Fourier coefficients
c(m, f),m C Op nonzero, ¢, (0, f),\ € CIT(F).

Each coeflicient above is € C.
Remark 1.3.12. The nonzero ideals of g = 7Z are in bijection with the positive integers. o

Define
Mp(Z) :={f € My, : c¢(m, f),cx(0, f) € Z always} .

In general, My(R) := My(Z) ® R.
Fact. For any R C C, we have

Mlc(R) = {f € My : C(ITI, f)?ck(())f) €ER always} .
In particular, there’s a C-basis for M}, consisting of integral forms.
A group ring valued modular form is an element of

My(G) ={f € My(Z,|G]) : x(f) has nebentypus x for all characters x of G}.

Over a field, this would the direct sum of the forms of various nebentypi. With integral coefficients,

there’s an additional congruence condition baked in.

Example (Eisenstein Series). F1(G) € M;(G) defined by -

Answer:

14 The degree
of the to-
tally real

field, i.e. n



1

cmE(G) = Y 0w (0, Fi(G) = 5,0

a>m
(a,9)=1
(this must be modified in level 1). A

These Eisenstein series give the connection to ©. Now consider
(C]
f=E(G)Vi — 53Hr+1(G)

(which is cuspidal at oo) where Vi, and Hyy1(G) have constant term 1. This is cuspidal at infinity.

Choose Vi =1 (mod p"), where © | p" away from trivial zeros.
f=Ei(G) (mod ©).

The existence of Vj, and Hy1(G) are non-trivial theorems of Jesse Silliman, generalizing reslults of Hida | Apparently

and Chai. This can be modified to yield a cusp form f satisfying f = E. doing/did
The congrunce f = F1(G) (mod ©) yields a homomorphism his postdoc
with Das-
¢ : T — Zp[G]-/(O), Ty 1+ x(0), gupta

where x : Gg — G is the caononical character. Note this Hecke algebra T is a largely mysterious object.

Theorem 1.3.13 (Deligne, Carayol, Hida, Wiles). There exists a continuosu irreducible representation
p:Gp — GLa(K), K = Frac(T)

such that
e p is unramified outside p (and the level)

o Forl +#p,
char(p(Froby)) = 2 — Tyx + Nm(£)* 1,

N nflgk‘fl *
pla, = :
U

char p(Froby) = ... (mod I).

If I :=ker(p), we have

This put’s us in the setting of Ribet’s Lemma Applying it as a black box yields a fractional ideal
B C K =Frac(T) and a cohomology class

ke H' (Gp,B/IB(x™)).
We have Fitty,;(B/IB) = 0, so Fittz, c)_/e(B/IB) =0, so
FittZP[G]i(B/IB) C (0).
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Now apply Corollary hopefully...
There are local conditions we need satisfied. Pretend for now that x is unramified at p. Then all the

local conditions will be satisfied, and one gets VL(H)_ — B/©B. Hence,
Fitt(VL(H)_) C Fitt(B/©B) C (©)

since B is a faithful Z,[G]-module.
How do you get a class unramified at p? “This is probably the deepest part of our paper.”

(Step 1) There is a non-zero divisor z € Z,[G] such that we can construct a “higher congruence”

f=Ei(G) (mod z0)

— x measures “trivial zeros at p”
— Requires detailed construction of cusp form

— Calculation of constant terms of Eisenstein series at all cusps

(Step 2) Define
B'={(b(o):0€I,,p|p)C B, B=B/(xOB,B),

and
k(o) = [0]7b(0) € HY(GF, B).

% is now tautologically unramified at p since we killed inertia above p. Hence, we get

VIH). - B.

(Step 3) A miracle:

Fitt(B) - () C Fitt(B/zO©B) C (z0).
Hence, Fitt(VL(H)_) C Fitt(B) C (©) (z a non-zero divisor) as before.
Last talk tomorrow we’ll discuss new directions (for example, related to p = 2 part of Brumer-Stark).
Question 1.3.14 (Audience). Can you say a bit about what goes wrong with p = 27

Answer. In application of Ribet’s lemma, have hypothesis x1 #Z x2 (mod m). We need xy; = 1 and
X2 = X. For us, x(¢) = —1 (¢ = complex conjugation), and 1 Z —1 (mod m) if m 1 2, so we’re good there.
However at 2, it’s possible that x; and y2 become congruent. Hence, need a version of Ribet’s lemma

which handles this case (will be stated next time). *

1.4 Lecture 4 (7/29) — Ribet’s Method IV, New Directions: The Residually
Inditinguishable Case

They’ve been working on this argument for a couple years and apparently just came up with the idea(s)
they needed a couple weeks ago.

Applications of Ribet’s method
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e Main Conjectecure of Iwasawa Theory

Mazur—Wiles, Wiles

e (Cases of Bloch-Kato
Bellaiche-Chenavier (spelling?)

e Main conjecture of Iwasawa theory for elliptic curves
Skinner—Urban

e Gross—Stark and Brumer—Stark conjectures, ETNC
D.-Darmon-Pollack-Kakde—Ventullo

e Class grou of Q(N'/7)

Lang-Wake

Theorem 1.4.1 (Ribet’s Lemma, Version 2, Theorem [1.2.6). Let T be a reduced complete local

Noetherian ring, I C T an ideal. Suppose we’re given a compact group G and a continuous representation
p: G — GLy(K), K =Frac(T)

such that
char(p(g)) = (z — x1(9))(z — x2(g9)) (mod I)

for characters x1,x2 : G — T with x1 Z x2 (mod m). Suppose that for each projection K — k onto
a field, the projection of p is irreducible. Then, there exists a fractional ideal B C K and a surjective
cohomology class

ke H (G, (B/IB)(x2x7 ")) -
This was state of the art until recent work proving...

Theorem 1.4.2 (Ribet’s Lemma, Version 3, ‘Residually indistinguishable case’, D.—Kakde-Silliman-Wang).
Let T be a reduced complete local Noetherian ring, I C T an ideal. Suppose given a compact group G and

a continuous representation
p: G — GLy(K), K :=TFrac(T)

such that
char(p(g)) = (= — x1(9))(z — x2(g9)) (mod I)

for characters x1,x2 : G — T*. Suppose that for each projection K — k onto a field, the pro-
jection of p is irreducible. Then there exists a f.g. T-module M and a surjective cohomology class
w € HY(G, M(xax7")) such that Fittp(M) C 1.

We want to spend the rest of today going over the proof of this theorem. Warning: it is hard.
Theorem 1.4.3 (Ophir—Weiss, Hajjar Mufioz). The previous theorem holds when T is a dvr

Ophir-Weiss study versions of Ribet’s lemma in the residually indistinguishable case over a dvr...
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What’s the M appearing in the theorem? We can no longer choose a rigidifying bases and use the “b”

coefficient. Instead, they extend p to a T-algebra homomorphism
p i TIG) — Ma(K),

and define
A, =T(p(g9) —xi(g) : g € G) and M := A;/A1A

(I guess p acts by x2 on M?)
Ezercise. Show A1Ay C Ay,

Now define It’s possible

k(g) = x1"(9) (pl9) = x1(9)) € M. one of the

1’s bel

Ezercise. k € Z'(G, M(xax7")). 5 below
was sup-

surjectivity of x Let M’ C M be a T-submodule, and suppose there’s &' € Z'(G, M(x2x; ")) and po2sed o e
a 2.

x € M such that e

k(g) = K'(g9) + (xaxi ' (9) — Dz

By version 2 of Ribet’s lemma, we can and do assume x1 = x2 (mod m), so

(ngfl(g) — 1z € mM.

Therefore, x(g) € M' + mM, but x(g) clearly generates M, so M = M’ + mM. By Nakayama, one gets
that M = M.

Fitting ideal of M = A;/A;As Tt remains to prove that Fitty(M) C I.

Assumption (Notational simplification). Let’s say x1 = X2, s0 M = A; /A2

Answer: G
Let p1, ..., pr denote T-module generates of A;. Write
compact, so
r it will have
PiP; Z dijkPrs Oijk € T. bounded im-
k=1
age. I think
There may be additional relations of the form this is the
key

-
Zaijpj =0, €ij € T.
j=1
Now, Fittp(M) is the ideal generated by r x r determinants where each row has the form (J;;x)},_; or
(gi5)f=1-
Remark 1.4.4. Tt’s easier to deal with rows of €’s, so we can ignore them. Even logically, any row of €’s

will be a difference of rows of ¢’s. o

Let D = (d;5%), as we slect some r pairs (¢, j) and let k = 1,...,7. We want to show that det(D) € I.
We are given Tr p(g) — 2x(g) € I and det p(g) — x2(g) € I.
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Ezercise. Use these facts to show that Tr(A),det(A) € I for all A € A;.

I think at this point, I'm gonna go ahead and stop taking notes because these details are getting hairy.

See the slides on the [website| if you wanna know what went on...
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2 Lassina Dembélé: An Algorithmic Approach to Hilbert—Siegel

Modular Forms and the Paramodularity Conjecture

2.1 Lecture 1 (7/25)

Goal.
(1) Computational aspect of Hilbert-Siegel modular forms
(2) Study congruences of these forms

(3) Study modularity of abelian surfaces via concrete examples

2.1.1 Symplectic groups and inner forms
Setup 2.1.1.

e Let g > 1 be an integer.

e Fix a number field F.

o We let Jy, denote the matrix

(with I, the g x ¢ identity matrix)

Definition 2.1.2. The symplectic group of genus g over F is the algebraic group over F defined by
GSpy,(A) = {M € Myy(A) : M JogM = v(M)Jz, for some v(M) e A*}
with A any F-algebra. The similitude factor is the natural homomorphism
v: GSpy, — G
We define Sp,, via the exact sequence
1 — Spy, — GSpy, - Gy — 1,

and call it the special symplectic group. o

Notation 2.1.3. Set G = GSp,, /F.

Definition 2.1.4. An inner form of G is an algebraic group G’/F such that G(F) = G'(F). o
We will mostly be interested in the following inner forms of GSp,, /F.

Recall 2.1.5. A quaternion algebra over F is a rank 4 algebra

B=F@®Fi®FjoFk
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with

2=qa, j2=0b, and k =1ij = —ji.

i
We require a,b € F'*. ®

Fact. For any quaternion algebra B/F, there exists infinitely many quadratic extensions K/F s.t. B®p
K = My(K). Such a K is called a splitting field of B.

Remark 2.1.6. Let B/F be a quaternion algebra. Note that
e it has an F-algebra involution ~: B — B determined by i = —i and j = —j.
e it has a reduced trace: Tr(y) =y+7 =2z if vy =z + yi + zj + wk.
e it has a reduced norm Nm(y) = 7.

Observe that the element  satisfies the polynomial
T? = Tr(7)T + Nm(y),

which is called its minimal polynomial. o

Definition 2.1.7. Let B/F be a quaternion algebra. The unitary similitude group of genus g
attached to B is the F-algebraic group GUf /F whose A-points (for A an F-algebra) are

GUf(A) =GUy(B®@p A) ={M € My(B®p A): M*M = v(M)I, for some v(M) e A*}

(note this is the restriction of scalars of a group defined over B), where M* = (H)t o

Lemma 2.1.8. GUf /F is an inner form of GSpy, /F.

Proof. Recall that B ®@p F = M, (F). Hence, it is enough to show that
GU,(My(F)) = GSpZQ(F).

Note that GU,(Mz(F)) — My (F) « GSpQQ(F). The isomorphism GU,(My(F)) = GSpy, (F) will be
of the form M s P!M P for a suitable permutation matrix P.

b —
Example. Note that if A = (a d> € Ms(F'), then
c
_ d -b d -
A= ( ) and A" = ( C) = J; A,
—c a -b a
A
Let
Jo 0
g = € Myy(F).
0 Jo
I may have
21 messed up
some of the
expressions
in this proof




For any M = (Aij)1<ij<g (each A;; a 2 x 2 matrix), set M* = j;glMtjgg. Let P be the permutation
matrix such that
PtJoyP = Jo.

Ezxercise. Show that

M*M=v-1 = (M)'JyyM =vly, for M':=P'MP.

]
Example. Let B/Q be the Hamilton quaternion algebra (i.e. i = —1 = j2 and k = ij = —ji). If we let
K = Q(i), one has B®g K = My(K). Can take
1 0 0 O
0 010
P =
01 00
0 0 0 1
in the above proof, i.e. GUY = GSp, over K. A

2.1.2 Integral models

Recall G = GSp,, /F. Note that the matrix Jp, appearing in the definition of G has integral coefficients,
so G is really the base change of an algebraic group GSpy,, 7 /Z defined over the integers. Specifically,

GSpy, 7(A) = {M € Myy(A) : M'JogM = v(M).J,, for some v(M) e A}

for any ring A. We let G := GSp,,, ¢, be our preferred choice of integral model for G.

2.2 Lecture 2 (7/26)

Let’s take a digression into quaternion algebras.

2.2.1 Digressions on quaternion algebras

We want to cover the basic properties of quaternion algebras which we will need.

Recall 2.2.1. A quaternion algebra B/F is a rank 4 F-algebra with a basis
B=FoFi®oFjoFk

such that i2 = a,j2 = b, and k = ij = —ji for some a,b € F*. We denote this by writing

B= (Zf).
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Example.

is the 2 x 2 matrix algebra B ~ My(F). A
Example. If F = F is algebraically closed, then the only quaternion algebra over F is MQ(F) A

Example. Let F' be a local field (e.g. Q, or R). Up to isomorphism, there are only two quaternion
algebrasEl One is My(F), and the other is the unique division quaternion algebra B. To construct this
division quaternion algebra, let K/F be the unique unramified quadratic extension, then K C B, and
in fact, B®p K ~ My(K). Take a uniformizer 7 € K. Then, there is § € B such that > = 7 (note
0 ¢ K since K unramified), and you can write B = K @ K6. This simultaneously gives existence and

uniqueness. A

Let F be a number field, and let B/F be a quaternion algebra. Let p be a rational prime. Then,

FoqQ,~][]F

v|p

is a product of local fields. Accordingly,
B ®Q Qp ~ H BU
vlp

with B, a quaternion algebra over F,,. We say that B splits at v (or is unramified at v) if B, ~ Ms(F,).

Here is the most important theorem about quaternion algebras over number fields.

Theorem 2.2.2. Let F be a number field, and let B/F be a quaternion algebra. Let S = Ram(B) be the
set of places where B ramifies. Then, S is finite with even cardinality. Conversely, any such S is the set

of ramified places for a unique quaternion algebra over F'.

Notation 2.2.3. Let Mg be the set of places of F, and let QA /F be the set of quaternion algebras

over F'.

To restate the theorem, we have a bijection

SCcMp
{#S < oo even} - (QA/F)/:
given by Ram(B) « B.
Example. Say B = (%) ~ Ms(F). Then, Ram(B) = (.

Example. Say B = (%) (the Hamilton quaternions). Then, Ram(B) = {2, c0}.

Example. Say B = <_1’_1). Then, Ram(B) = {o01, 002}. A

Q(v5)
<a,b) N (a)\Q,b;ﬂ)
F ) F

4In general, for a,b, \, u € F, one has

SCFT gives Br(F)[2] ~ 17,7
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Definition 2.2.4. The discriminant of a quaternion algebra B/F is the ideal

dBZ H v

e

(I guess this is an Op-ideal) o
Warning 2.2.5. Some people include v | 0o in the definition of the discriminant. .
Example. B = (%) = dp = (2) A
Example. B = (&\/_5;) = dp=(1) A

Definition 2.2.6. Let V be a f.dim F-v.s. A lattice in V is a f.g. Op-submodule L C V which spans
V over F. o

(In particular, L does not have to be free)

Definition 2.2.7. An order & in B is an Op-lattice in B which is also a subring. We say & is a

maximal order if it is maximal for inclusion inside B. o

Example. Say B = (71@71). Then,

O=707LidLjd Tk

is an order in B. However, it is not maximal. It is contained in the order

1+i+j+k

Op=707i07Zi®7T :

which is maximalﬁ JAN

Remark 2.2.8. If & is an order inside B, then every nonzero element of & will satisfy a monic polynomial
with O coefficients. o
Let & be an order inside B.

Definition 2.2.9. A left (resp. right) ideal I is an Og-lattice which is also a left (resp. right) &-module.
We say that I is a integral ideal if I C &. o

(An ‘ideal’ as above is the analogue of a ‘fractional ideal’ in a number field)
Let I be an Op-lattice inside B. Set

Or(I):={xeB:IxCI} and Op(I):=={x € B:zl CI}.

Proposition 2.2.10. Or(I) and Or(I) are orders in B. Furthermore, I will be a right ideal for Or(I)
and a left ideal for Or(I).

6If I’'m not mistaken, this is the subset of %Z D %Zi &3} %Zj &) %Zk where very coefficient is in Z or in %Z \ Z.
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Class set Let B/F be a quaternion algebra. Let & be an order in B. Let I, J be left (resp. right)
ideals of &. We say that they are equivalent if there is some v € B* such that J = Iy (resp. J = ~I).

Now, we define the class sets
Clgr(0) = {right O-ideals}, , and Cl.(0) = {left O-ideals}, .

Warning 2.2.11. These are just pointed sets, they do not have a natural group structure. °
Theorem 2.2.12. Clr(0) and ClL(0) are finite sets.
Remark 2.2.13.
(1) Clg(&) and Clp(€) do not have any group structure.
(2) There are class number formulas for Clg(&) and Cly(€) as well as algorithms to compute them.
o

Theorem 2.2.14. Let Op be a mazimal order inside B. Then, # Clgr(€p) and # Cl(Op) is independent
of Op (i.e. it’s the same for any mazximal order), and # Clgr(Op) = # Cl(Op). This number is called

the class number of B.

Example. Let B = <_1’_1), and take

Q
1+i+j+k
Op :ZGBZZ‘@ZJ'@Z%.
Then, Clr(0p) = {[0B]}. Note that this B supports a Euclidean algorithm. A

2.3 Lecture 3 (7/28)
2.3.1 Hermitian lattices and integral models for GU,

Let B/F be a quaternion algebra over a number field. Recall this has a reduced trace Tr : B — F as
well as a reduced norm Nm : B — F.
Let V be a free left B-module of finite rank g.

Definition 2.3.1. A quaternion Hermitian form on V is an F-bilinear form
Q:VxV—B

satisfying

(i) Q(az,y) = aQ(x,y) for any a € B and z,y € V

(i) Qy,x) = Q(x,y)
We say that @ is nondegenerate if Q(x,V)=0 = z =0. o

The following theorem highlights the parallels between the commutative and quaternionic settings for

Hermitian form.
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Theorem 2.3.2 (Shimura). Let Q : V x V — B be a Hermitian form. Then, there exists a B-basis
e1,...,eq of V along with o; € F such that

Qei, ej) = a;dij.

If, in addition, the norm Nm : B — F' is surjective, then we can choose the basis e; so that Q(e;,e;j) = &;5
(i.e. so that a; =1 for all i).

Let & be an order inside B. A Hermitian lattice L inside V is an Ofg-lattice which is also a left
O-module (= B-L=V).

Example (Standard lattice). If V = B™, can take L = O™. A
Assumption. From now on, assume & = O'p is maximal.
(Most of what we’ll say extends to the case of arbitrary order)

Definition 2.3.3. The dual lattice to L (w.r.t. the given pairing Q) is
LY :={zxeV:Q,L)C Op}.
The norm of L is the following two-sided ideal:

vo(L) :={Q(z,y) : z,y € L}.

Fact. vo(L)™'L C LY. This is essentially by definition:

Qlaz,y) = aQ(x,y) € avo(L) C O

for any a € vo(L)~! and =,y € L.
Definition 2.3.4. We say that L is integral if Q(L, L) C Og, i.e. @ restricts to a pairing LXL — Op. ©

Definition 2.3.5. We say that L is modular if vo(L)™'L = LY. We say that L is maximal if it is

maximal w.r.t. inclusion of lattices with the same norm. o
Lemma 2.3.6. If L is integral and maximal, then L is self-dual and hence modular.

Proof. Integrality tells you that vg(L) C €. Maximality + the inclusion vo (L)™' L C LV then tells you
that L = LV. [ |

Let L be an Op-lattice. Let M% denote the set of finite places. We get a family of local lattices
(Lv)vems, - Conversely, let (Ly),cr0 be a family of local lattices such that L, = ﬁgi for almost all
v € M%. Then, there exists a global lattice L C V giving rise to this family.

Let L, M be Op-lattices in V. We say that L, M are in the same genus if there is some vy, € GUy(B,)
(for all v € M%) such that

My = Ly7yy
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(i.e. they are locally isomorphic). The genus of L is simply its equivalence class under this relation, i.e.

it is the set of all lattices ‘in the same genus’ as L. This genus of L is denoted by geng (L) (G = GU,).
Assumption. We fix an arbitrary choice of genus gen(L) and work only with lattices belong to it.

Definition 2.3.7. We say L, M € geng (L) are equivalent if there is some v € GU4(B) such that M =
L~. The class set of gen (L) is the set of equivalence classes, and is denoted clg(L) := geng(L)/ ~. ©

If L is a maximal integral lattice, we’ll let
G, := Stabg(L) where G = GU(V).
Can show that this will give an integral model of G. We will use the notation
Clg, or Clg, (L), geng (L).

Theorem 2.3.8. The class set CI(G},) is finite.

Let G, /O be an integral model. We can define the class set adelically as:
Clg, = GL(Op)\GL(F)/GL(F)

where F = Ap s is the group of finite adeles, and ﬁp =11 ﬁ;,'u'

vfoo
Algebraic automorphic forms Let U := G(OF). Set

Mg (U;C):={f:Cl(G;) — C}.

=L

This is called the space of algebraic automorphic forms of level U and trivial weight on G L(ﬁ)
Recall that G = GU(V) is an inner form of GSp,,. By Langlands functoriality, we should expect that
this will give us a way to go from one of these simpler-seeming final objects to a Hilbert-Siegal modular

form. More on this next time.

2.4 Lecture 4 (7/29)

Yesterday we defined algebraic automorphic forms.

Remark 2.4.1. In order to use material from the last few lectures to compute automorphic forms, it is

important to know that the class group is finite and that it is computable. o

Most of what we said yesterday should be true for any Hermitian form, but for today, we’ll require

our forms to be positive definite.

Setup 2.4.2. We keep the setup/notation from last time. In particular, F' is a totally real field, and @

is a Hermitian form.

Assumption. We assume that @ is positive definite, i.e. that Q(z,z) > 0if x # 0.

27

I guess this

is why func-
tions on
Bung are
related to
automorphic

forms.




Under this assumption, the group G (F ®¢g R) will be compact. As a consequence, the group

Ty, = Stabg, (L)/ 6}

is finite.
Definition 2.4.3. The mass of the genus gens (L) is given by

1

Massg (L) := Z Tur]

[M]eClg (L)

(This is the groupoid cardinality of the groupoid of lattices in a given genus).

Theorem 2.4.4. Let L be a mazimal integral lattice in V. Then, the mass of the genus of L is given by

Masa(D) = (gz200)  I[

veRam(B)\{v|oo}

where
* g
L(M) = H Cr(1—2r)
r=1
¢ g
Ay = H (g, + (=1)") where g, = #OF, /py.
r=1
e n=_[F:Q]

Remark 2.4.5. Sounds like every maximal, integral lattice belongs to the same genus, the principal

genus?

Example. Consider B = (%) with maximal order

1+i+j+k

O =L0LidZjidT :

<&

[¢]

Recall that ¢ has class number one, but what about higher rank lattices? Take V = BY and L = 0%,

(I guess with g = 27). The previous theorem will give

Massg(L) = i ICa(~1)Co(=3)] (2 — 1)(4 +1).

0 0
FL=Stabg(L):{<§ ):u,veﬁé}U{( Z):u,veﬁg},
v v

so #I'r, = 1152, Massg (L) = 1/#I'1, and we have class number one again # Clg(L) = 1.
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2.4.1 Algebraic automorphic forms

Let U = QL(@\F) C QL(ﬁ), a compact open. Let
Mg(U) :={f:Clg(L) — C},

a f.dim C-v.s. called the space of algebraic automorphic forms of level U and trivial weight.

Recall 2.4.6. Adelically, we have

Clg(L) = GL(Or)\GL(F)/GL(F).

In this setting, it is easy to define the Hecke action. Take finite v ¢ Ram(B), and recall
G (Fy) = GSp2g(Fv)~

These two groups will have the same (local) Hecke algebra H,. To get the global Hecke algebra, one
combines all the H, (for finite v € Ram(B))

T := ® Hy.

vgRam(B)

Jacquet-Langlands We won’t describe this correspondence in full generality. In the particular case
we are working in, this will tell us that Mg, (U) is isomorphic to a certain subspace of Hilbert-Siegal
modular forms as a Hecke module. In particular, if we can compute the Hecke module structure of this
f.dim vector space, we will automagically know there is a subspace of Hilbert-Siegal modular forms which

have the same Hecke structure.

2.4.2 Computing Clg(L) and I'¢(U)

Let p be a finite prime outside of Ram(B). Then, there are finitely many left, simple &'g-modules P C Op
which contain p. We fix one such .

Definition 2.4.7. We say that a lattice L’ is a p-neighbor of L if

~

L 0, U
LnL  p L'NnL’

The set of p-neighbours is denoted N, (L). o

Example. Say g = 1, so GU;(B) = B. Let L = 0p. Fix some finite v ¢ Ram(B). Lassina drew a
picture of a hexagonal (in particular (3 = 2+ 1)-regular) tessellation. Apparently to pictures corresponds
somehow to the lattices of GL2(Q)) (for p = 2). Somehow this picture also corresponds to p-neighbors
(for p | p?). A

I got distracted, but apparently there’s some Hecke operator T} (p) acting on Mg (V') corresponding
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to the matrix

Explicitly, the action is

[M]eN, (L)

There are more Hecke operators similarly defined in terms of neighbors. In particular, if we can compute
p-neighbors, then we should be able to compute the Hecke module Mg (U).

2.4.3 Computing p-neighbors

Recall that our lattice L is integral and maximal. Let
Q:L/pL x L/pL — Op/p =T,

be the reduction of ) modulo p. This is an Fp-symplectic form which is nondegenerate. Let X C L/py,

be a subspace. Then, we say that X is isotropic if
QX X) =0.

We call it a maximal isotropic (or a Lagrangian subspace) if it’s maximal w.r.t. inclusion of isotropic

subspaces.

Theorem 2.4.8. Let Z(L/p) be the Grassmannian of Lagrangians. For M € gens (L), let Xpr be the
image in L/pL. Then, the map

No(L) — Z(L/pL), M — Xy

is a bijection.
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3 Sol Friedberg: Automorphic Forms and the Langlands Pro-

gram: A Brief Introduction

3.1 Lecture 1 (7/25)

We want to start with this lecture with a big overview of the Langlands program, and then come back
to fill in some of the vaguer parts over the next few lectures.
Let K/Q be a finite Galois extension. We want to understand Gal(K/Q). For any finite group, a

natural way of understanding it is to look at representations
p: Gal(K/Q) — GL(V)

(say V complex n-dimensional vector space). To such a representation, Artin attached an Artin L-series

(i.e. a Dirichlet series) given by

o0
L(s,p) := Z % for Re(s) > 0.

n=1
This was defined as follows

e If p is a prime of Z which is unramified in O, then there is a conjugacy class Fr, in Gal(K/Q).
We start with

PR |

H det (IV — p(Frp)p s)

p unram

Note that each factor above is (the inverse of) a degree n polynomial in p~*.

e If p is ramified, replace V by V! (subspace fixed by inertia), so you get factors which are (inverses

of) polynomials of degree < n in p~*.

(I think Sol said this converges for Re(s) > 1)

Example. Say K = Q. Then, p is trivial (and, say, 1-dimensional?), and L(s, p) = {(s) is the Riemann
zeta function. This has a meromorphic continuation to all of C (simple pole at s = 1), and satisfies some

functional equation. A

Example. Say K = Q(¢). If p is odd, then

id if —1=0 modp
Fr, =
complex conjugation otherwise.

Consider the rep p: Gal(K/Q) — C* sending complex conjugation to —1. Then,

L(s,p) = L(s,x) = » %n)

n>1

is a Dirichlet L-function attached to x : (Z/4Z) — {#£1} (the nontrivial map). We know L(s,x) has
analytic continuation to all of C (no poles) + a functional equation relating L(s, x) to L(1 — s,%). A
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Conjecture 3.1.1 (Artin). The Artin L-function L(s,p) is actually entire if p is irreducible and non-

trivial.

Theorem 3.1.2 (Brauer). L(s,p) always extends to a meromorphic function on C. Moreover, if we let

A(s,p) =T(s,p)L(s, p)
(for suitable T-factor T'(s, p)), then
A(S,p) = W(p)A(l - S,ﬁ),

where |W(p)| = 1.

Above, T'(s, p) is a product of D*/? (for some D, don’t worry about it) as well as factors of

Igr(s) := n~%/?T (g)
Ir(s+1)

Te(s) :=2(2m) " °T'(s).
Theorem 3.1.3 (Artin reciprocity). If K/Q is abelian and p is one-dimensional (<= irreducible),
then there exists a Dirichlet character x s.t. L(s,p) = L(s, x)-

(In particular, Artin’s conjecture holds if K/Q is abelian, by the corresponding fact for Dirichlet

characters)
Question 3.1.4. What if p is not 1-dimensional? What will Artin L-functions correspond to then?

Answer (Langland’s idea). If p is an irreducible n-dimensional Galois representation, then L(s, p) should

match an L-function ‘coming from Harmonic analysis on GL,,’. *

We’ll say more about what ‘harmonic analysis on GL,’ means in the coming lecture. The rough
version is that the L-function should be attached to a cuspidal automorphic representation on GL,,.
To say a bit about this, let’s look at the Hilbert space

L? (R*T\ GL,(R))
with I' < GL,(Z) of finite index (so L?-functions invariant under scaling and some finite index subgroup
I'). Part of the difficulty lies in this invariance (or rather, in the combination of invariance and L2?).

Example (Later). We'll see (next time?) that classical modular forms live in this space when n = 2.
Think that classical (cuspidal) modular forms have a Petersson inner product, so they’re kind of L? type
of objects. A

Note that GL,,(R) acts on this space via the right regular representation, i.e. if f € L?(blah), then so
is
(- f)(x) := f(zg) for any g € GL,(R).

Definition 3.1.5. An automorphic representation 7 is an irreducible subspace. o
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The adjective ‘cuspidal’ will refer to a growth property for the functions in .

Warning 3.1.6. The definition of automorphic given above is not the one everyone uses (not necessarily
even the one we’ll see in other courses here), but we’ll say a bit about it’s relation to other defintions in

later lectures. °

By the theory of automorphic forms, attached to 7 will be some sort of L-function L(s, ) (see Aaron’s

lectures). If © on GL,, is cuspidal, then

(1) it can be expressed as an Euler product

L(s,m) = H (degree < n polynomial in p*S)f1
P

At almost all p, you get degree = n.
(2) it has analytic continuation and functional equation. In particular, it is entire.

Goal (Langlands’ idea).
L(s,p) = L(s,7)

where LHS comes from arithmetic, and the RHS comes from harmonic analysis on GL,,.
Warning 3.1.7. There are “more 7’s than p’s.” Many 7’s are “transcendental.” °

Langlands’ vision goes further than this. In particular, he imagines that this sort of matching allows one

to learn in both directions (not just from analysis to arithmetic).
Slogan. Harmonic analysis on algebraic groups is guided by arithmetic.

There are many natural constructions on the algebraic side. Langlands conjectures that they should

extend to all (cuspidal) automorphic representations on the harmonic analysis side.
Example. Suppose V,W are two f.dim C-vector spaces, and that we have some homomorphism o :
GL(V) — GL(W) (e.g. o = Sym™ : GL(V) — GL(Sym™V)). On the Galois side, starting with
p: Gal(K/Q) — GL(V), we can simply compose

oop: Gal(K/Q) — GL(W).
Langlands predicts a corresponding map

A(GLy) — A(GLw),

where A is the space of cuspidal automorphic representations. That is, we get a relation between Harmonic

analysis on two different groups. This map should satisfy (amongst other things)
L(s,00p) = L(s,1I)

if # — II and L(s, p) = L(s, 7). A
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Remark 3.1.8. It is quite difficult to relate harmonic analysis on
R*T\ GL,(R)

(n = dim V') to harmonic analysis on
R*T"\ GLy(R)

(N = dimW). It’s really hard to get the invariance by a discrete subgroup necessary to make these

automorphic representations. o
This sort of functoriality is known in only a few cases.

Remark 3.1.9. If we write

L(s,p) = HI det (Iy — Az[,p*‘q)f1 where A, = p(Fr,),

P
(the ’ on the [] is just meant to indicate that the factor is different at finitely many primes) then
-1

L(s,00p) = H/ det (I — o(Ap)p~°) . o

So, Langlands predicts that if 7 is an automorphic rep of GL,, (possibly transcendental) with

L(s.,m) = [[ U — 4p~) 7,

p

then
! -1

L(s,m,0) = H (In —o(Ap)p~°)

P

must have analytic continuation and functional equation (since it should correspond to the L-function

attached to a cuspidal automorphic representation on GLy).

Warning 3.1.10. Even this weaker statement (AC + FE w/o explicit reference to another automorphic

rep) is hard in general. °

If one could prove this is general just for n = 2 and ¢ = Sym™ (m > 2), then one would prove

Ramanujan’s conjecture for Maass forms (which is currently open).

Remark 3.1.11 (Assuming I heard correctly). Sounds like this is known for classical modular forms. o
Example. Other operations from algebra should have analytic counterparts.

e Given p; : Gal(K/Q) — GL(V;) for i = 1,...,k, then one can get
PO - Qpg:Gal(K/Q) — GL(Vi1 ® - - - ® V).
Hence, we should get a map
A(GL(W1)) x ... x A(GL(V},)) — A(GL(V1 ® - -- ® Vi)).

Even controlling and L-function like L(s, 71 ® --- ® mg) is difficult, especially if k > 2.
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e Can do induction and restriction of representations (needs a tower of field extension). A
Question 3.1.12 (Audience). Is the map from automorphic forms to L-functions injective?

Answer (Paraphrase). At least for fixed GL,, you should think the answer is basically yes. The key

phrase here is ‘(strong) multiplicity one’. *
Let’s end with some questions and remarks.

(1) What about other algebraic groups? Say Sps,,, O2n, Uy, ... Can we do harmonic analysis on them?
Also, given p: Gal(K/Q) — G(C), what should we expect?

(2) There are lots of automorphic representations 7. Which come from arithmetic?
(3) What is the relation between classical modular forms and harmonic analysis on GL2?
(4) How do you get L(s,7) from 77

(5) If K is a number field, then K < Ay is discrete. We'll replace Z C R by K C Ag. In particular,
we’ll look at

f(zvg) = w(2)f(9)

L? (A* GL,(K)\GL,(A),w) ={ f: GL,(Ag) — C
( (K)\ GL,(A),w) (Ak) / (o) dg < 50

A% GL, (K)\ GL(Ak)

where w : AIX( — C* is a character.

3.2 Lecture 2 (7/26)

The goal for today’s talk is to unpack the idea of doing harmonic analysis on GL,. In particular, we
wanna think a bit about what it includes beyond the holomorphic stuff we're used to. Ideally, we can

define an automorphic form in a way that makes sense.

3.2.1 Maass forms (weight 0)

Definition 3.2.1. The (hyperbolic?) Laplacian is the differential operator

02 02
2= (5 + o)

on the upper half plane. o

Fact. (Af)|y = A(f|,) where

b b
flw(z)=f<g§id> if7=<i d>.

Definition 3.2.2. f: H — C is a Maass form (of weight 0, level T'y(V), and character y) if it is a

smooth function such that

35



(1) fly(2) = x(d)f(z) for all v = (a

C

b
d> € I'g(N) for some Dirichlet character x : (Z/NZ)™ — C*

(2) Af =\f (i.e. fis an eigenvalue for A)
(3) Growth property (cusp forms have a stronger growth property) o

“It took Maass to take us out of the ghetto of holomorphic functions” - Weil (but he said it in French)
Remark 3.2.3.

(1) Using Stoke’s theorem, one can show that A is a positive definite operator, so any eigenvalue A is
>0

(2) Selberg conjectured that A > 1/4 for f on I'g(N) and any N.

(8) For N =1, these are all expected to be transcendental.
IfaA= % +72, for N = 1, the first r ~ 9.5337.... Sounds like Selberg’s conjecture is true for N = 1

(i.e. r always real when N =1).

(4) #{) < X} ~ X for some ¢ # 0 as X — oo.

In particular, there are infinitely many Maass forms of a fixed level and weight, by letting A vary. o

Fourier Expansion Write A = § +r?. Note that a Maass form f(z) is still invariant under z — 2 + 1,

so it will have a Fourier expansion

F(2) =a(0,y) + Y any/yKir (27 | y)e”™
n#0

with the particular form above derived using it’s growth condition and that it’s a A-eigenvector. Above,
K is the K-Bessel function

1 [ —1y dt
K =g [ e e

(note that Ky = K_).

Maass forms can be split into the even ones where a,, = a_,, and the odd ones where a,, = —a_,,.
Question 3.2.4 (Audience). For each A, how many Maass forms do you get?

Answer. It’s conjectured that you get only one (up to scaling), but this is still open. We do know they

form a f.dim space. *

(Sounds like this conjecture is for any fixed level N)

AC + FE We'll look at the case N =1 to simplify things a bit. Let ¢ = 0 if f is an even Mass form,
and let e = —1 if f is odd. The completed L-function attached to a Maass form is

A s+e—ur s
A(s, fy=m I‘( 5 >I‘< 5 )Zann .

n>1
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Theorem 3.2.5. A(s, f) has an analytic continuation to s € C and satisfies
A(Sa f) = (_1)€A(1 -5, f)

Remark 3.2.6. Tf A > %7 then r is real. Then these I'-factors involve a shift by something pure imaginary.
This is not something you typically see in the world of arithmetic/algebraic geometry. Hence, we expect

these to be transcendental objects. o

Open Question 3.2.7. If f is a normalized (a1 = 1) Maass cusp form (with A > 1/4), is a,, transcen-
dental for some (all?) n > 1.

Remark 3.2.8. If A = 1/4, then r = 0. In this case, the I factors match those of a 2-dimensional Galois
representation p with

det p(cx conj) = +1
(i.e. of even Galois reps). o
Conjecture 3.2.9. If f(z) is a Maass form with A = %, then a, € Q.

Slogan. Whenever the I'-factors look like they come from arithmetic, then we expect to be in the world

of automorphic forms which are arithmetic/cohomological.

Question 3.2.10 (Audience). Can you get this A(s, f) as some sort of transform of the Maass form?
Answer. Yes. When it’s even, a Mellin transform still works. When it’s odd, you do something else,
but things still work. *
3.2.2 From H to GLJ (R)

Given f either a holomorphic modular form or a Maass form of weight k, can construct an associated
function

F:GLI(R) — C
S.t.

“ Z) € To(N)

(1) F(yg) = x(d)F(g) for all v = (C

(2) F(grg) = €29 F(g) for all

—sinf cosf

0 in6
)y — ( cos sin ) € SO (R),

where we recall that k is the weight of f.

Remark 3.2.11. In particular, the weight shows up in the right action of SO5(R), a maximal compact
subgroup of GLJ (R). o

3) F ((a a> g) = w(a)F(g) where w(a) = sign(a)*.
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(See section for some more details on constructing F).

Can also move A to (functions on) GLJ (R). It can be described using the universal envoloping algebra

Ul(g) of g = Lie(GLJ (R)). More precisely, it corresponds to the Casimir operator in the center Z(U(g))

of the universal envoloping algebra.

3.2.3 From GLj (R) to GLy(A)

We again follow the recipe from Aaron’s lecture. In this way, we create a function

¢ :GLa(A) — C

using F'.

Remark 3.2.12. That fact that you can do this is related to strong approximation. o
We get (from f on T'o(N))

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

©(v9) = ¢(g) for all v € GL2(Q)

Remark 3.2.13. Have left-invariance under a discrete group. o
Let
GL2(Z,) ifpt N
KQ(N) = K()(N)p where K()(N)p = a .
pllo C GLy(Z,) iftp| N

Nec d

That is Ko(N), is a maximal compact subgroup at almost all primes, but we tweak it at the primes
dividing the level. Then,

o(gk) = x(k)p(g) for all k€ Ko(N) x SO2(R),

where x is some character of Ko(N) x SO2(R)
Remark 3.2.14. The level and the weight have both moved to the right, to the way the function

behaves under a compact subgroup. In particular, the weight is reflected in the action of SO2(R),
the real maximal compact subgroup. Note that maximal compacts in other groups are non-abelian,
so the ‘weights’ for them can be higher dimensional representations. o

¢ is Z(U(g))-finite under right action, i.e. the Z(U(g))-translates of ¢ span a f.dim vector space.
Remark 3.2.15. This captures the differential equation satisfied by f (Cauchy-Riemann or being a

Laplace eigenvector) o

v (( ) g> — w(a)p(g)

(the character w here comes from x from (2))

Remark 3.2.16. I think this w is related to the x in Definition [3.2.2 )

Growth condition
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Definition 3.2.17. Let F be a number field (or any global field?) with adeles A. An automorphic

form on G(A) (G an algebraic group) is a function
p:GA)—C

satisfying

(1) »(vg) = ¢(g) for all v € G(F)

(2) ¢ is right K-finite where K is a maximal compact subgroup of G(A), i.e. the right K-translates

of ¢ span a f.dim vector space.
(3) ¢ isright Z(U(g))-finite (g = Lie G)
(4) v(z9) = w(z)p(g) for all z € Z(G(A)) (w some character)
(5) Growth condition o
Recall 3.2.18. We had an alternative version last time where we looked at L?(G(F)\G(A),w). ©)

Let’s consider its cuspidal subspace L3(G(F)\G(A),w). For G = GL,, the cuspidal condition is

L. X
dX =0 for r=1,...;,n—1
[ 5))

Let p be the right regular representation of G(A) on L3.

(for any ¢7).

Theorem 3.2.19. L2(GL,(F)\ GL,(A),w) is a Hilbert direct sum of irreducible p-invariant subspaces.

For GLs, these spaces are generated by Maass forms and holomorphic cusp forms which are Hecke

eigenforms.

3.3 Lecture 3 (7/27)

Let’s continue thinking about automorphic forms. Recall that if we have some ¢ € A(GL,,), then it is,
among other things, K-finite for K = [[, GL,(Zp) x SO,(R) a maximal compact subgroup of GLy(A).

Definition 3.3.1. ¢ being K-finite means that
dimg spanye e {9 — ¢(gk)} < o0 °
How is this possible?
e For almost all p, ¢ is fixed by GL,(Z,).

e For the remaining finite primes p, ¢ is fixed by a congruence subgroup of GL,(Z,) (which, in

particular, has finite index).

Remark 3.3.2. Note K-finiteness captures level information. o
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e For the archimedean place, K, := SO, (R) acts by a representation of a compact Lie group (note:

irreps of compact Lie groups are finite dimensional).

Idea (Profound idea). Create a vector space of ¢’s with a group action.

For the group action, try right translation:
g — p(gh) with h € GL,(A).

This works in the L2-world, but for automorphic forms, things are more subtle.

o If p < oo and h € GL,,(Z,), get something K-finite.

e If p < oo in general, ¢ will be fixed by some K;. Our translate will be fixed by
WK hN Ky,

which is still a finite index subgroup in GL,,(Z,). This still preserves K-finiteness.

e At an archimedean place, we run into trouble.

1 1 1 -1 1
(0 1)SOQ<R><O 1)ms02<R>:{( 1)} A

In summary, we get an action by GL,(Ay), but one does not get a GL, (A)-action on the space of

Example.

automorphic forms (you would over a function field, but not over a number field). Instead, at the

archimedean places, we introduce a different structure, that of a (g, K« )-module, where g = Lie GL,, (R).

Definition 3.3.3. An automorphic representation is a subquotient of A(G) which carries this struc-
ture[T] <

Definition 3.3.4. An automorphic representation in L2-sense is an (irreducible) subspace of
L§(A% GLn(Q)\ GLa(Ag),w)

under the right regular representation of GL, (Ag). o
(only considering cuspidal representations above)

Theorem 3.3.5. Let (m,V) be an automorphic representation in L?-sense. Let
Ve ={p eV :pis K-finite} .

Then, V°° is an automorphic representation.

Remark 3.3.6. Key advantage if 7 is an irreducible automorphic rep of GL, (A), then
™= ®/ Ty

where 7, is a representation of GL, (Q,), and 7w is a (g, Ko )-module. Almost all 7, are unramified. o

7A G(Ay)-action and a (g, Koo )-module structure
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Remark 3.3.7.

e Local Langlands correspondence is roughly a parametrization of representations of GL,,(Q,) via

Galois theory.
e Given 7, get {m,}, but what about turning it around? The converse is hard, i.e. given {m,}, it is
!
difficult to show there is an automorphic representation m = ® Ty
Sounds like we know much about the LLC at almost all places, and one of the big obstructions to

deducing information about GLC is putting local information together. o

Last time Aaron explained some aspects of Hecke theory. If 7 is an (irred) automorphic representation
of G(A), then at unramified places, one can attach a semisimple conjugacy class C), (think: diagonal
matrix) in a group G(C), the Langlands dual group.

Example. For G = GL,, G(C) = GL,(C). A

Example. We want to show that G and G are not always the same. Start with a modular form
f € Sk(70(NN), 1) with trivial Dirichlet character. If p N, its local L-factor classically is

(1 —ayp* +pk—1—23)_1.

Translating to the automorphic normalization, this becomes

-1

a —5 —2s —s\—1 —s\ 1

s o = (1 e 407 ) = (1) (0 )
p 2

(m¢ is the automorphic representation attached to f). Note above that a5, = 1. Here, the diagonal

matrix/semisimple conjugacy class is

Note here that
Ty < Li(A* GLy(F)\ GL2(A)),

i.e. ms is something on PGL,. But Hecke theory gave C), € SL2(C). Note PGL, = SL2(C). A

If 7 is automorphic on G(A), then Hecke theory will give C), € @((C) for unramified p. See Table
for examples of groups and their duals. Note there is a Lie theoretic description for getting from a group
to its Langlands dual.

Let’s continue with Langlands idea. Suppose we have p : Gal(K/Q) — G(C). Then, there is an
automorphic representation 7 (sounds like 7 should be cuspidal if p doesn’t contain the trivial rep) on
G(A) s.t.

L(s, p) = L(s,m,8td)

(Standard representation I guess makes sense for one of these classical matrix groups).

One consequence of this is what’s called Endoscopic lifting. Suppose we have
p: Gal(K/Q) — Spy,(C) C GL2,(C).
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G G(C)
GL, | GL.(C)
PGL,, SL,(C)
SL, | PGL,(C)
SO2n41 | Sp2,(C)
Sp2n SOQTL+1 ((C)
SOs, S04, (C)

Table 1: Some groups and their Langlands duals

Then, p should have two attached automorphic representations for different groups! It should give an
automorphic representation m C A(SOz,11) as well as a 7' C A(GLa,). For both of these, we should
have

L(s,m,8td) = L(s,p) = L(s, 7', Std).

Slogan. If you can do it on the Galois side, you should be able to do it in general.

This suggests that there is a lifting
A(SOQn_H) — A(GLQn)

which preserves (standard) L-functions. This map is called an endoscopic lift.

Remark 3.3.8. Locally, it’s easy to start with 7 and write down (1), for almost all v (where 7 +— m
under this lifting). This is because we know almost all the local L-factors (or something). The hard part

I
here is to show that ® (1), (including the bad places) is automorphic. o

Such a lift has been proven to exist by Arthur using the trace formula. There is an alternative
approach using L-functions and the Rankin-Selberg method (involving work of Cogdell-P.S.-Kim-Shakidi
(spelling?) and Cai-F.-Givzburg-Kaylan (spelling?)).

3.4 Lecture 4 (7/28)

Note 2. Last lecture. Sol has to take a taxi to the airport at the end, so at most 1 question when it’s

over.

Let’s continue our discussion of endoscopy.

li
Recall 3.4.1. If 7 = ® 7y € A(G) is an irreducible automorphic representation of G, then at places p

s.t. m, is unramified, Hecke theory gives an assignment m, ~ C}, a semi-simple conjugacy class in G (©).
Recall Table [1] (and also Table [2).
We saw last time that Langlands used this to predict a map (coming from Sﬁgn\ﬂ = Spy,, — GLay)

A(SOgn+1) — A(GLQn)

This exists, but there’s no known simple way to product this map. ®

Similarly, other maps (functorial lifts), e.g.
A(SO2,) — A(GLa2y,)
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A(Spy,) — A(GLa2p41)

Question 3.4.2. Given m € A(GLay,), how can one tell if is a lift e.g. from SOay41 or SO2, ¢
The answer will be to look at Langlands L-functions.

Warning 3.4.3. We're implicitly thinking of A(—) as the set of (irreducible) automorphic representa-
tions, not as the space of forms. We’re implicitly identifying a form with the representation it gener-

ates. °

Consider

/\ : GLy(C) — GL(x)(O).
Note that if N =2, then \® = det.
Example. With a suitable choice of bases

af

B8 ad

2
/\ - By

¥0

Given 7 = ®/ 7y, € A(GLy), the partial A? L-function is

L S7TA2 H Lp<3 Wpa/\2>7

unram p

where
2

L, (s,wp,/\2> = det <I(12V) -A (q[,)p—S)1

(see also Construction [5.2.5)).

Let’s suppose that m € A(SOag,,+1) comes from a Galois representation
p: Gal(K/Q) — S02,:1(C) = Sp, (C).

Then, we can form

/\2 op: Gal(K/Q) — GLy(C) where N = (22”)

By linear algebra, this composition has a fixed vect01E| (it’s not irreducible). That is, it contains the

trivial representation, so

L (s, /\2 Op> = ((s) - (remaining part),

81f n = 1, then Sp,(C) = SL2(C), so the composition itself is trivial.
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with Riemann zeta coming from the trivial rep. Hence, L(s, /\2 op) will have a pole at s = 1 (you have
to be a little careful to show that the pole doesn’t get cancelled out by the remaining side). Langlands

tells us that what’s true on the Galois side ought to be true in general.

Heuristic 3.4.4. We predict 7 € A(GLa,,) should be a lift from A(SOsy11) iff L(s,m, A?) has a pole at

s=1.

Heuristic 3.4.5 (by a similar argument). 7 € A(GLa,) is a lift from A(SOgy) iff L(s,7,Sym?) has a
pole at s = 1.

3.4.1 General Langlands functoriality

(for split reductive algebraic groups)

Conjecture 3.4.6 (Langlands functoriality, Version 1). If ¢ : H, (C) — H, (C) is a complex analytic

homomorphism of dual groups, then there exists a map

™ — 11

such that if m, < Cp, then II, — ¢(Cp).

(we’re ignoring both the archimedean and the ramified places in the above conjecture)
This conjecture is based on the usual heuristic of looking at the Galois side, where you can simply

compose
Gal(K/Q) £ Hy(C) % Hy(C).

Warning 3.4.7. Conjecture [3.4.0] is mostly unproved. .
Question 3.4.8. Can we include Artin L-functions in the picture directly?

The answer is yes, and we’ll do it in such a way that gives Langlands original conjecture as a special

case of functoriality.

Answer. The L-group of a split reductive algebraic group G/F over a number field F is
L@ = G(C) x Gal(F/F).

Remark 3.4.9. For non-split groups, this direct product becomes a semi-direct product, and it’s a little

more technical to define. o

Given an unramified 7,, we associate to it the pair (Cj, Frp), a conjugacy class in LG.

Definition 3.4.10. An L-homomorphism ¢ : “* H; — L H, is a continuous homomorphism (of topological

groups) such that

H,(C) x Gal(F/F) H,(C) x Gal(F/F)

\ /

Gal(F/F)
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commutes, and such that it restricts to a complex analytic homomorphism

~

H,(C) x e — Hy(C) x e.

(Note above that Hy, Hs are defined over the same ground field)

Conjecture 3.4.11 (Laglands functoriality, Version 2). If ¢ : 'H; — L Hy is an L-homomorphism,

then there is a corresponding map

A(Hy) — A(Hs)

(usually cuspidal goes to cuspidal, but not always). Note this is required to respect semisimple conjugacy

classes in the expected way.

Example. Take H; = {e} so PH; = e x Gal(F/F), and let Hy = GL(V). Then, an L-homomorphism
is a continuous map
Gal(F/F) — GL,(C) x Gal(F/F)

(whose composition with projection onto Gal(F/F) is the identity). Since it is continuous, it will factor
through Gal(K/F') for K/F some finite Galois extension (by the ‘no small subgroup argument’). Thus,

such a map is equivalent to the data of a representation
p: Gal(K/F) — GL,(C) where n =dim¢V

(+ the choice of finite Galois extension K/F). Lifting the trivial function in A(H;) = A(e), Conjecture
3.4.11| predicts an automorphic representation = € A(GL,,) with

Cp = p(Frp)

for almost all p. That is, we predict L(s,w, Std) = L(s, p). A

From the above example, we see that this more general version of Langlands functoriality recovers

the correspondence between Galois reps and automorphic reps we began with. *
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4 Elena Mantovan: Introduction to Shimura Varieties

4.1 Lecture 1 (7/25)

Today we’ll focus on Shimura curves (and their theory of canonical models?).

Proposition 4.1.1. Let X be a complex manifold. Let ' ~ X be a free action by a discrete group.
Then, the quotient T\X has the structure of a complex manifold.

Notation 4.1.2. We let H:= {z € C: Imz > 0} denote the upper half plane. This has an action by

SLo(R) via
a b az+b
. Z prg .
c d cz+d

Remark 4.1.3. ITmz > 0 and dety > 0 = Im(yz) > 0 (while dety < 0 = Im(yz) < 0 if
Imz > 0). o

Fact. Hol(H) ~ SLy(R)/ {£[I}

To apply this proposition from complex geometry, we need a discrete group. First think about
SL2(Z) = SL2(Q) — SLa2(R).
Note that I'(1) := SL2(Z) is discrete, as is any finite index I" C I'(1). We’ll focus on the examples of
I'(m) :=ker(SL2(Z) — SL2(Z/mZ)) = {A € SLo(Z): A=1 (mod m)}.

Fact. SLy(Z) is generated by the matrices S, T where

S:(O 1) andT:<1 1).
-1 0 0 1

1
Note that S2 = —I has finite order while 7" = (0 T) Furthermore,

1
ST = 0
-1 1
has order 6 (in particular, (ST)? = —1I). For the action SLy(Z) ~ H, one has

{£I} fz&T(1)iuT(1)p
Stabp(1y(2) = (S) if z € T(1)i

(ST) ifzeT(1)p
27ri/3.

where p = e

Corollary 4.1.4. For m > 3, the group I'(m) acts freely on H. Hence,
Y(M)*" =T(m)\H
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is a complex manifold.

If m = 2, still have +1 acting everywhere, but that’s not too bad (imagine acting by the image of
I'(2) is PSLy(Z) instead), so Y (2)* = I'(2)\H also has a complex structure. If m = 1, one has to do

more work, but can still give Y(1)*" := I'(1)\H the structure of a complex manifold.

Ezercise. If m | n, we get an inclusion I'(n) C I'(m) and a corresponding holomorphic map
Y (n)* — Y (m)*".

Question 4.1.5. Are these algebraic?
Fact. Every compact Riemann surface is algebraic.

Hence, the easiest thing to do would be to compactify these. Let D* := D LU P!(Q) which inherits an
action of SLy(Z). The quotient
X (m)* :=T(m)\D*

an

is now a compact Riemann surface (= algebraic curve over C) which contains Y (m)*" as an open.

Question 4.1.6. Does X (m)®" have a model over a number field?

Answering this will be related to the theory of modular forms. Say f : H — C is a modular form of

weight 2k and level I' = T'(m). In particular,
f(rz2) = (ez + d)*" f(2)

for all v = <a b) e I'. If you fix k,T" and take a bunch of modular forms fy,..., fn, they will define a
map c d

[for -y In] Y (m)™ — PE.
Hence, if you have some notion of algebracity for modular forms, you'll get some algebraicity result for
Y (m)2". Note that if k£ > 0, you can get a projective embedding like this.
Remark 4.1.7.

Hence, letting ¢ = ¢,,, = €2™**/™ any modular form f for T'(m) has a Fourier expansion f(q) € C[q]. We
will say that f is algebraic if f(q) € Q[q]. o

Fact. For cusp forms of level I'(m) and weight k& > 0, there exists a basis f; with f; € Q((n)[¢] for all
i. This gives a (canonical) model of Y (m) defined over Q((p).

Note we have done all this so far without needing to mention the connection to moduli of elliptic

curves.

Example. Say m =1 and 2k = 12. We get an embedding Y (1)** — P{ via [Eff, Eg] These Eisenstein
series have rational coefficients, so X (1) & I%). Note that we have a rational parameter given by j =
E}/(4E3 — 27E2). AN
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Let’s try and consider other discrete groups acting on H. These will need to be related to SLy(R) is

some way.

Example. Say B/Q is a quaternion algebra which is indefinite at co (i.e. B splits over R)El Attached
to this is an algebraic group G /Q defined by

GB(A) {7 € (B®gA)* : Nm(y) = 1}

for A any Q-algebra. This is an inner form of SLo (which is split over R). Let &5 C B be a maximal
order. This gives an integral model G 75 defined similarly. In particular,

GP5(2) = ON™=' =Tp(1) D T'p(m).

This give other discrete groups acting on H (via T'p(1) C G(R) ~ SL2(R)). For m > 0, the action will
be free, and if B is not split over Q, then the quotient X (m) := I'(m)\H will already be compact (and

so is obviously an algebraic curve over C). A

If T heard correctly, for these, the best way to get nice models over number fields is to go through to

modular interpretation.

4.1.1 modular interpretation

We start by looking at Y (1) = SLy(Z)\H. For any 2 € H, one can consider the lattice A, = (z,1) C C.
This gives an elliptic curve E, = C/A,. This correspondence actually gives an interpretation of SLy(Z)\H
as the (coarse) moduli space of elliptic curves E/C.

If you were looking at Y (m)2® instead, this would parameterize elliptic curves E, with a fixed iso-
morphism E,[m] = (Z/mZ)?. This isn’t quite right (I believe since we really only want symplectic
isomorphisms E,[m] = (Z/mZ)? and not just any isos).

The point of this modular interpretation is that if we let Y(1) be the moduli space of elliptic curves
over Q, this it gives a rational model for Y'(1)®*. You can similarly define a Y'(m)/Q as the moduli space

of elliptic curves with full level m-structure (i.e. with iso a, : (Z/mZ)* = E[m]).

Warning 4.1.8. Y(m)c % Y(m)*" since the former space is not connected. This is because elliptic
curves have a Weil pairing

E[m] x E[m] — pm,
so one gets a decomposition

Y (m)gc,.) = |_|Y(m)¢
¢

with ¢ ranging over primitive mth roots of unity. Each Y (m)¢ above is geometrically connected, and is

isomorphic to Y (m)*" over C. .

Theorem 4.1.9 (Shimura (+ Taniyama?)). Let A/C be a simple abelian variety w/ CM by (K, ®) with
K a CM field and K C End®(A) = End(A) ® Q. If dim A = g, we require [K : Q] = 2g. Then, A can be
defined over Q.

9We want (inner) forms of SLa(R)
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(You can be more precise with the field of definition. Maybe the right answer is A defined over the
Hilbert class field of K?)

Remark 4.1.10. An elliptic curve E, (corresponding to z € H) is CM iff z satisfies some quadratic equation
(one can check this explicitly), i.e. [Q(z): Q] = 2. o

Shimura suggested calling a modular form f algebraic if f(t) € Q for all quadratic T € H. This
definition turns out to be equivalent to the one given earlier, but no longer uses the g-expansion. Hence, it’s
a definition which can be adapted to other settings (e.g. to the algebraic curves coming from quaternion

algebras).
Example. The Xp(m) from before roughly parameterize abelian surfaces with action by & BH A

What if we want more quotients? Note we got discrete subgroups via a chain like
G7?(Z) C Gp(Q) C Gp(R) = SLy(R).

However, we don’t really need the last map to be an isomorphism. We only need a surjective with compact

kernel.

Example. Say B/F a quaternion algebra over a totally real field F. Say that B is indefinite over one
place 11 : F' — R (this will give a copy of SL2(R)), but is definite at all other real places t; : F' — R (get

something compact here) for ¢ > 2. Note that we will get a decomposition

Gs®) = J[ Gs®)

T;:F—R
coming from the decomposition B ®g R =~ [[,..p. .z B®r R, A
Remark 4.1.11 (Albert’s classification).
totally real field if
End® (A) = B/Fy quaternion algebra over totally real field which is . ¢
") indefinite at all real places or definite at all of them !
B/F division algebra over CM field otherwise.

¢}

I think maybe Elena said something about the moduli interpretation of the curves arising from the
previous example, but if she did, I did not follow. Based on audience questions, it sounds like the point
was that the example given before will give some compact Riemann surface, but it won’t be a moduli
space of abelian varieties (since to B in that example don’t show up as endomorphism algebras of abelian
varieties). I think she said something about Shimura getting around this issue somehow (do you get

moduli space of certain complex torii?), but I didn’t quite hear it.

4.2 Lecture 2 (7/27)

Note 3. Roughly 9 minutes late

Missed what appears to be some amount of recap of last time.

10Tt seems the correspondence here sends z € H to the quotient of C2 by the ¢'p-lattice generated by (z,1) € C2
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4.2.1 Unitary Shimura Curves

Consider SU(1,1) as a real Lie group. There is an isomorphism SU(1,1) ~ SLy(R). This map is

(5 )=

where

a=1x+1y
B =z+iw
a=x+w
b=z—y
c=x+Y
d=z—w

Fix E/Q a quadratic imaginary field (e.g. E = Q(4)). Let V be a 2-dimensional E-vector space. Consider
a Hermitian form (—, —) on V. If you choose a nice base, can take

(x,y) = 17, — 2Ys.

This leads to the group SU(V, (, )).

Can also put a skew-HermitiarE form on V' by taking something like Trp /g (i(z,y)), this satisfies
(bz,y) = {x,b*y). Can replace i with any 8 € E for which 8* = —8. Let A C V be an Og-lattice (so
A = 0%). From this, can get an integral model G of Gg = SU(V, (,)).

Now say F'is a CM field, so have F'/F quadratic imaginary extension of a totally real Fy. Let % be
complex conjugation on F' (so Fy is the fixed field of *). Let V be a 2-dim F-vector space. Consider

(z,y) = T1urYy + T2u2ly
for some uy,uy € Fj. This will be a Hermitian form. We want to set things up so that

Gr(R)~SU(L 1) x J[ SUE©)

T Fo—R|[i>2

(right factors are compact, while left factor is SLo(R)). The condition to achieve this is that

T1(urug) < 0 while T;(ujug) >0 for j > 1.

Let A be an Op-lattice in V. Choose uy,u; € Uﬁo, and let 8 be a generator of the different of F' (we’ll
want certain traces to have integral values). We can use these choices to get an integral model G, and

then consider

Tr(l) = Gp(Z) € Gp(Q) C G(R) - SLy(R)

Halternating + (bz,y) = (z,b*y)
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(m above will have compact kernel). This leads to the construction of quotients
I'p(m)\H.

Sounds like these are compact if [F' : Q] > 2. They will also have a moduli interpretation.
Say z € H. We’ll want to produce an abelian variety A, with a polarization \,, and an action i, of
Or. This will be the moduli problem associated to I' F(l)E Recall we had a 2-dim F-vector space V'

previously fixed (as well as an O lattice A). The abelian variety is
A, = AN\

which has real dimension 4d. Once we give it a complex structure (depending on z), it will be a complex
torus of dimension 2d. Note that]

Ve=VeeR= [] Ve@rR.
N———

T:Fp—R ha

Let e, f be an isotopic basis of Vi, so (e,e) = 0= (f, f) and (e, f) # OE If z € H, can consider the line
(e+zf) C Vq,

which is negative in the sense that (w.,w,) < 0 (here, w, = e+ zf). Write Vi, = w, ®wL. We now want

to define a complex structure, which we do via (a € C)

av ifvew
av if vewt
av if v € Vz, with signature (2,0)

av  if v € V, with signature (0, 2)

These choices force (i -, z,z) > 0 to be positive definite, so A, will be an abelian variety, not just a

complex torus.
Notation 4.2.1. Instead of writing a-, v, we may write h, : C — End(Vg) and then write h.(a)v = a-,v.

Remark 4.2.2. The Op-action is it’s original action on V/A. The polarization (via generalities on complex
torii) comes from (h(i)—, —) being positive definite. o
Remark 4.2.3. Note that the parameter on the upper half plane is only used to give a choice of complex

structure. o

4.2.2 Something

Sounds like if X is a connected symmetric hermitian domain, and I' is a discrete group acting freely

( <= T torsion-free), then I'\ X has a unique structure as a q.proj algebraic variety over C. Maybe such

12This a PEL-type Shimura variety, P = polarization, E = endormorphism, L. = level structure
13 Also note F @g R~ T[], C

Meg e= (}) and f = (_11>
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X satisfy Hol(X)™ = semisimple real Lie group (which acts transitively on X)?

Example. The Siegal upper half space
Hy ={z € My(C):'2=2 and Imz >0}.

This has an action of Sp,,(IR) which looks like an action by linear fraction transformations if you write
elements of SpQQ(R) has 2 x 2 block matrices. The quotient is the moduli sace of principally polarized

abelian varieties. A

Part of the utility of this is to be able to write X ~ G(R)/K for G(R) some real Lie group with
G(R) — Hol(X)™*.

Example.

GLy(R)/ SOz (R)R* = H
A

We want G(R)/Ks to parameterize complex structures h : C — End(Vg) (and something about
‘conjugacy classes’ 7)@
In the language of Deligne, a Shimura data is a pair (G/Q, X) with G a reductive algebraic group,

and X is a conjugacy class of h’s?

Recall 4.2.4 (from Aaron’s lectures?).
['(1)\H ~ GL2(Q)\ GL2(R) x GL2(Ay)/K,
where K = GLy(Z) - R* - SO4(R). ®
Choose K C G(Ay) compact. Can consider
Wi == G(Q\X x G(Ay)/Ky.

These will be q.proj algebraic varieties over C. They will not be connected in general. It will be defined
over some number field E = E(G, X).

Recall 4.2.5. Y (m)c = || Y(m)” ©

4.3 Lecture 3 (7/28)

Let’s try today to give an algebraic definition of Shimura varieties. Last time we mentioned Deligne’s
definition in terms of pairs (G, X) with G/Q a reductive algebraic group, and X some G(R)-conjugacy
class of maps h : St — G(R)E Under certain conditions, X should be a complex manifold. Deline has

certain axioms. Under them, for any K C G(Ay) a compact open, the space

My = GANX x G(Ap)/K

5Maybe you implicitly fix an embedding G < GLy, choose one complex structure h : C — End(Vk), and then look at
the orbit of this A under G(R)?
167 think St = Resc/r Gm is the Deligne torus, and you can think of h as a algebraic group homomorphism St — Gg.

Alternatively, S! is the unit circle and you really want G(R) on the RHS
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becomes a q.proj algebraic variety (in a unique way?) defined over a number field E(G, X)/Q (note FE

independent of K'). This perspective makes two aspects of the theory very natural

(1) As K varies, these form a projective system. For K C K', we get
Mg 5 Mg,
(2) This system {M g}k has an action of G(Ay). In particular, for g € G(Ay), we get
g: Mg — Mygg—

(via multiplication on the right). This is compatible with changing level, e.g. have commutative

squares
MK’ *}g MgK/g—l
MK i> MgKg—l .
Remark 4.3.1. Think of as analogue of Hecke operators, e.g. T}, < (p 1). o

Note you can get correspondences of the form

if you want to think of actions at a single level. However, G(Ay) really does act on the whole

system, so no need to restrict to a single level.

Theorem 4.3.2 (Deligne?). If you have a map (G,X) % (G',X') of Shimura data, then you get a
corresponding map

Mg (G, X) — Mg/ (G, X)

of systems. ¢ in particular includes the data of a group homomorphism ¢ : G — G’ so for any open
compact K, you can find some open compact K' O ¢(K) and then get a map as above. Again, best to

think of this as a map
M (G, X)} 25 {Mer(G, X))

of projective systems. Furthermore, if ¢ is injective, then f, is a closed embedding.

Warning 4.3.3. To have a closed embedding at a single level, you’ll need to take K’ so that K =
e LK) .

A morphism of Shimura data is a group homomorphism ¢ : G — G’ such that

(h:S' - GR)eX = ('L GR) S G (R) e X
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4.3.1 Siegel varieties?

Consider Shimura data (Go, Xo) with Go = GSpy, (V,(, )) /Q. We can describe the h € X, as certain
R-algebra maps h : C — Endg(Vk). To get something satisfying Deligne’s axioms (which we have not

specified here), we’ll need
e h(Z) = h(z)* (with * denoting adjoint, i.e. {fv,w) = (v, f*w))
e The induced pairing (h(i)—, —) should be positive definite.

Given such an h, we’ll get a decomposition Vj, ¢ = Vh+ @V, (where z € C acts as z on V't and as Z on

V) with V* a g-dimensional complex vector space.
Fact. If h ~ h’ (conjugate under G(R)) <= V," =V, as C-vector spaces (i.e. have same C-dimension).

If T am hearing/following correctly, all the h’s with the two given properties form one big conjugacy

class.
This gives (Gp, Xo). Let A C V be the standard lattice. Then, M(Gy, Xo)x will be the moduli space

of g-dimensional abelian varieties (w/ principal polarization?).
Note 4. 1 keep on getting distracted for a few seconds, and then missing stuff...

Looks like now we want to consider starting with data F,x,V,(— —) with * some sort of involution
on F and (a,b) = Trp,g(6(a,b)) for some § € F* with * = —3. Note this satisfies (bz,y) = (z,b*y).
One often denotes the resulting group G = GUY (V, (—, —)) and calls it a fake unitary group. This group
embeds into G by forgetting the F-action. To define a Shimura data on G, consider the h of the form

h:C— EDdFR(VR) C End(VR)

(composition a map of R-algebras) satisfying
o h(z) = h(2)*
e (h(i)—,—) positive definite.

In this way, we get a natural morphism (G, X) — (Gg, Xo) of Shimura data. Almost, anyways. We first
need to show Xj is a single conjugacy class under Go(R), I think. Note h factoring through End g, (Vr)
will cause the decomposition Vi, c = V,; @V, to be F-linear, i.e. to be a decomp of (F ® C)-vector

I V==Vic

T:F—C

spaces. Note LHS has decomposition

with each factor of the same dimension (call it n). One gets
Vo= (Vo Vv)).

Before, we have V't dual to V~. Here, I think V.7 will be dual to V. Define f(t) = dim V. Note the
iso. type of V}, ¢ as an (F ® C)-vector space is equivalent to the data of the decomp V't = @ V. which is
equivalent to the data of the partition f (note g =Y f(7)). Note f(T) + f(T*) = n since dim; = f(t*),
I think (I'm getting behind). Something above the pairs (f(T), f(T*)).

54

This should

give po-
larization
showing that
you're get-
ting a mod-
uli space of
abelian va-
rieties, not

just tori




Fact (Upshot?). h ~ k' under G(R) < V,m 2 V¥ as (F ® C)-modules.

One one unpacks what was supposed to happen above, you can apparently see that M g (G, X) is the

moduli space of abelian varieties A of dimension nd (where n = dimp X and d = [Fp : Q]) with
e an Up-action Op — End(A); and

e Lie Ac = Vi as (F @ C)-modules
Note there’s a decomposition Lie Ac = @(Lie A)(t) (mirroring FF ® C = [[, F'), and the condition
here is equivalent to dim(Lie A)(t) = f(7).

A maybe more algebraic way to write this is to say

char(b,Lie A) = H(Jc —1(b))7™
T
for any b € F. Note that this polynomial will be defined by a number field, generated by all these
7(b)’s, and the variety will be defined over this number field. You can do even better than that if

you're more careful (e.g. imagine something like (z — ¢)(z + i) which is defined over Q, not just

Q).

Note you can think of this G naively as G = GLr NGg C Gy. Let B be a central simple Q-algebra (so
Z(B) =F). Then can consider
G := GLg NGy C G.

Say we have a positive involutiorﬂ x on B as well as a free B-module V' with pairing (—, —) s.t.
(bx,y) = (x,b*y). Consider the h : C — Endp. (Vg) with same two properties from before.

Remark 4.3.4. Apparently B has a positive involution <= Vg has a positive definite form (which is

required by the second of our two conditions from before). o

What are the GUP(V, (—, —)) conjugacy classes of these h? As before, Vo =V @V~ as (B ® C)-
modules. The conjugacy classes will correspond to those with VT lying in a fixed isom class of (B ® C)-
modules. Sounds like you get a moduli space M g (G, X) of abelian varieties of dimension nd (n = dimg V'
and d = dimg B) equipped with

e Up — End(A)

e Lie Ac 2 V,! as (B ® C)-modules.
Something about traces... Tr(b,Lie A) = Tr(b,V*) € E for all b € Op. Note sure if this is a

separate, additional condition, or a rephrasing of the above...

Sounds like this sort of construction only gives rise to PEL-type Shimura varieties.
What other groups are there? Fix some t € T*(V), and let G be any reductive group sitting inside
Go? Consider
(V) =EPVvem e (Ve

m,n

Tie. (xy)* = y*x*, z** =z, and Trp, /r(zz*) >0 for all z # 0
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Since G is reductive, it’ll turn out that G = Stabg (T*(V)G). Something something Hodge type some-
thing something. Note that a choice of b € End(V) is a choice of ¢, € V ® V*. I'm not so sure what’s
happening right now...

Something about looking at (F = Z(B), *) and breaking into cases

e [ totally real: symplectic or orthogonal

e F CM (with % complex conjugation): unitary

4.4 Lecture 4 (7/29)

Recall 4.4.1. Say (G, X) is a Shimura datum. Then we get a projective system {MK(G,X)}KCc(Af)
indexed by compact opens. Each variety in this system is quasi-projective and smooth over some number
field E(G, X)/Q independent of K. ©

Consider the étale cohomology groups
(M Q).

This will live in a system, so we can take a limit

Since G(Ay) acts naturally on the projective system for the Shimura data, these limit cohomology groups
obtain a action of G(Ay) x Gal(E/E).

Remark 4.4.2. G(Ay) will act smoothly, i.e. everything is fixed by some open compact. In particular,

the part of H' fixed by K will exactly recover Hi, (M KB Q) apparently. o

Assumption. Assume M is projective for all K. In particular, get iso
Hét(MK)E7@E) b2 C :_) Hiing(MK5 (C)

This cohomology group having actions by both G(A ) and Gal(E/E) give you a way of corresponding

some automorphic reps to some Galois reps. That is, one can use this to product something like

{some algebraic} {Some (f.dim, a.e. unram) E—adic}
s .

auto reps of G Galois reps

o~

To get such a correspondence, one needs to fix an isomorphism Q, ~ C of abstract fields. This corre-

spondence will also satisfy L(w, s) = L(p, s) if 7 — p.

Remark 4.4.3. There was something about a ‘component at oo’ %, that I missed...

Apparently %, is some lisse étale sheaf attached to certain data at infinity? o

To get correspondence, write 7 = Ty ® T and then consider the Galois rep (the data of m is
absorbed by the choice of .Z,,)
HOm([;,(Af) (7Tf, H* (M(G, X), .ﬁfw))
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Remark 4.4.4. Think of H* = 3 (—1)" H* in the Grothendieck group of representations )
This give a Galois rep attached to 7; it may not always be the Galois rep attached to m, but it should

often be ‘close enough’ in some way.

Question 4.4.5. How could you prove something like L(w,s) = L(px,s) for a correspondence coming
out of this?

Write 7 = ®/p mp. Recall each unramified m, gets some s.s. conjugacy class C), which is meant to
be p(Frob,,) (which would give L, (7, s) = Ly,(pr, s) if ’'m following), at least if p is unramified by p. We
have unramifiedness almost everywhere on both sides. Using Chebeotarev one the Galois side and strong
multiplicity one on the automorphic side, matching these up at the jointly unramified places suffices to
win (I think).

Recall 4.4.6. 7, is unramified if wf” # 0, where K, = G(Zp) (choose a nice integral model) is
a maximal compact (something something hyperspecial something something). This is equivalent to
7K»K” 2L 0 for the global 7 for some K? C G(AZ;). ©)

This suggests that p should arise in the cohomology of Mg (G, X) for some K of the form K = K,K?.

We want the reps in this cohomology group to be unramified, and for this we use a theorem of Deligne.

Theorem 4.4.7 (Deligne). If Mg (G, X) has good reduction at p, then Hy,(My, %) is an unramified
Galois representation at pE

This still leaves showing that the constructed correspondence satisfies C}, = p(Frob,) (but at least we
now know both sides are unramified at the same places).
4.4.1 Something else?

Fix dim A = n[Fp : Q] as well as O < End(A) satisfying i(a*) = i(a)!. There was also the trace
condition
Tr(b,Lie A) = Tr(b, V) € E C C for all b€ OF.

This condition is no good in char p for reasons I did not catch. In general, one replaces this with a certain

determinant condition:
det(b, Lie A) = det(b, V") € E[z] where b= z;b;.

This will lead to a model over O (). We also want to the model to be smooth.
Theorem 4.4.8. Assume p is unramified in F, B is split at (all primes above) p, the chosen order Op
is mazimal in B ® Oy, and for the Op-lattice A, the restricted pairing

(—,—):AXxA—Z

is perfect at p. These conditions are satisfied at all but finitely many primes.
Now, if K = K,K? C G(Q,) x G(A‘;) (with K, = Stab(A)), then the constructed model My /Og
is smooth (note O ) C Op, ).

18Note Hi, (M, Q) = Hét(pr:@e)
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Apparently you should be able to predict from the Langlands correspondence which primes are smooth
for your model (I guess by looking at where your rep is unramified). Something something canonical

models something something.

Remark 4.4.9. Sounds like automorphic forms can be realized in some cohomology groups HO(M K,w")
with w" a vector bundle depending on a weight . Sounds like this w is still the Hodge bundle w = 71'*9114 /X

in the case of PEL-type Shimura varieties. o
Theorem 4.4.10. The line bundle det w is ample.

Remark 4.4.11. As the above shows, étale cohomology is not the only way to realize automorphic forms
algebraically.

You can also, for example, look at étale p-adic cohomology (or better yet complete cohomology).
Consider a system like { Mg r» } ki, with K? fixed, and then look at

lim g B (Mic, 2/p"7)

which has a G(Qy)-action. o

What if we’re interested in ramified primes? There should be a local Langlands correspondence where
if m ~» p via GLC, then 7, ~ p, via LLC. However, since p was defined globally, it’s not even clear that
pp depends only on 7, (as it should if the two correspond via local Langlands). Sounds like studying
these sorts of questions leads to the notion of local Shimura varieties.

Say (G, X) is a Shimura datum over a number field, and say p is unramified (in the sense that it
satisfies hypotheses of Theorem . Think of X as a set of h : Resc/r Gy, — Gr. From this, can get
data

(G/Qp i+ G — G

which should be a ‘local Shimura datum’. In analogy with what Deligne did, should exact to be able to
construct a projective system G(Q,) ~ {Mk} KCG(Q,) with each space q.proj var. defined over the same
finite extension E(G, up)/Q,. This sort of idea is exactly how Harris-Taylor proved local Langlands.

Warning 4.4.12. Sounds like such spaces are not known to be defined for arbitrary G. Harris-Taylor
worked with G = GL,, /Q,. .

There was more said that I did not write down...

For examples where such spaces have been constructed, look at [Rapoport-Zink] (PEL type), [W.
Kim] (Hodge type), [Scholze-Weinstein|, [Lubin-Tate], ...

Also, the definition of local Shimura datum we gave is apparently insufficient. Need also some b €
B(G, ), but don’t ask me what B is. The spaces also inherit an action of some other algebraic group
depending on b.

Even more stuff I did not write down...
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5 Aaron Pollack: The Rankin-Selberg method

5.1 Lecture 1 (7/25)

Note 5.
(1) Notes by Aaron on his website.
(2) Series of lectures about computing w/ L-functions
(3) Loosely connected to Friedberg’s lectures.

Lecture series is about the Rankin-Selberg method. This is related to integral representations of L-
functionsH Suppose f is a modular form (or a generalization). Let L(f, s) be some L-function associated
to f. Typically, we can define L(f, s) for Re(s) > 0. However, we may not know if it has a meromorphic
continuation (in s) to all of C, if it satisfies a functional equation, or of the significance of its special

values (values at special points).
Example. One expects that L(f, s) having a pole at some s = s = [ is special in a precise sense. A

We also typically do not know an expression of L(f,s) in terms of ‘Fourier coefficients’ of f.
When the Rankin-Selberg method applies, it can help answer all these questions. We likely won’t
actually give a precise definition of this method until lecture 2.

5.1.1 Hecke’s integral

Suppose f € Si(C) is a normalized Hecke eigenform (H.E.F) of level one and weight k, so

f(Z) = Z anq"

n>1
with a,, € C and ¢ = €2™*. Note that a; = 1 since f is normalized.
Question 5.1.1 (Audience). Are special values also interesting for transcendental L-functions?

Answer. The answer should usually be yes. For example, you can sometimes tell if the L-function of
an automorphic form on a big group is a lifted from one on a small group by checking if it has certain

poles. *

Example. The classical L-function associated to a modular form f is

Lclass(f, 3) = Z ann_s

n>1

and converges for Re(s) > 0. This has an associated completed L-function
Actass(f, 8) = T (8) Letass (f, $) where T'e(s) = 2(27)~°T(s). A

Theorem 5.1.2 (Hecke).

9Think, for example, writing the L-function of a modular form as an integral via taking a Mellin transformation (I
think).
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(1) Analytic continuation: Acass(f,s) has analytic continuation to s € C

(2) Functional equation: Acpass(f,8) = (—1)%/2Acass(f, k — )

(note k is even since f is of level 1)

(3) Euler product:
—s —1-92s\ 1
L1 =TT =y 42512
P
Remark 5.1.3. In the theory of automorphic forms, one usually normalizes L-functions so as to get a

functional equation relating s «» 1 — s. This is why we call the one above ‘classical’. o

We will prove Hecke’s theorem, but not using the usual proofm We'll see a proof that generalizes
better to other situations. The way we have defined things, it would be relative easy to prove (1),(2),
but a lot of work to prove (3). More often, you define an L-function as an Euler product, and then
proving AC + FE is hard.

Proof of (1),(2) of Theorem[5.1.4 Consider the functioﬂ
i s QY
I(f,s) =/ fliy)y®—.
0 Yy
Since f(iy) = Y .51 a,e”2™ is rapidly converging, one can integrate the above term-by-term. First

note that 00 d 00 d
/ e—QTFTLnyl “:2:7my (277’11)_3/ e—uusj = n—3(27r)‘31“(s).
0 Y 0 u

Hence,

I(f,s) = % Z apn” °Tc(s) = 1Adass(f, s).

2
n>1

Since f is a modular form, f(—1/z) = 28 f(2), so f(i/y) = (—1)*/2y* f(iy). Hence,

15.@y:71/y0075.diyfik/zookfs-diy
/Oyf(zy)y 2 / v i L = (1) /y fin) L.

Thus,
s —s\ gAY
109 = [ (v + ) i .

In particular, we have an integral representation starting at s = 1 instead of s = 0. Since f(iy) decays
~ e~2™ as y — oo, the above expression actually defined a holomorphic function on all of C (giving the
desired analytic continuation). Furthermore, by staring at this expression, we immediately get a functional
equation I(f,k—s) = (—=1)*/2I(f,s). These imply the corresponding properties for Aciass(f, ) = 2I(f, s).

|

This wasn’t too bad. One way of saying way is that we’ve proved some function has an analytic
continuation and functional equation, but because we haven’t shown it has an Euler product, we haven’t

prove that it’s the right function to be looking at. We’ll obtain the Euler product next time.

207 think the phrase ‘usual proof’ here refers to the usual proof of (3) by Hecke theory?
21This is the Mellin transform of f if I'm not too mistaken
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Thus far, we’ve assumed we all know what ‘Hecke eigenforms’ are. Let’s actually go ahead and talk
about/define these just to make sure we’re all on the same page. We’ll take a group theoretic approach
to this.

5.1.2 Group Theory and Hecke Eigenforms

We'll transition to adele groups and representations.
“There are two reasons. These are the definitions I remember, and these are the definitions that help

you, in practice, prove things.”

(Step 1) Given f € S;(C), we will (with some work) product a function on GL2(A). We will then define
Hecke eigenforms in terms of that associated function on GL2(A). We first define a function on

positive determinant real matrices, i.e. we define

¢s: GL; (R) — C

as follows. Let j(g,2) =cz+dif g = <a

b
> . Then, we set
c d

ai+b
ci+d

¢5(g) := det(g)*/?j(g,7) ™" f(g i) where g-i=

(note that g - ¢ € H since det(g) > 0). The point is that ¢ satisfies an easier functional equation

(partially because it incorporates the factor of automorphy into the definition):

er(19) = ¢5(9) for all y € GL3 (Z) = SLa(Z)

©r <<z )g) =s(9) for all z € R*.
z

We want a function of GLy(A).

Proposition 5.1.4. The inclusion

SLy(Z)\ GLF (R) = GLy(Q)\ GL2(A)/ [] GL2(Z,)

p<oo
is a bijection.

Thus, for free, we get a function ¢ : GLy(Z)\ GL(A) — C corresponding to ¢y using this propo-
sition. Note that ¢ is right invariant under GL2(Z,) for all p.

We can now define Hecke eigenforms.

Remark 5.1.5. GLa(Ay) n C* (GL2(Q)\ GL2(A)) via the right regular representation, i.e.
(9-&)(x) = &(zg)

(this is a left action). o
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Warning 5.1.6. We are being a little sloppy by writing C>°. Usually people look at L? or at smooth
functions with some growth property. We don’t wanna get too into the weeds, so we ignore this growth

property. For what we want to say (today), it shouldn’t make a difference. .

Definition 5.1.7. We set
Hp = O (GL2(Zy)\ GL2(Qp)/ GL2(Zy), C)

compactly supported complex valued functions on GL2(Q,,) which are GLa(Z,)-invariant on both sides.
If n € H, and £ is a function on GLg(A) or GL2(Q,), then we define

(n+€)(x) = /G o (e

If £ is invariant under some discrete subgroup, then this integral will just be a finite sum. We call H,

the local Hecke algebra at p. o

Theorem 5.1.8. Let m, be the GLa(Ay)-submodule of C°(GL2(Q)\ GL2(A)) generated by ¢ (with ¢
coming from a modular form f as before). Then, TFAE

(1) m, is irreducible as a GLa(Af)-module

(2) For all finite primes p and all n € H,, there exists some Ap(n) € C s.t.
%= Ap(1)p-

If ¢ satisfies these equivalent conditions, we say ¢ (or f) is a Hecke eigenform.
Question 5.1.9 (Audience). What happens if we replace that GLa(Z,) by a larger or smaller group?

Answer. Everything goes away. H, is an algebra under convolution. By taking GL2(Z,), this algebra
is actually commutative. If you take another group, you can lose commutativity and then you wouldn’t
expect to be able to find such simultaneous eigenvectors. The important thing is that GL(Z,) is a

maximal compact subgroup. *
Remark 5.1.10 (Response to audience question, didn’t hear the question). Let T, be the characteristic

p

polynomial of GL2(Z),) < ) GL3(Zp). Then, up to making the appropriate normalization, you get a

“commuative square”
f e %)

ryw | [n

e

This gives relation to classical theory. o

Hecke’s integral, group-theoretically Let ¢ be associated to f as above. Consider the integral

. [t
I(ps) = / 1 o ar
GL1(Q)\ GL1 (A) 1
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(using a Haar measure).
Proposition 5.1.11.

I(gp,s)z[(ﬁs—Fg).

Proof. One can write
GLi(A) = GL1(Q) x [ GL1(2Z,) x GL{ (R)

p<oo

(using that Q has class number one). If t € GL;(A), we may write

t=tg (1;&,) too-

t t ' h2 t -
e ol S )

The first equality is since ¢ is left invariant under GL;(Q) and right invariant under GL2(Z,,) for all p

Now,

(+ GL; being commutative I guess), while the second is by definition. Finally we choose Haar measure

dt whose restriction to GLT (R) is 4= and then we win. [ |

too

Note this proposition does not require f to be a Hecke eigenform. That is only needed for the Euler

product.

5.2 Lecture 2 (7/26)

Recall 5.2.1 (Automorphic forms, see Definition [3.2.17)). Let G/Q be a split reductive algebraic group@
The set of automorphic forms

A(G) € C*(G(Q\G(A))
is the set of left G(Q)-invariant functions ¢ : G(A) — C that are

(1) K =1]], K,-finite

Here, K, C G(Q,) is a maximal compact.
Question 5.2.2 (Audience). Should we really allow K to be finite index in a mazimal compact?

Answer. Doesn’t make a difference. If you're finite for a finite-index subgroup, then you’re finite

for K itself maximal compact. *
(2) Z(U(g))-finite
(3) of moderate growth

The space of cusp forms Ay(G) C A(G) is defined as those with certain Fourier coefficients (= ‘constant

terms’) equal to 0. 0

22Being split implies that it can be defined over Z
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Remark 5.2.3. For our purposes in the next couple lectures, can assume G = GL,, or even G = GLs. o

Goal.
(1) Define Langlands L-functions
(2) Hecke’s integral:
e’} . ) dy
159 = [ vt
0 Y
We proved AC + FE last time. We still need to prove that it has an Euler product.

Recall 5.2.4. Associated to a Hecke eigenform f, we obtained a function ¢ € C°(GL2(Q)\ GL2(A)).

From this, we wrote down the integral

. [t
I(p,s) = / " o ar,
GL1(Q)\ GL: (&) 1

Ip.s) = I(f5+ 5). °

and showed that

5.2.1 L-functions
Let (7, Vz) C Ao(G) be an irreducible representation (I think G(A)-rep, ignoring infinite places).
Fact. 7= = ®/v Ty, Where m, is an irreducible representation of G(Q,).
Let K, :== G(Z,), and let V,, be the space of 7, (for p < o).
Fact.
° V},Kp # 0 for almost all p. When this happens, we say 7, is unramified.
e dim V},Kp <1 for all p.

Fact. Associated to G, there exists a complex Lie group G (C) s.t. associated to an unramified represen-

tation 7, of G(Q,) is a conjugacy class ¢, C CAY'((C) See Table [2| for some examples.

G | @
GL, | GL.(©)
SPan | SO2n+41(C)

SO2n+1 | Spg,(C)
SOsn | SOum(C)

Table 2: A table of some groups with their Langlands duals

This last fact in particular is what we need to define L-functions.

Construction 5.2.5 (due to Langlands). Suppose r : G(C) — GLy(C) is a representation. Let 7 =
!

® m, be a cuspidal automorphic representation. We define the local L-function associated to ,
v

to be

L(my,7,s) = det (1y — T(C(Wp))p_s)il

if 7, is unramified. Note that this is the reciprocal of a degree N polynomial in p~*.
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Warning 5.2.6. Defining the local L-factor for ramified 7, is much more difficult. In particular, we only

asserted the existence of the associated conjugacy class c¢(m,) when , is unramified. .

Suppose 7 is as above, and let S be a finite set of places (including the archimedean places) such that

p € S = mp unramified. We then define the partial L-function associated to 7 to be

L¥(m,r,s) := H L(mp, 7, s).

p&S
This converges to a holomorphic function for Re(s) > 0.
Conjecture 5.2.7. L%(7,r,s) has meromorphic continuation and functional equation relating s < 1—s.

You may worry that we can’t product an L-function with the right local factors since we never

explicitly said how to get the conjugacy classes c(mp).

Suppose G as above and that (m,,V},) is unramified. Choose some nonzero vy € V}JK”, so Cvg = VpK".

For v € V,, and
neH,=CZ (K,\G(Qp)/Kp),
we define

pHo = / n(g)mp(g)vdg.
G(Qp)

In essence, we’ve extended the action 7, of G(Q,) ~ V,, to one of the group algebra H, ~ V.
Claim 5.2.8. nxv € Vpr

Proof.

mp(k) - (7% v) :/c(@ )n(g)ﬂp(kg) -vdg

- / 0k~ g)my(g) - vdg
G(Qp)

=nN*v n

Consequently, 1 * vg = A(1)vg for some A(n) € C.

Proposition 5.2.9. Let G and r : @(C) — GLN(C) be as above. Then, This sorta
sounds like
AT € O (Kp\G(Qy)/Kp) some Tate’s
thesis L-
function is
a ged of (-
AS xvg = /G(Q ) A (g)mp(g) - vodg = L(mp, T, $)vo functions

s.t. for Re(s) >x, 0, one has

type of
for all unramified . thing?

(In particular, you use the same A? for all unramified )

Example. Say G = GLj and 7 = Std : GLy(C) — GL2(C) the standard rep. Then, Here,
char(E)
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A3 (g) = char (g € Ma(Z,)) [det(g)|** 2 .

Set
Tyn = char (g € M2(Zy) : |det(g)| = [p"])

so Tyn € Hp = CF(GL2(Z,y)\ GL2(Q,)/ GL2(Z,)). Furthermore,
A (g) = Tymlg) """ .
Thus,

/GL @ )Ai( 9)mp(9)vodg = Z [p" [+ (T 5 v0) Z P52 A(Tyn Jvo = L(rm,, Std, s)vo. A
2(Mp

n>0 n>0

5.2.2 Hecke’s integral again

Goal. Suppose f € Si(C) is a weight k normalized Hecke eigenform (or even a Maass form if you want,
see Definition |3.2.2)). Let ¢ € C*°(GL2(Q)\ GL2(A)) be the function associated to f as in section
Then,

t
I(p,s) = / [t]® o dt = A(m,Std, s + 1/2) = (I-factors) L(m, Std, s + 1/2).
GL1(Q)\ GLi (4) 1

Above,
L(w,std, s +1/2) = [ [ L(mp, Std, s + 1/2).
P

Note that since f is level 1, there are no ramified p.

(Step 1) The Fourier Expansion of ¢ adellically.
Let ¢ : Q\A — C* be the standard additive character, i.e.

x)::Iva@%%

where o0 (To) = €2™%. Furthermore, if z, = xg + xllj with .732 € Zy and mllj = pﬂr (m € Z), then,

Vp(p) = Yplay) = 270"

For 1 € Q, we define the puth Fourier coefficient of ¢ to be

Then,

HEQ

(we will not prove this).

66



Remark 5.2.10. In the case of GLg, ¢ cuspidal <= ¢g(g) = 0 for all g. o

We(g) = p1(g) = v @) <<1 x) g) de,
Q\A 1

the Whittaker function of .

Define

Lemma 5.2.11. If p € Q*, then

—1
1
(,u 1) ( I) <,u 1) g | dz by left-invariance of ¢ under GL2(Q)

Corollary 5.2.12. If ¢ is a cusp form, then

plo) =3 eule)= > W, ((” 1) g).

neQx neQx

5.3 Lecture 3 (7/28)
Recall 5.3.1.
e f € 5;(C) level one cuspidal Hecke eigenform
o [~ e Ag(GLs), a cuspidal automorphic form on GLy(A)

!
e ¢ generates an irreducible representation m = ® 7. This is a GLa(Ay) X (gly, O(2))-module

7y 18 a GLy(Q,)-representation

e Let V denote the space of m, and V,, the space of 7.

o V2B Cvf). vf is called a spherical vector.
(m unramified everywhere since f was level one) ®

Question 5.3.2 (Audience). Is it clear that V, is infinite dimensional?

Answer. It’s true and not a difficult fact, but not easy enough to come up with a proof on the spot. *

67



5.3.1 L-functions

Recall
L(m,std,s) = [ [ L(mp,5td, s).

p

The completed L-function is

-1
A(m,Std, s) =T'¢ (s + k2> L(rw,stq, s).

To access the local L-functions, we appeal to

/ ( char(g € Ms(Z,)) |det(g)|s+% mp(9)vhdg = L(mp, Std, s)vh.
GLs(Qy)

We note that the LHS above is

Sop T

n>0
where Tn € H,, is
Tyn = char(g € Ma(Z,) : |det(g)| = p"|)-

That is, the LHS is a power series in p~° with coefficients that are Hecke eigenvalues of the representation

(7p, Vp). The Hecke eigenvalues come up here since Tpn - vf = A(p")v}).

Recall 5.3.3. In classical theory, the coefficients of the L-function of a modular form are its a,’s, it’s

Hecke eigenvalues for T,. ®

Question 5.3.4 (Audience). Are these Hecke eigenvalues the same ones that appear in the classical

situation?
Answer. Up to some normalization factor (possibly depending on p), they are. *

Recall that we are trying to evaluate

. [t
I(p,s) = / It]” ¢ dt.
GL1(Q)\ GL1(A) 1

Last time we had started understanding the Fourier expansion of ¢ adelically. We obtained (the Whittaker

expansion of )

plg)= Y eule)= > W, ((“ 1) g>,

neQ* peQx

where

eulg) = P () ((1 x) g) dz and W, (g) = »1(9).
Q\A 01

Note o = 0 since ¢ is cuspidal. Above, 1) : Q\A — C* is the standard additive character from last time.
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s K 3
I(p,s) = / > WL dt
GL1(Q)\ GL1(A) ey 1 1

t
:/ Z <|Mt|s W (,u 1)) dt product formula = |u| =1
el

L1(Q\ GL1(4) g

, ¢
:/ o W, ( ) .
GL1(A) 1

We've said that we will evaluate Hecke’s integral in a non-standard way. What’s the standard way?

Remark 5.3.5 (standard argument, quickly). First appeal to the following fact

Fact. W,(g) is itself an Euler product, i.e. for all places v, there exists W, : GL2(Q,) — C s.t.
(1) We(g € GL2(A)) = [T, Wu(g0)-
(2) In above infinite product, almost all factors are = 1.

This will cause the whole integral to split up as a product

S t'U
I(p,s) = HIU(S) where I,(s) = /GL (Q )|tv| W, ( 1) dt,.

Note that W, depends (only) on the representation 7, even though this isn’t indicated in the notation.
To continue along this line, to evaluate the global I in terms of L-functions, one would need to evaluate

the I,’s in terms of local L-functions. o

In what way will we evaluate this integral? For u € Q*, consider L, : V;x — C given as
v v —1 v Iz
Lu(‘p ) = (pu(l) = (0 (ua:)gp dz,
Q\A 0 1
where v € Vi, ¢" is the automorphic form associated to v.

Warning 5.3.6. We're really using the smooth notation of automorphic forms in order to be able to

evaluate at 1 and get a number. You can’t do this with an L? ‘function’. °

Note (recall group element acting by right regular representation)
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We want to use these linear functionals to rewrite our global integral:

t ) t )
I((p,s):/ W, |t|5dt:/ L o 11 at
GL1(A) 1 GL; (A) 1

“Here comes the leap of faith”

Imagine we can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3.7. Suppose £ :V, — C is a linear functional satisfying

14 ((1 T) v) =(z)l(v) for all x € Qp,v € V.

t 1
/ ¢ vy | t]°dt =L <7Tp,.5'td,8—|— > 0(vh).
GL1(Qp) 1 2

Claim 5.3.8. Such a proposition will imply

Then,

I(p,s) = afT(l)A <7r, Std, s + ;)

(ay(1) is the first Fourier coefficient of the original form)

Proof. If ) is a finite set of places of Q, let Ag =[], Qu, and define

t
I(Q,0,s) ::/ [t|° Ly e | dt.
GL1(Aq) 1

I(p,s) =lm I(2, ¢, s).

—
Q

Basically by definition,

(Step 1) I({o0}, 0, 8) = “GHT¢ (s + 5).

(Step 2) Use Proposition to induct on the size of {2

I(QU{p},¢,s) = L(mp,Std, s+ 1/2)I(Q, ¢, 5).

These two steps imply the desired result:

1 1
I((‘D,S) = af2( )A<7T,Std78+2> .

We will prove the above steps in reverse order (and prove the prop next time).

Proof of (Step 2) of Claim[5.3.8 By definition

S S t t
reuhes = [ g [ w0 ) (") e) ddte
GL1(Ag) GL1(Qp) 1 1
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Define a linear function ¢ = ¢, : V, — C via

s )7)

Remark 5.3.9. We should say what we mean by this. Given v € V,, since we are unramified eveywhere,

we can form
v®®v8®v°° =veV,
q#p

(accept there’s a canonical choice of v>°). The ¢" above is the automorphic form associated to v. o

Note that this linear functional depends upon tg. Then, we may write

s s t t
1QUphes) = [ oA v ) o) atate
GL; (Ag) GL1(Qp) 1 1
t
— [ ([ (")) s ) at
GLy (4) GL1(Q) 1

= / lta|® (E(US)L(WP, Std, s + 1/2)>dtg by Proposition [5.3.
GL1 (o)

t
= L(mp,Std, s + 1/2)/ lta|® Ly ¢ ¢ | dto
QL1 (Ag) 1

= L(mp,Std, s +1/2)I(Q, ¢, 5). |

To get the induction off the ground, we still need to understand the archimedean piece.

Proof of (Step 1) of Claim . We'll get the actually use the classical Fourier expansion of ¢ here. Say
g € GL2(R). Then,

Lige) = [ v ((l f) g> do = /% LT ((1 f) g> de.

The last equality above should not be immediately obvious. To see it, first observe that

Z\R = Q\A/ [] 2,
P
Furthermore, ¢ is right invariant under the matrices "This is true
since ¢ is
1 Z
( p) € GLa(Zy) C GLa(Qp), of level 1.
01 Sounds like

which allows you to compute this adelic integral at just the real place. By definition of ¢ in terms of f, 15 weilyy @nly

requires ¢

1 z\ [t k)2 . o being of
@((0 1) ( 1)) =t f(x +1it) for x € R,t € RZ,. level T S

1 Z
. In
1

the level one

we have
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The upshot is that

t
Ly << 1) @> = ay(1)t"2e 2" if t € RY,.
. t
Ezercise. If t < 0, then L, << 1) <p> =0.

Thus,
: dt 1 k
I({oc)ips) =as() [ thersmil - W ( N 2)

X
R0

as desired. |

5.4 Lecture 4 (7/29)

Recall we have been trying to evaluate Hecke’s integral

t .
I(p.5) = / 0 1]* dt.
GL1(Q)\ GL1(A) 1

We used the functional equation of ¢ to rewrite this as

t
/ W, [t]® dt.
GL:(A) 1

We mentioned (without proof) that this Whittaker function is an Euler product, which can be used to
deduce the same for this integral. However, we decided to take a different approach to arrive at this same

result.

Theorem 5.4.1 (Our Goal).
1
I(p,s) = afT()A(w, Std, s+ 1/2).

Last time we reduced the proof of this statement to the following purely local result.

!/
Proposition 5.4.2 (Proposition [5.3.7)). Write 7 = ® m, for the representation generated by ¢, and
v

let V,, be the (infinite-dimensional) space associated to m,. Suppose £ : 'V, — C is linear and satisfies

¢ ((1 3’) v) = ¢, (2)0(v) for all € Q,,v €V,

1
Then,
t X
L0, s) = / / o ) |t dt = L(my, Std,s + 1/2)0(0),
GL1(Qy) 1
where vl is a spherical vector for m,, i.e. Cvlj = V,,GLQ(Z”).

Remark 5.4.3. Note that v is only well-defined up to scalar multiple. With this in mind, the above

formula is at least reasonable since both sides scale when vf] scales. o
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Recall 5.4.4. We know that

1
/ char (g € My(Z,)) |det g|*™" 7, (g)vhdg = L (’R'p, Std, s + ) vh.
GL2(QP) 2

Also, the above integral is a power series in p~® with coefficients that are Hecke eigenvalues. ®

This implies that
/ char(g € M5(Z,)) |det(g)]*"" (g - v§)dg = L(my, Std, s + 1/2)(uf),
GL2(Qp)

which is the RHS of the desired equality in Proposition [5.4.2} Hence, we only need to know that the LHS
above is also the LHS of the desired equality in Proposition [5.4.2}

5.4.1 Short Digression: Iwasawa decomposition

This is a useful tool for computing integrals over GL2(Q,) (or other groups). Set
1 =z . . .
N = ) C GL2(Qp) upper triangular unipotent matrices

t
T = { ( ! . ) } C GL2(Qp) diagonal matrices
2

K = GLy(Z,) C GLa(Q,)

Then,
GL2(Q,) = NTK.

Moreover, if f € C*°(GL2(Q,)) is integrable, then

/G o, [0 = /T /N /K F(nth)

Question 5.4.5 (Audience). Does the order of integration matter?

-1

dkdndt.

tq
to

Answer. The factors inside of f must be in that order, e.g. it must be ntk, not tkn. However, if you

keep the insidemost integrand and change the order of the integrals, this will be the same by Fubini. %
Question 5.4.6 (Audience). Do we have to be careful about choosing measure in a consistent way?
Answer. Yes. Above, we never specified which Haar measures on each group we're taking. To be more

careful, choose

1 Z
e dn such that ( 1p > has measure 1

e dk such that GL3(Z,) has measure 1

ZX
e dt such that ( p ZX) has measure 1
p

Once these are chosen, dg is pinned down by the desired equality. *
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5.4.2 Back to evaluating Hecke’s integral

By the above digression, we have

/ char(g € Ma(Z,)) [det(g)|™" ¢(g - vf)dg
GL?(Q;D)

-1

—n 1 1
gtk / / / |tito]* ! char “) (1 ke My(Zy) | £ T (h kot ) |2 dkdadt
TJNJK 1 12 1 to to
-1
= / / / it har [ [ 72 € mazy) ) @y [ (T o) 1A dkdaar
TJNJK to to to
-1
:// |t1|8t2|s+zchar<<t1 “2) eMQ(Zp)> w,,@y((“ )yg) bl gpar.
TJN to to to

Now we’re in good shape. The inner integral above is simply (assuming to € Z,, b/c of bottom left corner

of the matrix)

0 iftagZ)
/ char(zte € Zy)p(v)dr = it ¢ 2,

» 1 otherwise.

usual trick of integrating a character over ¢, 'Z, = p~?»(#2)Z . Note 1,|z = 1). Plugging this in above,
2 &p P P1Zyp

we arrive at

/ char(g € Ma(Z,)) |det(g)"* €(g - v8)dg
GL2 (Qp

)
s s 1
:/ / |t1| |t2| +1£ Ug dtgdtl
t1€2Ly, Jta €LY ta
s ty . . . 1
= [t1]° ¢ vh | dty use v} invariant under matrix € GLy(Zy)
t1€Z, 1 to

t
; / |t1|S£ ! ’Ug dtl
t1€Q) 1

=IL,(¢,vf,s).

Lemma 5.4.7. Ift € Q \ Z,, then

Proof. See Aaron’s notes or work it out yourself. |

This completes the proof of Proposition which in turn completes the proof of Theorem (see
Claim [5.3.8). We did this by computing the simplest example of a ‘Rankin-Selberg integral’.
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5.4.3 More Examples of Rankin-Selberg Integrals

Let’s suppose K/Q is a quadratic field, and let H/Q be the algebraic group with functor of points
H(A)={(\g) € GL1(A) x GLa(K ® A) : A = det(g)}

(subset of Resk /g GL2 with determinant landing in G, (instead of Resk /g Gy )).
Let E(h, s) be an Eisenstein series on H(A). We won’t specify this completely precisely, but we’ll say
a bit about it.

e s € Cis a complex variable

E(h,s) = Z f(yh,s) where By(Q)=HnN { <* *> } ,

YEBr(Q\H(Q)
and f(—,s): H(A) — C is some function which satisfies

f <<a Z) h,s> - ’%‘sz(h,s) for all (“ Z) € H(A),h € H(A).

Proposition 5.4.8. f can be chosen so that E(h,s) has meromorphic continuation in s with simple poles
at s = 0,2 and so that it satisfies E(h,s) = E(h,2 — s).

We’ll use this Eisenstein series to write down a couple more integrals which represent L-functions.

Suppose m C Ap(GL2) and choose some nonzero ¢ € V.. Consider

I(p,s) = ©(9)E(g, s)dg,

/GLz(@)Z(A)\ GL2(A)
where we’ve used the naturally embedding GL2 g — H.

Theorem 5.4.9. )
1(p,s) ~ L (77, Std, s — 2) .
(Have a partial L-function on the RHS)
(note RHS depends on both K, E in ways which have been absorbed into the ~ and into the unspecified
finite set S of places)

Remark 5.4.10. The finite set S comes e.g. from ramification in K and from ramification in 7. o

The Rankin-Selberg method, roughly Suppose G/Q is a reductive group, and suppose m C Ay(G)
is a cuspidal automorphic representation. Say H C G is an algebraic subgroup. Say we also have H C G’

along with an Eisenstein series E(g’, s) on G'(A).
Remark 5.4.11. Frequently in practice, one will take H =G C G’ or H =G’ C G. o

If p € V., can consider the integral

/ E(h, $)p(h)dh =: I(,5)
H(Q)Z(A)\H(A)
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(Above, Z = Z(G) N HN Z(G")). In very special circumstances, this integral will give some partial
Langlands L-function
I(‘ﬁv S) ~ LS(ﬂ-v s — 30)

for some sp € C and some 7 : CAY'((C) — GLx(C). When this happens, one calls
I(—,s): Ay(G) — C

a Rankin-Selberg integral.

Warning 5.4.12. It’s unclear which L-functions you can get in this way. It’s also hard in general to tell

when such an integral is a R-S integral. °

Remark 5.4.13. Part of the utility of these things is that, from general facts about Eisenstein series, you
know that these integral have meromorphic continuations in s (and so you can get the same conclusion

for L-series). o
Example. Hecke’s integral comes from G’ = H = GL; C GL; = G. A

Example. The example above was H = G = GLy C G’ with G’ this subgroup of Resg /g GL2 (the thing
we previously called H). A
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6 List of Marginal Comments

l Question: Should this say irreducible?| . . . ... ... ... oo o 2
| | Answer: No, See e.g. proof of Lemma|l.1.16|. . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... ........ 2
| | Remember: Aisa quotient of CI(F)[ . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... . ... 2
| |1 guess Eisenstein series are eigenforms since cusp forms span a codim 1 subspace|. . . . . . . . 4
l TODO: Work thisout| . . . .. ... ... .. ... . . 12
l TODO: Finish definition, look at slides|. . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... . ... ... 14
l Question: What is d?| . . . .. ... ... ... 14
| | Answer: The degree of the totally real field, i.e. mf . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ..., 14
| | Apparently doing/did his postdoc with Dasguptal . . . . . ... ... ... ... .. ....... 15
| |It’s possible one of the 1’s below was supposed to be a 2| . . .. ... ... ... ... . ..., 18
l Question: Is it clear that M is finitely generated?. . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... .. 18
| | Answer: G compact, so it will have bounded image. I think this is the key|. . . . . . ... ... 18
! Question: Is it obvious that this implies G = IF? ......................... 20
l Question: Where does the word inner come into play?| . . . . .. ... ... . ... ... ... 20
l Question: Presumably this is coming from a map PGLy — Aut GSp,, (landing in inner auto- |
| morphisms). What is this map? Presumably it’s coming from some map GSp, — GSp,, | |
................................................. 21
| | I may have messed up some of the expressions in this proof below this point|. . . . . . ... .. 21
l Question: Why does B contain an unramified quadratic extension?| . . . . ... ... ... ... 23
l Question: Why?| . . ... ... .. 23
| | T think actually Lassina claimed this is an equality, but I don’t see why| . . . . ... ... ... 26
| | This second sentence might not actually hold given what I wrote in the first. It’s not clear to |
[ me these two Jattices have the same norm..] . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ....... 26
| |If you fix an arbitrary basis for V, it will be integral at almost all places{ . . . . . .. ... ... 26
| | T guess this is why functions on Bung are related to automorphic forms.|. . . . ... ... ... 27
| [Pmmnotsure what Mis| . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... .. 28
l Question: Are we saying subspace instead of subquotient because of some spectral decomp |
[ fheorem™ . . . . . ..o 32
| | Answer: I think it’s probably simpler than that. It’s just that L is a Hilbert space| . . . . . . 32
l Question: The one generated by @7 . . . . ... ... ... 41
FTARSOE 365 -+ v o o o o o 11
' Question: Is it clear that if /\2 op has a copy of the trivial representation, then p must factor |
| through Spy, 7| - . o o o o 44
| ] T guess you know this is Py (i.e. that it has a rational point) since the cusp is unique and so |
| must be defined over the ground field| . . . .. ... ... ... ... . o 0 L. 47
l Question: What’s ®7|. . . . . . ... ... 48
l Question: What is U7 . . . ... ... ... 50
| | Maybe I should read Deligne’s “Traveux de Shimura™| . . . . . ... ... ... .. ... ..., 52
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| | This should give polarization showing that you're getting a moduli space of abelian varieties, |

| not Just tOr1| . . . . . L oL L e 54
| | This is coming from smooth base change? I can never remember| . . . . .. .. ... ... ... 57
| | This sorta sounds like some Tate’s thesis L-function is a ged of (-functions type of thing? . . . 65
| | Here, char(£) denote the characteristic function of membership in some set £|. . . . .. . ... 65
Seems like also here we’re taking p-adic absolute value | - | = - |, everywhere] . . . .. .. .. 65
1 Z

D This is true since ¢ is of level 1. Sounds like it really only requires ¢ being of level I' D ( 1) .

In the level one case, recall Proposition [.1.4] . . . . . . . ... ..o L 71
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