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ON THE SYMMETRIC POWERS OF CUSP FORMS
ON GL(2) OF ICOSAHEDRAL TYPE

SONG WANG

0. INTRODUCTION

In this Note, we prove three theorems. Throughout, F' will denote
a number field with absolute Galois group Gr = Gal(F/F), and the
adele ring Ap = Fy X Apy. When p is an irreducible continuous 2-
dimensional C representation of Gr, one says that it is icosahedral, resp.
octahedral, resp. tetrahedral, resp. dihedral when the projective image
of p(Gr) is As, resp. Sy, resp. Ay, resp. Do, for some m > 1. Such p
is said to be modular if and only if there exists a cuspidal automorphic
representation m = mo ® mp of GLy(Ap) such that L(s, p) = L(s, 7).
Modularity is unknown (in general) only when p is icosahedral, in which
case p is rational over Q(v/5). Denoting by 7 the nontrivial automor-
phism of Q(v/5), we will say that p is strongly modular if both p and
p” are modular. When F' is totally real and p totally odd, which is
the primary case of interest, modularity implies strong modularity (see
below). In the Theorem below, sym™(p) denotes the symmetric m-th
power of p, i.e., the composition of p with the symmetric m-th power
representation of GLs(C) into G L,,41(C).

The first main result is the following.

Theorem A. Let
p:Gr — GLy(C)

be a continuous irreducible, icosahedral representation which is strongly
modular, i.e., for which there exists a cuspidal automorphic represen-
tation m = T @ mp of GLy(AR), such that L(s,p) = L(s,m¢). Then
there exists a cuspidal representation 11 = Il ® Iy of GLg(Ap) such
that

L(s,sym’(p)) = L(s,TI)
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When F' = Q, many odd icosahedral representations p of Ggp =
Gal(Q/Q), have been shown to be modular by R. Taylor, et al ([BDST2001],
[Ta98], [Ta2002], [BS2002]); The first example had been given by Buh-
ler ([Bu78]). In these cases the associated  is generated by a holomor-
phic newform ¢ of weight 1, and ¢” is again a holomorphic newform of
weight 1. By a theorem of Deligne and Serre ([D=S74]), ¢" is associated
to a 2-dimensional representation p,, which must be isomorphic to p”
by the Chebotarev density theorem. Hence modularity implies strong
modularity for odd icosahedral representations of Gg. (The situation
is the same when the base field Q is replaced by a totally real field
F' as long as p is totally odd, and this is due to the analog of the
Deligne-Serre theorem due to Wiles ([WilesSS]).)

By base change ([AC], [La80]) we then get modular icosahedral rep-
resentations of G for any cyclic extension K of Q. So our theorem
applies to these cases with no hypothesis.

Given any 2-dimensional irreducible icosahedral representation p of
Gr, one sees that sym™(p) is irreducible if and only if m < 5 (see
Section [), and the strong Artin conjecture, which is a part of the
Langlands philosophy, predicts the existence of a cuspidal automorphic
representation I1,, of GL,,1(Ag) for m <5 with the same L—functions
as sym™(p). When p is strongly modular, the cuspidality of sym?(p)
has been known for a long time by the work of Gelbart and Jacquet
([GeJ79]), and certain major recent works of H. Kim and F. Shahidi
([KSh2002-1], [KSh2002-2], [K2001]) establish this for m = 3 and 4. In
fact, it is known by Kim ([K2002]) when F = Q and p odd that every
sym™(p) is attached to an automorphic form on GL(m + 1). Briefly,
for m = 5, the reason for this is that sym®(p) is twist equivalent to
p ® sym?(p') where p' is a Galois conjugate of p (see Section [I).

Our main contribution here is to show that this II here is indeed
cuspidal on GL(6)/F. We prove it in two different ways. One is to
study the poles of the L—function, and the other, which is perhaps of
independent interest, is to prove the following cuspidality criterion for
the Kim-Shahidi automorphic transfer from GL(2) x GL(3) to GL(6)
([KSh2002-2]), (7, n) — 7Xn, when n is a twist of the symmetric square
of a cusp form on GL(2). More precisely, we prove the following:

Theorem B. Let 7, " be two cuspidal automorphic representations
of GLy(AFr), and let TT = w K sym?(7’) be the associated isobaric auto-
morphic representation of G Lg(AF).
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Then 11 is cuspidal if and only if one of the following conditions
hold:

(1) 7 = IE(x) is dihedral for some quadratic extension field K of F,
T, the base change of 7' to K, is not dihedral, and

sym* () 2 sym®(my) @ x ' (x o 0)

where 0 is the nontrivial automorphism of K/F';

(2) 7 is not dihedral, ' is tetrahedral, or not of solvable polyhedral
type, and Ad(m) and Ad(n') are not equivalent.

(3) m is not dihedral, @ is octahedral, and Ad(m) and Ad(n') are
not equivalent or twist equivalent by p where p 1s the global character
corresponding to the class field K which is a quadratic extension field
of F' such that 7l is tetrahedral.

Recall that Ad(m) = sym?(7) @ w_! where w;, is the central character
of m. Also, note that if 7’ is octahedral, then p is exactly the quadratic
character such that

sym®(n') & sym*(n) © p

We say that a cuspidal automorphic representation of GLy(Ap) is
called not of solvable polyhedral type ([RaWa20(1]) if it is not dihedral,
tetrahedral or octahedral. It is a theorem of Kim—Shahidi that if 7 is
not of solvable polyhedral type then sym™(x) is cuspidal for m < 4
(IKSh2002-2], [K2001]).

Theorem [B is proved in Section ] below and the two proofs of The-
orem [Al will be given in Section Bl

Next, Recall that, a Landau—Siegel zero of an L—function with a
functional equation and Euler product is a real zero of this L—function
close to s = 1 (see [HRa95] and [Ra99]). Of course, the Generalized
Riemann Hypothesis (GRH) implies the nonexistence of Landau—Siegel
zeros for nice L—functions. Unfortunately, this is obtained for only a
few cases. ([HRa95], [RaWa2001]).

Our third main result which will be proved in Section @l is the follow-
ing, where we mean by a cusp form on GL(2)/F of strongly icosahedral
type a cuspidal automorphic representation m of GLy(Ap) attached to
a strongly modular icosahedral representation of Gp:
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Theorem C. Let 7 be a cusp form on GL(2)/F of strongly icosahedral
type, and x a idele character of K. Then L(s,sym™(w) ® x) has no
Landau—Siegel zero unless sym™(m) ® x has a constituent of a trivial
or quadratic character Q. If this happens, m is even, Q = wi/?ym+1
and there is at most one Landau—Siegel zero which should come from
the L—function of this character. When F = Q and 7 is self dual,

L(s,sym™(m)) has no Landau-Siegel zero at all.

Remark. If m < 12, then the exceptional case will not happen
so that L(s,sym”(7) ® x) has no Landau-Siegel zero. One can show
by comparing central characters that if sym™(7) has a character as its

constituent, then m is even and this character should be wy' 2,

This theorem needs more precise structure theory (Theorem [Dl in
Section Bl) of icosahedral representations (see Section [ & B, [Bu7S],
[FH9T]). The point (see also [Bu7S], [K2002]) is that, each twist of
sym™(m) is an isobaric sum of the twists of the following (where 7"
is the Galois conjugate of © by 7 which is the nontrivial element of

Gal(Q(V5)/Q)):
1, m, a7, sym?(m), sym?(77),
((A)) sym?(7), # X 77, sym*(7), sym® (7).

So it suffices to show the nonexistence of Landau—Siegel zero for the
twist L—functions of ((A)]). It is well known ([HRa95], [Stk74]) that
L(s, x) has no Landau—Siegel zero unless y is trivial or quadratic; The
nonexistence of Landau—Siegel zero for the twist L—functions for m or
7" is obtained from [HRa95]; From [HRa95] and [Ba97], we also obtain
the same for the twist L—functions for sym?(w) and sym?(x7). From
[RaWa2001], we get the same things for 7 x 77. Furthermore, if 7 is self
dual or is twist equivalent to a self dual automorphic representation,
L(s,sym*(m)) has no Landau-Siegel zero ([RaWa200T]).

So we get almost everything except for sym™(7) ® x for m = 3,4
or 5. This is finally done by using a useful criterion first formulated
in [HRa95] by D. Ramakrishnan and J. Hoffstein (also developed in
[RaWa2001]), the modularity for sym™ () ([K2002]), and Theorem [Al

This Note was inspired by a talk of H. Kim based on [K2002] at an
MSRI conference in Banff during 2001. Of course, without the break-
through works by Kim and Shahidi on the functoriality on GL(2) x
GL(3), sym? ([KSh2002-2]) and sym* ([K200T]), we cannot get these re-
sults. Also, We would like to thank to D. Ramakrishnan and F. Shahidi



ICOSAHEDRAL TYPE 5

for the discussions during the preparation of this Note. Finally, the au-
thor would like to thank TAS for membership during 2001-02, as well
as NSF for the grant # 9729992, and the department of mathematics
at Caltech for providing a friendly place and strong support during my
visit in the summer of 2002.

1. STRUCTURE THEORY FOR ICOSAHEDRAL REPRESENTATIONS

In this section, we lay some facts about icosahedral representations.
Recall that a Galois representation p : Gp — GL(C) is said to be
icosahedral if its image in PG Ly(C) is isomorphic to As.

Let As denotes the nontrivial central extension of A5 by Z/27. 1t is
unique since H?(As, Z/27) =2 Z./2Z. Tn fact, A5 = SLy(F5).

TABLE 1. Character Table for SLy(IF5).

G [ G DI IC G I I[CIC I
Size 1 1 12 12 12 12 30 20 20
U 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
% 5 5 0 0 0 0 1 —1 | -1
W 6 6 1 1 —1 —1 0 0 0
X; 4 —4 —1 —1 1 1 0 1 —1
X 4 1 —1 —1 —1 —1 0 1 1
v 3 3 el - N 0
w" 3 3 1 —2\/5 1 +2\/5 1 —2\/5 1 +2\/5 1 0 0
X/ 2 —2 | ] _1Vh ] 145 1=v5 0 1 —1
X 9 -9 1 —2\/5 _ 1+2\/g 1 —2\/5 1+2\/5 0 1 -1

From Table [ ([Bu78], [NS&0], [FHI1]), we see that there exist two
self dual irreducible 2-dimensional representation of Az, namely X’
and X" which are rational over Q(v/5). Furthermore, X’ and X" are
conjugate by 7 which is the nontrivial automorphism of Q(v/5)/Q. We
use symbol pie, for one of them, namely X’. Hence we denote pl, as
X,

Also, the irreducible representations of SLy(F5) are the following:
(For a proof the assertions, use the character table.)

e The trivial representation U;
e The 2-dimensional representations pi., = X', and pL, = X",
rational over Q(1/5);
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e The 3-dimensional representations W’ = sym?(pi.,), and W” =
sym?(pl ), which are rational over Q(+/5);

e The 4-dimensional representation X; = sym?(pi.,) = sym?(pl, ),
which is rational over Q;

e The 4-dimensional representation Xy = pic, ® pl, also rational
over Q;

e The 5-dimensional representation V 2 sym*(pic.) = sym?(pl, ),
also rational over Q;

e The 6-dimensional representation W 2 sym?(pic,) ® pL, =
sym?(pl,) ® pico, also rational over Q.

More relations for the representations of SLy(F5) (see also [K2002]):

e The symmetric 5-the power of pic,, namely sym®(pic,), which
is of dimension 6, is equivalent to W 2= sym?(pic,) ® pL, =
sym?(pl,) ® pico; Also sym®(p,) =2 sym®(pico) = W;

e The symmetric 6-the power of pi.,, namely symG(/JiCO), is not
irreducible, and is equivalent to sym?(pl.) @ (pico @ pl,);

e The symmetric 7-the power of pic,, namely sym?(pic), is not

irreducible either, and is equivalent to pI & sym®(pic)-

For the general icosahedral representation, we have the following
proposition:

Proposition 1.1. Let p be an icosahedral representation of Gr, and G
denotes p(G), then G is generated by its commutator subgroup Gy and
its center Z(G) = pom, which is a group of roots of unity of order 2m.
Furthermore, Gy is isomorphic to As with center { 1}, and G = (G x
tom)/ { £(1,1)}. Hence each irreducible representation A of G can be
expressed (uniquely) as (Ao, p) where Ag = A|g is an irreducible of Gy,
and = Al,,,, is a character of piom, and such that Ao(—1I) = p(—1)I1.
Furthermore each such pair (Ao, 1) gives an irreducible representation

of G.

Remark:  Note that if p is self dual of degree 2, m = 1, then
p is either the standard representation or its Galois conjugation by
7 € Aut(C) sending v/5 to —v/5. Identify Gy with As = SLy(F5), p is

-
Pico OT Pico-

Proof of Proposition L.
First consider the case when det(G) = 1, i.e. detg = 1 for all g € G.

In this case, G is a covering group of As of degree n, where n =
#7(@G), while Z(G) C Z(GLy(C)). As det(G) =1, Z(G) C {£1}.
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Furthermore, since A5 has no irreducible representation of dimension
2 (see [FH91]), Z(G) cannot be trivial. Thus G is a nonsplit central
extension of A5 by Z/2Z. Thus G = As (see the definition of Ay at the
beginning of this section).

In general case, all elements of Go = (G, ), which is the commutator
group of GG, have determinant 1, and the image of G in PG Ly(C) is the
same as the one of G, and is also isomorphic to As since (As, A5) = As.
We conclude that G = (Gy, Z(G)) = (Go X pam)/{ £(I,1) } where
Z(G) = pgpm for some m. From the discussion of the case detG = 1,
we have Gy = As. The proof of the rest assertions of the proposition

is then straight forward.
O

Corollary 1.2. If Ay, Ay are two representations of G whose restric-
tions to Gy = As are equivalent, then they are twist equivalent by a
character. In fact, if N\; = (Ao, p;), then they are twist equivalent by
(1, gy ) which is a character of G factoring through pon, /{ £1}.

O

The following corollary describes all irreducible representations of G
and some relations.

Corollary 1.3. Each irreducible representation of G is twist equivalent
to one of the following:

17 Aicov A/

1CO’

Sym3 (Aico)u Sym4 (Aico)u Sym5 (Aico>7 Aico ® A/

1co

sym?(Aico), sym®(Al,),

1cCOo

where Nieo, Ao, are two irreducible representations of G whose restric-

[a¥)

tions to Gy = As are pieo and plL,. Furthermore, sym™(Ai,) and
sym™(Al,,) are twist equivalent for m = 3,4 and 5; sym?(Al,) ® Aico,

sym?(Ajeo) @ Al,, sym®(Aieo) and sym®(Al,) are twist equivalent.

1CO7 1co

Proof. By Proposition [ 1l and Corollary [L2] the first part is easy.
For the rest part, restrict all representations involved to Gy, and ap-
ply Corollary We carry out the proof of the twist equivalence of
sym®(Aje,) and Al ® sym?(A;,) here, while the other relations are
totally similar to deal with.

Without loss of generality, say the restriction of Aj, to Gg is pico-
Then the restrictions of both sides are sym®(pico) and pf, ® sym?(pico)
respectively. They are equivalent from the discussion in this section.
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Applying Corollary [L2, we get the twist equivalence of sym®(A;e,) and
Al @ sym?(Aieo)-

O

Before concluding this section, we want to point out the following:

Lemma 1.4. If m is even, then Ao, and Al are not even twist equiv-
alent to a self dual representation; Furthermore, there is no self dual

2—dimensional irreducible representation of G.

Proof. each 2-dimensional representation p of G is written as
(po, it). Since pq is self dual, p = (pg, ). If p is real, p must be also
real, hence trivial or quadratic. However, as pu(—1)I = po(—1) = —I

(since py is either the standard representation or its Galois conjugation
by 7), and p is of order divisible by 4, hence p cannot be real.
O

2. CUSPIDALITY CRITERION FOR 7 X sym?(7’)

In this section, we will prove Theorem [Bl. Before this Note, no cusp-
idality criterion for the automorphic tensor product ([KSh2002-1]) on
GL(2) x GL(3) was known.

Throughout this section, m and 7" will be two cuspidal automorphic
representations of GLy(Ap). First we will deal with the simpler case
when 7 is dihedral.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that m = IE(x) for some global character x of
Ck where K is a quadratic extension field of F. Let Il = w Rsym?(n’).
Then
[T = I (sym*(y) @ x)
where ' is the base change of ' to K.
Hence 11 is cuspidal if and only if 7 is not dihedral, and

sym* () % sym® (i) ® x ' (x 0 )

Remark:  As 7 is cuspidal, xy # x o 6. If 7} is not dihedral or
tetrahedral, then of course this lemma applies, as sym?(mg) will not
admit a nontrivial self twist.

Proof.  The first statement is clear by the reciprocity law of au-
tomorphic inductions and base changes ([AC], [CIS6], [HH95], [Lag0]).
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Let 1y = sym?(7};) @ x. From Mackey’s criterion II = I£(n;) is cuspi-
dal if and only if 7 is cuspidal and 19 % 19 ® x ' (x 0 §) where @ is the
nontrivial automorphism of K/F'. Note that 7y is cuspidal if and only

if 7} is not dihedral. Hence the second statement is true.
O

From now on, we assume that 7 is not dihedral. Of course, if 7’ is
dihedral, then sym?(7’) is not cuspidal and so is 7 X sym?(7’). Thus,

Theorem [Blis finally reduced to the case when 7 and 7" are both nondi-
hedral.

Let’s recall a useful theorem about Rankin—Selberg L—functions and
isobaric decompositions ([[IS90], [JPSS&3)], [La79-1], [La79-2]),

Lemma 2.2. (Jacquet—Shalika, Langlands)

(1) Let II, 7 be two automorphic representations of GL,(Ar) and
GL,,(Ar) respectively. Assume that 7 is cuspidal. Then the order of
the pole of L(s,11 ® T) is the same of the multiplicity of T occurring in
the isobaric sum decomposition of 11.

(2) Let II be an isobaric automorphic representation of GL,(AF).
Then L(s,TI x TI) has a pole of order m = ., m? at s = 1, where
IT = B;m;m; be the isobaric decomposition of 11, and m; are inequivalent
cuspidal representations of smaller degree.

In particular, m = 1 if and only if Il is cuspidal.

U

Now, we analyze L(s, I1®II) where II = 7 ® sym?(7’). Let w and o’
be the central characters of m and 7. Denote Ad(7) = sym?(7) ® w1,
Ad(r') = sym%(n) @ W' and A%(7’) = sym*(r) ® w'~2. Note that
Ad(r), Ad(7") and A*(n’) are self dual.

Hence, we have

mX 7 =1H Ad(n)
and
sym?(7') R sym?(n") = Ad(n") K Ad(n")
= 1H Ad(7") B A*(7')
Thus
MK =7 X7 Xsym?(7') K sym?(7')
= (1B Ad(n)) X (1 B8 Ad(z") B A* ("))
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Hence
L(s, 11 x II) = Cp(s)L(s, Ad(m))L(s, Ad(x")) L(s, A*(z"))
- L(s, Ad(m) x Ad(7"))L(s, Ad(m) x A*(7"))
Thus by Lemma 2, II is cuspidal if and only if the order of the
pole of L(IT x IT) at s = 1 is 1, if and only if the other L—factors above
other than (r(s) are holomorphic at s = 1. These lead to the following

lemma: (Note that now Ad(m) and Ad(n’) are cuspidal since m and 7’
are assumed to be nondihedral.)

Lemma 2.3. If 7 and 7' are not dihedral, then 11 = m X sym?(n’) is
cuspidal if and only if all the following hold:

(1) Ad(m) and Ad(n'") are not equivalent.

(2) AY(n’") does not have the trivial character as a constituent.

(3) AY(") does not have Ad(r) as a constituent.

O

Lemma 2.4. If 7’ is not of solvable polyhedral type, then (2) and (3)
of Lemma[Z3 hold.

Proof. From [K2001], sym*(7’) is cuspidal and so is A*(7"). Thus
(2) and (3) of Lemma 3 hold.
U

Lemma 2.5. (1) If ©’ is tetrahedral, then
ANy =2 Ad(x") BBy’
where n 1s a cubic character such that
sym?(n') & sym*(n') @ 1
(2) If ©' is octahedral, then
AN =2 Ad(r") @ pB
where 11 1s a quadratic character such that
sym®(n') & sym* (1) © p

and moy = I (x0) is some cuspidal dihedral automorphic representation
of GLy(Ap) where K is the class field of p.

Proof. See [Tu&1], Theorem 3.3.7 of [KSh2002-2], and Section 5 of
[RaWa2001].
U

Proof of Theorem [B.
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The case when 7 is dihedral is dealt with in Lemma Tl Now assume
that 7 and 7" are nondihedral.

First we prove the necessity. If II = 7 X sym?(n’) is cuspidal, then
Lemma Z3 and 24l apply. Hence Ad(w) and Ad(7’) are not equivalent.
If 7’ is octahedral with p and K described in Lemma 25 then A*(7’)
does not contain Ad(rm) as a constituent. Note that, Ad(7") @ p is a
constituent of A%(7’) hence it is not equivalent to Ad(m). Then the
necessity is done.

Now the sufficiency. Assume first that Ad(m) and Ad(n’) are not
equivalent. (2) and (3) of Lemma hold when 7’ is not of solvable
polyhedral type. Then in this case, Lemma applies, hence II is
cuspidal.

If 7’ is tetrahedral, then from Lemma the cuspidal constituents
of A*(7’) are Ad(n’) and two cubic characters. Hence (2) of Lemma 23
hold, and (1) and (3) are equivalent. So the sufficiency in this case is
proved.

Finally, we deal with the case when 7’ is octahedral. From LemmaH]
the only cuspidal constituent of A*(n’) are Ad(n') @ u and I (o). So
(2) of Lemma 23 hold. Thus if Ad(7’) and Ad(m) are not equivalent or
twist equivalent by p, then (1) and (3) hold, thus Lemma applies.
The sufficiency in this case is also obtained.

Done.
O

Remark. In fact, if 7’ is octahedral, K is the quadratic field ex-
tension such that 7 is tetrahedral, and yg is a cubic character of C
such that

sym? () & sym*(mx ) @ xo
then A*(7") = I (x0)-

3. CUSPIDALITY OF sym®(m) FOR 7 ICOSAHEDRAL

In this section, we prove Theorem [Al in two different ways.

Let p be a strongly modular icosahedral representation of Gy and 7
the automorphic representation of GLo(Af) associated with p. Then
by the structure theory (Corollary [3]), sym®(p) is twist equivalent to
p” ® sym?(p) and is irreducible. The automorphy of sym®(p) is known
when F' = Q and p is odd ([K2002]). One immediately gets the same for
our p, and we indicate how. By assumption, p” is modular, and since
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sym?(p) is modular, sym?(p) ® p” and hence sym®(p) is also modular
by [K2002.

In view of this, Theorem [Alis a result of the following known propo-
sition which is an analogue of Lemma on the Galois side.

Proposition 3.1. If p is an irreducible Galois representation of G,
then L(s,p ® p¥) has a simple pole at s = 1. If p is modular, and 7 is
the automorphic representation corresponding to p, then 7 is cuspidal
if and only if p is irreducible.

Proof. (cf. Tate [Tate84])
One knows that given any C-representation o of Gr, we have
—ord,—; L(s,0) = dimcHomg,.(1,0")
Taking o to be p ® p¥, we see that the order of pole is given by
dimcHomg,, (1, p ® p*) = dim¢Endg, (p)
which, by Schur’s lemma is 1 if and only if p is irreducible.
Hence the first statement is clear. In fact, for each Galois represen-

tation A = ) _¢,7 where 7 are inequivalent irreducible representations
of G, the order of pole of L(s,p® p¥) at s =11s Y, _CZ2.

For the second part, we work with incomplete L—functions. Let §
be a finite set of places of F' containing archimedean ones and the ones
where p (or 7) is ramified. Consider

Ls(s,m x ) = HLsmxm

vES

L (s, x ) HLS?TUXT(U
vgS

Ls(s,p®p”) HL (s,p®p")

veS

L3(s,p®p") = [ [ Lu(s,p @ p")
vgS
It is well known that each local L-factor L(s,m, X 7,) is holomorphic
and not vanishing at s = 1 hence the order of the pole of L°(s, 7 X )
is the same as L(m x 7) hence is 1 if and only if 7 is cuspidal from
Lemma

Furthermore, for any Galois representation o and any nonarchimedean
place v of ', L,(s,0) = P(Np,*)~! where P is a polynomial with all
roots being of norm 1. Hence L,(s, o) is holomorphic and not vanishing
at s = 1. Thus the order of the pole of L(s, o) at s = 1 is exactly the
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same as of L(s,0). Thus from the first statement of this proposition,
L3(s, p® p¥) has a simple pole if and only if p is irreducible.

Finally, as p is modular, we have for all v ¢ S,
L(s,m, X 77y) = Lo(p @ p")
Hence
Lo(s,m x %) = L%(p® p")
Thus, 7 is cuspidal if and only if
—ord,—1 L° (s, x 7) = —ord,—, L° (5, p® p") = 1

if and only if p is irreducible.
O

Remark: In general we don’t know whether the following equality
holds at ALL places v:

L(s,m x 7,) = Ly(s,p® p)

where p and p/ are two modular Galois representations with two au-
tomorphic representations m and 7’ associated to them respectively,
although we’ve known this for those v where p, and p! are unramified.
When p and p’ are 2-dimensional, or one of p and p’ is 2-dimensional
and the other one is 3-dimensional, the automorphy of p®p’ ([Ra2000],
[KSh2002-1]) guarantees this for all v.

The second way to prove Theorem [Al is to apply the criterion es-
tablished in the previous section. As we have seen, sym®(p) is twist
equivalent to p” ® sym?(p), consequently, sym®(r) is twist equivalent
to 7™ K sym?(w), where 77 = 7 o 7 is the Galois conjugation of 7 by 7.
Thus the condition (2) of Theorem [Blholds hence this theorem applies.
In fact, Ad(77) = sym?(77) ® w. and Ad(r) = sym?(7) ® w ! are not
equivalent as sym?(p™) and sym?(p) are not twist equivalent.

Now Theorem [A] is complete. Then we get a complete structure
theory for strongly modular icosahedral representations.

Notation: Let 7 be a cuspidal automorphic representation of G Ly(Ar)
of strongly icosahedral type, i.e., w is associated to a strongly modular
icosahedral representation p of Gr. Denote M. (m) as the set of irre-
ducible admissible representations generated by 7 and 77 via isobaric
sums, Rankin—Selberg products, twists and symmetric powers, where
77 is the cuspidal automorphic representation of GLy(Ap) associated
to p".
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Theorem D. (1) all elements of Mi.,(7) are isobaric sums of the twists
of the set M Gico(m) consisting of the following representations:

17 , 7TT7 Symz(ﬂ-)? Sme(ﬂ-T)’
sym?(7), # ¥ 77, sym*(7), sym® (7).

Furthermore, each two elements in MGie(m) are not twist equivalent.
sym™ () and sym™(n") are twist equivalent for m = 3, 4 and 5. Also,
sym®(r), sym®(77), 7" Rsym?(7) and 7&sym?(77) are twist equivalent.
(2) All elements in MGico(m) are automorphic. As a corollary, all
elements in Mieo(m) are automorphic.
(3) All elements in M Gieo(m) are cuspidal.

Remark:  This theorem was first formulated by Kim in [K2002].
The proof except for the cuspidality of sym®(7) was also due to him.

Proof of Theorem [

Let p = p, be the odd icosahedral representation associated to .
Then p and p” can be viewed as representations of G which is the
image of p. Hence p = Aje, or Al (see Corollary [3), and all represen-
tations obtained from p and p” via twists, direct sums, tensor products
and symmetric powers are also viewed as representations of G. Then

Corollary applies, and thus (1) is proved.

For (2) and (3), since 7 and 77 are not of solvable polyhedral type,
sym™(m) and sym™(n") are cuspidal for m = 2, 3 and 4 ([Gel79),
[KSh2002-2], [K2001]). Also, # X 77 is cuspidal ([Ra2000]), and 7™ X
sym?(r) is automorphic ([KSh2002-2]) and cuspidal (Theorem [A] or
Theorem [Bl). Done.

U

Before we end this section, we would like to point out a result of
H. Kim in [K2002] which asserts that sym?(r) is monomial, thus giving
an example of non-normal quintic automorphic induction. Before this
result, all known examples of automorphic induction were for solvable
extension ([AC], [JPSS79], [Had8] and [Tu&1]).

Theorem 3.2. (H. Kim)

Suppose that K is an As—extension of Q satisfying the criteria as
in [BDST2001) or [Ta2002], and that 7 be a cuspidal automorphic rep-
resentation of strongly icosahedral type lifted from K/Q. Let E be a
non-normal quintic extension of Q in K such that Gal(K/E) is Ay.
Let N be the unique cyclic cubic extension of E in K. Let x be the
global character of Cg attached to the cubic extension N/E.
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Then 13(x) is equivalent to A*(r) = sym*(n) ® w2, hence is auto-
morphic.

U

4. LANDAU-SIEGEL ZEROS OF L(s,sym™(7) ® x)

In this section, the notations are the same as in the previous section.
Let us first quote the following useful criterion which is always used for
showing non—existence of Landau-Siegel zeros.

Proposition 4.1. ([HRa95])

Let m be an isobaric automorphic representation of GL,(Ar) with
L(s,m x ) having a pole of order r > 1 at s = 1. Then there is an
effective constant ¢ > 0 depending on n and r, such that L(s,m X T)
has at most r real zeros in the interval

J:={seC|1-c/logM(mx7m)<R(s)<1}.

Furthermore, if L(s,® x7) = Ly (s)*La(s) for some nice L-series Ly(s)
and Lo(s) with k > r, and Ly(s) holomorphic in (t,1) for some fized
€ (0,1), then Ly(s) has no zeros in J.

O

Proof of Theorem [d.

From Theorem [D] all sym™(7) ® x are automorphic. Thus it suffices
to prove the nonexistence of Landau-Siegel zero of L(s,II ® x), where
ITis 7, 77, sym?(7), sym?(77), sym?(w), sym*(n), sym®(w), or 7 X 7.

If II®x is not self dual, then it has no Landau-Siegel zero ([HRa95]).
So we need only to consider the case when II ® y is self dual.

L(s,m® x), L(s, 7™ ® x) have no Landau-Siegel zero ([HRa95]).

L(s,sym?(m)®Y) has no Landau-Siegel zero. In fact, when sym?(m)®
x is self dual, its central character is either trivial or quadratic. Thus,
the non-existence of Landau-Siegel zero follows from [HRa95] and [Ba97].
When Yy is trivial, we can also get this from [GHLL94].

L(s,sym™(m) ® x) has no Landau-Siegel zero for m = 3,4,5. This
follows from the Lemma .2

(To be continued.)
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Lemma 4.2. Let m be a nondihedral automorphic representation of
GL(2) over F such that sym™"%(7) and sym™ %(w) are automorphic
and sym™(m) are cuspidal automorphic. Then L(s,sym™(7) ® x) has
no Landau—Siegel zero for any Hecke character x of K.

Proof of Lemma [.3

Denote w = w, as the central character of 7.

If sym™(m) ® x is not self dual, then its L-function has no Landau—
Siegel zero.

Now assume that sym™(7) ® x is self dual. Let II = 18 (sym™(7) ®
X) B (sym?(7) ® w™1), then IT is self dual, and II is an isobaric sum of
three cuspidal representations. Hence L(s,II x II) has a pole of order
3at 1.

However,
L(s,IT x T1) = ¢,(s) L(sym™(7) @ x)*L(s,sym?(1) @ w™)
x L(s,sym?(m) @ w™! x sym™(7) ® X)2L(8, sym?(7) x sym?(7) ® w™?)

2

x L(s,sym™ () x sym™(7) ® x?)

= ((s) L(sym™ (7) @ x)*L(sym*(7) @ w™)
X L{sym™*(m) © xw ) Lisym™ () © yw)’

x L(s,sym?(m) x sym?(7) ® w™?)L(s,sym™(7) x sym™(7) @ x "~ ?)

2

since
sym™(7) K sym?(7) =
sym™ (7)) Bsym™ (1) @ w ! Bsym™ (1) @ w
Hence L(s,sym™(m) ® x)* divides L(s,II x II), and the rest factors
are all automorphic L—functions.
Thus, by Proposition BTl (also [HRa95]), L(s,sym™(7) ® x) has no

Landau—Siegel zero.
O

Remark: The non-existence of Landau-Siegel zero of L(s,sym?(r))
when 7 is self dual is followed from Theorem B of [RaWa2001]. Unfor-
tunately, when m = m(p) is a form corresponding to an odd icosahedral
representation, m cannot be self dual.

Proof of Theorem[Ad (Continued).
Finally, the nonexistence of Landau-Siegel zero for 7X7n” ® x follows
from Theorem A of [RaWa2001] since 7, 77 are not dihedral and not
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twist equivalent. (Here the form = X 77 is automorphic on GL(4) (see
[Ra20000)).)

The proof of the remaining statements are also straightforward.
O

Proposition 4.3. Let 7 be a cusp form on GL(2) of strongly icosahe-
dral type. If a character W' is an isobaric constituent of sym™(r), then

m is even and w' = wi’?. Also, sym™(m) has no character as its con-
stituent for m < 12. Hence L(s,sym™(mw) ® x) has no Landau—Siegel
zero.

Proof.

It is convenient to work on the Galois side. Let p be an odd icosahe-
dral representation. Want to prove that if y is contained in sym™(p),
then m is even, and Y = detp™?2. In fact, writing p = (po, 1) as in
Proposition [l we have sym™(p) = (sym™(po), ™), and each irre-
ducible component should be (1,1™) as Gy = A has no nontrivial
1-dimensional representations (see Section [). Thus m is even, and
(1, ™) = detp™?. Translating above to the automorphic side, and
noticing that w, is the global character corresponding to detp, we get
the first statement.

For the second, we need to verify the assertion for m = 6, 8 and 10.
We again work on the Galois representation side. We want to prove
that sym™(p) has no constituent of character. By the structure theory
in Section [I], it suffices to show that sym™(py) does not contain trivial
representations. This is true since

B = (sym™?(py))"" = 1@ (&) 2sym>(py)),

which contains 1 as multiplicity 1 since sym™/2(pp) is irreducible. Hence
sym™(pp) cannot contain 1.
O
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