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ABSOLUTE CONVERGENCE OF THE

SPECTRAL SIDE OF THE ARTHUR

TRACE FORMULA FOR GLn

WERNER MÜLLER AND BIRGIT SPEH†

0. Introduction

Let E be a number field and let G be the group GLn considered as
reductive algebraic group over E. Let A be the ring of adèles of E
and let G(A) be the group of points of G with values in A. Let G(A)1

be the intersection of the kernels of the maps x 7→ |χ(x)|, x ∈ G(A),
where χ ranges over the group X(G)E of characters of G defined over
E. Then the (noninvariant) trace formula of Arthur is an identity

∑

o∈O

Jo(f) =
∑

χ∈X

Jχ(f), f ∈ C∞
0 (G(A)1),

between distributions on G(A)1. The left hand side is the geometric
side and the right hand side the spectral side of the trace formula.

In this paper we are concerned with the spectral side of the trace for-
mula. The distributions Jχ are defined in terms of truncated Eisenstein
series. They are parametrized by the set of cuspidal data X which con-
sists of the Weyl group orbits of pairs (MB, rB), where MB is the Levi
component of a standard parabolic subgroup and rB is an irreducible
cuspidal automorphic representation of MB(A)

1.

Let K be a maximal compact subgroup of G(A). In this paper we
prove that for all K-finite functions f ∈ C∞

0 (G(A)1), the spectral side
of the trace formula is absolutely convergent. To make this statement
more explicit, we have to introduce some notation.

Let P0 be the subgroup of upper triangular matrices of G. This is the
minimal standard parabolic subgroup of G. Its Levi subgroup M0 is
the group of diagonal matrices. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G,
defined over E, with unipotent radical NP such that its Levi component
MP contains M0. We denote the split component of the center of MP

†partially supported by NSF grant DMS-0070561
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2 WERNER MÜLLER AND BIRGIT SPEH

by AP and its Lie algebra by aP . For parabolic groups P ⊂ Q there
is a natural surjective map aP → aQ whose kernel we will denote by

a
Q
P . Let A2(P ) be the space of square integrable automorphic forms

on NP (A)MP (E)\G(A). Let Q be another parabolic subgroup of G,
defined over E, with Levi component MQ, split component AQ and
corresponding Lie algebra aQ. Let W (aP , aQ) be the set of all linear
isomorphisms from aP to aQ which are restrictions of elements of the
Weyl group W (A0). The theory of Eisenstein series associates to each
s ∈ W (aP , aQ) an intertwining operator

MQ|P (s, λ) : A
2(P ) → A2(Q), λ ∈ a∗P,C,

which for Re(λ) in a certain chamber, can be defined by an absolutely
convergent integral and admits an analytic continuation to a meromor-
phic function of λ ∈ a∗P,C. Set

MQ|P (λ) :=MQ|P (1, λ).

Let Π(MP (A)
1) be the set of equivalence classes of irreducible unitary

representations of MP (A)
1. Let χ ∈ X and π ∈ Π(MP (A)

1). Then
(χ, π) singles out a certain subspace A2

χ,π(P ) of A2(P ) [A3, p.1249].

Let A
2

χ,π(P ) be the Hilbert space completion of A2
χ,π(P ) with respect

to the canonical inner product. For each λ ∈ a∗P,C we have an induced

representation ρχ,π(P, λ) of G(A) in A
2

χ,π(P ).

For each Levi subgroup L let P(L) be the set of all parabolic subgroups
with Levi component L. If P is a parabolic subgroup, let ∆P denote
the set of simple roots of (P,AP ). Let L be a Levi subgroup which
contains MP . Set

ML(P, λ) =

lim
Λ→0




∑

Q1∈P(L)

vol(aGQ1
/Z(∆∨

Q1
))MQ|P (λ)

−1 MQ|P (λ+ Λ)∏
α∈∆Q1

Λ(α∨)


 ,

where λ and Λ are constrained to lie in ia∗L, and for each Q1 ∈ P(L),
Q is a group in P(MP ) which is contained in Q1. Then ML(P, λ) is

an unbounded operator which acts on the Hilbert space A
2

χ,π(P ). In

the special case that L = M and dim aGL = 1, the operator ML(P, λ)
has a simple description. Let P be a parabolic subgroup with Levi
component M . Let α be the unique simple root of (P,AP ) and let ω̃
be the element in (aGM)∗ such that ω̃(α∨) = 1. Let P be the opposite
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parabolic group of P . Then

ML(P, zω̃) = − vol(aGM/Zα
∨)MP |P (zω̃)

−1 ·
d

dz
MP |P (zω̃).

Let f ∈ C∞
c (G(A)1). Then Arthur [A4, Theorem 8.2] proved that

Jχ(f) equals the sum over Levi subgroups M containing M0, over L
containing M , over π ∈ Π(M(A)1), and over s ∈ WL(aM)reg, a certain
subset of the Weyl group, of the product of

|WM
0 ||W0|

−1| det(s− 1)aL
M
|−1|P(M)|−1

a factor to which we need not pay to much attention , and of

(0.1)

∫

ia∗
L
/ia∗

G

∑

P∈P(M)

tr(ML(P, λ)MP |P (s, 0)ρχ,π(P, λ, f)) dλ.

So far, it is only known that
∑

χ∈X |Jχ(f)| < ∞ and the goal is to

show that the integral–sum obtained by summing (0.1) over χ ∈ X and
π ∈ Π(M(A)1) is absolutely convergent with respect to the trace norm.
For a given Levi subgroup M let L(M) be the set of all Levi subgroups
L with M ⊂ L. Put M(P, s) = MP |P (s, 0). Denote by ‖ T ‖1 the
trace norm of a trace class operator T . Let C1(G(A)1) be the space
of integrable rapidly decreasing functions on G(A)1 (see §1.4 for its
definition). Then our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 0.1. Let f ∈ C1(G(A)1) be K-finite. Then the sum over all
M ∈ L(M0), L ∈ L(M), χ ∈ X, π ∈ Π(M(A)1), and s ∈ WL(aM)reg
of the product of

|WM
0 ||W0|

−1| det(s− 1)aL
M
|−1

with

∫

ia∗
L
/ia∗

G

|P(M)|−1
∑

P∈P(M)

‖ ML(P, λ)M(P, s)ρχ,π(P, λ, f) ‖1 dλ

is convergent.

We think that the K-finiteness assumption can be removed. This de-
pends on a problem in local harmonic analysis which we shall describe
below.

By Theorem 0.1, the spectral side can now be rewritten in the fol-
lowing way. Denote by Πdisc(M(A)1) the set of all π ∈ Π(M(A)1)
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which are equivalent to an irreducible subrepresentation of the regu-
lar representation of M(A)1 in L2(M(E)\M(A)1). As in Section 7 of
[A3], we shall identify any representation of M(A)1 with a represen-
tation of M(A) which is trivial on AM,Q(R)

0, where AM,Q is the split
component of the center of the group ResE/QGLn obtained from G
by restricting scalars from E to Q. For any parabolic group P , let
A2
π(P ) = ⊕χA

2
χ,π(P ) and for λ ∈ a∗P,C, let ρπ(P, λ) be the induced rep-

resentation of G(A) in A
2

π(P ), the Hilbert space completion of A2
π(P ).

Given M ∈ L, L ∈ L(M), P ∈ P(M), s ∈ WL(aM)reg and a K-finite
function f ∈ C1(G(A)1), let

JLM,P (f, s)

=
∑

π∈Πdisc(M(A)1)

∫

ia∗
L
/ia∗

G

tr(ML(P, λ)MP |P (s, 0)ρπ(P, λ, f)) dλ.

By Theorem 0.1 this integral-series is absolutely convergent with re-
spect to the trace norm. Furthermore for M ∈ L and s ∈ WL(aM)reg
set

aM,s = |P(M)|−1|WM
0 ||W0|

−1| det(s− 1)aL
M
|−1.

Then for all K-finite functions f in C1(G(A)1), the spectral side of the
Arthur trace formula equals

∑

M∈L

∑

L∈L(M)

∑

P∈P(M)

∑

s∈WL(aM )reg

aM,sJ
L
M,P (f, s).

Note that all sums in this expression are finite.

We shall now explain the main steps of the proof of Theorem 0.1. The
proof relies on Theorem 0.2 of [Mu4]. In this theorem the absolute
convergence of the spectral side of the trace formula has been reduced
to a problem about local components of automorphic representations.
So the main issue of the present paper is to verify that for GLn, the
assumptions of Theorem 0.2 of [Mu4] are satisfied.

Let M = GLn1
× · · · × GLnr

be a standard Levi subgroup and let
P,Q ∈ P(M). We shall identify a∗M with Rr. Given a place v of E
and an irreducible unitary representation πv = ⊗r

i=1πv,i of M(Ev), let
JQ|P (πv, s), s ∈ Cr, be the the local intertwining operator between the
induced representations IGP (πv[s]) and IGQ (πv[s]), where s = (s1, ..., sr)
and πv[s] = ⊗i(πv,i| det |

si). It follows from results of Shahidi [Sh5]
that there exist normalizing factors rQ|P (πv, s) such that the normalized
intertwining operators

RQ|P (πv, s) = rQ|P (πv, s)
−1JQ|P (πv, s)
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satisfy the properties of Theorem 2.1 of [A7]. If v < ∞ and Kv is an
open compact subgroup of G(Ev), denote by RQ|P (πv, s)Kv

the restric-
tion of RQ|P (πv, s) to the subspace HP (πv)

Kv of Kv-invariant vectors
in the Hilbert space HP (πv) of the induced representation. If v|∞,
let Kv ⊂ G(Ev) be the standard maximal compact subgroup. Given
πv ∈ Π(G(Ev)) and σv ∈ Π(Kv), let RQ|P (πv, s)σv be the restriction
of RQ|P (πv, s) to the σv-isotypical subspace of HP (πv). Let λπv be the
Casimir eigenvalue of πv. Finally let Πdisc(M(Ev)) be the subspace of
all πv in Π(M(Ev)) such that there exists an automorphic representa-
tion π in the discrete spectrum of M(A) whose local component at v
is equivalent to πv. Then our key result is the following proposition.

Proposition 0.2. Let v be a place of E. For all M ∈ L and P,Q ∈
P(M) the following holds.

1) If v <∞, then for every open compact subgroup Kv of GLn(Ev) and
every multi-index α ∈ Nr there exists C > 0 such that

(0.2) ‖ Dα
u
RQ|P (πv, iu)Kv

‖≤ C

for all πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)) and u ∈ Rr.

2) If v|∞, then for every σv ∈ Π(Kv) and every multi-index α ∈ Nr

there exist C > 0 and N ∈ N such that

(0.3) ‖ Dα
u
RQ|P (πv, iu)σv ‖≤ C(1 + |λπv |+ ‖ u ‖)N

for all u ∈ Rr and all πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)).

Together with Theorem 0.2 of [Mu4], this implies Theorem 0.1.

In order to remove the K-finiteness assumption in Theorem 0.1, one
has to establish a stronger version of condition (0.3) which takes into
account the dependence on σv. Let λσv denote the Casimir eigenvalue of
a given σv ∈ Π(Kv). Suppose that for all M ∈ L in place of condition
(0.3) the following condition holds: For every v|∞ and multi-index
α ∈ Nr there exist C > 0 and N ∈ N such that

(0.4) ‖ Dα
u
RQ|P (πv, iu)σv ‖≤ C(1 + |λπv |+ |λσv |+ ‖ u ‖)N

for all u ∈ Rr, πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)) and σv ∈ Π(Kv). Then it follows
from Theorem 0.1 of [Mu4] that the spectral side of the trace formula is
absolutely convergent for all f ∈ C1(G(A)1). At the moment, however,
we don’t know how to prove the stronger estimate (0.4).

The existence of estimates of the form (0.2) and (0.3) follows from non-
trivial bounds on the continuous parts of the Langlands parameters of
πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)).
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To prove that appropriate bounds exist, we have to study local compo-
nents of cuspidal automorphic representations of GLm(A). First note
that any local component πv of a cuspidal automorphic representation
π of GLm(A) is generic [Sk]. This implies that πv is equivalent to a
fully induced representation [JS3], i.e.,

πv ∼= I
G(Ev)
P (Ev)

(τ1[t1], ..., τr[tr]),

where P is a standard parabolic subgroup of type (n1, ..., nr), τi are
tempered representations of GLni

(Ev) and the ti’s are real numbers
satisfying

t1 > t2 > · · · > tr.

Here τi[ti] is the representation g 7→ τi(g)| det(g)|
ti. For a unitary

generic representation πv the parameters ti satisfy |ti| < 1/2. In [LRS],
Luo, Rudnick and Sarnak proved that for an unramified πv which is the
local component of a cuspidal automorphic representation of GLm(A),
one has

(0.5) max
i

|ti| <
1

2
−

1

m2 + 1
.

First we extend this result of Luo, Rudnick and Sarnak to all local
components of cuspidal automorphic representations of GLm(A). Then
we use the description of the residual spectrum of GLm(A), given by
Mœglin and Waldspurger [MW], to prove similar bounds for the local
components of all automorphic representations in the residual spec-
trum of GLm(A) (cf. Proposition 3.4 for the precise statement). Then
Proposition 0.2 is a consequence of these bounds and Proposition I.10
of [MW].

Especially, it implies that there exists δ > 0 such that for every lo-
cal component πv of an automorphic representation π in the discrete
spectrum of M(A)1 the normalized intertwining operator RQ|P (πv, s)
is holomorphic in the domain |Re(si − sj)| < δ, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r. As the
example in section 4 shows, this is a necessary condition for (0.2) and
(0.3) to hold.

Finally we make some remarks about the compatability with the as-
sumptions made in [Mu4]. First of all, the normalization of local in-
tertwining operators used in the present paper differs from the one
used in [Mu4]. The latter one relies on Langlands’ general construc-
tion [CLL, §15] of normalizing factors at the finite places. So in order
to be able to apply Theorem 0.2 of [Mu4], we have to compare the two
different normalizations. It turns out that they differ essentially by the
ε-factors appearing in the functional equation of the Rankin-Selberg
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L-functions. Using some estimates of conductors, it follows that The-
orem 0.2 of [Mu4] also holds with respect to the normalizations given
by L-functions.

Furthermore, the reductive algebraic groups G considered in [Mu4]
are supposed to be defined over Q. However, passing to the group
G′ = ResE/QG which is obtained from G by restriction of scalars, it
follows immediately that the results of [Mu4] can also be applied to
reductive algebraic groups defined over a number field.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we compare the two
different normalizations of intertwining operators and we prove some
estimate for conductors. In section 3 we estimate the continuous pa-
rameters of local components of cuspidal automorphic representations
of GLm which generalizes results of Luo, Rudnick and Sarnak [LRS]
to the case of ramified representations. Then we use the description of
the residual spectrum of GLm by Mœglin and Waldspurger [MW] to
obtain estimations for the continuous parameters of all local compo-
nents of automorphic representations in the discrete spectrum of GLm.
We use these results in section 4 to prove Proposition 0.2. In section 5
we consider the global normalizing factors and we show that Theorem
0.2 of [Mu4] also holds with respect to the normalizing factors defined
by L-functions. Combined with Proposition 0.2 the proof of Theorem
0.1 follows.

Acknowledgment. The authors would like to thank G. Henniart, Ch.
Kaiser and W. Zink for some very helpful discussions. Especially the
last part of the proof of Lemma 2.2 was suggested by Ch. Kaiser.

1. Preliminaries

1.1. Let E be a number field and let A denote the ring of adèles of
E. Fix a positive integer n and let G be the group GLn considered as
algebraic group over E. By a parabolic subgroup of G we will always
mean a parabolic subgroup which is defined over E. Let P0 be the
subgroup of upper triangular matrices of G. The Levi subgroup M0

of P0 is the group of diagonal matrices in G. A parabolic subgroup P
of G is called standard, if P ⊃ P0. By a Levi subgroup we will mean
a subgroup of G which contains M0 and is the Levi component of a
parabolic subgroup of G. If M ⊂ L are Levi subgroups, we denote the
set of Levi subgroups of L which contain M by LL(M). Furthermore,
let FL(M) denote the set of parabolic subgroups of L defined over
E which contain M , and let PL(M) be the set of groups in FL(M)
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for which M is a Levi component. If L = G, we shall denote these
sets by L(M), F(M) and P(M). Write L = L(M0). Suppose that
P ∈ FL(M). Then

P = NPMP ,

where NP is the unipotent radical of P and MP is the unique Levi
component of P which contains M .

Suppose that M ⊂ M1 ⊂ L are Levi subgroups of G. If Q ∈ PL(M1)
and R ∈ PM1(M), there is a unique group Q(R) ∈ PL(M) which is
contained in Q and whose intersection with M1 is R.

Let M ∈ L and denote by A the split component of the center of M .
Then A is defined over E. Let X(M)E be the group of characters of
M defined over E and set

aM = Hom(X(M)E ,R).

Then aM is a real vector space whose dimension equals that of A. Its
dual space is

a∗M = X(M)E ⊗ R.

For any M ∈ L there exists a partition (n1, ..., nr) of n such that

M = GLn1
× · · · ×GLnr

.

Then a∗M can be canonically identified with (Rr)∗ andW (aM) coincides
with the group Sr of permutations of the set {1, ..., r}.

1.2. Let H be a reductive algebraic group defined over Q, let F be a
local field of characteristic 0 and let K be an open compact subgroup
of H(F ). We shall denote by Π(H(A)) (resp. Π(H(F )), Π(K), etc.)
the set of equivalence classes of irreducible unitary representations of
H(A) (resp. H(F ), K, etc.).

1.3. Let F be a local field of characteristic zero. If π is an admissi-
ble representation of GLm(F ), we shall denote by π̃ the contragredient
representation to π. Let πi, i = 1, ..., r, be irreducible admissible rep-
resentations of the group GLni

(F ). Then π = π1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ πr is an
irreducible admissible representation of

M(F ) = GLn1
(F )× · · · ×GLnr

(F ).

For s ∈ Cr let πi[si] be the representation of GLni
(F ) which is defined

by
πi[si](g) = | det(g)|siπi(g), g ∈ GLni

(F ).

Let
IGP (π, s) = Ind

G(F )
P (F )(π1[s1]⊗ · · · ⊗ πr[sr])
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be the induced representation and denote byHP (π) the Hilbert space of
the representation IGP (π, s). We refer to s as the continuous parameter
of IGP (π, s). Sometimes we will write IGP (π1[s1], ..., πr[sr]) in place of
IGP (π, s).

1.4. Let G(A∞) =
∏

v|∞G(Ev) and denote by G(A∞)1 the intersec-

tion of G(A∞) with G(A)1. Let U(g(A∞)1 ⊗ C) be the universal en-
veloping algebra of the complexification of the Lie algebra of G(A∞)1.
LetKf be an open compact subgroup of G(Af)

1. Then the double coset
space Kf\G(A)

1/Kf is a discrete union of countably many copies of
G(A∞)1. In particular it is a differentiable manifold. Let K∞ be the
standard maximal compact subgroup of G(A∞). Let Ξ be the zonal
spherical function on G(A∞) defined by Ξ(g) =

∫
K∞

e−ρ(H(kg))dk and

for g ∈ G(A∞), let κ(g) denote the geodesic distance of the cosets K∞

and gK∞ in G(A∞)/K∞. We extend Ξ and κ to functions on G(A)
in the obvious way. Suppose that Ω is a subset of G(A)1 such that
Kf · Ω · Kf = Ω and Kf\Ω/Kf is the disjoint union of finitely many
copies of G(A∞)1. Let C1(G(A)1; Ω, Kf) be the space of all functions
h : G(A)1 → C satisfying the following conditions:

(1) h is biinvariant under Kf , supp h ⊂ Ω, and h : Kf\Ω/Kf → C
is a smooth function.

(2) For all D1, D2 ∈ U(g(A∞)1 ⊗ C) and all r ∈ N, we have

‖ h ‖D1,D2,r

:= sup
x∈G(A)1

(
(1 + κ(x))rΞ−2(x)|D1 ∗ h ∗D2(x)|

)
<∞.

Let C1(G(A)1; Ω, Kf ) be equipped with the topology defined by the
semi-norms ‖ · ‖D1,D2,r. Then we denote by C1(G(A)1) the topological
direct limit over all pairs (Ω, Kf ) of the spaces C1(G(A)1; Ω, Kf).

2. Normalizing factors for local intertwining operators

Let F be a local field of characteristic 0. If F is non-Archimedean, let
O be the ring of integers of F and let P be the unique maximal ideal
of O. Let q be the number of elements of the residue field O/P. Let
K = GLn(O). If F is Archimedean, let K be the standard maximal
compact subgroup of GLn(F ), i.e., K = O(n), if F = R, andK = U(n),
if F = C.
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Let M = GLn1
× · · ·×GLnr

be a standard Levi subgroup. We identify
aM with Rr. Let P1, P2 ∈ P(M). Given π ∈ Π(M(F )), let

JP2|P1
(π, s), s ∈ Cr,

be the intertwining operator which intertwines the induced representa-
tions IGP1

(π, s) and IGP2
(π, s). The intertwining operator JP2|P1

(π, s) is
defined by an integral over NP1

(F )∩NP 2
(F ) which converges for Re(s)

in a certain chamber of a∗M . It follows from [A7] and [CLL, §15] that
the intertwining operators can be normalized in a suitable way. This
means that there exist scalar valued meromorphic functions rP2|P1

(π, s)
of s ∈ Cr such that the normalized intertwining operators

RP2|P1
(π, s) = rP2|P1

(π, s)−1JP2|P1
(π, s)

satisfy the properties of Theorem 2.1 of [A7]. The method used in [A7]
works for every reductive group G. For GLn, however, it follows from
results of Shahidi [Sh1], [Sh5] that local intertwining operators can be
normalized by L-functions.

The normalizing factors defined by the Rankin-Selberg L-functions can
be described as follows. Fix a nontrivial continuous character ψ of the
additive group F+ of F and equip F with the Haar measure which is
selfdual with respect to ψ. First assume that P is a standard maxi-
mal parabolic subgroup with Levi component M = GLn1

×GLn2
. Let

πi ∈ Π(GLni
(F )), i = 1, 2. If F is non-Archimedean, let L(s, π1 × π2)

and ǫ(s, π1 × π2, ψ) be the Rankin-Selberg L-function and the ǫ-factor,
respectively, as defined in [JPS]. If F is Archimedean, let the L-function
and the ǫ-factor be defined by using the Langlands parametrization (cf.
[A7], [Sh2]). Then the normalizing factor can be regarded as a function
rP |P (π1 ⊗ π2, s) of one complex variable which is given by

(2.1) rP |P (π1 ⊗ π2, s) =
L(s, π1 × π̃2)

L(1 + s, π1 × π̃2)ǫ(s, π1 × π̃2, ψ)
.

For arbitrary rank, the normalizing factors are products of normalizing
factors associated to rank one groups inM . Let ei, i = 1, . . . , r, denote
the standard basis of (Rr)∗. Then there exist σ1, σ2 ∈ Sr such that the
set of roots of P1 and P2, respectively, are given by

(2.2) ΣPk
= {ei − ej | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r, σk(i) < σk(j)}, k = 1, 2.

Put

I(σ1, σ2) = {(i, j) | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r, σ1(i) < σ1(j), σ2(i) > σ2(j)}.

Then

ΣP1
∩ ΣP 2

= {ei − ej | (i, j) ∈ I(σ1, σ2)}.
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Let π = π1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ πr where πi ∈ Π(GLni
(F )), i = 1, ..., r. For s =

(s1, ..., sr) ∈ Cr set

rP2|P1
(π, s) :=
∏

(i,j)∈I(σ1,σ2)

L(si − sj , πi × π̃j)

L(1 + si − sj , πi × π̃j)ǫ(si − sj, πi × π̃j , ψ)
.(2.3)

Since the Rankin-Selberg L-factors are meromorphic functions, it fol-
lows that rP2|P1

(π, s) are meromorphic functions of s ∈ Cr and as ex-
plained in [A7, §4] and [AC, p.87], they satisfy all properties that are
requested for normalizing factors.

In order to be able to apply the results of [Mu4] we have to compare the
normalizing factors rQ|P (π, s) with those used in [Mu4] which we denote
by r̃Q|P (π, s). If F is Archimedean, the normalizing factors r̃Q|P (π, s)
are defined as the Artin L-factors and therefore, coincide with the
rQ|P (π, s). Assume that F is non-Archimedean. By the construction
of the normalizing factors it suffices to consider the case where P is
maximal, Q = P and π is square integrable. Let P be a standard
maximal parabolic subgroup of GLm with Levi component

M = GLm1
×GLm2

.

Then the normalizing factor may be regarded as a function r̃P |P (π, s)

of one complex variable s. We recall the construction of r̃P |P (π, s) for

square integrable representations π [CLL]. It follows from [Si1], [Si2]
that for every π ∈ Π2(M(F )) there exists a rational function UP (π, z)
such that the Plancherel measure µ(π, s) is given by

µ(π, s) = UP (π, q
−s).

The rational function UP (π, z) is of the form

UP (π, z) = a

r∏

i=1

(1− αiz)(1 − α−1
i z)

(1− βiz)(1 − β
−1

i z)
,

where |αi| ≤ 1, |βi| ≤ 1, i = 1, ..., r, and a ∈ C is a constant such that

a
r∏

i=1

αi
βi
> 0.

Let b ∈ C be such that

|b|2
r∏

i=1

αi

βi
= a
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and set

(2.4) VP (π, z) = b
r∏

i=1

(1− αiz)

(1− βiz)
.

Then the normalizing factor r̃P |P (π, s) is defined by

r̃P |P (π, s) = VP (π, q
−s)−1.

By definition we have

µP (π, s) =
(
r̃P |P (π,−s)r̃P |P (π, s)

)−1

,

which is one of the main conditions that the normalizing factors have
to satisfy.

Let π1 and π2 be tempered representations of GLm1
(F ) and GLm2

(F ),
respectively. By Corollary 6.1.2 of [Sh1] the Plancherel measure is given
by

µ(π1 ⊗ π2, s) = qf(π̃1×π2)
L(1 + s, π1 × π̃2)

L(s, π1 × π̃2)

L(1− s, π̃1 × π2)

L(−s, π̃1 × π2)
,

where f(π̃1×π2) ∈ Z is the conductor of π̃1×π2. Using the description
of the Rankin-Selberg L-functions for tempered representations [JPS]
(see also section 3), it follows that

(2.5) L(s, π1 × π̃2) =

m1∏

i=1

m2∏

j=1

(
1− aijq

−s
)−1

,

with complex numbers aij satisfying |aij| < 1. Furthermore by [JPS],
the ǫ-factor ǫ(s, π1 × π2, ψ) has the following form

(2.6) ǫ(s, π1 × π2, ψ) = c(π1 × π2, ψ)q
−f(π1×π2,ψ)s,

with c(π1 × π2, ψ) ∈ C− {0} and f(π1 × π2, ψ) ∈ Z. Let

c(ψ) = max{r | P−r ⊂ kerψ}

Then

(2.7) f(π1 × π2, ψ) = n1n2c(ψ) + f(π1 × π2),

with f(π1 × π2) ∈ Z independent of ψ. For simplicity assume that
c(ψ) = 0. By Lemma 6.1 of [Sh1] we have

(2.8) |c(π1 × π2)| = qf(π̃1×π2)/2.

Thus the ǫ-factor can be written as

ǫ(s, π1 × π2, ψ) = W (π1 × π2)q
(1/2−s)f(π1×π2),
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where the root number W (π1 × π2) satisfies |W (π1 × π2)| = 1. Finally,
observe that f(π1 × π̃2) = f(π̃1 × π2). Using (2.5), (2.6) and (2.8) it
follows that the constant b in (2.4) can be chosen to be ǫ(0, π1 × π̃2, ψ)
and

(2.9) r̃P |P (π1 ⊗ π2, s) =
L(s, π1 × π̃2)

L(1 + s, π1 × π̃2)ǫ(0, π1 × π̃2, ψ)
.

Comparing (2.1) and (2.9), it follows that

(2.10) rP |P (π1 ⊗ π2, s) =
ǫ(0, π1 × π̃2, ψ)

ǫ(s, π1 × π̃2, ψ)
r̃P |P (π1 ⊗ π2, s).

This can be extended to parabolic groups of arbitrary rank in the usual
way. Let M be a standard Levi subgroup of GLn of type (n1, ..., nr)
and let P1, P2 ∈ P(M). Using the product formula for r̃P2|P1

(π, s)
[A7, p.29] and the corresponding product formula for to rP2|P1

(π, s),
we extend (2.10) to all tempered representations π ofM(F ). Finally, if
π is any irreducible unitary representation of M(F ), it can be written
as a Langlands quotient π = JMR (τ, µ), where R is a parabolic subgroup
of M , τ is a tempered representation of MR(F ) and µ is a point in the
chamber of a∗R/a

∗
M attached to R. Then

rP2|P1
(π, s) = rP2(R)|P1(R)(τ, s+ µ)

and a similar formula holds for r̃P2|P1
(π, s) [A7, (2.3)]. Let σ1, σ2 ∈ Sr

be attached to P1, P2 such that ΣPi
is given by (2.2). Then we get

Lemma 2.1. For all irreducible unitary representation π = ⊗r
i=1πi of

M(F ) we have

rP2|P1
(π, s) =

∏

(i,j)∈I(σ1,σ2)

ǫ(0, πi × π̃j , ψ)

ǫ(si − sj , πi × π̃j , ψ)
r̃P2|P1

(π, s), s ∈ Cr.

Since we will be concerned with logarithmic derivatives of normalizing
factors, we need estimates for f(π1×π2). Let f(πi) be the conductor of
πi, i = 1, 2. Then by Theorem 1 of [BH] and Corollary (6.5) of [BHK]
we have

(2.11) 0 ≤ f(π1 × π2) ≤ n1f(π1) + n2f(π2)− inf{f(π1), f(π2)}

for all admissible smooth representations πi of GLni
(F ), i = 1, 2. Fur-

thermore, by Corollary (6.5) of [BHK], we have f(π1 × π2) = 0 if and
only if there exists a quasicharacter χ of F× such that both π1⊗χ◦det
and π2 ⊗ χ−1 ◦ det are unramified principal series representations.

By (2.11) it suffices to estimate the conductors f(πi), i = 1, 2.
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Given an open compact subgroup K ⊂ GLm(F ), let

Π(GLm(F );K) =
{
π ∈ Π(GLm(F ))

∣∣ πK 6= {0}
}
.

Lemma 2.2. For every open compact subgroup K of GLm(F ) there
exists C > 0 such that f(π) ≤ C for all π ∈ Π(GLm(F );K).

Proof. First we reduce the proof to the case of supercuspidal represen-
tations. Let π ∈ Π(GLm(F )). Then there exist a parabolic subgroup P
of GLm of type (m1, ..., mr), tempered representations τj of GLmj

(F )
and real numbers ti with t1 > · · · > tr such that π is isomorphic to the
Langlands quotient JGLm

P (τ1[t1], ..., τr[tr]). Then by Theorem 3.4 of [J]
it follows that

f(π) = f
(
IGLm

P (τ, s)
)
=

∑

j

f(τj).

Thus we may assume that π is a tempered representation of GLm(F ).
A tempered representation is full induced π = IGP (σ1, ..., σr) where σi
is a square-integrable representation of GLmi

(F ). By (3.2.3) of [J] we
get

f(π) =
∑

j

f(σj),

which reduces the problem to the square-integrable case. Let π be
square-integrable. By [BZ] there is a divisor d|m, a standard parabolic
subgroup P of type (d, ..., d) and a unitary supercuspidal representation
ρ of GLd(F ) so that π is the unique square-integrable constituent of
ξ = IGLm

P (ρ1, ..., ρr), where r = m/d and ρj = ρ ⊗ | det |j−(r+1)/2, j =

1, ..., r. By [J, (2.7.4)] there exist polynomials P, P̃ ∈ C[X ] such that

(2.12) L(s, π) = P (q−s)L(s, ξ), L(s, π̃) = P̃ (q−s)L(s, ξ̃).

Moreover by (2.7.5) of [J] we have

(2.13) ǫ(s, π, ψ) = ǫ(s, ξ, ψ)
P (q−s)

P̃ (q−1+s)
.

Assume that L(s, ρ) = 1. Then by Proposition 3.1.3 of [J] we have
L(s, π) = 1 and L(s, ξ) = 1. Thus

ǫ(s, π, ψ) = ǫ(s, ξ, ψ) =
r∏

i=1

ǫ(s, ρi, ψ).

Hence

f(π) = f(ξ) = rf(ρ).
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If L(s, ρ) 6= 1, then d = 1 and ρ = | det |t. Then L(s, ρ) = (1− q−s−t)−1

and it follows from the first equality of (2.12) that

P (X) =
m−1∏

i=1

(1− q−1/2(m−1)−t+iX).

Using (2.7.6) of [J], it follows that P (q−s)/P̃ (q−1+s) = Cq−(m−1)s. By
(2.13) we get

f(π) = mf(ρ) +m− 1.

It remains to relate the K-invariant subspaces. We may assume that
K ⊂ GLm(OF ) is a congruence subgroup. Set σ = ⊗jρj. Using in-
duction by stages, we can assume that π is a subquotient of IGLm

P (σ).
Hence, if πK 6= {0}, then IGLm

P (σ)K 6= {0}. Furthermore we have

IGLm

P (σ)K =
(
I
GLm(OF )
GLm(OF )∩P (σ)

)K

→֒
⊕

GLm(OF )/K

IKK∩P (σ)
K

∼=
⊕

GLm(OF )/K

σK∩P .

Now observe that

K ∩ P =

r∏

i=1

Ki,

where Ki ⊂ GLmi
(OF ) are congruence subgroups. Then

σK∩P ∼= ⊗r
i=1ρ

Ki

i .

Thus if πK 6= {0}, then ρKi

i 6= {0} for all i, 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Combined with
the above computation of the conductors, if follows that it suffices to
consider supercuspidal representations.

Let L = K · Z(F ). Then L is an open subgroup of GLm(F ) which is
compact modulo Z(F ). By the Corollary to Theorem 2 in [Bu] there
exist only finitely many irreducible supercuspidal representations π of
GLm(F ) such that πL 6= 0. In other words, modulo twists with unrami-
fied characters, there exist only finitely many irreducible supercuspidal
representations π of GLm(F ) such that πK 6= 0. Since the conductor
remains unchanged under twists with unramified characters, the lemma
follows. �

Finally we observe that at an infinite place v, the ǫ-factors are defined
in terms of the ǫ-factors attached to the representation of the Weil
group WEv

by means of the Langlands correspondence. The ǫ-factors
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of a semisimple representation of the Weil groups WC and WR are
described in [Sh4, p.990]. In all cases they are of the form ia for some
integer a. Therefore, in the Archimedean case there exists b ∈ N0 such
that

ǫ(s, π1 × π2, ψ) = ib.

Especially, the ǫ-factors are independent of s.

3. Estimation of the continuous parameter

For the unramified places, the continuous parameters of local compo-
nents of cuspidal automorphic representations of GLn(A) have been es-
timated by Luo, Rudnick and Sarnak [LRS]. The main purpose of this
section is to extend the estimations of [LRS] first to ramified places
and then to local components of automorphic representations in the
residual spectrum of GLn(A). To deal with cuspidal automorphic rep-
resentations we follow the method of [LRS] which uses properties of
the Rankin-Selberg L-functions. To this end we have to describe the
local Rankin-Selberg L-factors. First note that any local component of
a cuspidal automorphic representation of GLn is generic [Sk]. Let F be
a local field. By [JS3], any irreducible unitary generic representation π
of GLn(F ) is equivalent to a fully induced representation

π = IGP (σ, s),

where P is a standard parabolic subgroup of type (n1, ..., nr), s ∈ Cr

and σ is a square integrable representation of MP (F ). To describe the
Rankin-Selberg L-factors, we distinguish three cases according to the
type of the field F .

1. F = R.

We note that GLm(R) does not have square-integrable representations
if m ≥ 3. Therefore we can assume that π is isomorphic to a fully in-
duced representation IGP (σ, s), where P is of type (2, ..., 2, 1..., 1) with 2
occurring r times, and σ is a product of r discrete series representations
Dki of GL2(R) and n − 2r characters χi of Z/2Z. Here Dki denotes
the discrete series representation with the same infinitesimal character
as the ki dimensional representation. Next note that an irreducible
induced representation IGP (σ, s) is unitary, if it is equivalent to its her-
mitian dual representation IG

P̄
(σ, s̄) , i.e if there exists an intertwining

operator

JP̄ |P (σ, s̄) : I
G
P (σ, s) → IGP̄ (σ, s̄).
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By [KZ] this implies that there exists a w ∈ W (aM) of order 2 so that

(Dk1 [s1]⊗ . . .Dkr [sr]⊗ χr+1[sr+1]⊗ . . . χn−r[sn−r])
w =

= Dk1 [−s̄1]⊗ . . .Dkr [−s̄r]⊗ χr+1[−s̄r+1]⊗ . . . χn−r[−s̄n−r].

So either

a) sj is imaginary, or
b) Re(sj) > 0, j ≤ r, and there exists k ≤ r so that Dj = Dk and

sj = −s̄k, or
c) Re(sj) > 0, j > r, and there exists k > 0 so that χj = χk and
sj = −s̄k.

If χj is a nontrivial character, then Re(sj) = 0 since in this case there
are no complementary series representations.

The Rankin-Selberg local L-factors are defined in terms of L-factors at-
tached to semisimple representations of the Weil groupWR by means of
the Langlands correspondence [L3]. If τ is a semisimple representation
of WR of degree m and π(τ) is the associated irreducible admissible
representation of GLm(R), then

L(s, π(τ)) = L(s, τ).

Furthermore, if

τ =
⊕

1≤j≤m

τj

is the decomposition into irreducible representations of WR, then

L(s, τ) =
∏

j

L(s, τj).

If τ ′ is another semisimple representation of WR of degree m′ and π(τ ′)
is the associated irreducible admissible representation of GLm′(R), then
the Rankin-Selberg local L-factor is given by

L(s, π(τ)× π(τ ′)) = L(s, τ ⊗ τ ′).

This reduces the computation of the L-factors to the case of irreducible
representations of the Weil group.

The irreducible representations of the Weil group WR of R are either 1
or 2 dimensional. To describe the L-factors, we define Gamma factors
by

ΓR(s) = π−s/2Γ(s/2), ΓC(s) = 2(2π)−sΓ(s).

Suppose that τ is a two-dimensional irreducible representation of WR.
Then

τ = indWR

C∗ θ,



18 WERNER MÜLLER AND BIRGIT SPEH

where θ is a (not necessarily unitary) character of WC = C∗. Thus
there exist t ∈ C and n ∈ Z such that

θ(z) = |z|t(z/z)n/2, z ∈ C∗.

Then the L-factor is defined as

L(s, τ) = ΓC(s+ t+ |n|/2).

The one-dimensional irreducible representations of WR are of the form

ψǫ,t : (z, σ) ∈ WR → signǫ(σ)|z|t

where ǫ = 0, 1 and ”sign” is the sign character of the Galois group.
The L-factor of ψǫ,t is given by

L(s, ψǫ,t) = ΓR(s+ t+ ǫ).

Next we have to consider the tensor products of irreducible represen-
tations.

If τ = indWR

C∗ θ and τ ′ = indWR

C∗ θ′ are two-dimensional representations of
WR, then we have

τ ⊗ τ ′ = indWR

C∗ (θ ⊗ indWR

C∗ θ
′|C∗)

= indWR

C∗ (θ ⊗ θ′)⊕ indWR

C∗ (θ ⊗ θ′
σ
),

where σ is the nontrivial element of the Galois group. Suppose that
θ′(z) = |z|t

′

(z/z)n
′/2. Then we get

L(s, τ ⊗ τ ′)

= ΓC(s+ t+ t′ + |n+ n′|/2)ΓC(s+ t+ t′ + |n− n′|/2).

Similarly, if ψ = ψǫ,t′ is a one-dimensional representation, then we have

τ ⊗ ψ = indWR

C∗ (θ ⊗ ψ|C∗),

and therefore, we get

L(s, τ ⊗ ψ) = ΓC(s+ t+ t′ + |n|/2).

Finally, if ψ = ψǫ,t and ψǫ′,t′ are two one-dimensional representations
of WR, then

L(s, ψ ⊗ ψ′) = ΓR(s+ t + t′ + ǫ̃),

where 0 ≤ ǫ̃ ≤ 1 and ǫ̃ = ǫ+ ǫ′ mod 2.

Let π = IGP (σ, s) be an irreducible unitary principal series representa-
tion with σ as above, i.e.,

σ = ⊗r
i=rDki ⊗⊗n−2r

j=1 χj ,



ARTHUR TRACE FORMULA 19

where the Dki’s are discrete series representations of GL2(R) and the
χj’s are unitary characters of R∗. For i = 1, ..., r let θi be the character
of C∗ defined by θi(z) = |z|si(z/z)ki/2 and set

τi = indWR

C∗ (θi).

Put

τπ =
r⊕

i=1

τi ⊕
n−r⊕

j=r+1

ψǫj ,sj .

Then τπ is the representation of the Weil group WR which is associated
to π. Note that if ǫk = 1 then Re(sk) = 0. Then by the definition of
the Rankin-Selberg convolution, L(s, π × π̃) is equal to

∏

i,j

L(s, τi ⊗ τ̃j) ·
∏

i,l

L(s, τi ⊗ ψ̃ǫl,sl)·
∏

i,l

L(s, τ̃i ⊗ ψǫl,sl)

·
∏

l,k

L(s, ψǫl,sl ⊗ ψ̃ǫk,sk).

Using the above description of the L-factors, it follows that L(s, π× π̃)
is a product of Gamma factors of the form

ΓC(s+ si − sj +
|ki − kj|

2
) · ΓC(s+ si − sj +

|ki + kj|

2
)

or
ΓC(s+ sl − sj + |kj|/2)ΓC(s+ sj − sl + |kj|/2)

or
ΓR((s+ sl − sk + ǫl,k)),

where 0 ≤ ǫl,k ≤ 1 with ǫk,l = ǫl + ǫkmod 2 and 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r, r + 1 ≤
l, k ≤ n − r. We conclude that the local L-factor L(s, π × π̃) contains
for every index i ≤ r with Re(si) 6= 0 a Gamma factor

Γ(s+ 2Re(si)),

and for every index k > r with Re(sk) 6= 0 a Gamma factor

Γ((s+ 2Re(sk))/2).

Since the Gamma function Γ(s) has no zeros, it follows that L(s, π× π̃)
has its first pole at s = 2max |Re(si)|.

2. F = C.

Suppose that π = IGP (σ, s) is a irreducible unitary representation of
GLn(C) with a Whittaker model. Then P is the Borel subgroup and
σ is a product of characters χi where χi(z) = ( z

|z|
)ri , ri ∈ Z. As in the

real case we see that the assumption that π is unitary implies that the
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real part of the coordinate si of the continuous parameter s is smaller
than 1/2 and that for every i with Re(si) 6= 0 there exists a k so that
χi = χk and si = −s̄k.

The Weil group WC is equal to C∗ and the the Rankin-Selberg local
L-factor can be determined in the same way as in the real case. It
follows that

L(s, π × π̃) =

n∏

i,j=1

ΓC

(
s+ si − sj +

|ri − rj|

2

)
.

As in the real case we deduce that if π = IGP (σ, s) is an irreducible
unitary principal series representation of GLn(C), then the L-factor
L(s, π × π̃) contains for every index i with Re(si) 6= 0 the function

Γ(s+ 2Re(si))

as a factor.

3. F non-Archimedean.

Any irreducible unitary generic representation π of GLn(F ) is isomor-
phic to an induced representation

π ∼= IGP (σ, s),

where P is defined by a partition (n1, n2, . . . , nh) with ni+1 ≤ ni and
σ = ⊗iσi for discrete series representations σi of GLni

(F ). By [JPS]
the Rankin-Selberg L-factor is given by

L(s, π × π̃) =
r∏

i,j=1

L(s + si − sj, σi × σ̃j).

As in the real case we conclude that if Re(si) > 0, then there exists k so
that σi = σk and si = −s̄k. Thus if Re(si) > 0 then the Rankin-Selberg
L-factor L(s, π × π̃) contains L(s− 2Re(si), σi × σ̃i) as a factor.

It remains to deal with the L-functions for square-integrable repre-
sentations. Let π be a square-integrable representation of GLm(F ).
By [BZ] there is a divisor d|m, a standard parabolic subgroup P of
GLm(F ) of type (d, . . . , d), and an irreducible supercuspidal representa-
tion ρ of GLd(F ) so that π is the unique quasi-square-integrable compo-
nent of the induced representation IGP (ρ1, . . . , ρr), where r = m/d and
ρj = ρ⊗ | det |j−(n+1)/2. We denote this representation by π = ∆(r, ρ).
The representation π is unitary (or equivalently square-integrable) if
only if ρ in unitary. Moreover the contragredient of ∆(r, ρ) is given by
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∆̃(r, ρ) = ∆(r, ρ̃). Let σ = ∆(r, ρ) be a square integrable representa-
tion of GLm(F ). Then by Theorem 8.2 of [JPS] we have

L(s, σ × σ̃) =

r∏

j=1

L(s + r − j, ρ× ρ̃).

Thus the description of the Rankin-Selberg L-functions is reduced to
the case of two supercuspidal representations. Let ρi, i = 1, 2, be su-
percuspidal representations of GLki(F ). By Proposition (8.1) of [JPS]
we have L(s, ρ1×ρ2) = 1 if k1 > k2. Since L(s, ρ1×ρ2) = L(s, ρ2×ρ1),
the same holds for k1 < k2. Let k1 = k2. Then by Proposition (8.1) of
[JPS], L(s, ρ1 × ρ2) = 1, unless ρ1 and ρ2 are in the same twist class,
i.e., there exists t ∈ C such that ρ2 ∼= ρ1[t]. In this case we have

L(s, ρ1 × ρ̃1[t]) = L(s + t, ρ1 × ρ̃1) =
(
1− q−a(t+s)

)−1
,

where a|k1 is the order of the cyclic group of unramified characters
χ = | det |u such that ρ1 ⊗ χ ∼= ρ1. Let σi = ∆(ri, ρi). Then we get

L(s+ 2Re(si), σi × σ̃i) =

ri∏

j=1

L(s+ 2Re(si) + ri − j, ρ× ρ̃)

=

ri∏

j=1

(
1− q−ai(s+2Re(si)+ri−j)

)−1
,

where ai is the order of the cyclic group of unramified characters χ so
that ρi⊗χ is isomorphic to ρi. Thus we conclude that for an irreducible
unitary principal series representation π = IGP (σ, s) of GLn(F ) and for
every index i with Re si > 0 there exists a factor of the L-function
L(s, π × π̃) with a pole at s = −2Re(si).

Next we recall some facts about ray class characters. Let E be a
number field. Let q be a nonzero integral ideal of E and denote by
C(q) the wide ray class group of E modulo q. We note that the term
”wide” means that no positivity condition has been imposed at the
real places of E. Then a character of C(q) is unramified at all infinite
places. Now recall that any character χ of C(q) can be identified with
a character of the idele class group CE = IE/E

× which is trivial on the
congruence subgroup Cq

E = IqEE
×/E× [Neu]. Then χ = ⊗vχv where

χv is a character of E×
v which is unramified at all places v|∞ and all

finite places p ∤ q. Furthermore for a finite place p ∤ q, the character χp

is given by

(3.1) χp(α) = χ(p)vp(α), α ∈ E×
p ,

where vp : E
×
p → Z is the p-adic valuation.
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Let S be any finite set of finite places of E. For an integral ideal q of
E let Xq denote the set of all wide ray class characters of conductor q
such that χ(p) = 1 for all p ∈ S. Therefore we have (p, q) = 1 for all
p ∈ S. By (3.1) it follows that

(3.2) χv = 1 for all v ∈ S ∪ S∞.

Let X∗
q be the subset of Xq consisting of all primitive characters. Set

X = ∪qXq and X∗ = ∪qX
∗
q. For χ ∈ X∗

q and a cuspidal automor-
phic representation π of GLn, the partial Rankin-Selberg L-function
LS(s, (π ⊗ χ)× π̃) is defined to be

LS(s, (π ⊗ χ)× π̃) =
∏

v/∈S

L(s, (πv ⊗ χv)× π̃v).

We shall use the following result of Luo, Rudnick and Sarnak which is
the main result of [LRS].

Theorem 3.1. Given n, π, S as the above and any β > 1− 2/(n2+1),
there are infinitely many χ ∈ X∗ such that

LS(β, (π ⊗ χ)× π̃) 6= 0.

Now we can establish our extension of Theorem 2 of [LRS].

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that π = ⊗vπv is a cuspidal automorphic
representation of GLn(A) . Let sv = (s1,v, . . . , sk,v) be the continuous
parameters of the representation πv. Then we have

max
j

|Re(sj,v)| <
1

2
−

1

n2 + 1
.

Proof. We follow the proof of Theorem 2 in [LRS]. Let v be a place
of E and set S = {v}. Let χ ∈ X∗, where X∗ is the set of ray class
characters with respect to S which we defined above. The Rankin-
Selberg L-function

L(s, (π ⊗ χ)× π̃) = L(s, (πv ⊗ χv)× π̃v)LS(s, (π ⊗ χ)× π̃).

is holomorphic in the whole complex plane except for simple poles at
s = 1 and s = 0 if χ = 1. This follows from the work of Jacquet,
Piateski-Shapiro, Shalika, Shahidi, Mœglin and Waldspurger [JPS],
[JS1], [JS2], [MW], [Sh2]. By Theorem 3.1 we may choose χ ∈ X∗

such that L(s, (π ⊗ χ)× π̃) is an entire function and by (3.2) we have
χv = 1. Suppose that s0, Re(s0) > 0, is a pole of

L(s, πv × π̃v) = L(s, (πv ⊗ χv)× π̃v).
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Then s0 must be a zero of LS(s, (π ⊗ χ) × π̃). Now suppose that
Re(s0) > 1 − 2(1 + n2)−1, then by Theorem 3.1 there exists a non-
trivial χ ∈ X∗ with LS(s0, (π ⊗ χ) × π̃) 6= 0 and χv = 1. Hence
L(s, πv × π̃v) is holomorphic for s ≥ 1 − 2(1 + n2)−1 and therefore we
get Re(s0) < 1− 2(1 + n2)−1.

Suppose first that v is a real place and let πv be the local component of
π at v. Then πv is generic and therefore, isomorphic to a fully induced
representation IGP (σv, s) for some discrete series representation σv of
MP (R). Suppose that Re(si) < 0. Using the above results on the local
Rankin-Selberg L-factors, we conclude that L(s, πv × π̃v) contains as
a factor Γ(s + 2Re(si)) or Γ((s + 2Re(si))/2) and the other factors
have no zeros. Thus s0 = −2Re(si) is a pole of this L-factor. Since
Re(si) < 0 we deduce that s0 ≤ 1 − 2(n2 + 1)−1 and thus −Re(si) <
1/2 − 1(n2 + 1)−1. Since s is the continuous parameter of a unitary
representation, −s̄i is also a coordinate of s. Since Γ(s − 2Re(si)) or
Γ((s − 2Re(si))/2) is also a factor of the L-factor of the Rankin L-
function by the same argument Re(si) < 1/2 − (n2 + 1)−1. Thus we
conclude that |Re(si)| < 1/2− (n2 + 1)−1.

Next suppose that v is a complex place and πv = IGP (σv, s). Suppose
that Re(si) < 0. The local Rankin-Selberg L-function contains factors
Γ(s+2Re(si)) and Γ(s−2Re(si)). Thus the previous argument shows
that |Re(si)| < 1/2− (n2 + 1)−1 holds in this case too.

Finally consider the case of a finite place v. As we have seen above,
for every coordinate si of the continuous parameter of πv = IGP (τv, s)
the local Rankin-Selberg L-function contains a factor with a pole at
−2Re(si) and the remaining factors have no zeros. Thus as before we
conclude that |Re(si)| < 1/2− (n2 + 1)−1. �

We shall now establish a similar result for the local components of resid-
ual automorphic representations of GLn(A). First we recall some facts
about representations of GLn over a local field F . Any irreducible uni-
tary representation π of GLn(F ) is equivalent to a Langlands quotient
JGR (τ, µ). This is the unique irreducible quotient of an induced repre-
sentation IGR (τ, µ) where τ is a tempered representation of MR(F ) and
µ is a point in the positive chamber attached to R. A slight variant of
this description is as follows. Recall that a tempered representation τ of
GLm(Ev) can be described as follows. There exist a standard parabolic
subgroup Q of type (m1, ..., mp) and square-integrable representations
δj of GLmj

(F ) so that τ is isomorphic to the full induced representation

IGLm

P (δ1, ..., δp). Hence by induction in stages, there exist a standard
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parabolic subgroup P of G of type (n1, ..., nr), discrete series represen-
tations δi of GLni

(F ) and real numbers s1 ≥ s2 ≥ · · · ≥ sr such that π
is equivalent to the unique irreducible quotient

JGP (δ1[s1]⊗ · · · ⊗ δr[sr]),

of the induced representation IGP (δ1[s1] ⊗ · · · ⊗ δr[sr]) [MW, I.2]. We
call s1, ..., sr the (continuous) Langlands parameters of π.

The residual spectrum for GLn(A) has been determined by Mœglin
and Waldspurger [MW]. Let π = ⊗vπv be an irreducible automorphic
representation in the residual spectrum of GLn(A). By [MW], there is
a divisor k|n, a standard parabolic subgroup P of type (k, ..., k), and
a cuspidal automorphic representation ξ of GLd(A), d = n/k, so that
the representation π is a quotient of the induced representation

I
G(A)
P (A) (ξ[(k − 1)/2]⊗ · · · ⊗ ξ[−(k − 1)/2]) .

Lemma 3.3. Let π and ξ be as above. Let v be a place of E and let
s1 ≥ · · · ≥ sr, be the Langlands parameters of ξv. Then the Langlands
parameters of πv are given by

(
k − 1

2
+ s1, ...,

k − 1

2
+ sr, ...,−

k − 1

2
+ s1, ...,−

k − 1

2
+ sr

)
.

Proof. Since ξv is a local component of a cuspidal automorphic rep-
resentation ξ of GLd(A), it is generic. Using induction in stages, it
follows that there exist a standard parabolic subgroup R of GLd of
type (n1, ..., nr), discrete series representations δi,v of GLni

(Ev) and
real numbers (s1, ..., sr) satisfying

(3.3) s1 ≥ s2 ≥ · · · ≥ sr; |sj | < 1/2, j = 1, ..., r.

such that ξv is isomorphic to the full induced representation

ξv ∼= IGLd

R (δ1,v[s1]⊗ · · · ⊗ δr,v[sr]).

Let Q =MQNQ be the standard parabolic subgroup of GLn whose Levi
component MQ is a product of k copies of MR and let

δv = (δ1,v ⊗ · · · ⊗ δr,v)⊗ · · · ⊗ (δ1,v ⊗ · · · ⊗ δr,v),

where (δ1,v ⊗ · · · ⊗ δr,v) occurs k times. Define

µ(k, s) =

(
k − 1

2
+ s1, . . . ,

k − 1

2
+ sr,

k − 3

2
+ s1, . . . ,−

k − 1

2
+ sr

)
.

By induction in stages we have

IGP (ξv[(k − 1)/2]⊗ · · · ⊗ ξv[−(k − 1)/2]) = IGQ (δv, µ(k, s)).
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Furthermore, by (3.3) the coordinates of µ(k, s) are decreasing. Thus
the induced representation IGQ (δv, µ(k, s)) has a unique irreducible quo-
tient which must be isomorphic to πv. �

Next we recall a different method to parametrize irreducible unitary
representations of GLn(F ). Let d|n and k = n/d. Let P be the stan-
dard parabolic subgroup of type (k, ..., k). Let δ be a discrete series
representation of GLd(F ) and let a, b ∈ R be such that b−a ∈ N. Then
the induced representation

IGP (δ[b]⊗ δ[b− 1]⊗ · · · ⊗ δ[a])

has a unique irreducible quotient which we denote by J(δ, a, b). Espe-
cially, if a = −(k − 1)/2 and b = (k − 1)/2, then we put

(3.4) J(δ, k) := J(δ, a, b).

By Theorem D of [Ta] and [Vo], for every irreducible unitary repre-
sentation of GLn(F ) there exist a standard parabolic subgroup P of
type (n1, ..., nr), ki|ni, discrete series representations δi of GLdi(F ),
di = ni/ki, and real numbers s1, ..., sr with |si| < 1/2, i = 1, ..., r, such
that π is isomorphic to the fully induced representation:

(3.5) π ∼= IGP (J(δ1, k1)[s1]⊗ · · · ⊗ J(δr, kr)[sr]).

Using this parametrization, we get the following analogue to Propo-
sition 3.2 for local components of automorphic representations in the
residual spectrum of GLn(A).

Proposition 3.4. Let πv be a local component of an automorphic rep-
resentation in the residual spectrum of GLn(A). There exist k|n, a
parabolic subgroup P of type (kn1, . . . , knr), discrete series representa-
tions δi,v of GLni

(Ev) and real numbers s1, ..., sr satisfying

s1 ≥ s2 ≥ · · · ≥ sr, |si| < 1/2− (1 + n2)−1, i = 1, ..., r,

such that

πv ∼= IGP (J(δ1,v, k)[s1]⊗ · · · ⊗ J(δr,v, k)[sr]).

Proof. By the proof of Lemma 3.3, πv is equivalent to a Langlands
quotient of the form

πv ∼= JGQ (δv, µ(k, s)),

where the parameters s satisfy (3.3). Set

bi =
k − 1

2
+ si, ai = −

k − 1

2
+ si, i = 1, ..., r.
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Suppose there exist 1 ≤ i < j ≤ r such that the triples (δi,v, ai, bi) and
(δj,v, aj, bj) are linked in the sense of I.6.3 or I.7 in [MW]. Suppose that
si ≥ sj. Then it follows from (2) and (3)(i) on p.622 or from (1) and
(2) on p.624 of [MW] that ai ≥ aj + 1 and bi ≥ bj + 1. This implies
1 ≤ |si − sj | which contradicts (3.3). Hence the triples (δi,v, ai, bi) are
pairwise not linked. Now observe that

J(δi,v, ai, bi) = J(δi,v, k)[si].

Let P be the standard parabolic subgroup with Levi component

GLkn1
× · · · ×GLknr

.

Let δ̃v = ⊗r
i=1δi,v and set

J(δ̃v, k) := ⊗r
i=1J(δi,v, k).

Then it follows from Proposition I.9 of [MW] that the induced repre-
sentation

IGP (J(δ̃v, k), s) := IGP (J(δ1,v, k)[s1]⊗ · · · ⊗ J(δr,v, k)[sr])

is irreducible. By Lemma I.8, (ii), of [MW], IGP (J(δ̃v, k), s) is a quotient

of the induced representation IGQ (δv, µ(k, s)). Since IGP (J(δ̃v, k), s) is
irreducible, this quotient must be the Langlands quotient. Thus

πv ∼= JGQ (δv, µ(k, s))
∼= IGP (J(δ1,v, k)[s1]⊗ · · · ⊗ J(δr,v, k)[sr]).

By construction, the si’s are the Langlands parameters of a local com-
ponent of a cuspidal automorphic representation. Therefore it follows
from Proposition 3.2 that they satisfy

|si| <
1

2
−

1

n2 + 1
, i = 1, ..., r.

�

4. Normalized local intertwining operators

The main purpose of this section is to prove Proposition 0.2. To this
end we have to establish some auxiliary results. We continue with
the investigation of the parametrization (3.5) of irreducible unitary
representations of GLm(F ), where F is a local field of characteristic
zero.

Assume that F is Archimedean. Let J(δ; k) be as in (3.4). Let K ⊂
GLm(F ) be the standard maximal compact subgroup, i.e., K = O(m),
if F = R, andK = U(m), if F = C. If π is an irreducible representation
of GLm(F ), then we denote by χπ its central character.
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Lemma 4.1. Let σ ∈ Π(K). The set of all representations J(δ, k) with
χδ = 1 and [J(δ, k)|K : σ] > 0 is finite.

Proof. Let

I(δ, k) = IGLm

P (δ[−(k − 1)/2]⊗ · · · ⊗ δ[(k − 1)/2]).

Then by definition, J(δ, k) is a quotient of I(δ, k). Therefore we have

(4.1) [J(δ, k)|K : σ] ≤ [I(δ, k)|K : σ].

Let

KM = K ∩MP .

By [Kn, p.208] we have

[I(δ, k)|K : σ]

=
∑

ω∈Π(KM )

[
(⊗k−1

i=0 δ[(k − 1)/2− i])
∣∣
KM

: ω
]
· [σ|KM

: ω].(4.2)

Now observe that

KM =
k∏

i=1

K̃,

where K̃ ⊂ GLd(F ) is the standard maximal compact subgroup. Thus
any ω ∈ Π(KM) has the form

ω = ⊗iωi

with ωi ∈ Π(K̃), and therefore, we get

(4.3)
[
(⊗k−1

i=0 δ[(k − 1)/2− i])
∣∣
KM

: ω
]
=

m∏

i=1

[δ|K̃ : ωi].

Suppose that χδ = 1. Then δ can be identified with a discrete series
representation of SLd(F ). The set of all discrete series representations

of SLd(F ) which contain a given K̃-type is finite [Wa2, p.398]. Together
with (4.1) – (4.3) this implies the lemma. �

Now we return to the case where F is an arbitrary local field of char-
acteristic zero. Fix a maximal compact subgroup K of GLm(F ). Let

M = GLn1
× · · · ×GLnr

.

Let ki|ni, di = ni/ki and δi a discrete series representation of GLdi(F ).
Set

π = ⊗r
i=1J(δi, ki).
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Lemma 4.2. For all P,Q ∈ P(M), the normalized local intertwining
operator RQ|P (π, s) is holomorphic for all s ∈ Cr with |Re(si−sj)| < 1,
1 ≤ i, j ≤ r.

Proof. Let P1, ..., PN be a minimal chain of parabolic subgroups in
P(M) connecting P and Q. Then each pair (Pl+1, Pl) of consecutive
parabolics in this chain is associated with adjacent Weyl chambers and
it determines a unique simple root αl ∈ ∆Pl

with −αl ∈ ∆Pl+1
. Apply-

ing (R2) of Theorem 2.1 of [A7] repeatedly, we get

RQ|P (π, s) = RPN |PN−1
(π, s) · · ·RP3|P2

(π, s)RP2|P1
(π, s).

So it suffices to consider RPl+1|Pl
(π, s) for 1 ≤ l ≤ N − 1. Let αl ∈ ∆Pl

be the simple root determined by this pair. Define M ′
l to be the group

in L(M) such that

aM ′

l
=

{
H ∈ aM

∣∣ αl(H) = 0
}
.

Then dim(aM/aM ′

l
) = 1. Let Rl be the unique group in PM ′

l (M) whose
simple root is αl. Let φ ∈ HPl

(πv). Then for any k ∈ Kv, the function

φk(m
′) = φ(m′k), m′ ∈M ′

l (Ev),

belongs to HRl
(πv) and by Theorem 2.1 of [A7] we get
(
RPl+1|Pl

(π, s)φ
)
k
= RRl|Rl

(π, s)(φk).

Moreover, the root αl ∈ ΣP determines a pair (i, j) of integers 1 ≤ i <
j ≤ r so that RRl|Rl

(πv, s) depends only on si−sj . Thus we can assume
that P is maximal parabolic. Then r = 2 and

π = J(δ1, k1)⊗ J(δ2, k2).

We may regard the intertwining operator as a function RP |P (π, s) of

one complex variable s. Let s ∈ C and set s1 = s/2, s2 = −s/2. Define

δ̃j = δj [i Im(sj)], bj =
kj − 1

2
+ Re(sj),

aj = −
kj − 1

2
+ Re(sj), j = 1, 2.

(4.4)

Assume that |Re(s)| < 1. Then as in the proof of Proposition 3.4, it

follows that the triples (δ̃1, a1, b1) and (δ̃2, a2, b2) are not linked in the
sense of I.6.3 (F non-Archimedean) or I.7 (F archimedean) in [MW].
Therefore by Lemma I.6.3 or Lemma I.7, in [MW] the intertwining
operator

RP |P (J(δ̃1, a1, b1)⊗ J(δ̃2, a2, b2), u)
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is holomorphic at u = 0. Since

J(δj , kj)[sj ] = J(δ̃j , aj , bj),

it follows that RP |P (πv, s) is holomorphic in the strip |Re(s)| < 1. �

Let π ∈ Π(GLm(F )). Then by (3.5) we have π ∼= IGP (J, s), where

J = ⊗r
i=1J(δi, ki), s = (s1, ..., sr)

with |si| < 1/2, i = 1, ..., r. Given σ ∈ Sr, let

Mσ = GLσ(1) × · · · ×GLσ(r)

and P σ the standard parabolic subgroup with Levi component Mσ.
Let σ act on J and s in the obvious way. It follows from Lemma 4.2
that

IGP (J, s)
∼= IGσPσ−1(σJ, σs) ∼= IGPσ(σJ, σs).

So we can assume that the si’s satisfy s1 ≥ s2 ≥ · · · ≥ sr. Furthermore
by Theorem D of [Ta] and [Vo] we have

(s1, ..., sr) = −(sr, ..., s1), and δi ∼= δr−i, ki = kr−i, if si > 0.

Let w ∈ Sr be the longest element. Then it follows that

(4.5) wJ = J, ws = −s, wP = P.

By Theorem D of [Ta] and [Vo], each representation J(δi, ki) is unita-
rizable. Hence J is an irreducible unitary representation of M(F ). By
our assumption, IGP (J, s) is unitarizable and we shall now describe the
corresponding inner product in the space of K-finite vectors H0

P (J) in
the Hilbert space HP (J) of the induced representation. Identify w with
some element in K and let ℓ(w) be the left translation by w. By (R4)
of Theorem 2.1 of [A7] and (4.5) we have

RP |P (J, s)
∗ = JP |P (J,−s) = JwP |wP (wJ,ws)

= ℓ(w)RP |P (J, s)ℓ(w)
−1.

Set
B = ℓ(w)RP |P (J, s).

Then B is Hermitian and satisfies

(4.6) IGP (J,−s)B = BIGP (J, s).

Now one can verify as in [KZ, p.148] that (BΦ,Φ)L2(K) is positive or
negative semidefinite in H0

P (J). By Lemma 4.2 both RP |P (J, s) and

RP |P (J, s) are defined and

RP |P (J, s)RP |P (J, s) = Id, RP |P (J, s)RP |P (J, s) = Id
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hold in H0
P (J). Hence RP |P (J, s) is an isomorphism on K-finite vectors

so that (BΦ,Φ)L2(K) is positive or negative definite. Let ε ∈ {±1} be
such that ε(BΦ,Φ)L2(K) is positive definite. Then we define an inner
product in H0

P (J) by

(4.7) 〈Φ,Ψ〉 = ε(ℓ(w)RP |P (J, s)Φ,Ψ)L2(K), Φ,Ψ ∈ H0
P (J).

It follows as in [KZ, p.148] that

〈IGP (J, s)Φ,Ψ〉+ 〈Φ, IGP (J, s)Ψ〉 = 0, Φ,Ψ ∈ H0
P (J),

where IGP (J, s) denotes the infinitesimal induced representation.

Let M be a standard Levi subgroup of type (n1, ..., nr) and let P, P ′ ∈
P(M). Given a place v of E, let Πdisc(M(Ev)) denote the set of all
πv ∈ Π(M(Ev)) which are local components of some automorphic rep-
resentation π in the discrete spectrum of M(A). Without loss of gen-
erality, we may assume that P is a standard parabolic subgroup. Let
πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)). Then πv = ⊗iπi,v with πi,v ∈ Πdisc(GLni

(Ev)),
i = 1, ..., r. By Proposition 3.4 there exist a standard parabolic sub-
group Ri of GLni

with

MRi
= GLni1

× · · · ×GLnimi
,

kij|nij, discrete series representations δij of GLdij (Ev), dij = nij/kij,
and sij ∈ R satisfying

(4.8) si1 ≥ · · · ≥ simi
, |sij| <

1

2
−

1

n2 + 1
,

such that

πi,v ∼= I
GLni

Ri
(J(δi1, ki1)[si1]⊗ · · · ⊗ J(δimi

, kimi
)[simi

]) .

Set R =
∏

iRi. Then R is a standard parabolic subgroup of M . Put
m = m1+ · · ·+mr. We identify {(i, j) | i = 1, ..., r, j = 1, ..., mi} with
{1, ..., m} by

(i, j) 7→
∑

k<i

mk + j.

For 1 ≤ l ≤ m let (i, j) be the pair that corresponds to l. Put

δl = δij , kl = kij, sl = sij.

Set

(4.9) Jπv = ⊗m
i=1J(δi, ki), sπv = (s1, ..., sm).

Combing the above equivalences, we get

πv ∼= IMR (Jπv , sπv).
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Let P (R) and P ′(R) be the parabolic subgroups of GLn with P (R) ⊂
P , P ′(R) ⊂ P ′, P (R)∩M = R and P ′(R)∩M = R. Then by induction
in stages, the induced representation IGP (πv, s) is unitarily equivalent
to the induced representation IGP (R)(Jπv , s + sπv). The unitary map µ
which provides this equivalence, is given by the evaluation map as in
[KS, p.31]. Here we identify s ∈ Cr with an element in Cm by

(s1, ..., sr) 7→ (s1, ..., s1, s2, ..., s2, ..., sr, ..., sr),

where si is repeated mi times. [KS, p.31].

Lemma 4.3. Let µ be the unitary equivalence of the induced repres-
ntations as above. Then we have

(4.10) µ ◦RP ′|P (πv, s) = RP ′(R)|P (R)(Jπv , s+ sπv) ◦ µ.

Proof. First consider the unnormalized intertwining operators. Recall
that the unnormalized intertwining operators are defined by integrals
which are absolutely convergent in a certain shifted chamber [KS, The-
orem 6.6], [Sh2]. If we compare these integrals in their range of con-
vergence as in [KS, p.31], it follows immediately that (4.10) holds
for the unnormalized intertwining operators. So it remains to con-
sider the normalizing factors. If we apply Lemma 3.3 to each com-
ponent πi,v of πv, it follows that πv is equivalent to a Langlands quo-
tient of the form JMQ (δv, µ(k, sπv)), where δv = ⊗m

i=1δi and µ(k, sπv) =
(µ(k1, sπ1,v), ..., µ(kr, sπr,v)). Hence by (2.3) in [A7] we get

rP ′|P (πv, s) = rP ′(Q)|P (Q)(δv, s+ µ(k, sπv)).

Let Si be the standard parabolic subgroup ofMRi
with Levi component

(GLdi1 × · · · ×GLdi1)× · · · × (GLdipi × · · · ×GLdipi ),

where each factor GLdij occurs ki times. Let S =
∏

i Si. Then MS and
MQ are conjugate. Let w ∈ Sm be the element which conjugates MS

into MQ. Referring again to (2.3) in [A7], we get

rP ′(R)|P (R)(Jπv , s+ sπv) = rP ′(R(S))|P (R(S))(wδv, s+ wµ(k, sπv)).

By (r.6) of [A8, p.172] it follows that

rP ′(R)|P (R)(Jπv , s + sπv) = rP ′(R(S)w)|P (R(S)w)(δv, s+ µ(k, sπv)),

where R(S)w = w−1R(S)w. Finally note that P (Q), P ′(Q), P (R(S)w)
and P ′(R(S)w) have the same Levi component and the reduced roots
satisfy

Σr
P ′(R(S)w)

∩ ΣrP (R(S)w) = Σr
P ′(Q)

∩ ΣrP (Q).

Using the product formula (r.1) in [A8, p.171], it follows that

rP ′(R(S)w)|P (R(S)w)(δv, s+ µ(k, sπv)) = rP ′(Q)|P (Q)(δv, s+ µ(k, sπv)).
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Combining the above equations, we get

rP ′|P (πv, s) = rP ′(R)|P (R)(Jπv , s+ sπv),

and this finishes the proof of the lemma. �

Proof of Proposition 0.2:

Let M be a standard Levi subgroup of type (n1, ..., nr) and let P,Q ∈
P(M). We distinguish between the Archimedean and non-Archimedean
case.

Case 1: v|∞.

Let πv ∈ Π(M(Ev)). Let Kv be the standard maximal compact sub-
group of GLn(Ev). Given σv ∈ Π(Kv), denote by RQ|P (πv, s)σv the
restriction of RQ|P (πv, s) to the σv-isotypical subspace HP (πv)σv of
the Hilbert space HP (πv) of the induced representation and define
RQ(R)|P (R)(Jπv , s+ sπv)σv similarly. Our goal is to estimate the norm of
the derivatives of the operator RQ|P (πv, s)σv . By (4.10) we have

µ ◦RQ|P (πv, s)σv = RQ(R)|P (R)(Jπv , s+ sπv)σv ◦ µ,

so that it suffices to estimate the norm of the derivatives of the operator
on the right hand side. To this end we have to compare the inner prod-
ucts on the spaces ofKv-finite vectors H

0
P (πv) andH0

P (R)(Jπv). Let (·, ·)

denote the inner product inH0
P (R)(J) of the unitarily induced represen-

tation. By (4.7) it follows that the infinitesimal action of the induced
representation IGP (πv) onH0

P (πv) is unitarily equivalent to the infinites-
imal action of the induced representation IGP (R)(Jπv , sπv) on H0

P (R)(Jπv)
under the new inner product

〈Φ,Ψ〉 = ε(ℓ(w)RP (R)|P (R)(Jπv , sπv)Φ,Ψ)L2(K), Φ,Ψ ∈ H0
P (R)(Jπv).

Let ||| · ||| denote the norm in H0
P (R)(J) with respect to 〈·, ·〉 and ‖ · ‖

the norm with respect to (·, ·). Then for Φ ∈ HP (R)(J)σv and α ∈ Nr
0

we have

||| Dα
u
RQ|P (πv, iu)σvΦ |||2 ≤ ‖ RQ(R)|Q(R)(Jπv , sπ)σv ‖

· ‖ Dα
u
RQ(R)|P (R)(Jπv , iu+ sπv)σv ‖2 ‖ Φ ‖2 .

Let B = εℓ(w)RP (R)|P (R)(Jπv , sπv). As we have seen above, B is Her-

mitian and positive definite. Hence ||| Φ |||2 = (BΦ,Φ) =‖ B1/2Φ ‖2

and therefore, we get ‖ Φ ‖2≤‖ B−1/2 ‖2 ||| Φ |||2. Now observe that by
Lemma 4.2 and (R2)of Theorem 2.1 of [A7], we have

B−1 = εRP (R)|P (R)(Jπv , sπv)ℓ(w)
−1.
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This implies

||| Dα
u
RQ|P (πv, iu)σv |||2

≤‖ RQ(R)|Q(R)(Jπv , sπ)σv ‖ ‖ RP (R)|P (R)(Jπv , sπ)σv ‖

· ‖ Dα
u
RQ(R)|P (R)(Jπv , iu+ sπv)σv ‖2 .

(4.11)

Note that by Lemma 4.2 the intertwining operators on the right hand
side are all well defined. This leads to the first reduction of the problem.
We can assume that πv is of the form

(4.12) πv = ⊗r
i=1J(δi, ki),

but we have to estimate derivatives of RQ|P (πv, s)σv for s in the domain

(4.13) Ω =
{
s ∈ Cr

∣∣ |Re(si)| ≤ 1/2− (n2 + 1)−1, i = 1, ..., r
}
.

Furthermore, since J(δj[s], kj) = J(δj , kj)[s], we can also assume that
the δj’s have trivial central character. Let

KM,v = Kv ∩M(Ev).

Then KM,v is a maximal compact subgroup of M(Ev). It follows from
Frobenius reciprocity [Kn, p.208] that

(4.14) [IGP (πv, s)|Kv
: σv] =

∑

τ∈Π(KM,v)

[πv|KM,v
: τ ] · [σv|KM,v

: τ ].

Let
U(σv) =

{
τ ∈ Π(KM,v)

∣∣ [σv|KM,v
: τ ] > 0

}
.

This is a finite set. It follows from (4.14) that [IGP (πv, s)|Kv
: σv] > 0,

implies that there exists τ ∈ U(σv) such that [πv|KM,v
: τ ] > 0.

Now observe that

KM,v =

r∏

i=1

Ki,v,

where Ki,v ⊂ GLni
(Ev) is the standard maximal compact subgroup.

Let τ ∈ Π(KM,v). Then τ = ⊗iτi with τi ∈ Π(Ki,v) and

[πv|KM,v
: τ ] =

r∏

i=1

[J(δi, ki)|Ki,v
: τi].

By Lemma 4.1 it follows that there are only finitely many πv of the
form (4.12) such that

[πv|KM,v
: τ ] > 0 for some τ ∈ U(σv).

So we may fix πv. Next we apply the product formula for normalized
intertwining operators in the same way as in the proof of Lemma 4.2
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to reduce the problem to the case where P is maximal parabolic. Then
the intertwining operator may be regarded as a function RP |P (πv, s) of

one complex variable s and by Lemma 4.2, RP |P (πv, s) is holomorphic

in the strip |Re(s)| < 1. Furthermore by (R6) of Theorem 2.1 of [A7],
RQ|P (πv, s)σv is a rational function of s. This implies immediately that
for every k ∈ N there exist C > 0 and N ∈ N such that

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
dk

dsk
RQ|P (πv, s)σv

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(1 + |s|)N

for all s in the strip |Re(s)| < 1− 2/(n2 + 1).

Let ξπv denote the infinitesimal character of πv. Combining the various
steps of the reduction, it follows that for every α ∈ Nr there exist C > 0
and N ∈ N such that

(4.15) ‖ Dα
w
RQ|P (πv, iw)σv ‖≤ C(1+ ‖ ξπv ‖ + ‖ w ‖)N

for all w ∈ Rr and πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)).

It remains to estimate ‖ ξπv ‖ in terms of |λπv |. To this end note
that it suffices to establish the corresponding estimate for GLm(Ev).
Let π ∈ Π(GLm(Ev)). There exist a parabolic subgroup R of GLm
of type (m1, ..., mr), discrete series representations τi of GLmi

(Ev) and
s1, ..., sr ∈ C satisfying Re(s1) ≤ Re(s2) ≤ · · · ≤ Re(sr) such that
π is equivalent to the unique irreducible subrepresentation of the in-
duced representation IGLm

R (τ1[s1], ..., τr[sr]) [MW, p.609]. So it suffices
to consider the induced representation IGLm

R (τ, s), where τ = ⊗iτi and
s = (s1, ..., sr). Furthermore, we may assume that the central char-
acter of τ is trivial and hence, we may regard τ as a discrete series
representation ofMR(Ev)

1. Let m1
R denote the Lie algebra of MR(Ev)

1

and let t ⊂ m1
R be a compact Cartan subalgebra. Then h = t ⊕ aR

is a Cartan subalgebra of glm(Ev). Let γ : Z(glm(C)) → I(h) be the
Harish-Chandra homorphism. Let Λτ ∈ it∗ be the Harish-Chandra
parameter of τ . Then the infinitesimal character of IGLm

R (τ, s) corre-
sponds to Λτ + s ∈ (t ⊕ aR)

∗
C [Kn, Proposition 8.22], and is given by

χ(Z) = (Λτ + s)(γ(Z)), Z ∈ Z(glm(C)) [Kn, (8.32)]. Since π is an ir-
reducible subrepresentation of IGLm

R (τ, s), it has the same infinitesimal
character. Therefore

‖ ξπ ‖2=‖ Λτ ‖
2 + ‖ s ‖2 .

Let H1, ..., Hr be an orthonormal basis of aR and Hr+1, ..., Hm an or-
thonormal basis of t. Then

γ(Ω) =

r∑

i=1

H2
i −

m∑

j=r+1

H2
j− ‖ ρ ‖2
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[Wa1, p.168]. Hence, the Casimir eigenvalue λπ of π is given by

λπ = (Λτ + s)(γ(Ω)) =

r∑

i=1

s2i+ ‖ Λτ ‖
2 − ‖ ρ ‖2 .

Since π is unitary, it follows from Theorem 3.3 of Chapter XI of [BW]
that there exists C > 0, independent of π, such that ‖ Re(s) ‖≤ C.
Let Kv(m) be the standard maximal compact subgroup of GLm(Ev)
and let δ ∈ Π(Kv(m)). Suppose that π ∈ Π(GLm(Ev)) is such that
[π|Kv(m) : δ] > 0. Since δ occurs in π, it also occurs in IGLm

R (τ, s).
Using Frobenius reciprocity as in [Kn, p.208], it follows that there
exists ω ∈ Π(Kv(m) ∩MR(Ev)) such that

[τ |Kv(m)∩MR(Ev) : ω] > 0 and [δ|Kv(m)∩MR(Ev) : ω] > 0.

Let λδ and λω denote the Casimir eigenvalues of δ and ω, respectively.
By [Mu2, (5.15)], the second inequality implies λω ≤ λδ. On the other
hand, by [Wa2, p.398], the first inequality implies

‖ Λτ ‖
2≤ λω+ ‖ ρR ‖ .

Combining our estimations it follows that for every δ ∈ Π(Kv(m)) there
exists C > 0 such that ‖ ξπ ‖2≤ C(1 + |λπ|) for all π ∈ Π(GLm(Ev))
satisfying [π|Kv(m) : δ] > 0. This implies that a similar result holds for
M(Ev), i.e., for every δv ∈ Π(KM,v) there exists C > 0 such that

‖ ξπv ‖
2≤ C(1 + |λπv |)

for all πv ∈ Π(M(Ev)) with [πv|KM,v
: δv] > 0. Combined with (4.15)

this completes the case of an Archimedean place.

Case 2: v <∞.

Let πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)). Let Kv be an open compact subgroup of
GLn(Ev). We may assume that Kv ⊂ GLn(Ov) is a congruence sub-
group. Let RQ|P (πv, s)Kv

denote the restriction of RQ|P (πv, s) to the
Kv-invariant subspace in HP (πv) and define RQ(R)|P (R)(Jπv , s)Kv

simi-
larly. Now we proceed in exactly the same way as in the Archimedean
case. Using (4.10) and the description (4.7) of the inner product, we
get an estimation which is analogous to (4.11). From this estimation it
follows immediately that it suffices to estimate the norm of derivatives
of the operator RQ(R)|P (R)(Jπv , s)Kv

for s in the domain (4.13). Thus
we can assume that πv is of the form

πv = ⊗r
i=1J(δi, ki),
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but we have to estimate derivatives of RQ|P (πv, s)Kv
in the domain

(4.13). Let 1 denote the trivial representation of Kv. Let

KM,v = Kv ∩M(Ev).

This is again a congruence subgroup of M(Ov). As in the proof of
Lemma 2.2 it follows that

(4.16) [IGP (πv, λ)|Kv
: 1] ≤ #[M(Ov)/KM,v] · [πv|KM,v

: 1]

Now observe that

KM,v =
l∏

r=1

Ki,v,

where Ki,v ⊂ GLni
(Ov) is a congruence subgroup. Then

[πv|KM,v
: 1] =

r∏

i=1

[J(δi, ki)|Ki,v
: 1].

Consider an irreducible representation of GLm(Ev) of the form J(δ, k)
, where k|m and δ is a discrete series representation of GLd(Ev), d =

m/k. Let K̃v ⊂ GLm(Ov) be a congruence subgroup. By the same
reasoning as above we get

(4.17)
[
J(δ, k)|K̃v

: 1
]
≤ [δ|K̃v∩GLd(Ev)

: 1]k.

Again, K̃v ∩GLd(Ev) is a congruence subgroup of GLd(Ov), and there-

fore, it is an open compact subgroup of GLd(Ev). Let Π2(GLd(Ev), K̃v)
denote the set of all discrete series representations δ of GLd(Ev) such

that [δ|K̃v∩GLd(Ev)
: 1] ≥ 1. Then Π2(GLd(Ev), K̃v) is a compact subset

of Π2(GLd(Ev)) [HC2, Theorem 10].

Since v is finite, the stabilizer of δ with respect to the action r ∈ R 7→
δ[ir] in Π(GLd(Ev)) is a lattice L and therefore, the orbit oδ of δ is
isomorphic to the circle R/L. The orbit oδ is also open in Π2(GLd(Ev)).

Hence there exist σ1, ..., σp ∈ Π2(GLd(Ev), K̃v) such that

Π2(GLd(Ev), K̃v) = oσ1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ oσp.

Next observe that for r ∈ R we have

J(δ[ir], k) = J(δ, k)[ir].

Given u = (u1, ..., ur) ∈ Cr, let πv[u] = ⊗iπi,v[ui]. Recall that the
following equality holds

RQ|P (πv[u], s) = RQ|P (πv, s+ iu), u ∈ Cr.

Combing these observations it follows that it suffices to prove the
lemma for fixed πv. Next we apply the product formula for intertwining
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operators in the same way as in the Archimedian case to reduce the
problem further to the case where P is maximal parabolic and

πv = J(δ1, k1)⊗ J(δ2, k2).

Then we may consider the intertwining operator RP |P (πv, s) as a func-

tion of a single complex variable s. By Lemma 4.2, RP |P (πv, s) is

holomorphic in the strip |Re(s)| < 1. Furthermore by Theorem 2.1 of
[A7], RP |P (πv, s)Kv

is a finite rank matrix whose coefficients are ratio-

nal functions of q−s. Therefore RP |P (πv, u+iw)Kv
is a periodic function

of w with period 2π/ log q. Hence for every k ∈ N there exists C > 0
such that ∣∣∣∣

dk

dsk
RP |P (πv, s)Kv

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

for all s in the strip |Re(s) < 1 − 2/(n2 + 1). Combining all steps of
the reduction, it follows that for every α ∈ Nr there exists C > 0 such
that

‖ Dα
u
RQ|P (πv, iu)Kv

‖≤ C

for all u ∈ Rr and all πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)). This completes the proof of
Proposition 0.2. ✷

Remark. As the above proof shows, the estimations hold for all generic
representations πv ofM(Ev) whose continuous parameters s1, ..., sr sat-
isfy a non-trivial bound of the form |si| < 1/2−ε, ε > 0. In particular,
they hold for tempered representations. For tempered representations
and the real place v, Arthur [A8, Lemma 2.1] has established a refined
estimation of the form (0.4). It holds for any reductive group G and
is uniform in σv ∈ Π(Kv) and πv ∈ Πtemp(M(R)/AM(R)). The right
hand side contains in addition the Casimir eigenvalue of σv. Although
we do not know how to prove it, we expect that the estimations can
be made to be uniform in πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)) and σv ∈ Π(Kv). On the
other hand, as the following example shows, the estimations can not
be expected to be uniform in all πv ∈ Π(M(Ev)).

Example.

Let G = GL4(R) and P the standard parabolic subgroup with MP =
GL2×GL2. Consider the representation IGP (σ × σ, s) where σ is the
spherical principal series representation induced from the character µ =
(µ,−µ), µ real and 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1/2 of the Borel subgroup of GL2(R). We
may assume that s = (s,−s) with s real. Then

IGP (σ × σ, s) = IGB (µ+ s,−µ+ s, µ− s, µ− s).
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For fixed 0 ≤ µ < 1/2 this representation is irreducible for 0 ≤ |s| <
1/2−µ and reducible for |s| = 1/2−µ [Sp]. The intertwining operator
RP̄ |P (σ×σ, s) is therefore well defined on the interval 0 ≤ |s| < 1/2−µ
and has a pole for −s = 1/2− µ. ✷

As the example shows, uniform estimates in πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)) and
σ ∈ Π(Kv) can only hold if the poles of the corresponding intertwining
operators RQ|P (π,s) are uniformly bounded away from the imaginary
axis. We shall now show that this is indeed the case.

Let P = NPMP be a standard parabolic subgroup and let Q ∈ P(MP ).
There exists w ∈ G(E) in the normalizer of MP (E) so that wQw−1 is
a standard parabolic subgroup with Levi subgroup MP . Then for each
place v of E and every πv ∈ Π(MP (Ev)), the map Rw : f(g) → f(gw)
defines an isomorphism

Rw : IGP (πv, s) → IGQ (π
w
v , w(s)).

We refer to the operator

N(πv, s, w) = RP |Q(πv, s) ◦Rw : IGP (πv, s) → IGwQw−1(πwv , w(s))

also as a normalized intertwining operator. Since Rw is an isomor-
phism N(πv, s, w) has the same properties as RP |Q(πv, s). We say that
RQ|P (πv, s) has a pole at s0 ∈ Cr, if RQ|P (πv, s) has a matrix coefficient
with a pole at s0. Otherwise, RQ|P (πv, s) is called holomorphic in s0.

Proposition 4.4. Let M = GLn1
× · · · × GLnr

be a standard Levi
subgroup and let P,Q ∈ P(M). For every place v of E, there exists a
constant Bv > 0 such that for all πv ∈ Πdisc(M(Ev)), the normalized
intertwining operator RQ|P (πv, s) is holomorphic in the domain

{s ∈ Cr | |Re(si)| < Bv, i = 1, ..., r}.

Proof. By the product formula for intertwining operators and induction
by stages it suffices to prove the theorem for a maximal standard par-
abolic subgroup P of some GLm with m|n. Thus we may assume that
P is a maximal standard parabolic subgroup of GLm of type (m1, m2),
Q = P , πv = π1,v ⊗ π2,v and that s = (s1, s2). By Proposition 3.4, πi,v
is induced from a representation of the form

J(τi,1,v)[ti,1]⊗ · · · ⊗ J(τi,r,v)[ti,r],

where τi,j,v is square integrable and |ti,j| < 1/2− 1
r2
i
+1

.

Let w be in the normalizer of MP so that wQw−1 is a standard para-
bolic subgroup. Proposition I.10 in [MW] implies that the normalized
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intertwining operator N(τ1,v ⊗ τ2,v, s, w) is holomorphic if

Re(s1 − s2) > −2(infi,j(1/2− |ti,j|)).

Since inf i,j(1/2 − |ti|) >
1

1+n2 the operator RP̄ |P (τ1,v ⊗ τ2,v, s) has no
pole in

{s ∈ C2
∣∣ |Re(si)| < (1 + n2)−1, i = 1, 2}.

�

5. Absolute convergence of the spectral side

In this section we prove Theorem 0.1. First we consider the global
Rankin-Selberg L-functions and the corresponding global normalizing
factors defined by L-functions. Then we compare these normalizing
factors with the global normalizing factors of [Mu4]. Let

πi = ⊗vπi,v, i = 1, 2,

be an irreducible unitary representation of GLmi
(A). Then the Euler

product

L(s, π1 × π2) =
∏

v

L(s, π1,v × π2,v)

is absolutely convergent in some half-plane Re(s) > c. To define the
global ǫ-factor we have to pick a non-trivial continuous character ψ :
A+ → C× of the additive group A+ of A. Then ψ = ⊗vψv and there
exists a finite set of places S, including the Archimedean ones, such
that c(ψv) = 0 and π1,v and π2,v are unramified for v /∈ S. Hence
f(π1,v × π2,v) = 0 for all v /∈ S, and therefore ǫ(s, π1,v × π2,v, ψv) = 1
for all v /∈ S. This implies that the product

ǫ(s, π1 × π2, ψ) =
∏

v

ǫ(s, π1,v × π2,v, ψv)

exists for all s ∈ C and defines an entire function. We note that the
global ǫ-factor is in fact independent of ψ and therefore, will be denoted
by ǫ(s, π1 × π2).

The Rankin-Selberg L-functions attached to automorphic representa-
tions in the discrete spectrum have the following important properties.

Proposition 5.1. Let π1 and π2 be two unitary automorphic represen-
tations in the discrete spectrum of GLm1

(A) and GLm2
(A), respectively.

Let m = max{m1, m2}. Then we have

(1) The Euler product for L(s, π1 × π2) converges absolutely in the
half-plane Re(s) > m.
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(2) L(s, π1×π2) has a meromorphic continuation to the entire com-
plex plane and satisfies the functional equation

(5.1) L(s, π1 × π2) = ǫ(s, π1 × π2)L(1− s, π̃1 × π̃2).

(3) The function s ∈ C 7→
∏m

j=−m(s− j)(1− s+ j)L(s, π1 × π2) is
an entire function of order one.

Proof. First suppose that π1 and π2 are unitary cuspidal automorphic
representation. Then by Theorem 5.3 of [JS1], the Euler product is
convergent in the half-plane Re(s) > 1. The functional equation is
established in [Sh1, Th. 4.1] combined with [Sh3, Prop. 3.1] and [Sh3,
Th. 1]. See also [Sh5] for the general case. The location of the poles
of L(s, π1 × π2) has been determined in the appendix of [MW], from
which the first part of 3) follows. The fact that s(1− s)L(s, π1 × π2) is
of order one and bounded in vertical strips was proved in [RS, p.280].

Now suppose that π1 and π2 are unitary automorphic representations
in the residual spectrum of GLm1

(A) and GLm2
(A), respectively. Then

by the main result of [MW] there exist ki ∈ N with ki|mi, parabolic
subgroups Pi of GLmi

of type (di, ..., di), di = mi/ki, and cuspidal
automorphic representations ξi of GLdi(A) such that

πi ∼= J
GLmi

Pi
(ξi[(ki − 1)/2], ..., ξi[(1− ki)/2]), i = 1, 2.

Since ξi is generic, it follows from (9.4) of [JPS] that

L(s, π1 × π2) =

k1∏

i=0

k2∏

j=0

L(s+ (k1 + k2)/2− i− j, ξ1 × ξ2).

Using the properties of the cuspidal L-functions, the proposition fol-
lows. �

Now let M be a standard Levi subgroup of type (m1, ..., mr), Q,P ∈
P(M) and let π be an automorphic representation occurring in the
discrete spectrum of M(A). Let π = ⊗vπv and set

(5.2) rQ|P (π, s) =
∏

v

rQ|P (πv, s), s ∈ Cr,

where rQ|P (πv, s) is defined by (2.3). Then it follows from (2.3) and
Proposition 5.1 that the infinite product is absolutely convergent in
the domain Re(si − sj) > max{m1, ..., mr} and admits a meromorphic
extension to the entire complex plane. Furthermore we have

rQ|P (π, s) :=
∏

(i,j)∈I(σ1,σ2)

L(si − sj, πi × π̃j)

L(1 + si − sj , πi × π̃j)ǫ(si − sj, πi × π̃j)
,
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where I(σ1, σ2) is the same as in (2.3). Let

r̃Q|P (π, s) =
∏

v

r̃Q|P (πv, s)

be the corresponding global normalizing factor used in [Mu4]. Then
r̃Q|P (π, s) is also a meromorphic function of s ∈ Cr and it follows from
Lemma 2.1 that

(5.3) rQ|P (π, s) =
∏

(i,j)∈I(σ1,σ2)

ǫ(0, πi × π̃j)

ǫ(si − sj , πi × π̃j)
r̃Q|P (π, s), s ∈ Cr.

Now recall that the global ǫ-factor is of the form

ǫ(s, π1 × π2) =W (π1 × π2)(D
m1m2

E/Q N(π1 × π2))
1/2−s,

where DE/Q is the discriminant of the field E, W (π1×π2) is a complex
number of absolute value 1, and N(π1 × π2) is an integer which is
determined by the local ǫ-factors as follows. Given a place v < ∞, let
f(π1,v× π2,v) be the conductor of π1,v ⊗ π2,v defined by (2.6) and (2.7).
Then f(π1,v × π2,v) = 0 for almost all v and

N(π1 × π2) =
∏

v<∞

qf(π1,v×π2,v)v .

Together with (5.3) it follows that in order to compare the normalizing
factors rQ|P (π, s) and r̃Q|P (π, s), we have to estimate N(π1 × π2). To
this end, let π ∈ Π(GLm(A)). Then with respect to the canonical
decomposition GLm(A) = GL(A∞) × GLm(Af), the representation π
factorizes as π = π∞ ⊗ πf . Given an open compact subgroup Kf ⊂
GLm(Af), set

Π(GLm(A), Kf) =
{
π ∈ Π(GLm(A))

∣∣ πKf

f 6= 0
}
.

Let Kf,i ⊂ GLni
(Af), i = 1, 2, be two open compact subgroups and let

Kf,i =
∏

v<∞Kv,i. Then there exists a finite set of places S, including
the Archimedean places, such that Kv,i = GLni

(OEv
), i = 1, 2, and

c(ψv) = 0 for all v /∈ S. Let πi ∈ Π(GLni
(A), Kf,i), i = 1, 2, and let

f(π1,v × π2,v) be the conductor of π1,v ⊗ π2,v. By definition, π1,v and
π2,v are unramified for all v 6∈ S. Hence f(π1,v × π2,v) = 0 for v /∈ S.
Let Sf = {v ∈ S | v <∞}. Then N(π1 × π2) is of the form

N(π1 × π2) =
∏

v∈Sf

qf(π1,v×π2,v)v

for all πi ∈ Π(GLni
(A), Kf,i), i = 1, 2. By Lemma 2.2 and (2.11) it

follows that there exists C > 0 such that for all πi ∈ Π(GLni
(A), Kf,i),
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i = 1, 2, one has

N(π1 × π2) ≤ C.

Now suppose that Kf ⊂ GLm(Af ) is an open compact subgroup. Set

KM,f = Kf ∩M(Af ).

As above set

Π(M(A), Kf ) =
{
π ∈ Π(M(A))

∣∣ πKM,f

f 6= 0
}
.

Suppose that M = GLn1
× · · · ×GLnr

. Then

KM,f =

r∏

i=1

Kf,i,

where Kf,i ⊂ GLni
(Af) is an open compact subgroup, and it follows

from the above observations that there exists C > 0 such that for all
representations π = π1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ πr in Π(M(A);Kf)

(5.4) N(πi × πj) ≤ C, i, j = 1, ..., r.

By (5.3) this implies that the estimations of the logarithmic deriva-
tives of normalizing factors established in [Mu4] also hold for the nor-
malizing factors rQ|P (π, s). More precisely, assume that P is a max-
imal parabolic subgroup with Levi component M . Let AM,Q denote
the split component of the center of the group ResE/QGLn obtained
by restricting scalars from E to Q. Given a unitary character ξ of
AM,Q(R)

0, let L2(M(E)\M(A))ξ be the space of all measurable func-
tions φ on M(E)\M(A) such that φ(xm) = ξ(x)φ(m) for all x ∈
AM,Q(R)

0, m ∈ M(A), and φ is square integrable on M(E)\M(A)1.
Let Πdisc(M(A))ξ denote the subspace of all π ∈ Π(M(A)) which are
equivalent to a subrepresentation of the regular representation ofM(A)
in L2(M(E)\M(A))ξ. Set

Πdisc(M(A)) :=
⋃

ξ∈Π(AM,Q(R)0)

Πdisc(M(A))ξ.

Let

Πdisc(M(A), Kf ) = Πdisc(M(A)) ∩ Π(M(A), Kf).

It follows from (5.3) and (5.4) that there exists C > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣∣rP |P (π, iu)

−1 d

du
rP |P (π, iu)− r̃P |P (π, iu)

−1 d

du
r̃P |P (π, iu)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

for all u ∈ R and all π ∈ Πdisc(M(A), Kf ). Given π ∈ Π(M(A)), let
λπ∞ denote the Casimir eigenvalue of π∞. Together with Theorem 5.3
of [Mu4] we obtain the following result.
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Proposition 5.2. Let P be a maximal parabolic subgroup with Levi
component M . Set m = [E : Q]n2. Let σ ∈ Π(K∞). For every
N ≥ 8m+ 2 there exists CN > 0 such that

∫

R

∣∣∣∣rP |P (π, iu)
−1 d

du
rP |P (π, iu)

∣∣∣∣(1 + u2)−N du ≤ CN(1 + λ2π∞)18m

for all π ∈ Πdisc(M(A), Kf ) with [IGP (π∞)|K∞
: σ] > 0.

In general, one has to work with the multidimensional logarithmic
derivatives of the normalizing factors considered in [A4]. Repeating
the proof of Theorem 5.4 of [Mu4] it follows immediately that this
theorem also holds for the normalizing factors rQ|P (π, s). Therefore
Theorem 0.2 of [Mu4] holds with respect to the normalization of lo-
cal intertwining operators used in the present paper. Combined with
Proposition 0.2, this completes the proof of Theorem 0.1.

✷
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