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Abstract

The so-called tempered complex smooth representations of p-adic groups have been much
studied and used, in connection with automorphic forms. Nevertheless, the smooth repre-
sentations which are realized geometrically often have l-adic coefficients, so that archimedean
estimates of their matrix coefficients hardly make sense. We investigate here a notion of tem-
pered representation with coefficients in any normed field of characteristic # p. The theory
turns out to be different according to the norm being Archimedean, non-Archimedean with
|p| # 1 or non-Archimedean with |p| = 1.

In this paper, we concentrate on the last case. The main applications concern modular
representation theory (i.e. on a positive characteristic field), and in particular the study of re-
ducibility properties of the parabolic induction functors ; one of the main results is the generic
irreducibility for induced families. Once a suitable theory of rational intertwining operators
developed, this allows us to define Harish Chandra’s p-functions and show in some special
cases how they track down the cuspidal constituents of parabolically induced representations.
Besides, we discuss the admissibility of parabolic restriction functors and derive some lifting
properties for supercuspidal modular representations.
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Let G be a p-adic group ; more precisely, G = &(F') for some connected reductive algebraic group
& defined over a non-archimedean local field F', with residue characteristic p. As usual, for any ring
R, arepresentation of G on a R-module is called smooth if the stabilizer of any vector is open. Since
there exists a Haar measure with values in Z[1], we might think intuitively that the irreducible
smooth K-representations of G, K being a field of characteristic [ # p, are the K-valued points of



the “spectrum” of the non-commutative convolution ring H of Z[1]-valued compactly supported
smooth functions on G. When K = C, some interesting “points”, called tempered representations,
are defined by C-analytic criteria. These representations extend to continuous representations of
a C-analytic completion S of H ® C which was defined by Harish-Chandra in a way analogous
to the way one constructs the ring C§°(X) of certain smooth functions on an algebraic complex
affine variety X from its ring C[X] of algebraic functions. A natural question then is : what does
happen if these constructions are carried over to the completion C; of Q,, for example ? As a
motivation, recall that some techniques of commutative algebra to lift idempotents or solutions of
polynomial equations from characteristic [ to characteristic 0 involve l-adic completions. In our
case, can we get informations on the modular representations from the study of [-adic analytic
properties of zero-characteristic representations ?

More generally, if K is a normed field, can we find asymptotic conditions on the matrix coef-
ficients of admissible K-representations, so that we obtain an interesting theory ?

The starting point of this note is the observation after Langlands, Casselman, Bernstein and
Harish-Chandra’s works that the theory of discrete series and tempered complex representations,
while apparently analytic, can be described in purely algebraic and combinatorial terms, essentially
due to the well known principle : the asymptotic behavior of the coefficients may be derived
from the central exponents of the Jacquet modules. So let us fix a field K with characteristic
different from p and endow it with a non-trivial valuation v. We define in part 3 a notion of
v-tempered and v-discrete series in a way parallel with the complex case. Exactly as in the
classical case, we show that normalized parabolic induction preserves v-temperedness whereas
restriction a priori does not, we define a “weak” Jacquet module which preserves v-temperedness,
and the notion of “v-discrete support”. For our purposes, the main observation is that the famous
“Langlands quotient theorem” which classifies irreducible C-representations in terms of tempered
C-representations of Levi subgroups turns out to be still true in the case of K-representations,
only replacing “tempered” by “v-tempered”. The adaptation of the classical proofs to our more
general setting is performed in part 3.

After this observation, many questions arise, e.g. do v-discrete series always exist ? Are there
correspondences between discrete series associated to different valuations on the same field 7 Are
there interesting applications ? The following conjecture (partially a theorem) sums up what
should be true in general, regarding the first two questions :

Conjecture 1.1 1) Suppose v is non-Archimedean with v(p) = 0, then an irreducible repre-
sentation is a v-discrete series if and only if it is cuspidal with v-bounded central character.

ii) Let w € Irr@(G) with finite order central character, then for any archimedean, resp. p-adic,

valuation Ve, Tesp. vy, of Q, w is vp-discrete if and only if its image under Zelevinski’s
involution is v -discrete.

In this paper, we won’t discuss point ii) of this conjecture ; we hope to explain elsewhere why
it is true at least for classical groups. In the remaining of this introduction, we concentrate on
the case v(p) = 0 ; statement i) actually contains two quite different sub-cases, namely that of
mixed characteristic coefficients — meaning that the characteristic and the residual characteristic
are different, or in other words that the restriction of v to the prime field is non-trivial — and
that of “equal characteristic”. In the latter case, we will show in 4.5 that statement i) is true as
soon as G admits discrete co-compact subgroups, which in turn is always true if the field F' has
characteristic zero. In the former case, we will explain in 5.7 how statement i) follows for classical
groups from known facts on Plancherel measures (or reducibility points), due to Moeglin.

Our applications to modular theory proceed from these facts and the observation that whenever
we formally assume that v-discrete series are cuspidal, the Langlands quotient theorem may be
sharpened as follows (see 3.14) : the induced representations from Langlands v-tempered data have
to be irreducible. This is particularly convenient to study (ir)reducibility properties of the parabolic
induction functors. For example, using statement i) of 1.1 for equal characteristic coefficients we
will show in part 5 (see 5.6) the following



Theorem 1.2 Assume G admits discrete co-compact subgroups and let k be any algebraically
closed field of characteristic | # p. Fix also a parabolic subgroup P with Levi component M and
an irreducible smooth k-representation w of M.

i) The set of those unramified k-characters v of M such that i%yp(mb) is irreducible is Zariski-
dense in the algebraic k-torus of all unramified k-characters of M.

i1) The set of those unramified characters ¢ of M such that iJ\G4 (m) has an elliptic constituent
consists in finitely many orbits under the group of unramified characters of G.

iit) The set of those unramified characters v of M such that if/[ (m) has a cuspidal constituent
consists in finitely many orbits under the group of unramified characters of G.

Let us make some comments on this result. The first statement is known as “generic irre-
ducibility” ; the proof here is new, even in the complex case and the result is new in positive
characteristic. In the complex case, the only other proof known to the author relies on a unitary
argument, which is unfortunately hidden in the redaction of [18]. More precisely, the argument of
Waldspurger in loc.cit. is actually a reduction to the case where P is maximal and 7 is cuspidal.
The latter case is not even proved in loc.cit., essentially because it is considered trivial... and as
a matter of fact it is so, but it relies on the classical “unitary trick” : any cuspidal, unitary and
G-regular representation induces irreducibly (one can find the complete argument in [27, IV.2.2]
for example). The reduction argument of Waldspurger certainly works also in the positive char-
acteristic coefficients case, so that in principle it suffices to solve the “maximal-cuspidal” case.
However we don’t use this fact : in a sense, our arguments solve all cases simultaneously.

In point ii), a representation is called elliptic if its image in the Grothendieck group of finite
length representations of G doesn’t lie in the span of parabolically induced representations. For
complex representations, this statement was proved in [3], with unitary arguments. The proof
here is new and extends the result to positive characteristic.

Now, statement iii) needs some explanation for anyone acquainted with complex representation
theory of p-adic groups but not with modular theory : as a matter of fact, when the characteristic
of k divides the pro-order of a compact subgroup of G (so-called “non-banal” case), it may happen
that cuspidal representations appear as subquotients of parabolically induced representations. We
refer to [25] for terminology and basics on the differences between cuspidal, supercuspidal, and
projective irreducible k-representations.

As for the assumption on G, we have already noticed that it is always fulfilled if the field F' on
which G is defined has characteristic 0. We mention here a work in progress by Bertrand Lemaire
on techniques of lifting groups and Hecke algebras from local fields of characteristic p to p-adic
fields, using “close fields” ; this work should imply the validity of the foregoing theorem when F'
has characteristic p.

As a major consequence of the generic irreducibility result, we can define an analog of Harish
Chandra’s j-function for an irreducible representation 7 as in the above theorem ; this is some
rational function on the algebraic k-torus of unramified characters of M. The necessary extension
of the classical theory of “meromorphic” intertwining operators to our setting is performed in
part 7. In part 8, we apply this theory to modular representations. Proposition 8.2 connects the
j-function of a @Q-valued irreducible cuspidal and I-integral (i.e. admitting a stable Z;-lattice)
representation with that of an irreducible constituent of its reduction to F;. Then, when [ is
non-banal, one may wonder if the latter j-function is of any use to track down those induced
representations which have some cuspidal subquotient. Our results here are definitely partial ;
one simple statement we obtain in this direction is the following :

Proposition 1.3 Let G, P, M, be as in the previous theorem. Assume further P to be mazximal
proper and 7 to be cuspidal. If 1’%71)(7‘[’) has a cuspidal subquotient then j. has order of vanishing
> 2 at the trivial unramified character.

Recall that for complex representations, the zeros of the j-functions are known to be simple !



The next family of applications is the object of part 6. It uses the “mixed characteristic” case
of statement i) of 1.1. The general subject is the study of lattices in l-adic representations.

For example, the first statement in the next proposition answers a natural question for people
interested in reduction modulo I of l-adic representations : if a Q,-representation admits stable
7Z-lattices, so its Jacquet modules do.

Proposition 1.4 Assume that G is a classical group over a p-adic number field.

i) If R is a noetherian Krull ring, then the parabolic restriction functors carry R-admissible
R-torsion free representations to R-admissible R-torsion free representations (see 6.7).

ii) Any irreducible Fy-representation o occurs as a subquotient of the mod-l reduction of a flat
Z;-admissible representation w, (see 6.8).

i11) In the former point, if o is supercuspidal and 7, ® Q is irreducible then the latter must be
supercuspidal (see 6.9).

Now we briefly discuss the link with the following natural conjecture.

Conjecture 1.5 For any compact open subgroup H, there is a compact-mod-center subset Sy in
G which supports all bi-H -invariant cuspidal functions with values in any ring R.

This second conjecture is addressed in another paper [10] — presently it is solved only for rank 1
groups ! However, some variants are already known : for example if “any ring R” is replaced by
“any k-algebra R” for some field k, then the statement is known when the characteristic of k is
banal (i.e. not dividing the order of a compact element) by [2] and [25, 2.15-2.17] (see the remark
below 5.1 for a few more details).

We will prove in 4.10 that the latter conjecture implies statement i) of conjecture 1.1.

As another illustration of the ideas of this paper, we will prove in 5.7 the following

Proposition 1.6 Assume K = Q and 7 is an irreducible representation defined over 7 of the
Levi component M of a maximal parabolic group P then conjecture 1.5 implies that i%7p(7rw) 18

reducible only if Y(M N [G,G]) C Z[%].

The second statement may be rephrased in terms of Plancherel measures : for any complex cuspidal
representation with Z-valued central character of a Levi subgroup M, the poles of the associated
p-function are in Z[%] ; this is far less explicit than Moeglin’s results in the classical case [15]
which assert that such poles actually are in p?, not to speak of Shahidi’s precise results in [19,
Thm 8.1] when the inducing representation is generic ! The interesting feature of this statement is
rather that it establises a somewhat surprising connection between supports of cuspidal functions

and reducibility points.
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2 Notations and general facts

This section is mainly devoted to fixing notations and reminding known facts from the representa-
tion theory of G. Only our treatment of intertwining operators may be non-standard : we have to
give a very general definition, even working when the coeflicients are merely a ring. This definition
is inspired by Waldspurger’s proof of the rationality of classical intertwining operators in [27, IV].



2.1 (Semi-)standard parabolic and Levi subgroups : Let us fix some maximal split torus Ag of
G and some minimal parabolic subgroup P containing Ag. Any parabolic subgroup containing
Ao will be called semi-standard ; if it contains also Py it will be called standard. A semi-standard
(resp. standard) parabolic subgroup has a unique Levi factor containing Ay ; such Levi subgroups
will be called semi-standard (resp. standard). We abbreviate M < G for “M is a standard Levi
subgroup of G”. Any M < GG determines a unique standard parabolic subgroup.

If M is a semi-standard Levi subgroup we note Wy = Na(Ag)/Zm(Ag) its Weyl group
relative to Ap, and we note A the (group of rational points of) the split component of the center
of M.

For any locally pro-finite group H we note H° the subgroup generated by compact subgroups
of H. An unramified character of H is a character which is trivial on H?.

Eventually we fix a maximal open compact subgroup K such that G = K P,.

2.2 Some notations : Hopefully the notations we introduce here coincide with those used by
most authors in the domain. First of all, for any semi-standard M we put a}; := X(Aym) @ R
where X (Ayr) is the lattice of rational characters of Ap,. We also have a};, = X (M) ® R so
that the canonical surjection a}, — aj, induced by restriction X(Ap,) — X(Ap) has a
canonical section which is induced by restriction X (M) — X (M) ; we note a}, = a}; & aji”
the corresponding direct sum. It is convenient to endow aj, with a Wg-invariant scalar product.
The former decomposition is orthogonal w.r.t. this scalar product ; more precisely, if ©(M) C X(G)
is the root system of M, then a}; = {a € a},, (a,X%(M)) = 0} and a}]* is the space generated
by 3(M). If P is a parabolic subgroup containing M and A(P) denotes the set of simple roots of
Ajps in P, then we put

tap = Z Ri .o Ca}; and (ap)’ :={z € a};,Ya € A(P), (z,a) >0}
aEA(P)

Notice that *a} C a§f = a}, N afj(‘). When P is a standard parabolic (hence M < G and P is
determined by M) we omit to specify P and just write Ta%, and (a},)™.

Eventually if S is any subset of a%; we note S its closure for the real topology of ays, and
we note —S its image by multiplication by —1. In the case S = Tap, we sometimes just write
—S ="ap.

For any M < G, the set (a§7)* := (a},;)* Na§; is a closed convex cone which has a cellular
decomposition into locally closed cones

(2.3) ()t =[] (§)*
M<N<G

where (a&*)* is defined to be {0}. We will often use the following

Fact 2.4 Let N < G with associated standard parabolic subgroup Q@ = NUy, and let € (a%*)Jr C

(a%’g)f The set of those roots v € X(G) such that (u,~y) > 0 is the set £(Ag,Un) of roots of Ag
in Lie(Un).

Proof : By definition, (a§*)* is the set
{z e afj(‘), a € A(PNN)= (a,z) =0 and o € A(P) \A(PyNN) = (a,z) >0}.
Any v € ¥(G) may be written as a sum y = ZaGA(Po) na@, ng € 7 and we have the equivalence
v € X(Ap,Un) & Ja € A(Py) \ A(Py N N) such that n, > 0.
But since all n,,’s must have the same sign, this is again equivalent to (x,~y) > 0, by the description

of (a$*)* above.
O



2.5 Langlands’ lemma : the following assertion is known as “Langlands’ combinatorial lemma”.
The present version is a translation into our notations of [6, IV.6.11] where a proof can be found.

Let M < G and p € ayy, then there is a unique N < G such that M < N and
p="p+p"+ue € —alF + (@) +ac

the decomposition being unique. The summands ~p, uo and pg are mutually orthogonal and are

defined as the orthogonal projections of (1 on the respective convex closed sets —a},, resp. (ak;)*

and ac.

Here we write ~a}j*, (resp. (a}}*)T) for the projection of ~a3}, (resp. (a};)") on ady. The

latter a* has already been defined as the orthogonal space of a% in a%;. Notice the following
consequence of the uniqueness property : if we consider u € a}, as an element of aj, and apply
the lemma to get a Ny < G and a decomposition 1 = ~po + o+ + pg, then we must have Ng = N
and ("o, o™, ) = (T, pT, o) with the notations of the lemma.

2.6  General facts on the representation theory of G : If R is a ring where p is invertible we note
Modgr(G) the abelian category of all smooth representations of G with coefficients in R. Most of
this paper deals with representations with coefficients in some field & of characteristic # p. Let us
recall here some known facts in this context.

i) Assume k algebraically closed. If (7,V) is an irreducible smooth representation then it is
admissible and has a central character [25, I1.2.8].

ii) Let (7, V) be an admissible k-representation and y a smooth character of Ag. Define
Vy={veV,3deN, Vac Ag, (r(a)—x(a))% =0}

We call x an exponent of Ag in 7 if V,, # 0 and we note £(Ag, ) the set of these exponents.
When £ is algebraically closed we have a G-equivariant decomposition

V= P W

x€E(Aa,m)
which will be referred to as the exponent decomposition of (7, V).

iii) Assume that R contains a square root of p and choose such a root. Then one defines the
normalized parabolic induction and restriction functors as in the complex coefficients case [25,
p.97]. For a semi-standard parabolic subgroup P with Levi component M we use notations

jg, resp. ri, for normalized induction, resp. restriction.

For M < G, we also write 1?4 and rf‘;/[ , Tesp. i% and r]‘G/[ , for the normalized induction and

restriction along the standard parabolic subgroup associated to M, resp. along the opposite
standard parabolic subgroup.

iv) Assume k algebraically closed. The parabolic functors send admissible, resp. finite length,
representations to admissible, resp. finite length representations [25, 11.5.13]*

From [25, I1.5.12], we can actually strengthen the length assertion in the following way.
Let M < G and Hpy C M an open compact subgroup of M. Then there is an open
compact subgroup H of G such that for any admissible representation o of M satisfying
lengthH(MﬂM)(oHM) = length,,(0), we have 1engthH(G7H)(1']% (0)") = lengthg (i) ().
Here the notations H(M, Hys) and H(G, H) denote the corresponding Hecke algebras with
coefficients in k.

1Paragraph IL.5 in [25] relies on the paper [16] of Moy and Prasad. According to one of the referees, the latter
paper, as it is written, only applies to certain groups (after J.-K. Yu : quasi-split over a tamely ramified extension,
with centralizer of a maximal split torus being an induced torus). In the meantime, J.-K. Yu has shown how to
define Moy-Prasad’s filtrations in the general case, so that graduate pieces on the Lie algebra and on the group
correspond. Once these filtrations are defined, the arguments in [16] in principle work the same way. But we should
warn the reader that it does not seem to have been yet written.



v) Besides the classical Frobenius reciprocity, there is the following adjointness property, which
will be referred to as “Casselman reciprocity” or “second adjointness”. For any admissible
representations w of G and o of M, we have [25, I1.3.8]

Homg (i€ (0), 7) ~ Homyy (o, 15 (7))
where P is a semi-standard parabolic subgroup with Levi M and P is its opposite w.r.t M.

2.7 Casselman’s lemma : Let (V,7) be an admissible representation of G over a field k, the
contragredient of which is noted (VV,7V), and M < G with associated parabolic subgroup P.
Casselman has constructed a natural M-equivariant non-degenerated pairing ( , )y between

(Vp,r¥ (7)) and (V%,rg[(ﬂv)) ([8, 4.2.3] for complex representations, [25, proof of I11.3.8] in our
more general setting). This pairing is responsible for what we called “Casselman’s reciprocity”
above. Another nice property of the pairing is the following one ([8, 4.3.3] or [27, 1.4.3]). Let us
define as usual a function

H() : MO — O,);V[O
m +— Hy(m), such that Vo € X(M), (Ho(m),z) = valp(z(m))

Define a subset M, := H(;l((a}‘wo)ﬂ C M. Notice that the set Ay, N M, is the subset of those
a € Ay, such that valp(a(a)) > 0 for each simple root a.

Fiz (v,vY) € V. x VV. There is t > 0 such that for any m € MJ we have

(m(m)v,v") = 5Pm,t(m)1/2 <rgm’t(7r)(m)vpm’U1v°7>Mm .

m,t

where My, ¢ is the standard Levi subgroup whose set of positive simple roots is Ay, = {a €
Ag, (a, Ho(m)) < t}, Py is the associated standard parabolic subgroup, and (vp,, ,, v5—) stands
’ m,t

for the image of (v,vY) in Vp

v
it X mevt.

2.8 The geometric lemma : [1],[8]. Let P, @ be two semi-standard parabolic subgroups with
Levi component M and N. Recall that the Bruhat ordering on the set W \W¢g /W), associated
to the pair (Q, P) is defined by

w < w' if and only if QWP C Qu'P
QP
where the closure is taken for the p-adic topology of G. Let (o,V) be a representation of M with
coefficients in a ring R containing a square root of p~!, and let us fix the following model for
induction :

-

GV = {smooth functions f: G —V, Yp=mn € P, f(gmn)= 612;(m_1)0(m_1)f(g)} ,
on which G acts by left translations. Then for any ordering < on Wx\Wg /W), refining the
Bruhat ordering <, with associate strict ordering <, define

FSE(v) =3 fei€(v), Sup(H)n| | QuP|=0
w! <Ww
and similarly define ﬁSE(V) by replacing < by <. Notice that for any w,

FGp(V) S FGE(V) = {f€if(V), Supp(f)nQuP C QwP}
{f € 1'1C51(V)7 Supp (f) N QWP is Compact-mod-P}



Note F5p (V) the image of ﬁSE(V) in gy o i%(V). We obtain sub-functors of the functor ry o hd

and for each w and each w € w there are isomorphisms
FSE/Fap = FSE/FSE > Do owor ()0

In particular, if < is a total ordering, we get a filtration of the functor rg o jg with associate

graduate the sum over w of the RHS above.

In applications, it will be sometimes convenient to fix a suitable choice of representatives w of
double cosets W € W \Weg/Wi. When M and N are standard, we will always choose the so-called
“minimal length”, or “Kostant” representatives, as in [1, 2.11] or [8]. This set of representatives
will be generally noted ®W7¥. For such a representative w, if P, resp. @, is standard then
w(P) NN, resp w=H(Q) N M, is standard too.

2.9 Regular representations and intertwining operators : let Q and P be two semi-standard
parabolic subgroups with the same Levi component M. In the previous paragraph, we have defined
two natural sub-functors
F5p C F5h C 1 0% : Modp(M) — Modg(M)

and have reminded that there is an isomorphism F, 5}3 / Féll;. = IdModR (M) We don’t need yet
the definition of this isomorphism, but the interested reader is sent to 7.11 where this definition
is made explicit and used. The fundamental example is when Q = P ; then F;}D = 0 and
<1 _ .M, <1 <l : : Dp iy G
F5. =rp o F5, where 5 is the set of functions supported on PP in i (V).

Now let (0,V) be any smooth R-representation of M. By restriction it gives a (smooth)
representation of Ap; which extends to a R-algebra morphism R[Ap;] — Endg (V). We will
abuse notations and write o|g(4,,) for this morphism. Let us define the following ideals of the ring

R[Ap]

IJ .= ker U|R[AM
I°9F = ker(rg oip{f’gé)(a)\R[Am]
I = ker w(ryht ') () rpay) Where w € @ € Wa\Wa /W

In the following lemma and its proof we abbreviate <:= <.
QP

Lemma 2.10 The following properties are equivalent :
i) I, + 19" = R[An]
i) Iy + nm<1 If(;?’m = R[Ap]
and when R is an algebraically closed field and o has finite length, they are also equivalent to

iii) Y0 <1, E(Au,0) NE(An, w(ryme i) () =0

When these properties hold for, we say that o is (P, Q)-regular.

Proof: Let us choose some total ordering < on the set Wy, \W¢ /Wy, refining the Bruhat ordering
< and such that {w < 1} = {w < 1}. Applying the previous paragraph on the geometric lemma,
we see that the representation (rg 0i%)/ Fé}g(a) has a filtration with subquotients isomorphic to

—1
j%m}(lg) owo r%gz,lgg) (0), for w < 1. Moreover, by faithfulness of parabolic induction, we have

M Mnw ™ (M) o Mnw ™ (M)
ker (Rt 00 01080 () g = e (00 BI0@) @) g,

Hence, bounding the cardinal |[{w < 1}| by |W¢|, we get

[Wel
()" e e

w<1



The first inequality shows i) = i) and the second one shows ¢) = 7). Assuming now R to be an
algebraically closed field and o to have finite length, we get from the definition of exponents the
existence of some integer d such that

d
ﬂ ker x| ClI, C ﬂ ker x
X€EE(Anm,0) X€EE(An,0)
and
d
ﬂ ker x CISP C ﬂ ker x.
Xer<1 S(AM,wI'%q::iga') X€U1u<1 ‘S(AM)wrﬁgz:igg)

Both right inequalities imply that i) = dii). Conversely by the Nullstellensatz, iii) implies

ﬂ ker x + ﬂ ker x = R[Au],
XE€E(An,0) X€Uu<1 5(A1\4»“’r%%jg‘j)

which by both left inequalities above implies i).

Now, consider the embedding
0 = (F5p/Fop)(0) = (1) 0 ig/F5p)(o)

If the representation o is (P, Q)-regular, then the representation theory of Aj; shows that this
embedding has a unique M-equivariant retraction r,. Namely, the retraction r, is given by the
action of any element i € I@F such that 1g(a,,] € (i + I,).

In this case, we define the intertwining operator

(2.11) Jaip(0) : i€(0) — i§(0)

to be the G-equivariant morphism associated by Frobenius reciprocity to the M-equivariant mor-
phism rf o i3(0) — (r} o ig/Fé}p)(a) % 0.

In part 7, we will show how some known properties of classical complex intertwining operators
still hold in this more general context. But in the beginning of this paper we won’t need these

properties and will only use the case when R is an algebraically closed field.

3 v-tempered representations

In this section, we assume that R = K is a field of characteristic different from p, endowed with a
norm |.| : K — R;. We will call the function v = —log|.| : K* — R the associated valuation.
We will be mainly concerned with non-Archimedean norms, in which case v is a height 1 valuation
in the usual sense, but in the beginning of our discussion we may allow any kind of norm. We will
define and study v-tempered representations, in analogy with complex tempered representations.
Most of the statements and proofs are mere transcriptions of the classical ones, but sometimes we
have to be careful with the characteristic. In some sense, the only “really new” statements are
proposition 3.14 and lemma 3.16.

Let M < G be a standard Levi subgroup of G, and recall M is the subgroup of M generated by
compact subgroups. We write W (M) = Homgz (M /MP°,K*) for the torus of unramified K-valued
characters and Cx(Ajs) for the group of smooth K-characters of As. The valuation v gives maps

v: Ux(M) — aly q v Cx(Am) — aly
P > voy an X +— vox



Here we use the standard isomorphism X (As) — Homz(Ans/Ar°, Z) given by x — —valp o x.
In contrast with the complex coefficients case, these maps v need not be onto. Nevertheless, we
have

Lemma 3.1 Assume K algebraically closed. Then (im v)y = v(VUc(M)) = v(Ck(Anm)) and for
M < N, the canonical map a’y; — a¥, resp aly — aj;, sends (im v)p into (im v)y, Tesp.
(im v)N into (im V).

Proof :  Let us prove the first equality. If ¢ € Wi (M) then by restriction it gives a smooth
character of Ay and by definition we have v(1) = v(¢)4,,). Conversely, given a smooth character
x of Ays, we may first construct an unramified character x° of Aps such that v(x) = v(x°). To
do this, just choose a splitting ¢ : Ap/AY; < Aps of the canonical projection and put x° := yo..
Now, since K is algebraically closed, we may extend the character x° of Aps/A9, to a character 1
of M/MP° and we get v(¢) = v(x).
Let us prove the second assertion. Let p € (im v)y and choose x € Cix(Anr) such that
i =v(x). Since the projection a};, — a} is induced by the restriction map X (Ax) — X(An),
the image of y coincides with v(x|a,). Now let p € (im v)x and choose ¢ € Wi (N) such that
= v(1). Since the injection a’;, — a}; is induced by the restriction map X (N) — X (M), the
image of y in a}; coincides with v(t)az).
O

We fix an algebraic closure K® of K. For any admissible smooth IC-representation 7 of G, define
=7 @ K the K*representation of G obtained by scalars extension. It is still admissible.
When K is assumed to be algebraically closed we drop the superscript a. In any case, K is assumed
to contain a square root of p which is used to define normalized parabolic functors. These functors
then commute with scalar extension.

a

Definition 3.2 Assume K to be algebraically closed. An admissible representation of G over K
is called

o “v-tempered” if for any M < G and any x € E(An, 1M 7) we have —v(x) € ta},.
o “a v-discrete series” if for any M < G and any x € E(An, r¥m) we have —v(x) € Tay,.

Let us rephrase this definition : recall Ay, N MJ C Ay, is the subset of those a € Ay, such
that valg(a(a)) = 0 for each simple root c. Then a representation 7 is v-tempered if and only if

VM < G, Ya € Ay N My, Vx € E(An, r¥n), we have |x(a)|x < 1.
Moreover it is a v-discrete series if and only if
VM < G, Ya € Ay N My, Vx € E(An, r¥n), we have |x(a)|x < 1.

When K = C and |.| is the usual norm, this is just one of the usual equivalent definitions of
temperedness and discreteness.

Examples : Simple applications of the foregoing definition show that :

e The trivial representation is non-tempered over C. It is is v-tempered non-discrete when
K = Q; with l-adic valuation, I # p, whereas it is v-discrete when K = Q, with p-adic

valuation.

P
e The Steinberg representation is discrete over C, tempered non-discrete over Q,, and non-
tempered over Q,,.

e A cuspidal representation is v-discrete if and only if it is v-tempered, if and only if its central
character is "unitary” or ”integrally valued” in the sense that it takes values in the subgroup
v=1(0) of K*.
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It will be convenient to have a definition over non-algebraically closed fields.

Lemma 3.3 Let (m, V) be an admissible representation of G over K. Then the following properties
are equivalent :

i) There is an extension v® of v to K such that the representation (7%, V®) is v®-tempered.
it) For any extension v® of v to K%, the representation (7%, V*) is v*-tempered.

When these properties hold true, (m,V') is said to be v-tempered. The same equivalence and the
same definition apply with “discrete series” instead of “tempered”.

Proof :  Since extensions v® of v correspond bijectively to embeddings K¢ — K¢ where K is
the completion of I w.r.t. v, they are transitively permuted by the action of the Galois group
Gal(K®/K) given by (v,v*) — v®o+. But for any M < G, the set of exponents (A, %) is
stable under the action of Gal(K*/K) given by (v, x) — 7 o x. This yields the equivalence. O

As we are going to show in this section, many properties of complex tempered representations
and discrete series hold true in our more general setting.

Lemma 3.4 Assume K algebraically closed except in point i).
i) Parabolic induction (normalized) preserves v-temperedness.

i1) Parabolic restriction a priori doesn’t preserve v-temperedness. But if ® is a v-tempered
representation of G and M < G, then we can decompose r¥ (7) = M (m)t & X (m)* with
M (m)t tempered and ¥ (7)T having no tempered subquotient.

i) If w is v-tempered and if for any M < G we have rg (m)t =0, then 7 is a v-discrete series.

Proof :  Since v-temperedness is checked on scalar extension to an algebraic closure, we may
assume K algebraically closed to prove point i). For this proof, we send the reader to [27, IT1.2.3].
The argument there is based on a Jacquet module calculation using the geometric lemma which
works the same way in our setting ; the only thing to do is to replace Re(y) in loc.cit. by —v(x).

In order to define the decomposition of r¥ (7) in point ii), we use the exponent decomposition
and group the terms according to

M (o)t = o (r&f (m)), and rff (m)* = B (re (m)),

X€E(Anm,TY (m)),v(x)=0 XEE(An, Y (7)),v(x)#0

By definition the second summand cannot be tempered. The proof that the first summand is
tempered goes the same way as [27, I111.3.1].
Eventually, point iii) is proved exactly as in [27, 111.3.2]. O

Proposition 3.5 (Discrete support) Assume K algebraically closed and let 1 € Irric(G) be v-
tempered. There exist M < G and a v-discrete representation o € Irric(M) such that © — i$; (o).
Moreover the pair (M, o) is unique up to G-conjugacy. Its conjugacy class is called the “discrete”
support of m (by analogy with the notion of cuspidal support).

Notice that in the complex case [27, II1.4], the unitarity of tempered representations and of
parabolic induction make it possible to strengthen the uniqueness statement by putting “m occurs
as a constituent of i§; ()" instead of “r < i{;(c)”. In our general context, we haven’t unitarity
hence no criterion for complete reducibility.

Proof : We follow [27, II1.4.1]. Let M < G be minimal for the condition r¥ (7)! # 0 and let o be
a quotient of the latter representation. Then from ii) in the previous lemma, o is a v-tempered
representation of M, and from iii) in this lemma, it is also v-discrete. By Frobenius reciprocity

we get an embedding 7 — 1']6(;[ (o) whence the existence statement.
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Suppose given a second pair (M’,0’) with M’ < G, o’ a v-discrete representation of M’ and
an embedding © < i{}, (0/). By exactness of r¥ and the (¢, +) decomposition in point ii) of the
last lemma we get an injective map

1 (m)" = 1 (i (o))"

On the other hand, the geometric lemma shows that the RHS has a filtration whose successive
quotients are of the form

. M’ w71 M ’
i o (™ M (@)), we MW,

But by v-discreteness of ¢’ and point iii) in the last lemma, all these subquotients vanish unless
w(M') = M. Since o is an irreducible quotient of r ()!, it has to be isomorphic to some w(c”).
Hence the pair (M, o) is associate to the pair (M’ o”). O

Definition 3.6 In this paper, we will call Langlands triple any triple (M, o,) consisting of a
standard Levi subgroup M < G, a v-tempered representation o and an unramified character ¥ €

Uic(M) of M such that —v(y) € (a%,)T.

Lemma 3.7 Let (M,0,v) be a Langlands triple and P be the standard parabolic subgroup with
Levi component M. Then the representation o1 is (P, P)-regular in the sense of paragraph 2.10.
In particular, there is a canonical intertwining operator

Tpip(0X) : 15 (o) — i (0%).

Proof :  Let us use the geometric lemma to analyze the set of the various exponents of Ay in
M o i (oy). This set is

{ww)MMw(x)MM, vee (AMW(M),r%W“M><a>) L we PwP} .

Recall from 2.8 that YW is the set of minimal length representatives of double classes modulo
Wy in Wg. By the definition of v-temperedness, one shows as in [27, proof of II1.2.3] (just
replacing Re(x) in loc. cit. by —v(x)) that for any w and any x as above we have

(3.8) —v(w(X)jay) € Tk = —(Fay).

On the other hand, we claim that the negativity assumption on v(¢) implies that for any w # 1
as above we have

(3.9) —v(w(¥)|a,,) € —v(®) — (Faj, \ {0}).

To prove the claim, we first prove the following statement
(3.10) Let p € (ajy,)". Then Yw e Wea, p—wp € Fajy,.

We will prove this statement by induction on the length I[(w). Let us enumerate «q,-- -, ay the
simple roots of Az, and note 1, - -, B, the dual basis defined by (8;, o;) = ¢;;. We need to check
that for each i = 1,---,n, we have (u —wu, 8;) > 0. Let us write (u — wu, B;) = (u, Bi —w™153;).
If [(w) = 1, there is some j € {1,---,n} such that w is the reflexion s,,. Then we have

<M7ﬂz - w_lﬁi> = 51’]’ <,U/7aj> >0

whence the case [(w) = 1. For general w, write w = s, w’ with I(w) = 1 +I(w’). Then we have

(s Bs — w0 Bs) = (B — ' ) + (o' (Bi = 50, 5:))
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By induction we may assume the first summand to be nonnegative. Then the second one is 0 if j # 4
and is (u,w'tay) if 7 = i. But the latter is positive since the property l(w’_lsaj) =1+1w™)
is equivalent to w'~ta; € T a}y,- By induction, statement 3.10 follows. As a consequence, we get

Let p € (ajy,)". Then VYw € Wq, p— (wp)|a,, € Ta},.

Here the notation |4,, denotes the projection onto a},. This statement follows from the fact that

this projection sends *aj, into *aj,.

To finish the proof of 3.9, it remains to prove that for any u € (a},)", if w € PW?F is such
that wy = p, then w = 1. First of all, recall from [1, 2.11] that elements in "W satisfy
w™Y (M N Py) C Py. In other words, for any @ € A(M N Py) (the latter is the set of simple
roots of Ag in Lie(Py N M)), we have w™'(a) € *a}, . Now pick up a € A(Py) \ A(M N Py).
We have (u,wta) = (u,a) > 0 which implies by fact 2.4 that w=la € tay,,- Finally we get
w™(A(Ry)) C *a},, which means that w™' has length 0 hence w = 1 (recall that l(w) = [{a €
(A, Bo), w(a) € ~ajy }).-

Eventually, 3.8 and 3.9 show that ot is the only irreducible subquotient of r@ 01§} (o¢)) whose

central exponent is sent on v(7)). In particular the representation o is (P, P)-regular in the sense
of 2.10.

O

Notice that in the complex case, there is an alternative construction of intertwining operators
via converging integrals (see [27, IV.1.1] for example) ; this construction also works in our more
general context, if we assume further X to be complete. Anyway we won’t use this fact here.

The relevance of the complex tempered representations in the representation theory is enlight-
ened by the Langlands quotient theorem which classifies all irreducible complex representations
in terms of tempered data. Due to the combinatorial nature of Langlands’ original arguments, we
have a similar result in our context.

Theorem 3.11 (Langlands). Assume K algebraically closed.

i) Let (M, 0,%) be a Langlands triple as in 3.6. Then the representation i% (o)) has a unique
irreducible quotient, noted J(M, o, ).

i) If J(My,01,41) = J(Ma, 02,2) then My = My, v(2thy ") = 0 and 011h1 =~ oa¢by
i11) Let m € It (G). There exists a triple (M, 0,v) as in i) such that m ~ J(P,0,).

There are two proofs of this fact in the complex case, one in [22] and one in [6, ch.XI]. The proof
below is a mix of these two ones.

Proof : 1) let (M, o0,) be a Langlands triple. In the course of the proof of 3.7 we have shown
that

dimyc (Homg (j%a@b,ﬁ(mp))) —1
and have exhibited a distinguished generator Jﬁl p(ov). Let m be any quotient of iﬁow ; we have an

embedding o) — @w obtained by Casselman’s reciprocity, see 2.6 v). Since o1 is (P, P)-regular
we get a retraction for this embedding. Hence, assuming 7 irreducible, Frobenius reciprocity

provides us with an embedding m < i$;(0%). Since the composite i} (09)) — 7 — i§; (o)) is
non-zero, the above dimension equality implies that 7 is the only possible irreducible quotient of
1'16\"/[01/). Moreover, as an irreducible subquotient of i%aw, it is characterized by the property

v(¥) € v(E(Anr, ).
Proof of iii) : Let us fix some 7 € Irric(G). Consider the set

&, (m) = U v (5(14]»{,@77))
M<G
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as a subset of a}, and apply Langlands’ lemma 2.5 to get for each u € —&,(m) a decomposition
pw = "p+ put + pg, where ut € (a%:i)+ for some N, < G. Fix p € —&,(m) such that p*
has maximal norm. Since (1 + pe) = way, € *V(S(ANM,rg“ 7)), we can find an irreducible
subquotient p of rg” (m) whose central character satisfies —v(w,) = u™ + p. Using the exponent

decomposition 2.6 ii), we may even assume p to be a subrepresentation of rg"’ (7).
Let ¢ be any element of Wi (N,) such that —v(¢)) = p* + pe (use lemma 3.1) and put o :=

pp~*. We will show that o is v-tempered. Let us fix M < N, and pick some \ € —v/(€(A, 1, 0)).
We have A € aJ\Nj*, hence A and u™ are orthogonal and we have equalities
AP+t = A+ P = [+ D) TP+ T+ )P

Since (A+put 4 pe) € —v(E(Anr, ), our choice of p implies that [ut| > [(A+pu+)*], hence the
above equality implies that [~(A + uT)| > [A[. On another hand, since —u* + (a3,,)" D (a3,)",
we have the inequality

dist(A+ 1+, [@a 1) = |7+ )] < [7A] = dist(A, (az)7)

Both inequalities imply that |A\| = |~ A|, hence A = ~ A, that is A € —a]]g[“*. Letting \ vary, we get
_ M - NM* 3 _ o M + NM*
Z/(S(A]V[,I'NHO')) C ~a,/, or equivalently v(E(Azr, 1N, 0)) C Tagf

putting M := wywy, (M) < N, where wr is the longest element in W>. Letting M vary, we get
the v-temperedness of 0. By our choice of ¢ and Casselman’s reciprocity, we have a non-zero,
hence surjective, morphism i%u (o)) — .

Proof of ii) : Let (M;,0;,1;) for i = 1,2 be two Langlands triples and assume that the irre-
ducible quotients J(M;, 0;,%;) given by point i) are isomorphic. From the proof of point i), this
is equivalent to assuming that there is a non-zero morphism

iy, (o11) — ﬁ(@%)

By Frobenius reciprocity, together with the geometric lemma, there exists a w € W having
minimal length in its (Ways,, W, ) double coset (so that Ms ,, := w(My) N My < My and My ,, :=

w~(M2)NM; < M) and a morphism 1%2 . owor%?“’ (01%1) — o21)9. Applying then Casselman’s
reciprocity we get a non-zero morphism

(3.12) w (1 (101)) — 1 (0202)

Hence, putting u; := —v(¢;) € (a},)", there are \; € fV(E(AMW,r%Z"“ (oi9;))), © = 1,2 such

that w(A1+p1) = Aa+ue =: pu. By v-temperedness of the representations o;, we have \; € —a%*w.

Hence the decomposition of p by Langlands’ lemma 2.5 is given by

Tu=X € ayet, ut = (p2)t € (afi)?

, and pg = (p2)c € ag.
On the other hand, since w has minimal length in Wy,wWy, C Wg we have by [1, 2.11]

M+ T a » * : ~ M+ —
w(tays™) C Fajy,. Since w(ay, ) C ajy, . it follows that w( a, ) C @y, . hence

wA1 € ~ajy, . Now let us look at the equation

(whi + 7 (wp1)) + (wpn) ™ + (W) e = Ae + p™ + (p2)a = p.
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Of course we can subtract (j2)g = (wp1)g = pe from each expression. Putting u = p — ug,
we sum up

(w1 + ~(wp)) + (wpn) T = Ao + pot = p

(1) = p2t, (1) = A

(whi + ~(wp)) € ~a}y, , (wpa)T € (a§ )*

Hence we have
(3.13) ot = dist(u®, ~ayy, ) < [p€ = (whi + " (wm)) | = [(wpa) .
Therefore we get

|2l = 2 ™[+ [(p2) | < [(wp) 7|+ [(wpn)e| < Jwpa| = |pal.

But since the (M;,0;,1;)’s play symmetric roles, the same argument shows that the converse
inequality holds and thus we have |u1| = |uz2|. Putting this in the above inequality, we get
lu2 | = |(wpa)T|. Then 3.13 shows that (wA; + ~(wp1)) is the projection of u“ onto ~aj,,
hence equals \o. But ~(wp1) = 0 because |wui| = [(wp1) ™|+ |(wu1)a|, and eventually wh; = Aa.
It follows that wu; = us.

Now we show that this implies w = 1, by an argument already used in the proof of 3.7. First of
all, by the minimal length property of w we have w=!(M2NPy) C Py, hence for any o € A(MoNPy)
we have w™'(a) € *aj,, . Let a € A(Py) \ A(MzN Py). We have {p1, wta) = (ug, @) > 0, and
by 2.4 this implies w™ "o € *a}, . Eventually, we get w™"'(A(Pp)) C TM, which means that w=!
has length 0 hence w = 1.

Thus we have shown that u; = po and therefore My = Ms. Moreover the non-zero morphism

3.12 is an isomorphism o1¥7 — 021s.

O
The following proposition is the main ingredient in our applications of these objects.
Proposition 3.14 Assume K algebraically closed. The following properties are equivalent :
i) For any M < G and any w € Irric (M), if m is v-discrete then it is cuspidal.
it) For any M < G, the parabolic restriction rg preserves v-temperedness.
i) For any Langlands’ data (M,0,X) as in 3.11 i), the induced representation i (ox) is irre-

ducible.

Proof : i) implies ii). Fix a v-tempered representation m € Irri(G) and let (M, o) be in the
discrete support of w, as in proposition 3.5. Then under hypothesis i), o has to be cuspidal.
Now for any N < G, we have an embedding rY () — rY o i%a. The geometric lemma and the

cuspidality of o show that each subquotient of r¥ 7 is a subquotient of some ig( ay(w(o)) for some
w € Wg. But the latter is certainly v-tempered, by 3.4 i), hence so is rgw.

ii) implies iii). We fix some Langlands’ triple (M, o,1) and pick an irreducible subrepresenta-

tion 7 of i§;(01p). By 3.11 iii) 7 ~ J(N, p, x) for another Langlands’ triple (N, p, x). This yields a

non-zero morphism i% (px) — i§; (o). By Frobenius reciprocity, we have a non-zero morphism

red i (px) — o

Hence by the geometric lemma there is some w € W such that w has minimal length in its double
class Wy;wWy (which implies that M,, := M Nw(N) < M and N,, := N Nw~ (M) < N by [1,
2.12]) and a non-zero morphism

iyt owory” (px) — o,

Furthermore we can pick an irreducible constituent 7 of w(r%“’ (p)) and get a non-zero morphism

j%,w (Tx%p~1) — o or equivalently, by Casselman’s reciprocity, a non zero morphism 7%y~ —
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r%w (o). Now, our hypothesis ii) implies that 7 and r%’“ (o) are v-tempered. Hence we must have

v(y) = v(x)¥. By an argument already used twice we show that this implies w = 1 : first of all,
by the minimal length property of w we have w=*(M N Py) C Py, hence for any a € A(M N Py)
we have w™ta € tay,- Let a € A(Fy) \ A(M N Fy). We have (—v(x),w ta) = (—v(¢),a) > 0,
and by 2.4 this implies w™ta € T*MO. Eventually, we get w™!(A(P)) C T*MO which means that
w~! has length 0 hence w = 1.

Hence v(x) = v(¢) and M = N. Now by the proof of 3.11 i), the set V(E(AM,gi]C\’;[ (o))
contains v(v) with multiplicity 1 and J(M,o,1)) is the only constituent 7 of i, (¢) such that
v(y) € V(S(AM,gr)). Since l/(g(AM,gﬂ')), for the same reason, has to contain v(x) = v(v), we
deduce that both constituents have to coincide. Hence we have shown that i$; (1)) is irreducible.

iii) implies i). Let m € Irric(G) be a v-discrete representation. Assume that it is not cuspidal
and choose a N < G maximal and some non-zero quotient p of rg 7. By hypothesis iii) and 3.11
there is a Langlands’ triple (relative to N) (M, o,1) such that p ~ i} (0¢)). Let a be the simple
root outside A(PyNN). There are two possibilities : either —v(¢) € (a},)" or (a, —v(¢)) < 0. The
first case is impossible since it implies that 7 ~ i, (o)) and contradicts the uniqueness statement
iii) of 3.11. So assume we are in the second case. Note P the standard parabolic subgroup of N
containing M and P its opposite. Consider the semi-standard parabolic subgroup Q of G with
Levi M such that @ N N = P and containing the standard unipotent radical associated with N
(hence A(Q) = {a} U {_ﬂ}ﬂEA(ll})' Since o9 is a constituent of r¥(p), it is also a constituent
of rgw. Hence v(¥) € v(E(Am, 1y 7). But now for any v € A(Q) we have (v, —v(¥)) < 0. In
particular, —v(¢)) ¢ *ag), which contradicts the definition of being v-discrete.

U

Remark 3.15 If the equivalent properties of the proposition hold, an admissible KC-representation
7 of G is v-tempered if and only if for any M < G and any x € E(Anr, r¥ ) we have v(x) = 0.

The next result will be useful for our applications to modular representation theory. It deals
with parabolically induced modules from “almost” Langlands triples which by definition are data
(M, 0,) with o a v-tempered representation of M < G and 1 € W (M) such that —v(¢) €

(a§7)* (closure).

Lemma 3.16 Assume K to be algebraically closed and that the three equivalent points of propo-
sition 3.14 hold. Let (M,o,1) be an “almost” Langlands triple as above and M < N < G the
unique Levi subgroup such that —v(v) € (a$§*)* (recall the cellular decomposition of 2.3) . Then
the length of i) (01)) equals that of iY; (o).

Proof : Let ¢ : N — K* be an unramified character of N lifting the unramified character 14,
of Ay. Then v(¢(¢a)~') € aj, is the projection of v(¢)) on afj* along a¥ ; it is zero since
v(¢) € ak. Hence the representation i}; (0¢(pjar)™")) is a v-tempered representation by 3.4 i).
Besides, v(¢) is the projection of v(3) on a} along a}* hence it lies in —(a§*)*. For any simple
subquotient p of i (m,/}(qﬁw)’l)), the triple (N, p, ¢) is therefore a Langland’s datum, so that
i§ (pg) is irreducible. Since

iSy (o) = i§ (piny (o (Bar) 1))

the lemma follows. O

3.17 v-temperedness and coefficients : Now recall that complex tempered representations may
also be defined by some growth conditions on the matrix coefficients. To this end Harish-Chandra
has defined a function Z on G by

=(g) = /K 51 (k)" dk
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where dp, is the module character of Py extended by right K-invariance to G = PyK. Here we
will actually use another function ; starting from the Iwasawa decomposition G = K Mg“ K, we
may define B
Z(g) == 0p,(m)Y/?, ge KmK, m e My

1
vP -
thanks to our choice of a root of p. From the estimations in [27, II.1.1] the function = could
be used in place of = for expressing the growth conditions on coefficients of complex tempered
representations. We won’t recall this complex case and refer the reader to [27, II1.2]. Instead, we
focus from now on to the non-Archimedean case, i.e. we assume |.|x to be non-Archimedean.

Notice that = and = actually are Z[-=]-valued hence may be considered as K-valued functions,

Definition 3.18 We will say that a smooth function f : G — K essentially tends to 0 at infinity
if the sets (|f|x) " (Rxq) are compact-modulo-A¢ for any a € RY,.

For an admissible representation (m, V), we note V'V its contragredient and for any v,vV €
V x V'V, the matrix coefficient g — (gv,v") is noted ¢, ,v.

Proposition 3.19 An admissible representation (w,V') is v-tempered, resp. v-discrete, if and
only if for any pair (vo,vy) € V x VV, the function :*lcvg’vg is |.|xc-bounded, resp. essentially
tends to 0 at infinity.

Notice that in the archimedean case, there is an additional “polynomial” factor. The proof
below explains why it disappears in the non-archimedean case.

Proof : We first treat the case when IC is algebraically closed.

Estimating coefficients : we start recalling a general reduction argument in order to estimate
coeflicients, based on Casselman’s lemma 2.7. This part of the argument is literally the same as
in the complex case and the exposition is largely inspired from [27, III]. Nevertheless, the final
estimate is different from the classical case, due to our hypothesis that |.|c is non-archimedean.
The notations being as in the statement of the proposition and as in 2.7, we are going to show
there is a positive constant C' such that

(3.20) Vg€ G, 12(9) M ewuy (@l <C. sup  exp ((v(x), Ho(my)))

M<G
XEE(An, Y )
where m, is any element in Mg such that g € KmgyK. Since Ho(My) C (a}, )", this estimate

shows that the function E_lcv’vv is bounded whenever 7 is v-tempered. Moreover, since for any
x € Ta}, and any ¢ > 0, the set of elements in Mg such that (Ho(m),z) < ¢ is compact-modulo-

Ag, the estimate also shows that the function =~ '¢, ,v essentially tends to 0 at infinity in the
sense of 3.18 whenever 7 is v-discrete.
Let us prove 3.20. Observe that by smoothness, the subsets 7(K).vg C V and m(K).vy C VV

are finite. Since by definition |Z(g)|x = |65, (mg)? |k, we have the following inequality

= _ _1
(3.21) Vg € G, |Z(g) 1Cvo,vov (9l < sup 0Py (mg) ™2 Cy0v (M) |-
(v,0V)em(K)voxm(K)vy

But by Casselman’s lemma 2.7, there is some ¢ > 0 such that for any m € M and any (v,v") €
7 (K)vg x 7(K)vy

M,
C’U7’Uv (m) - 6Pm,t (m)1/2 <rG ! (71') (m)anL,t7 /U}/’"L.t >M
’ m,t

Moreover, by definition of M,, ; there are positive constants C; and Cz; such that

Vm e My, Ciy<|op, ,(m)/26p,(m) 7| < Cay

't
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Now for all M < G, the set {m € My, M, = M} is compact modulo the semi-group
Ay N Mgr . Let X,(Ap) be the free abelian group of co-characters of Ay; and denote by A\ €
X.(Apn) — @y = AMwr) € Ay the evaluation map at some uniformizer wp of F. Then there is
some compact subset Sy € MJ such that

{m S Mg'_, Mmﬂg = M} C SMwif*(AM).

Writing P for the standard parabolic subgroup associated to M, let Ujs be the set of finitely many
vectors of the form 1 (r)(s)vp for s € Sy and let Cyy = sup,eg,, |0p(s)"/?[xc. We have

_1 Mgt Ag
(3:22) 107, (mg)~Feuun ()l < CosCir,, sup | (rg ™" (M@ v —) e

Lg st
uGU,,Lg,t mg,t

where Ag is any element in X.(Aa,, ,) such that m, € Su,, .. }\;9. Notice that with this
definition, there is a positive constant C'y such that

(3.23) Vo € ayy,, Vg € G, |[(Ho(myg), z) — (Ag,z)| < Chllz]].
Hence we are left to estimate finitely many functions of the form
FioAE Xu(Aw) o (R () (@, v,

for some M < G. Let p be the (right) regular representation of X,(Ay;) on the space KX+(Aar)
of all K-valued functions on X.(Ap). By definition of the exponents, there are integers d,,
X € E(Anr, rM ) such that a function f as above is annihilated by all operators

I (eo- @)™, A e Xu(Au).

XEE (A, M m)

But such a function can be written as in [27, 1.2]

= Y X@R)W)

XEE(Anr, M )

where Q, € Sym(X(An) ®z K) (the symmetric algebra). In other words, @, () is a polynomial
expression with coefficients in K in the (\, @) € Z, a exhausting some basis of X (A ). It follows
that the function A — Q, () is |.|x-bounded on X, (Ans) because we assumed |.| to be a non-
archimedean norm. Hence

(3.24) VAe Xo(Aym), [fNI< sup  |x(@rd)lk
XEE(AIM,rngr)

Remembering that |x(wrA)|c = exp({r(x), A)), we get 3.20 from 3.21, 3.22, 3.23 and 3.24.

Estimating exponents : We use the following statement from [27, preuve de II1.2.2], the proof of
which is the same in our context as in the clasbical context and therefore is omitted. For any
7 € Irrc(G), any M < G and any x € E(Ar, r¥ ), there exist a pair (v,v") and ¢ > 0 such that

(3.25) Va € Ay, (Vo€ A(P), valp(a(a)) > t) = x(a) = 6p(a) Y% (n(a)v,v")

This shows that if the function E_lcvﬂ,v is bounded, resp. tends to 0 at infinity, then the function
x on Apr N Mg is bounded, resp. tends to 0 at infinity. Varying the exponent x, we get the
v-temperedness, resp. the v-discreteness, of .

It remains to treat the non-algebraically closed case. Start with a v-tempered, resp. v-discrete,
representation 7 and a pair (v,v") as in the proposition. Choose a valuation v® of K¢ extend-
ing v. Then 7 is v*-tempered, resp v“-discrete, and by the foregomg discussion, the function
|_ e, v|ica is bounded, resp. tends to 0 at infinity. But we have |H Co oV |Kca = |_ Coov K-
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Conversely, start with a representation (w,V) such that for any pair (v,v"), the function
|§_1cv)vv |k is bounded, resp. tends to 0 at infinity. Since any coefficient cya yov of 7% is a K%-
linear combination of coefficients of 7r, functions of the type |§*1cvaﬂ,av |ica also are bounded, resp.
tend to 0 at infinity. By the first part of the proof, the representation 7% is therefore v®-tempered,

resp. v®-discrete. Varying v?, we find that 7 is v-tempered, resp. v-discrete.
O

4 Features of the case v(p) =0

From now on, we assume v(p) = 0. In particular, for all ¢ € G, we have |§(g)|;g = 1, and the
asymptotic properties of coefficients in 3.19 simplify accordingly. The characteristic of I still may
be positive, but we assume further that I is complete w.r.t its valuation v.

4.1 v-completion of the Hecke algebra : For a function f : G — K, recall that we have
defined in 3.18 a notion of “essential” convergence to 0 at infinity. We will also simply say that it
“converges to zero at infinity” if for any r € R% | the set | f|,€1(R>r) is compact. For any compact
open subgroup H of G, we put

Si(H\G/H) :={f: H\G/H — K, which converge to 0 at infinity}

and endow it with the non-archimedean norm ||f|| := sup; | f(g)|x. Besides, this space is nothing
but the completion of the space Cg.(H\G/H) of compactly supported bi-H-invariant K-valued
functions on G w.r.t. the norm ||.||. Moreover we put

Sc(G) = lim Sc(H\G/H)

H

which is a normed KC-space containing Cg-(G) as a dense subspace, but not complete for ||.||.

Example : If K is a finite extension of Q;, then Sx(H\G/H) is just the l-adic completion of
Ci-(H\G/H). More precisely,

Sk(H\G/H) = (1m €S 1., (H\G/H)) &z, K.

In particular, Si(H\G/H) is endowed with a jointly continuous product which extends the
convolution product of Cg.(H\G/H).

We need also a “central-character” version of this construction. If w : Ag — K* is a smooth
character such that w g is trivial, we put Cg(H\G/H,w) the set of bi- H-invariant functions with
compact-modulo-A¢g support and such that for all a € Ag, we have f(ag) = w(a)f(g). When
v(w) = 0, we put

Sk(H\G/H,w) :={f € Cx.(H\G/H,w) which essentially converge to 0 at infinity}
and Sk (G, w) := lim Sc(H\G/H,w).

H
Now, let dg be a Haar measure on G taking values in Z[=]. We still write dg for the associated

1
P
C-valued Haar measure.

Lemma 4.2 i) The functional f — [, f(g)dg on Cg-(G) extends continuously to Sx(G).

it) The convolution product of C(G), resp. of C(G,w), extends to a separately continuous
product on Si(G), resp. on Sg(G,w).
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iii) If (7, V') is an admissible v-tempered representation, then the structural morphism Cg(G) —
Endx (V) extends to Si(G). If m has a central character wy, then the structural morphism
C (G wyt) = Endi (V) extends to Sk(G,wy?t).

Proof : 1If f € Sk(G) is H-invariant, the series 3, /5 f(2)vol(H,dg) is convergent by com-
pleteness of I and the sum is independent of the choice of H by the packet summation theorem.
This implies point 1).

For f,g in Sx(G), resp. in Sk(G,w), the functions z — f(yz)g(x~1t), z € G are in Sk(G),
resp. in Sg(G/Ag), and therefore we may put f * g(y) := fG flyx)g(z=1)dz, resp. f * g(y) :=
fG/AG f(yx)g(z~1)dz by point i). Then one checks that

[f * 9l Rar) € (If " Rarpigy-1)) - (l9lxc! Raryig1-1))

which implies in turn that the product f % g lies in Sx(G), resp. in Sk(G,w). Moreover by
definition, we have ||f * g|| < ||f|]-|lg]|, whence point ii).

Now, let (V,7) be an admissible v-tempered representation, v € V and f € Si(G). For any
vY € VV, the function g — f(g){m(g)v,v") lies in S(G). Using point i), we may then define
m(f)v as the unique element of V satistying :

Vo' € VY, (m(f)o.eY) = /G F(g)im(g)v, vV )dg.

As a matter of fact, the RHS defines a linear form on V'V which is fixed by any compact open
subgroup H such that f € Sic(H\G/H), hence which lies in (VY)Y ~ V by admissibility.

When 7 has a central character w,, observe first that v(w,) = 0. Then for f € Sk(G,w; 1),
the function g — f(g)(m(g)v,v") lies in Sx(G/Ag) and we define the action by the same integral
but over G/A¢.

O

Until the end of this section we assume that K is algebraically closed. Let (V,7) be an ir-
reducible v-discrete series with central character w,. Picking vy € VY and vy € V, we get
G-equivariant maps

oyt Vo= Sk(G,wx) and o Sk (G, wy)

U Gy f

1%
7(fY)vo

where fV is defined by fV(x) := f(z~!). The composition of these two maps is an endomorphism
of V given by the multiplication by some d(vg,vy) € K. By definition for all (v, vy, v,v") we
have d(vg, vy )(v,v") = fG/AG (g7, vy ) {gvg,v¥)dg hence by symmetry, there is some d, € K*

(4.3)

—
—

such that d(vo, vy ) = dr (v, vy ). The natural question in this context is whether d is zero or not
; in other words, does m have a formal degree 7 Since we don’t work with complex coefficients
hence have no unitary trick, such questions generally are delicate.

The following result will be the central tool for our study of v-discrete series and applications.
It requires the group G to have discrete co-compact subgroups. By [5], this is true at least if G is
defined over a characteristic zero field or if it is a linear group over a function field.

Lemma 4.4 We assume here that the p-adic group G has discrete co-compact subgroups. If (V, )
is a v-discrete series, then there is such a subgroup I' such that some unramified twist ¢m of ™
embeds G-equivariantly in the space Cxc(G/T) upon which G acts by left translation.

Proof : First of all, we will fix, as we may, a twist ¥y of m such that 7w has finite order central
character w. Then we may restrict our attention to subgroups I' of the form I' = I"".Z where I/ is
a discrete co-compact subgroup of the derived group G’ of G and Z is some discrete co-compact
subgroup of Ag in the kernel of w. For any such discrete co-compact I' = I'.Z C G, we have a
G-equivariant map

tr: Sk(G,w) — Cx(G/T)
fo= 9= flgV)
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As a matter of fact, the sum is convergent by the discreteness of I’ and the “essentially” zero limit
at infinity of f. Moreover, given any non-zero function f € Si(G,w), there is some I" such that
tr(f) # 0. Indeed, if g € G is chosen such that |f(g)|x = ||fl|x, it is sufficient to choose I' such
that I'N g~ | f[;c" (Rxf/c) = ¥ (this is possible since any I has a descending chain of finite index
subgroups with trivial intersection).

Now the lemma follows from the fact that one can embed 71 into Si(G,w) as in 4.3. O

Proposition 4.5 Same hypothesis on G as in 4.4. Assume K contains a field k such that vy, = 0.
Then any v-discrete representation is cuspidal.

Proof : First of all, the largest field k C K with v, = 0 has to be algebraically closed, since K is
supposed to be so. Let (m, V) be a v-tempered irreducible K-representation and let us embed it
in the space of smooth functions Cx(G/T") for some discrete co-compact subgroup I' as in lemma
4.4 (after maybe replacing 7 by an unramified twist). If H is an open pro-p-subgroup such that
7l =£ 0, we thus get an embedding of 7! into the finite dimensional K-space Cx(H\G/T).

Now let Hi (G, H) be the (G, H) Hecke algebra with coefficients in k. The finite dimensional
k-space Cr,(H\G/T) has a filtration 0 = Vy(k) C Vi(k) C --- C V,,(k) = C,(H\G/T') by Hi(G, H)-
submodules such that each V,,(k)/V,—1(k) is simple over Hy(G, H). By base change, this leads
to a corresponding filtration 0 = V(K) C Vi(K) C --- C V,,(K) = Cx(H\G/T) of Cx(H\G/T)
by Hic(G, H)-submodules. Since k is algebraically closed, the V,,(K)/V,,4+1(K) remain simple over
Hi (G, H).

By uniqueness of Jordan-Hélder factors, this implies that the simple H (G, H)-module 77 is
a base change of some simple Hy (G, H)-module. In other words, (7, V') has a non-zero coefficient
¢y taking values in k. But since v, = 0, the only possibility for ¢ to essentially tend to zero at
infinity is to have a compact-modulo-Ag support. Hence (m, V') is cuspidal.

O

When K has mixed characteristic, we unfortunately cannot adapt the above argument to get
the cuspidality of v-discrete series. However, we have the weaker result 4.7 below, which will be
enough to solve the case of classical groups. We need a preliminary lemma which has independent
interest. Let us introduce the valuation ring O := v~1(Rx) of K.

Lemma 4.6 Let T be any proper ideal of O and let (7w, V) be a v-discrete series. Then for any
O-valued coefficient ¢, of w, the smooth O/Z-valued function c, mod I is cuspidal.

Proof : We first check that m admits O-valued coeflicients. Observe that its central character w,
is O-valued since v(w;) = 0 by definition of v-discreteness. We will note @y its reduction modulo
Z. Since our hypothesis v(p) = 0 implies |2 = 1, the matrix coefficients of 7 are |.|c-bounded
by 3.19 hence become O-valued after multiplication by some constant.
Now if ¢, is as in the lemma. 3.19 tells us that it essentially tends to 0 at infinity, hence in

particular the function

G — 0/T

g = cx(g)modT

has compact-modulo-Ag support. Moreover the G-submodule of Cg, /I(G,@) generated by left
translations of this function has to be O/Z-admissible, because it is the image of that generated
by left translations on ¢, through the mod Z map and because for any open pro-p-subgroup H,
the H-invariant functor is exact on O-valued smooth G-representations, since p is invertible in O.
Hence, this function is a cuspidal function. O

Proposition 4.7 Same hypothesis on G as in 4.4. We assume here that KC has characteristic 0.
If (V,7) is a v-discrete series with central character wr, then
i) (V,m) has a formal degree in the sense of the discussion below 4.3, hence is a projective
Sk (G, wy)-module.
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it) For any embedding KK — C, the complex representation (V @ C, ) is a (ordinary) discrete
series.

Proof : First of all, we may change 7 by some unramified twist so that it has a finite order central
character w. Let ¢,y : m — Sk(G,w) be the map defined in 4.3. With the notation introduced
in the proof of 4.4, we fix a discrete co-compact subgroup I' = I'".Z such that tr o Coy # 0. We
also assume as we may that I'''NZ = {1}.

Here, the most interesting property of Cixc(G/T') is that is is a semi-simple representation. A
lazy way to see this is to observe that K must contain the algebraic closure of either one of the fields
Qy, ! prime or Q((X)). The latter have the same cardinality as that of C, hence their algebraic
closure are abstractly isomorphic to C. Thus there exists an embedding of fields C — K ! Then
Cx(G/T') is just a base change of Cc(G/T") hence is semi-simple.

As a consequence there is a retraction p : Cx(G/I') — V such that potr oc,y = Id. We
thus get the second assertion of point i). Now, the morphism p o tr : Sk(G) — V is given by
a projective system (vy € VH) g indexed by compact open subgroups in G such that for any
H C H', n(ey/)vyg = vy with egs the idempotent associated with H’. We then have

VH, Vf € S<(G/H), pote(f) =r(fon.

Of course there is some H such that vy # 0. Putting vy := vy, we thus get d(vg,vy) # 0
(notations as in the discussion below 4.3), whence d, # 0 and 7 has a formal degree.

Now put fr := d(vo,vy) " coywy € Sk(G/Z) (vecall Z = Ag NT is co-compact in the center).
We may formulate the Schur orthogonality relations in this context :

(4.8) Ti(m(fr),V)=1 and for any v-tempered (o, W) with wy |, = 1, Tr(o(fx), W) =0

Now, let m(w,T) := dimyx(Homeg (7,Cic(G/T'))) be the multiplicity of 7 in Cx(G/T"). We will
show that for “small” enough T', this multiplicity is proportional to the volume vol(G/T"). Then,
given an embedding K — C as in point ii) (Notice that such embeddings exist if and only if X has
the same absolute transcendence cardinal as C) we see that the base change (V ® C, 7) also has
multiplicity proportional to vol(G/T') in Cc(G/T'). By proposition [17, 1.3] on limit multiplicities,
this implies that such a base change is a square-integrable representation, whence our point ii).

To prove this proportionality, we first remark that the admissible representation C(G/T) is
v-tempered. Indeed the formula

(6, == /G @ )i, 6,61 € CelG/)
identifies Cc(G/T') with its contragredient, and the estimation

|C¢,¢'(9)|zc=|/ ¢(gr)¢' (z)dxc < sup [d(x)lc sup [¢'(x)lc
G/T zeG/T zeG/T

shows that the matrix coefficients of Cx(G/I') are |.|-bounded. Since Z acts trivially, the action
of G extends to an action of the algebra Sic(G/Z) on Cx(G/T).
It follows from 4.8 that m(m,T') = Tr(fr,Cx(G/T)). But we have :

/G/F > felgrg™") | dg

yel”

Tr(fx,C(G/T))

/G/F S > felgdydTlgTh) | dg

~ec(I) §€T/T,,

> /G/F > FxlgoysgTh) | dg

~yeEc(T) ser/T,
= > (/ fﬂ(mgl)d9>
vee(rr) \7 G/
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The first line is due to the classical integral expression of f, acting on Cx(G/T'). In the second line
c(I'") is a set of representatives of conjugacy classes in I' and I'y is the centralizer of v in I'. All
equalities are just consequences of the packet summation property on non-archimedean complete
fields.

Now in the last sum, the contribution of the unit conjugacy class is fr(1) vol(G/T'). For
v # 1 € ¢(T"), we will show that the contribution is zero, provided T is torsion-free. As a matter
of fact v then is a non-compact element thus determines a unique proper parabolic subgroup
P = MU of G such that v € P contracts “strictly” U, see [11]. It follows that I',, normalizes U
and we may write :

-1 _ —-1,.-1
/G/n fx(9v9 )dg_/G/er (/U fr(zuyu " o )du) dx

with appropriate choices of a Haar measure for functions on U and of a G-invariant measure dz for
51?71U—equivariant functions on G (Once again these integrals are just countable convergent sums
on a non-archimedean complete field and the equality of both sums is just the packet summation
property). But by the same calculation as in [13, lemma 22] we have

/fw(guw’lg’l)du=D(7)’1/ fr(gyug™")du
U U

where D(7) is the determinant of ad(y) — 1 acting on the Lie algebra of U, which is non-zero by
the strictly contracting action of v on U. It remains to show that the last integral is zero.

Since f, essentially tends to 0 at infinity, we may multiply it by a constant such that it becomes
O-valued. Then by lemma 4.6, the reductions modulo any proper ideal in O are cuspidal functions
so in particular the corresponding integrals vanish. Thus our integral is an element in O which
lies in any proper ideal : it has to be zero. O

Corollary 4.9 If G is either of symplectic, orthogonal, unitary type or is an inner form of a
linear group, then any v-discrete representation is cuspidal.

Proof : The proof relies on the following fact :

If G is as in the statement, then for any Levi subgroup M < G, any cuspidal © € Irre(M)
such that i$; (1) has a square-integrable constituent, we have w(Zy N [G,G]) C p@ (here Zys is
the center of M and w, the central character of ).

As a matter of fact, for linear groups we have the Bernstein-Zelevinski classification which tells
us much more than what needed here ; for their inner forms, Tadic in [23] has solved the case of
inner forms of general linear groups ; and for the other listed groups Moeglin in [15] has shown that
the reducibility points from cuspidal inducing data have a very special form. Namely let M < G
be maximal, 7 € Irrc(M) be cuspidal such that i, () is reducible, then w,(Zy N [G,G]) C p@.
In particular this gives qualitative features of the poles of the Plancherel measure attached with
any cuspidal pair (M,7) in this co-rank 1 situation. To go from the co-rank 1 to general Levi
subgroups, we use the result of Harish-Chandra and Silberger [20, Thm 5.4.5.7]. It says that when
a discrete series occurs in i§; (), the reduced root system of Ay in P contains (RkG — Rk M)
linearly independent roots «, such that the induced representation i%" () has also a (essentially)
square-integrable constituent. Here M, is the centralizer of ker a« C A) in G (it is a semi-standard
subgroup containing M as a maximal Levi) and P, is some (maximal) parabolic subgroup of M,
with Levi component M. This implies the italicized statement.

Now let (V, ) be a v-discrete series of G. From point ii) in proposition 4.7, the above discussion,
and the fact that p@ C O*, it follows that the cuspidal support of 7 is v-integral hence v-tempered.
But by proposition 3.5 this is possible only if this cuspidal support is (V, ) itself.

O

Application : Under the hypothesis of the last corollary, we get from 3.14 ii) and the exam-
ple below definition 3.2 the following classification of v-tempered representations : an irreducible
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representation of G is v-tempered if and only if its cuspidal support consists of cuspidal repre-
sentations with integrally valued central characters. In particular an unramified principal series
is v-tempered if and only if its Satake parameter takes values in »~1(0). The assumption on the
group are likely to be superfluous, but the assumption v(p) = 0 is necessary.

To conclude this section, we mention a general criterion for proving cuspidality of v-tempered
representations. The proof is by direct application of lemma 4.6. We strongly believe that the
hypothesis in this statement holds true in great generality. We have stated it as conjecture 1.5 in
the introduction

Proposition 4.10 Let us fix some finitely generated ideal T of O, so that inf zez v(x) > 0. Assume
that for each compact open subgroup H of G there is a compact-mod-center subset Qg x of G
supporting all the H-bi-invariant cuspidal functions in C(CQ/I,L (G) for any n € N. Then any v-
discrete representation is cuspidal.

The combination of this proposition with 3.14 makes a striking link between cuspidal functions
and irreducibility properties of parabolic induction : assuming the existence of uniform support
for the former, we get irreducibility of induced modules from Langland’s data. An application is
given in 5.7.

5 Reducibility of parabolic induction

The following property has been known only for complex representations, the classical argument
involving a unitary trick (see the introduction). The proof we present works on any coefficient field
k of characteristic different from p, but requires the group to have discrete co-compact subgroups,
since it relies on 4.5. Let us recall that this is in particular true for groups G defined over an
extension of Q, by [5].

Theorem 5.1 (Generic irreducibility) Assume G has discrete co-compact subgroups. Let k be an
algebraically closed field of characteristic # p. Let M < G and o € Irr,(M) be irreducible, then
the induced representation i$; (o @ k(M/MP®)) (M acting on both sides of the tensor product) is
absolutely irreducible as a k(M /MPO)-representation. Equivalently, the representation i, (ot is
irreducible for v in a Zariski-dense subset of Wy (M).

Proof : 'We note K := k(M /M?). Let 3 be a rational character of A, such that valgpo € (a};)"
and choose a valuation on K such that

v = 0 and v(m) = —valp o B(m) if m € Ay

(the restriction of v to k(Apr/AS,) is uniquely defined). Then define ¥ : M/M°® — K to be the
tautological character. By definition of v, we have —v (i) = valp o 8 € (a};)". Now consider
the representation o := 0 ®; K obtained by scalar extension. It is certainly v-tempered since
its coefficients are linear combination of coefficients of o which are bounded because v, = 0. It
is also absolutely irreducible. Hence the triple (M, o, k) is a Langlands’ triple. Since v}, = 0,
by 4.5 there are no non-cuspidal v-discrete series on the completion of IC, whence neither on K
itself. Then we can apply proposition 3.14 iii) which tells us that j%((f}ca’lp}ca) is irreducible hence
i§; (o) is absolutely irreducible.

Let us show the equivalence with the last statement. Using 2.6 iv), there is a compact open
subgroup H such that lengthy g ) (i§ (o)) = length (i§(o))) for any . Therefore we recover
a finite dimensional situation and our statement is classical : we have a family of finite dimensional
modules over the algebra H(G,H) with parameters in an algebraic variety, and the Burnside
theorem implies that the absolute irreducibility of these modules is a Zariski-open condition on
this variety ; but an open set is dense if and only if it contains the generic points.

O

Remark : For general G, we can adapt the foregoing proof to show generic irreducibility on any
field satisfying the following hypothesis
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(H) : For any compact open subgroup H and any M < G, the space of H N M -bi-invariant
cuspidal functions in Cg(M) is finite dimensional.

The proof goes the same way but to be able to use 3.14 iii), we use the criterion 4.10 to insure
cuspidality of v-discrete series. Let us briefly explain why the hypothesis (H) is valid on any
“banal” characteristic field, “banal” meaning “not dividing the pro-order of a compact subgroup”
; this will also make more precise what is lacking in general. In banal characteristic, we know
by [26] that cuspidal representations are injective objects in the category of representations with
fixed central character. It follows that any bi-H-invariant cuspidal function is a linear combi-
nation of bi-H-invariant coefficients of irreducible cuspidal representations (just decompose the
subrepresentation of the regular representation generated by the cuspidal function). Then by an
argument due to Bernstein-Kazhdan in the complex case and written in [25, I1.2.16] in positive
characteristic, we get the desired uniform support.

5.2  Subquotients of induced representations : We go on with the context of 5.1. We would like
to know a little more about what’s going on outside the open set of ¥y (M) where irreducibility
occurs. To this aim we need criteria that behave in a nice algebraic way, as irreducibility does.
We are interested here in the set of those unramified characters 1 such that length(i§; (cv)) >
length(il;(o4)) for every proper M < N < G. We will call these characters “discrete w.r.t o” (this
is a slightly different, in fact weaker, condition than that of being discrete in the sense of [3]). The
set of these discrete characters is obviously stable under ¥ (G) and is algebraically constructible
according to the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3 The length function v € Wy (M) — 1(¢) = length(i$; (0¥)) € N is constructible.
More precisely, the absolute-length function Q € Spec (k[M/M°]) — 1(Q) := abslengths(i$; (o ®
k(Q))) where k(Q) is the fraction field of k[M/M?°]/Q is constructible.

Here the absolute length of a representation is the length of its scalar extension to an algebraic
closure.
Proof : By [12, 0.9.3], it is enough to prove that for any subvariety S C Wy (M), there is a
non-empty open subset U of S such that [ is constant on U. But this follows from [3], step 2
of the proof of lemma 5.1., since we can recover a finite dimensional module situation by taking
H-invariants, by 2.6 iv).

In fact, this even shows that [ is upper semi-continuous. O

In the complex coefficients case the authors of [3] have shown, using a hermitian argument, that
the set of discrete characters (in their sense) is a finite union of ¥ (G)-orbits in ¥y (M). Here we
give the analogous statement for discrete characters in our sense (which implies their statement)
by an alternative argument which works for arbitrary characteristic of k, at least when the group
has discrete co-compact subgroups or when the hypothesis (H) is fulfilled (see the remark below
5.1).

Since a constructible set contains the generic points of its closure, it will be sufficient to show
that the residue field at some generic point of the closure of the set of discrete characters is
necessarily that of a single ¥ (G)-orbit. Notice that it is the generic point of some ¥y (G)-stable
irreducible subvariety Y of Wy (M). Such a variety is a single orbit if and only if the composite
morphism Y — Wy (M) — Vi (Ag) is finite. Hence it suffices to show that if Q is the prime ideal
in k[M/M?"] corresponding to our generic point, then k[M/M°]/Q is finite over k[Ag/A%].

For such an ideal Q, we note k(Q) the quotient field of k[M/M°]/Q and k(Q) an algebraic
closure of the latter.

Lemma 5.4 Let Q be a prime ideal of k[M /MP°] such that k[M/M°]/Q is not finite over k[Ag/AL]

and ¥ : M — k(Q) the tautological character. There is a valuation v : k(Q) — R such that

—v(y) € (OL%)Jr \ {0} and v, = 0.
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Proof : Let {aq,---,a,} C a}; be the set of simple roots A(P) as in 2.2. Let 3; be the simple co-
root in X, (A )®Q attached to a, so that the set {31, -, 3, } maps to a base of X, (Ay/Ac)RQ.
Since X.(An/Ac) =~ A /(AS;Ag) we can pick elements {ay,---,a,} in Ay such that a; maps
to N3; for some integer N. Thus for any valuation v on k(Q) we have < v(¢),a; >= tv(a;) ;
all we have to do is to find a valuation such that v(a;) < 0 and v(a;) < 0 for at least one i.

Let kg be the quotient field of the image of k[Ag/A%] in k(Q) and kg[a; !]g the sub-ring of
k(Q) generated by kg and the (images of) a; '’s. By Noether’s normalization lemma, there are
elements z1,---,z, in k(Q), algebraically independent over k¢ such that kgla; g is finite over
kglz1,---xr]. Define a valuation on this polynomial ring by v(x;) = 1 and v(kg) = 0. We can
extend it to a valuation on k¢ [a; ] g, still noted v. Necessarily we have v(a; ') > 0 for each i and
v(a; ) > 0 for at least one (and even for r) a;. Now, v can be further extended to the quotient
field of kg[a; ']g, then to its finite extension k(Q) and eventually to k(Q). O

Corollary 5.5 Assume G has discrete co-compact subgroups or k satisfies (H) (remark below
5.1). The set of discrete characters w.r.t o is a finite union of VU (G)-orbits in Uy (M).

Proof : Assume Q is a prime ideal of k[M/M?P] corresponding to a generic point of the con-
structible set of discrete characters w.r.t o. By definition we have length(i§, (¢ ® k(Q))) >
length(i}; (0 ® k(Q))) (M acting on both sides of the tensor product) for any proper M < N < G.

From the discussion above the former lemma, it is enough to show that k[M/M°]/Q is finite
over k[Ag/A%]. Assuming the contrary, let (k(Q),v) be as in the former lemma. By 4.5 or 4.10,
our hypothesis imply that v-discrete series are cuspidal. Hence we may apply lemma 3.16 and
get a proper N such that length(i§; (6 ® k(Q))) = length(i}; (¢ @ k(Q))) thus contradicting the
discreteness property. O

5.6 Proof of 1.2 ii) and iii) : Both assertions are direct consequences of the former corollary,
since neither elliptic representations nor cuspidal ones can be induced from a proper Levi subgroup.

5.7 Proof of proposition 1.6 : Let m, M be as in the statement of this proposition and assume
M, P are standard. We shall start proving that reducibility points occur only at algebraic-valued
non-ramified characters. This is unconditional and does not use our assumption that conjecture
1.5 holds. Let us fix a C-valued non ramified character ¢ and assume that ¥(M N G°) is not
contained in Q. If m is the generator of the free abelian group (M N G°)/M° which contracts
the unipotent radical of P, then #(m) has to be transcendent and we may choose a valuation v
of the field Q(x)(m)) trivial on Q and with v((m)) < 0. Then © ® Q(¢(m)) is a v-tempered
representation and —v(¢)) € (a§;)". By 4.10 together with the remark below 5.1, the v-discrete
series are cuspidal, hence by 3.14, we find that i, (7¢) must be irreducible.

Now let us assume v(m) is not in Z[1]*. Then one can find a non-p-adic non-Archimedean

1
> P
valuation v of Q such that either v(¢) € (ap)) " or v(1) € —(ap;) ™. Note also that  is v-tempered
since it is defined over Z. Assume now v(¢)) € —(a®;)* : the statement in 1.5, together with

propositions 4.10 and 3.14 imply that the induced representation 1'?[/[ (pp) is irreducible. Moreover

it is isomorphic to i} (p) (via the intertwining operator of 3.7 for example). If alternatively
v() € (al})T, then we may argue in the same way replacing parabolic by opposed parabolic.

6 Admissibility of parabolic restriction

Let R be a ring such that p € R*. Asin the case of fields, call a smooth R-valued representation R-
admissible if for all compact open subgroups H, the R-module of H-invariants is finitely generated
over R. It is generally not known whether the parabolic restriction functors preserve the R-
admissibility property. The usual proof of Jacquet-Casselman works on fields and more generally
artinian rings. In this section we use our theory to generalize this property and proceed with
applications to the problem of lifting representations.
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We first connect our notion of v-temperedness with a more intuitive notion of v-integrality.
This holds only under the assumption v(p) = 0. Moreover, we will consider only characteristic 0
valued fields K. We still write O C K for the valuation ring of v.

Definition 6.1 An admissible smooth K-representation (w,V) of G is said to be v-integral if there
ezists a G-stable O-admissible O-submodule in V' which generates V' over K.

For example, a K-valued character ¢ of G is v-integral if and only if v(¢) = 0 if and only if
it is O-valued. Because of the definition of integrality by a “finite type” property, it is easier to
assume, as we will, that O is noetherian. Since it is a valuation ring, this is equivalent to assume
that it is principal, which is equivalent to the valuation being discrete. This restriction is harmless
regarding our applications.

Lemma 6.2 Assume v is a discrete valuation. An admissible smooth KC-representation (w,V) of
G is v-integral if and only if for all open pro-p-subgroups H of G, the H-invariant space VH has
a finitely generated O-submodule which is stable under the Hecke algebra Ho(G, H).

Proof :  Let us write Ho(G) the Hecke algebra of all locally constant compactly supported O-
valued functions on G with convolution product defined w.r.t some O-valued Haar measure. For
an open pro-p-subgroup, we note ey the idempotent of Hpo(G). We may and will identify the
Hecke algebras Ho (G, H) with algebras ey * Ho(G) * egy.

Fix some H. Observe that by noetherianity of @, the assumption “V# has a O-finitely
generated epHo(G)eg-stable submodule which generates V over K” is equivalent to “any
enHo(G)ey-finitely generated ey Ho (G)en-submodule of V' is O-finitely generated”.

As a consequence, any finitely generated Heo(G)-submodule of V' is O-admissible.

Now let (H,)nen be a sequence of open pro-p-subgroup with trivial intersection. Define V; :=
Y Ho(GQ)er; where (ey;); is a K-basis of V1 and inductively define V,, := 3" Ho(G)e,; where
(eni)i is a basis of VI such that ey, ,eni € Vy_1. Then the OG-submodule Yon Vi is O-
admissible and generates V' over K.

O

Proposition 6.3 Assume v is a discrete valuation and let (7, V') be an admissible representation
of G. Then it is v-tempered if and only if it is v-integral.

Proof :  Recall that our hypothesis v(p) = 0 together with proposition 3.19 imply that a K-
representation is v-tempered if and only if its coefficients are |.|x-bounded. Assume first that
(V,m) is v-integral ; by [25, 1.9.7] its contragredient (V'V, ") is also v-integral ; namely if Vo is a
O-model of V, V¥ := {v¥ € V¥ (Vo,v") C O} turns out to be a model for V'V (the hypothesis
v(p) is crucial here). It is then clear that the coefficients of (V, ) are |.|x-bounded.

Conversely, assume now that (V, ) is tempered. By the proof of the former lemma, an ad-
missible representation is v-integral if and only if all its finitely generated subrepresentations
are. Hence we may assume that (V,7) is finitely generated. Then let us fix some generators
vy € V¥, i=1,---,n of its contragredient. Recall that Cic(G) stands for the space of K-valued
smooth functions on G. We endow it with the right regular representation. Consider the G-
equivariant embedding

V — C;C (G)n

v = (Cv,viv)i=1,~-~,n
Then by the first remark of the proof, the image has to be contained in the n'"-power of the space
CL(G) of |.|x-bounded smooth K-functions on G. Let us identify V with its image and define

Vo :=V NCo(G)™ : clearly it is G-stable and generates V over K. To see that it is O-admissible,
fix an open compact subgroup H and a finite set {g1, -, gm } of elements of G such that the map

VH —  nm
[ = (fl(gl)7"'7fn(gm))
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be an embedding of K-vector spaces. We obtain an embedding of VA into O™™ which, by noethe-
rianity of O shows that VA is finitely generated. |

Remark 6.4 It follows from this proposition that an admissible representation is v-integral if and
only if its irreducible subquotients are.

Now we address the problem of studying how admissibility over a ring goes through Jacquet
functors. Let us first recall the following fact due to Jacquet-Casselman (see [8]) :

Let (m,V) be an admissible representation of G and M < G with associated standard parabolic
subgroup P. Let also H be an open pro-p-subgroup having Iwahori factorization with respect to the
pair (P, P) and put Hy; := HOM. The natural projection V- —= rM (V') takes V¥ into rM (V)" .
If a € Ay is strictly contracting on the unipotent radical of P (more explicitly, if valp(a(a)) >0
for all « € A(P)), then

(6.5) i (V)= 1 (m)(a™)i(v )

neN

This result holds on any ring R where p is invertible (see [25, preuve de I1.3.2.ii)]). When R
is a field it exhibits the LHS vector space as a union of vector spaces of dimension < dim(V )
and this implies the admissibility of r}/ () together with the surjectivity of j : VH — r (v)Har,
The latter argument works also if R is artinian but fails in general.

We will use some results of the previous parts to complete the argument for certain rings R.
The first case is that of an algebra over a field.

Proposition 6.6 Assume G has discrete co-compact subgroups, or k fulfills hypothesis (H) below
5.1. Let R be a commutative finite type k-algebra, V- € Modg(G) be R-admissible and R-torsion
free and M < G, then X (V) is R-admissible.

By torsion-free we mean that the maps “multiplication by r” on V are injective for all r. In
particular, it implies that R is an integral domain.

Proof : First of all we use Noether’s normalization lemma to reduce the problem to the case when
R is a polynomial algebra. Indeed Noether’s lemma gives an embedding k[X1,---, X,] = R — R
such that R is finite over R’. Viewed as a R’-representation, V' is again admissible and torsion-free.
Assuming we can prove the proposition for R’, we get that r]g (V) is R'-admissible hence a fortiori
R-admissible.

From now on we assume R = k[X1, -, X,]. The assumption on torsion means that, putting
K :=FracR, V is a R-model of Vi :=V ®p K. Moreover, since it is defined by the injectivity of
the “multiplication by r” maps, the exactness of rg implies that rg (V) also is R-torsion-free.

Let v : K — R be any discrete valuation of K such that v(R) C Ry, then Vi is v-tempered
by 6.3. Using either 4.5 or 4.10, we know that v-discrete series are cuspidal. Thereby we may
apply 3.14 ii) : r¥ (Vi) is v-tempered. More precisely, note 7 the action of G on Vic and 7 that
on Via :=V ®r K* where K¢ is an algebraic closure of . By the remark 3.15, for any extension
v® of v to K* and any exponent y € E(An, 1 7®) , we have v%(x) = 0. This means that x takes
values in O,a, the valuation ring of v®. By [7, 1.4 Corollaire], R and all its finite normalizations
(i.e its normalizations in any finite extension of K) are Krull rings, so that we have, writing R®
for the integral closure of R in £ R* =(,. Oy« where v* runs over all extensions of all discrete
valuations of R. Hence the exponents in £(As, M 7®) actually take values in R.

Now let H be an open pro-p-subgroup having Iwahori factorization with respect to (P, P)
and put Hy; := HN M. Fix some a € Ay strictly contracting as in the statement of Jacquet-
Casselman’s result 6.5 above. Writing more accurately £(A, r¥ 7) for the finite set of exponents
occurring in rg[ (Vica )M | we know that there exists some positive integer d such that the operator
HXES(AM’FI\G/Iﬂ)H(I% (7)(a) — x(a))? is zero on r¥ (V). Since the x’s are R%-valued, this means
that Y (7)(a~!) satisfies an integral polynomial equation over R, hence the ring R[rY (7)(a™1)]
is a finite R-module. It follows by 6.5 that r} V' is finite over R. Whence the proposition.
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More interesting for applications is the case of rings as Z[%], 7y, or Z;. Unfortunately we need
more hypothesis on G.

Proposition 6.7 Let G be a classical group (as in 4.9) over a p-adic field, R a Z[%]—algebm, and
let V € Modgr(G) be R-admissible. Assume either R to be a Krull ring and V' to be R-torsion free,

or R to be a Dedekind ring. Then for any M < G, the parabolic restriction r(V') is R-admissible.

Proof : Let us note I the quotient field of R. In the Dedekind ring case, we may treat the torsion
separately : by left-exactness of H-invariants, V., is still R-admissible. In particular, V,2 _ has
finite length as an R-module. But then, assuming H has Iwahori factorization with respect to
some pair of opposed parabolic subgroups (P, P), Jacquet-Casselman’s formula 6.5 shows that the
length of any finite submodule of ¥ (Vi)™ is bounded by that of j(V,Z,) (notations of the
former proof), whence j(V,Z ) = t2 (V,o.s) 1™ (compare with the original proof of Jacquet for
fields [8, 3.3.4]).

From now on we assume V torsion-free and note /C the quotient field of R. In particular, for
any valuation v : I — R non-negative on R, V ® K is v-integral (see 6.3). Moreover we know
by 4.9 that the v-discrete series are cuspidal. By 3.14 ii) this implies that rg V ® K is v-integral
hence v-tempered. Then we may repeat the argument of the former proof, using our assumption
that R is a Krull ring. O

In order to give an application of this, we first make the following remark

Lemma 6.8 Assume G has discrete co-compact subgroups and let k be a perfect field of positive
characteristic # p, W (k) its Witt vectors, and K the quotient field of the latter. For any absolutely
irreducible representation m € Irri(G) we have

i) 7 occurs as a subquotient of the reduction of a W (k)-admissible, torsion-free and generically
irreducible W (k)-representation II modulo the mazimal ideal of W (k).

it) If m further is a projective or injective object in the category of admissible k-representations
with central character wy, then w actually lifts to W (k). Moreover w is projective and injec-
tive in the category of all representations of G with central character w.

Proof : i) Let us first assume 7 to be cuspidal. Since any k-valued unramified character of
G can be lifted to W(k), using Teichmuller representatives, we may and will assume that the
central character of w, has finite order. Then, arguing as in 4.4, we may embed 7 into the space
of automorphic functions Ci(G/T") for some discrete co-compact subgroup I'. This space is the
reduction modulo the maximal ideal of Cyy (1) (G/I"), which is W (k)-admissible. Then there must
be an irreducible direct summand of Cx(G/T') (since K has characteristic 0) whose intersection IT
with Cyy () (G/T) reduces to a (finite length) & representation with constituent 7.

Now, if 7 is a general representation, it is contained in an induced representation i]\G4 (o) with
o cuspidal. Let 3 be constructed from o as above, we may take for II the intersection of i§; (%)
with a suitable irreducible subrepresentation of i{; (X ® K).

ii) Let us assume that the center is trivial for simplicity and that 7 is injective among admissible
representations (in the projective case, just apply the following argument to wV). We first remark
that our injectivity hypothesis implies the cuspidality of 7. As a matter of fact if 7 is not cuspidal,
let M < G with r(7V) # 0 : we claim that there is o € Mody, (M) such that Extj, (1« o) # 0.
Assuming this claim, we get Extg (i§; (o), ) = Extg (Y, i§;(0)) # 0 by Shapiro’s lemma, which
prevents 7 from being injective. To prove the claim, let us note I the maximal ideal of the ring
k[M/M?°] corresponding to the trivial character M/M? — k*. Then consider the representation
r¥(mV) @ (k[M/MP]/1?) where we let M act diagonally on the tensor product. We get an extension
of r (7V) by itself which is not split since it is not on A ;.

Hence we may fix an open pro-p-subgroup H such that 7 # 0 and a discrete co-compact I’
such that 7 embeds into Cj,(G/T). More precisely, if V is the space of 7 and vy # 0 € V¥V, T'is
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chosen such that the G-maps

coy: V.o— Cp(G/H) and tr: Ci(G/H) — Ci(G/T)
v Cy fo= g f9)

have non-zero composition. But the injectivity of 7 among the admissible representations implies
the existence of a retraction r such that rotroc,y = 1y ; in particular ¢,y itself has a retraction,
so that 7 is also a projective object in the category of all k-representations.

Let us note Hy(G, H) = C;(H\G/H) the relative (G, H)-Hecke algebra with coefficients in k
and ey its unit. The G-endomorphism ¢,y o7 otr of Cf(G/H) is given by right multiplication by
the element e := ¢,y orotp(eq). Since (c,y or otr)? = Cyy orotp, this element e is an idempotent
and the map ¢,y induces an isomorphism 7 = Ci(G/H)e = CE(G)e.

Now, let A be a uniformizer for W (k) and v : K — Z be the corresponding valuation. The
theorem [9, (6.7)] on lifting idempotents tells us that we can lift e to a primitive idempotent E in
the A-adic completion Sy () (G, H) of Hyy () (G, H) (which is nothing but the integral part of the
v-Schwartz relative algebra on K). Then we can form the W (k)G representation

where Sy (1) (G) is the inductive limit of Banach algebras Sy i) (G, J) for J varying among open
pro-p-subgroups. By definition we have II @y () k ~ 7. So it remains to check that I is W (k)-
admissible and torsion-free. The torsion-freeness is clear since £ is idempotent and Sy () (G) is
torsion-free over W (k). But then for any open pro-p-subgroup J, II7 = Swiy(J\G/H)E is a
complete torsion-free W (k)-module containing no K-line and with finite dimensional reduction 7~
modulo . A classical argument of lifting generators of the special fiber shows that IT7 then has to
be finitely generated over W (k) : if (e;) is a finite set of elements in I1/ projecting to a k-basis of
7/, then any element in IT”7 belongs to AII/ + >, W (k)e; and, by induction to \"II7 + Y, W (k)e;,
hence eventually to >, W(k)e; since the latter is closed in II7 for the A-adic topology.

O

Corollary 6.9 Going on with the notations of the former lemma, assume w is supercuspidal
irreducible and G is a classical group defined on a p-adic number field. Then II ® K must be
(super)cuspidal.

Proof : Let M < G and assume r¥ 1l ® K is non zero. By 6.7, ¥ := rX¥ (II) is W (k)-admissible
hence reduces to a non-zero k-admissible representation o. But since II ® K is a constituent of

i{,(X ® K), 7 has to be a constituent of i{;(c) which contradicts the supercuspidality assumption.
O

Corollary 6.10 Let k have banal characteristic [ and assume G is a classical group over a p-
adic number field. Each cuspidal irreducible k-representation lifts to W(k), and conversely each
cuspidal irreducible K -representation with W (k)-valued central character has irreducible reduction
modulo [.

Proof : In banal characteristic, all cuspidal irreducible representations are projective in the
category of all k-representations with suitable central character, by [26]. Hence the statement
is a combination of the latter corollary and of point ii) of the former lemma. Observe that the
idempotent E which is constructed in Sy (x)(G, H) in the proof of point ii) of the former lemma
actually lies in Hyy () (G, H), due to 4.9. O

Remark : Although it was never published, it is generally accepted that Bernstein’s decompo-
sition of the category of all CG-representations is valid (and follows the same pattern) for any
algebraically closed field of banal characteristic. The last corollary shows that the reduction map
induces a bijection between blocks for say Q;-representations and those for F;-representations (for
banal ! !), which surprisingly enough was not previously known. The following questions come
naturally in this context :
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i) Do all irreducible F;-representations lift to characteristic zero ? Do all elliptic I-integral

Q;-representations have irreducible reduction ?

ii) Do all central idempotents of Endg(Cé (G)) provided by Bernstein’s decomposition theorem
1
actually live in Ende (C5 (G)) 7 (The answer is yes for cuspidal central idempotents by the
L
last corollary).

We end this section with a lemma which is needed in section 8, and is also of independent
interest.

Lemma 6.11 Let 7 be an irreducible [-integral Q, representation of G. Then there is some finitely
generated Z,G-lattice ©* in 7 such that w @ F; is semi-simple.

Proof : Let V be the space of the representation m. We first recover a finite dimensional
situation by choosing (as we may from [25, I1.5]) an open pro-p-subgroup such that the length
of the reduction of any H(G, H)-stable Z;-lattice in V' is the same as that of r;(7). Then we
want to show the existence of such a stable lattice w! C V# such that w' ® F; is a semi-simple
Hg, (G, H)-module.

By finite generation of H(G, H) there is a finite extension E of Q; and a model (7w, Vg) of
(m, V) on E (compare [25, 4.7]). Let O be the ring of integers of E and kg its residue field. Fix
a H(G, H)-stable Og-lattice w in VA and choose a Op-basis for this lattice. So we get a map
Ho, (G, H) — Mn(Og), the N x N matrix algebra with N the dimension of V.

Let us look at the map Hy,(G,H) — My (kg) obtained by reduction of the former one.
This map factors through some parabolic subalgebras of M y(kg) and we fix a minimal one P :
one can construct it by lifting a composition series of the underlying Hy,, (G, H)-module w ® F;
for example. After maybe changing the Op basis we started with, we even can assume that P is
a “standard” upper block-triangular parabolic algebra. Then the diagonal blocks correspond to
Hg, (G, H)-simple subquotients of w ® F;.

Therefore, with this choice of a Og-basis, we see that the Ho, (G, H)-module w is equiv-
alent to a morphism Heo,(G,H) — Mpy(Og) factoring through a standard (upper) para-
horic subalgebra of My (Og). More precisely, there are integers nq,---,ny with L the length
of (), such that n; + --- + ny = N and the morphism in question factors through the
subalgebra of all matrices congruent modulo Ag to an upper block triangular matrix of type

(n1,---,nr), where A\g is a uniformizer for E. Now we enlarge E by taking a L-root of Apg,
say Ags. Then we extend Vg and w to E’ and Ops and make the change of basis associated
to the diagonal matrix D := (1,---, 1;)\;3,1, - -,)\E,l; .- -;)\E,(L_l), . -)\;3,@_1)) where the entries

are repeated ni, then no, etc... and ny times. Now a simple computation shows that we get
a map Ho,, (G,H) — Mn(Og) factoring through the algebra of all matrices congruent to a
block-diagonal matrix of type (ny,na,---,nr) modulo Ags. In particular the reduction modulo
Mg of this morphism factorizes through a Levi subalgebra and actually is semi-simple. In other
words, the reduction of the H(G, H)-stable Og/-lattice w’' := D(w ® Opgr) is semi-simple as a
Hi,, (G, H)-module.

Now we extend back the scalars to Z; and write 7! for the Z;G-submodule of V generated by
the w’ C VH we have just constructed. We know that 7! is a finitely generated Z;G-lattice and
write 7 its reduction. By construction T is a semi-simple Hg, (G, H)-module. Let o C 7 be an
irreducible subrepresentation of 7. Our choice of H insures that o is a non-zero (necessarily
simple) Hg, (G, H)-submodule of 7. Let py C 7 be a stable complement of ¢/ and write p
for the representation generated by p inside 7. Since T generates 7 we clearly have @ = p + 0.
Moreover since pNo must be different from o, it is zero, hence p is a stable complement for ¢ and
7 is semi-simple.

O
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7 Some remarks on intertwining operators

The theory of intertwining operators for p-adic groups was mainly developed by Harish Chandra in
a rather analytic way : the very definition of these operators was obtained by convergence of some
integrals in a convenient situation and then extended by meromorphic continuation. Silberger
first showed the rationality of these operators, but still with analytic arguments, and only with
Bernstein’s (unpublished) work it became a little more transparent that this theory could be
developed in a purely algebraic way.

Given two parabolic subgroups P, @ with the same Levi component, we have proposed in 2.10
a general and purely algebraic condition of (P, Q)-regularity for a representation of M, and, when
this condition is fulfilled, we have defined an intertwining operator Jg|p (o).

In this section we build up a generalization of the classical theory from this definition, with
three aims : first we want to prove a functoriality property for these intertwining operators :
this will be lemma 7.2 and will be useful for the next section. Secondly, we want to define
rational intertwining operators and Harish-Chandra’s j-functions in the general situation of a
coefficient field of characteristic # p (the non-vanishing of the j-function we obtain needs the
generic irreducibility result so we will assume at this point that the hypothesis on G in 5.1 are
fulfilled). Eventually we want to show that our intertwining operators satisfy most of the known
properties of classical complex intertwining operators : this should be clear for the experts but
certainly need to be checked.

The exposition owes a lot to Waldspurger’s manuscript on the Plancherel theorem [27], where
many analytic arguments of Harish-Chandra’s original proof were already “algebraized”.

7.1 Functoriality for intertwining operators : The next lemma was inspired by [27, IV.1.1.(8)].
Let M < G and P, @ be parabolic subgroups with Levi component M. Assume given

e an epimorphism of noetherian integral domains R L R’ with kernel noted P,

e a f, M-equivariant epimorphism 7z —— o between torsion-free R-valued (resp. R'-valued)
representations of M,

such that

i) putting K = FracR and k = FracR’, the representation 7y := 7 ®g k is (P, Q)-regular in
the sense of 2.10.

ii) the representation rg 0 i%(nR) is R-admissible and its base change to K has finite length.

Lemma 7.2 The representations oy := op Qp k, T :=TrQr K, and mr, := mr ®r Rp where
Rp is the localization of R at P are (P, Q)-regular, and the squares

. JaIP(TRp by ) JQIP(TRp by
B (rrp) —1G(TR,)  and i (g,) —iG (TR,)
li;’(m ligw
) Joip(ok) . Jo|p(TK)
Ig(o'k)—>lg(0'k) 1P(7TK —>1Q(77K)

are commutative.

Proof : For any R-algebra R we put
S5 1= im (é[AM] — Endg (Ve ® é))
and

Ty = im (R[AM] — Endg((1 0 i/ F55) (Vey @ fz))) .
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First step : the rings Sg and T are finitely generated R-modules. The canonical map Sg ®rR —
Sg and Tr ®r R — Ty are always surjective and if R is flat over R, they are bijective.
Let us first conslder the case of Sg. For any open pro-p-subgroup H of M, let us put SH :=
m (R[Ay] — Endg (VL )). We have canonical surjective maps Sg — SH, and the smoothness
of mr implies that the limit map Sp — lim S is injective. Since by assumption ii), mg is
H
R-admissible, Vf}‘; is finitely generated over R and so End R(V#{) and SH are. By assumption ii)
again, mx has finite length hence in particular is generated by its H-fixed vectors for some open
pro-p-subgroup H. This implies that the canonical morphism Sk =5 II}{ is bijective. Since Vi,
is R-torsion free this shows by [9, (2.38)] that for any H' C H the map SH — SH is injective,
and therefore bijective. Hence the limit th Sg " stabilizes to the finitely generated R-module S =

and moreover the embedding Sgr — lim S is bijective.

Now the surjectivity of the canonical map Sg ®p R— S 5 comes from the definition of S.
When R is flat over R, [9, (2.38)] shows that the canonical map SH @r R — S}%I is bijective.

Hence passing to the limit, the map Sp ®g R s 7 turns out to be injective, and therefore
bijective.
The same proofs work for T by our assumption ii).

Second step : the kernel of the canonical morphisms Sgr g k — S, and Tp ®r k — T}, are
nilpotent ideals. _
By the first step, we may replace R by any flat R inserted in some diagram

R——R

v

k

In particular we may assume R to be local and henselian with residue field k. Now the morphism
Sr ®r k — Si is a morphism between finite dimensional commutative algebras over k. Since
such algebras are products of local k-algebras, this morphism has nilpotent kernel if and only if
the image of any primitive idempotent is non-zero. Let e be a primitive idempotent in S Qg k.
Since R is henselian, there is an idempotent E in Si projecting to e. This idempotent induces a
non-trivial decomposition V., = im (F) @ ker (F). Hence the image of e in Sj induces in turn a
non-trivial decomposition Vi, = (im (E) ®@g k) ® (ker (E) ®pr k). This image has therefore to be
non-zero. The same proof works for T replacing S.
Third step : the representation wr,, is (P, Q)-regular.

Recall the notations of 2.10. By definition for any R-algebra E, we have I = ker (]A%[AM] —
Sg) and IQP = ker (R[Ay] — T%). It follows from the previous step that the image of Ir, .
resp of IQP in k[Ay/] contains a power of I, resp. I@F. Since by assumption i) we have

7\'R’

L, 4+ 127 = k[Ap], it follows that
PRp[Am] + Iy, + L?,i; = Rp[Au].

But by step one, Rp[A]/ (L
riannity assumption on R and Nakayama’s lemma, this module is 0, whence the desired (P, Q)-
regularity.

7TR7>

+1 QRI:; ) is a finitely generated Rp-module. Hence by our noethe-

Fourth step : the representation wg is (P, Q)-regular and so oy, is.

By flatness of K over Rp, we have Inp, Qrp K = I, and similarly for 79F hence the
regularity of mx follows from that of 7.

Now, since SEAN o} is onto, we have I, D I, and I&Qkp ) I%P. Hence the regularity of oy,
follows from our assumption i).
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Last step : commutative diagrams

Let us fix i € 17915: such that ¢ € 1+ I, . Consider the following diagram, where vertical
maps are functorially induced by ¢, the left horizontal maps are the canonical projections and the
right ones are the canonical isomorphisms :

1 08 (nrp) — 1Y 0 i3 /FS5p(TRy) ——> F5b/Fp(TRp) —> TRr

lrg oIf () l l {aﬁ

. . f(3)
i 0 i (1) —— 1 0 i3/ FSh(on) o Fh/FSb(or) ——> 0%

By definition it is commutative. Applying the functor 1'8 to its exterior square, we get the right
hand square of the following diagram

) .G G .
Ig (Ter) —1g° IJCS[ ©lp (TFRP) - Ig(wa)

ligﬁ ljgorgojg(gﬁ) llSd)

G (op) — %o rgf 0i% (o) — jg(gk)

where the left horizontal arrows are functorially given by the adjointness map 1 Modn(c) —

jg o Ig . Now, by definition the composite horizontal arrows are respectively Jo p(7r,) and
Joip(ok) and the commutative exterior square is the first one of the lemma. The commutativity
of the second one is proved in the same way. O

7.3 Rational intertwining operators : Let k be a field of characteristic # p, M a standard Levi
subgroup of G and ¢ an absolutely irreducible smooth representation of M over k.

Put K := k(M/M?) and note 1, the tautological unramified character M — K*. Define
ok = 0 Q K the base change of ¢ and o, = 0x ® Yyun. We claim that for any semi-standard
parabolic subgroup P with Levi component M, ., is (P, P)-regular in the sense of 2.10. Indeed,
choose a v € —(ap)" and view it as an additive character v : M/M° — R, thanks to the
identification a}; ~ Homyz (M/M° R) of 2.2. By setting v(k) = 0, v extends uniquely to a
valuation on K and the triple (M, o ® K, %yy) is a (semi-standard version of) Langland’s triple
as in 3.6. Hence the claim follows from 3.7.

As a consequence, for any pair (P, Q) of parabolic subgroups containing M there is an inter-
twining operator

Joip(Oun) : iJGp (Oun) — jg(aun).

This may be viewed as a rational family of intertwining operators on the algebraic torus ¥ (M).
More precisely, any ¢ € U (M) such that ot is (P, Q)-regular as in 2.10, is a regular point of the
rational operator Jg|p(0u,) and we have

(7.4) JQIp(oun) () = Jgip(0¥)).

To see this, just apply lemma 7.2 in the following situation : R := k[M/M°], R’ := k, f := 1,
7R =0 @ k[M/M°] and or := ¢ (compare with the proof of [27, IV.1.1.(8)]).
In the next section, we will need the following statement on péles of Jpp (0un) in the maximal-

cuspidal case. This is of course reminiscent of [27, IV.1.2]. If a € A, we note @ its image in
M/MPO.

Lemma 7.5 Assume P mazimal and proper in G and o cuspidal. If Ng(M) = M, then Jf‘P(aun)
is regular. If s € Ng(M)\ M, then Jpp(oun) is singular at o only if wy = wj. In this case, for
any a € (Ay NGO), the operator (5*5_1)«]?‘1:(0%) is regular. In particular the poles are simple.
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Proof : If Ng(M) = M, then rj\?f 0 i%(oy) = o1p hence o) is (P, P)-regular and the whole
Jp p(0un) is regular on Wy (M).

Assume s € Ng(M)\ M, then we have an exact sequence 0 — 0 — 1M 0i%(0) — ¢° — 0
hence o is (P, Q)-regular (and therefore is a regular point of Ip| p(0un) by the discussion above
the lemma) unless w, = ws.

By the same exact sequence as above for o, instead of o, we see (with the notations of 2.10)
that I,,, is the kernel of the map k(M/M°)[Ay] — k(M/MP) induced by a € Ay — wy(a)a
whereas I@F is the kernel of the map k(M/M°)[Ay] — k(M/MP) induced by a € Ay —
wi(a)a®. Let us choose a € Ay such that @ # @®. Then we have

a—wy(a)*a :wgl(a .a—a® €19 A (141, )
a/ un

wy(a)a — wy(a)sa®

Hence the multiplication by this element gives the retraction leading to Jlg‘ p(0un) asin 2.11. In
particular, if @ € Ay NG° and @ # 1, then since s induces a non-trivial automorphism of the rank
1 free abelian group (M N GY)/M°, we have @* = a~! which finishes the proof.

O

7.6 Definition of j-functions : Here we assume k to be algebraically closed and we will apply the
generic irreducibility property of 5.1. In particular, we assume that G or k satisfies the assumptions
required in 5.1.

Let us keep the notations of the former paragraph 7.3. The generic irreducibility theorem
tells us that the K-representations i (c,,) and i%(aun) are absolutely irreducible. Since both
intertwining operators Jz|p(0un) and Jp(0un) are non-zero, they must be invertible. Hence the

composite Jp| p(0un) © Jpp(0un) is an automorphism of i%(0un) and therefore has to be the scalar
multiplication by some jp(0) € K = k(M/MP).

Using 7.8 i) below and arguing as in [27, IV.3.(1)], we see that jp(o) doesn’t depend on P
containing M so we may just write j,.

7.7 Some properties of intertwining operators : In the remaining of this section, we will prove
proposition 7.8 below. The results of this proposition are well-known in the complex coefficients
case (at least points i) and ii)), and a proof can be found in [27, IV] for example. Unfortunately,
all the proofs known to the author make use of analytic arguments and it is not so clear how they
apply to the general setting we have introduced in 2.10.

Although we don’t use these results in the rest of the paper, it seemed quite natural to the
author to state and prove them here.

Let us introduce some notations : if P, @ are two semi-standard parabolic subgroups with the
same Levi component M, we set d(P, Q) = |Z,ea(P) N Lrea(Q)] where X,..4(?) stands for the set
of reduced roots of Ay in 7.

Proposition 7.8 Let M be a standard Levi subgroup of G and (o,V) be a R-representation of
M.

i) (Multiplicativity) Let (O, P, Q) be three parabolic subgroups with Levi component M such that
d(0,Q) =d(O, P)+d(P,Q) and d(O, P) = 1. If o is (O, Q)-regular then it is (P, Q)-reqular
as well as (O, P)-regular and we have Jgio(o) = Jop(c) o Jpjo(0).

it) (Compatibility with induction 1) Let P and Q be two parabolic subgroups with Levi component
M which are contained in some parabolic subgroup O with Levi component N. If o is (P, Q)-
regular, then it is (P N N,Q N N)-regular and we have, with natural identifications and

. .G
notations, JSlP(J) = IO(ngN\PmN(U))'

iit) (Compatibility with induction 2) Let P and Q be two parabolic subgroups with Levi component
M, and N a Levi subgroup of G containing M such that PN N = Q N N and such that
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PN and QN be parabolic subgroups (with Levi component N ). If in-y (o) is (PN,QN)-
regqular, then o is (P,Q)-regular and we have, with natural identifications and notations,
Joip(0) = Jon Py (ipan ().

7.9 Proof of the regularity statements of proposition 7.8 :
Point i) : Recall the notations I, and IS®, w € Wy \Wg /Wy of 2.10. Our hypothesis is that

I+ () 1&™ = R[Ay]

w <1
QO
and we want to prove that

(7.10) I+ () 19" =R[Ay] and I,+ () IP" =R[Aum].
w <1
QP

w < 1
PO
We claim that w éa l=w Q<o 1. Indeed, w Q<P 1 by definition means QWP C QP, hence

QWPO C QPO C QPO = QO,

the last equality being a consequence of d(O, Q) = d(O, P) + d(P, Q). This is enough to get the
first statement of 7.10.
Of course we also have w < l=w Q<O 1 for the same reason as above. Then we have to compare

Mnw ™M
MNw—1P

Mnw™'M

Mw-10 O and r

I9™ and I and for that we need to compare representations r
an element w € w, with Es} 1.

o, for

We assume now that d(O, P) = 1. In this case there is a parabolic subgroup R containing
O and P, with Levi component N containing M as a maximal Levi subgroup . Then we have
QNN =PNN =0nNN. On another hand, we claim that Es} 1=we Wy\Wxn /Wy Indeed,

writing Ug for the radical of R, we have

PO=PNN)ONN)Uz=(PNN)(ONN)Ugr =NUg =R.

It follows that for w € EP<O 1

Mnw Q) =Mnw  (QNN)=Mnw " (PAN)=Mnw 'P.
But then IP® = [9% and the second part of 7.10 follows, under our assumption d(O, P) = 1.

o< 1197 = R[Ay] and we want to prove I, +
QP
Ne - 119%™ = R[Ay] where we have noted Py := PN N and Qn := Q N N to have
QNPN
notations shorter.
We will consider the set Wy \Wx /Wy as a subset of the set Wy \Wg/Wy. For w €
W \Wx /Wy and any w € W, notice that M Nw~(Q) = M Nw~(Qx) so that [T = @~

On the other hand, we claim that for w € Wy \Wy /Wy, we have EQ < 1= UQ<P 1. Indeed,

NPN

Point ii) : Here our hypothesis is I, + )

assuming QnwPy C QN Py, we get

QuP = Q(QNwPN)P C QQNPyP C QP.

Point ii) follows from these two facts.
Point iii) : Our hypothesis here is

N, w
IijN" + m IQ - R[AN]
w < 1

lpano

QNPN
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and we want to show _
I+ () I$7 = R[Ay].

w <1
QP

Notice first that if w € W, we have w Q< l=w o < 1 by the same argument as in the proof of
P NPN

point ii). Now let W € Wy \Wg /Wy, we claim that

QN,w Quw’"

o _ﬂ (IS N R[AN])
w'—w

where w’ runs through the fiber of the projection map Wy \Wg /Wi — Wy \We/Wx at w.

Admitting this claim, the hypothesis implies

(I, NRIAN]) + () (I€™ N R[Ay]) = R[Ay]
T <1
PQ
which a fortiori yields what we wanted.

To prove the claim, we fix some w € w and apply the geometric lemma to the representation
w(rNﬂw—l(QN) 0 ipan0). It turns out that the latter has a filtration whose subquotients have
the form w(iwalenv(P) ovo rMm(wv),l(QN)cr), v running in the set Wyn,—1 v \Wn/Was. The
annihilator in R[Ay] of such a representation is the same as that of wv(ry; (. -1(Qn) @) (because
induction is a faithful functor), which in turn is contained in that of wo(r ;e ,,)-1(g)7), the latter

being 127 N R[Ay]. This gives the claim.

7.11 Proof of the statements on intertwining operators in proposition 7.8 : First we have to
make explicit the isomorphism F 5;, /F, 5}1, =1 Modg (M) which is used in 2.9 to define intertwin-

ing operators. In fact it is simply induced by the map
F5h(V) — Vv |
fo= fUQ/(UmeQ) fu)du = fUQmUF fu)du

Notice that the first integral is well defined since by definition of }?5113, (Supp f)NQP is compact-

mod-P. The equality with the second integral comes from the decomposition Ug = (UgNUs)(UgN
Up). For the remaining assertions of proposition 7.8, we will use the following

Lemma 7.12 Let (0,V) be a (P,Q)-regular R-representation of M. Then the operator Jo p (o)
is the unique G-equivariant map i% (o) — 18 (o) such that

¥f € FghV). Jorp(@)(Nie)= [ flwdu

UﬁﬂUQ
Proof : Let J be any G-equivariant map i3 (o) — 1'8 (o) and let K : rg 0i%(s) — o the
M-equivariant map associated to J by Frobenius reciprocity. We have the equality

Vfeig(V), J(f)(le) = K(fq)

where fg is the image of f in rg 0% (V). Let us note Kqp(o) the K associated with Jgp(0).
The following statement is equivalent to that of the lemma : Kq p(0) is the unique M -equivariant
map such that

¥f € Fghv), Kar(o)iv) = [ f ()
(UpNU@)\Uq
But this is exactly how we have defined Jg p(o) in 2.11. O
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Point i) : Let us first restate the hypothesis d(O, Q) = d(O, P) 4+ d(P, @) in the following way
UsNUqg = (UsnUp)(UpNUg).

Notice also the characterization of ﬁéé(‘/)

(7.13) ﬁ&l)(V) ={f€i8V, Supp fn(U5NUg) is compact},

which is equivalent to our original definition since the natural map (U N Ug) — QO/O is an
homeomorphism. Hence if f € Fé(l)(V), we have in particular

i) Vv € UgNUp, the function i5(c)(v) f has compact support on U5NUp (i.e. lies in ﬁ;é(V))

ii) Vv € Ug N U, we have
Tro(@) (W) = Tro@ B @@ HNW = [ faudu

hence in particular, the function Jpo(0)(f) € igV has compact support on U N Ugq (i.e.
lies in F5p(V)).

It follows from both points that
Joir(@) 0 Tpo(@)(£)(1) = /U N /U  flowydud = /U f@)dz. = Joo(o) (1))
P Q fo) P re) Q

But by lemma 7.12, the above equality is actually valid for any f, whence point i).

Point ii) : First of all we fix the following isomorphism
V)~ iGoi,(v) 1
f (g = (fg: neN— 5g(n)f(gn)))

and similarly for @Q instead of P. Hence, if f € i%(V), we have
Vg € G, (i5(Jan ey (0))()), = Jouipy (0)(fy)-

In particular ig(JQMPN (o))(f)(1) = Jou Py (0)(f1)(1). Now let f € ﬁé};(V) The set (Supp f)N
(Ug NUsp) is compact, hence so is the set (Supp f1) N (Ugy NUspy) since Ug NUp = Ugy N Up

Thus by 7.13 we have f; € ﬁé}iPN (V) and we can compute

16 (Jauipy (@) (1) = / flu)du = Joip(o)(f)(1).
UgNUs

By lemma 7.12 this is enough to prove point ii).

Point iii) : we have the decompositions of unipotent radicals Ug = Ugnn.Ugn and Up =
Upnn.Upn. They imply that the natural inclusion Ugn N Upp < Ug NUp is a homeomorphism.

We identify i% (V) and i%y (i85 (V) as in the previous proof. If f € i%y (iN-x (V)), the corre-
1 ~

sponding function f € i (V) satisfies 62, (n)f(gn) = f(g)(n) for all g € G,n € N. In particular,

for any n € N, we have Supp i%(¢)(n)f C Supp f so that, using 7.13, if f € Fé}{[,PN(ijN(V))

38



then for any n € N, the function i%(o)(n)f is in ﬁé}g(V) Hence we compute

Tap @A D)M) = 535 m)Jgp(@)(f)(n) = 635 (n)Jgup(0) (& (@)(n 1) £)(1)
= b [ podu=dhym) [
= ‘%N(”)/U mUi(sQ;TJIVé]%N(n)f(un)du

/ Fw)(n)du = Jonipn(ipan (0))(F)(1)(n)
UqnNUpe

Hence point iii) follows from lemma 7.12.

Corollary 7.14 Let M < G and o be an irreducible representation of M over an algebraically
closed field (of characteristic # p). For any semi-standard Levi subgroup N, note j the j-function
relative to N attached to o. Then we have

ic= 11 J"
a€X¥req(P)
Proof : We can label the set X,..q(P) = {a1, -, a,} in such a way that there are two sequences
of semi-standard parabolic subgroups (Py = P, Py,---, P, = P) and (Qo,- - -, Q,) such that each
P; has semi-standard Levi component M and each @; has semi-standard Levi component M; (that
Levi subgroup containing M and the root subgroup attached to «;). Then we have d(P, P) =

>, d(P;, Piy1) and for each i, d(P;, Pit1) = 1. Hence we get from 7.8 i) and ii) the following

decomposition
1

JFIP(U) - H lQi (inﬁMﬂP,-,,lnMi (O-))

Similarly we have
T

G _ G M,
‘]P\F(”) = HlQi(‘]P,;,lﬂMi\PiﬂM,; (0))
i=1
hence by multiplying both and noticing ‘]ijimeP.mM‘ (U)J%%wa»_mM. (0) = jMi we get the
corollary.
O

The product is in k(M/M?), but one can be more precise : each jM= is invariant by W (M,),
as a function on Wy (M), so that we have jMe € k(M N M2/M°) C k(M/MP®). Let m, be the
unique generator of the rank 1 abelian group M N M2/MY such that there is a positive power
ml € Apr with |a(m?)|F < 1, then one can write :

Vo € Up(M), i) =c [] Wima) —ag,)"os, 25, €k, ng, €Z*, c € k*
i€l

Corollary 7.15 Let M < N < G, o € Irry,(M) and 7 € Irry,(N) a quotient of id-y (o) (where P
is the standard parabolic subgroup with Levi M ). Then for any o € X,eq(An, PN) we have

. .M,
e = 11 (o *)w ()

BEZ ea(An,P),Bja N EN* .

Proof : Since {6 € ET'ed(AM,P)vﬁ\AN € N*Oé} = E,-ed(AM,Pﬂ Na) \ Ered(AMa PN N), we may
simplify notations by assuming N, = G and proving

. M
i$ = 11 (Jo ) wn(n)-

BEXred(Ar,P)\3red(An,PNN)
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Let us first identify the RHS. We note @ the parabolic subgroup with Levi M containing P N N
and the unipotent radical of PN. By 7.8 iii), we have Jpg py (ipnn (0un)) = Jg|p(0un), hence
the product

JPN\W(iPmN (Uun))JWuDN (ipAn (Tun))

is multiplication by some jZ%¢ € k(M/M?) which as in the former corollary can be computed

7 = 11 (o) = 11 ("),

BES ea(An,P)NZrea(Anr,Q) B€Xred(An,P)\Ered(Anr,PNN)

Hence we have to show ji: = (jZ“) g, (n). Notice that the inclusion W (N) < W, (M) corresponds
to the ring morphism f : k[M/M°] — k[N/N°] induced by the inclusion M C N. We will apply
lemma 7.2 to the following situation :

e The parabolic subgroups (P, Q) of this lemma will be here (PN, PN).
e R=Fk[M/M° and R’ = k[N/N°] with f given above.
o 7 = ipnn (00 ® k[M/MP]) where as usual M acts diagonally on the tensor product.

e op =7 ®k[N/N°] and the morphism 7r — o is induced by some surjective morphism

ipny(0) — .

The two required conditions above 7.2 are fulfilled, hence we may apply the lemma to the pair
(PN, PN) and then once again to the pair (PN, PN). Putting P := ker f, the lemma shows that
the multiplication by 52 sends i%(c® Rp) into itself. But Endg(i%(c® Rp)) is a finitely generated
Rp-module (take H-invariants for a suitable H) hence jZ'? is integral on Rp and therefore lies in
Rp since the latter is integrally closed in FracR. The commutative diagrams of 7.2 then show that
f(GF9) = jx (still writing f for its extension Rp — k) or in other words that jr = (jZ9) ¢, (n)-

We end this section with the following remark, to be used in the next section : let P be a semi-
standard parabolic subgroup with Levi component M. If v € Ng(Ag), themap f — (p(v)f: g+—
f(gv)) provides an isomorphism of functors Ap(v) : i% —— if(P) ow. If (6,V) is a (P, Q)-regular
representation of M, then v(o) is (v(P),v(Q))-regular and we have

(7.16) A@(0)(0) 0 Joip(0) = Ju@yjue) (v(0)) © Ap(v)(0).

8 Modular Plancherel measures

In this section, we first study the link between the j-function of an I-integral Q,-representation
and the j-function of a Jordan-Holder factor in its reduction modulo [. Then we specialize to the
co-rank 1 case (meaning we induce from a maximal proper Levi subgroup ) where Silberger in the
complex case has described the j-function. We use it to track down cuspidal subquotients of the
induced representation. Our results here are certainly incomplete.

8.1 Compatibility of j with reduction modulol: Let us start with a [-integral Q,-representation
7 of a Levi subgroup M < G with associated j, € Q;(M/M°)* asin 7.6. If the special fiber divisor
Uz, (M) of W7 (M) is not contained in the singular locus of jr we obtain by restriction a rational
map r;(jr) on this special fiber. If the latter moreover is not contained in the zero set of j,
then 7;(j,) € F;(M/M°)*. In more algebraic words, notice that Q,(M/M?) is the quotient field
of Z[M/MP°] which is a factorial ring, so that it makes sense speaking of the l-valuation of j,.
Saying the special fiber is not contained in the singular/zero locus of j, is equivalent to saying
that the [-valuation of j. is zero. In this case we will say that j. is l-regular.

On another hand, Vignéras has shown [25, I1.5] that the Brauer-Nesbitt principle holds for p-
adic groups, i.e. all finite type Z;G-lattices in 7 have isomorphic semi-simplified reduction modulo
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the maximal ideal of Z;. The semi-simple finite length F;G representation thus obtained will be
noted (7).
In this context we have the following compatibility result,

Proposition 8.2 Going on with the foregoing notations, assume w € Irr@l (M) is cuspidal. Then
Jr is l-regular and for any o € Irrg (M) occurring in 7(m), we have jo = ri(jr).

Proof : First of all, lemma 6.11 and its proof provide us with an admissible model 7, of 7 over
the ring of integers O of some finite subextension E of Q; in Q,, such that the reduction modulo
the maximal ideal of O of mp, be absolutely semi-simple. Let kg be the residual field of Op.
Then there is a surjective map ¢g : 7o, — 0k, Where oy, is a kg-model of o.

Now we apply lemma 7.2 in the following situation

e R=0p[M/M°, R =kg[M/M°)] and f the reduction map.

o TR = T0, R0, 0p[M/M"] and op/ 1= 0, @4, kp[M/MP], where as usual M acts diagonally
on the tensor product.

e ¢:7mTr — op is induced by ¢g.

By the discussion in 7.3, 7g ® k' is (P, P)-regular for any parabolic subgroup P containing M.
In view of this definition, g is certainly admissible. Moreover, its cuspidality and the geometric
lemma insure that the representation r]‘?f[ 0i%(mg) is also R-admissible. By 2.6 iv), its base change
to E(M/M?P) has finite length.

So we may apply the lemma 7.2 to the pairs (P, P) and (P,P). Let P be the kernel of f
(generated by any uniformizer of E). The lemma implies firstly that the multiplication by j.
sends i% (mg,) into itself. Since Endg (i% (7R, )) is a finitely generated module over Rp (apply
Frobenius reciprocity), it follows that j. is integral over Rp and therefore lies in Rp since the
latter is integrally closed. As a consequence j, is [-regular, i.e. we can define r;(j.), and the
diagrams of lemma 7.2 show that r;(j.) = jo-.

U

Remark : The hypothesis of cuspidality on 7 in proposition 8.2 was only used to insure the
integrality of the exponents of the representation r]‘?f 0 i% (). When G is a classical group over a
p-adic field, 4.9 insures that this property of integrality holds for any l-integral w. Hence in this

case, the cuspidality assumption is superfluous.

8.3 Co-rank 1 case : We recall here known facts on characteristic zero coeflicients. We look
at the special case where M < G is maximal (and proper) and fix 7 an irreducible cuspidal Q;-
representation of M. Let us note ¥, the stabilizer of 7 in \I/@l (M). By its definition, the function
Jx on Wg (M) is invariant under translation by ¥g (G)¥r. So let us pick up an element m~ € M
which generates the character group of the quotient torus Vg (M)/Vg (G)¥r ; we may thus write
j= () as a rational function in the variable ¢ (m,). Then, Silberger [21, 1.6] has shown that j,
has the following nice form (in case  is cuspidal). For a € Q; write

(X~ a)(X~! —a)
(X-1H)(X-t-1)

(X +a) (X' +a)

u-(X,a) = (X +1)(X-1T+1)

both in Q;(X).

and uy(X,a):=

Then we have the following cases :
i) If j. has no pole, then it is constant.

ii) If j, has only one pole, say at 1)y then there is some non zero constant ¢ € Q; such that
. _ —%
G () = cu_ (gt (my), a) for some a € Q.

iii) If j. has more than one pole, then let ¥y be such a pole : there are constants c,a,b € @7

such that j.(¢) = c.uf(diwo_l(mw), G)U+(¢¢o_l(m7r)v b).
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In cases ii) and iii), there must be a non-trivial s € Ng(M)/M such that (myy')® =~ 7wyt
Moreover the scalars a,a™!, —b and —b~! are mutually distinct.

With some additional assumptions, one can be more accurate about the constants which occur.
First of all, if one believes in conjecture 1.1 (equivalently, 1.6.ii)) which is true at least for the
classical groups considered in 4.9 ; a and b should be l-adic units. By the compatibility result
8.2, it follows that c is a [-adic unit. If one wants to avoid using these expected facts, one may
nevertheless assume that a € Z;, after maybe replacing m, by m_!. Then, according as b € Z; or
not, one gets from 8.2 that either c or bc is a l-adic unit.

Now, recall that for complex coefficients, the importance of the function j comes from Harish
Chandra’s Plancherel theorem. In particular, j, controls to some extent the reducibility of the
family of induced representations i§; (71). For example it is known [20, 5.4.2.4-5.4.5.2](and very
easy to prove) that for ¢(my).1bg  (my) € {a,a=!, —b,—b~1}, the representation i, (71) has a
square-integrable constituent.

A natural question is then : what’s going on for positive characteristic coefficients ? Can
we track the cuspidal subquotients with the behavior of j. ? Here is a partial answer to these
questions :

Proposition 8.4 Let M < G be mazimal and 7 be an irreducible cuspidal F-representation of
M with central character w,. We note 01(jr) the order of vanishing of the function j. at ¢ = 1.
Assume also | # 2 and fir s € Ng(M)\ M. Then we have

i) If wy is regular, then jr is reqular at ¢ =1 (i.e. 01(jx) = 0) and i§; () is reducible if and
only if 01(jx) > 1

it) If w = wy then 01(jr) = —2 is even, and the following holds :

(a) If 01(jx) = —2 then i§; () is irreducible and 7 ~ 5.

(b) If 01(jx) = 0 then i, () is reducible if and only if 7 ~ 7 and is always semi-simple
(hence has no cuspidal constituent).

(¢) If 01(jx) = 2 then i§; (%) is reducible.

i) In any cases, if i, (1) has a cuspidal constituent (or equivalently has length > 3), then
01 (]ﬂ—) 2 2.

Remarks :

e Suppose that s has no fixed point on the unramified orbit of 7. Point ii)(a) implies that j
has no pole. But then it follows from Silberger’s form in characteristic zero and 8.2 that j,
has to be constant. Hence by points i) and ii)(b), the induced representations i, (7)) are
always irreducible.

e Notice that for a Q,-representation 7 as in the proposition, it follows from Silberger’s form
above that the possibilities for 01 (j.) are 0 or 1 for a regular central character w,, and —2 or
0 for a non-regular central character. Hence for a F;-representation, proposition 8.2 implies
that the possibilities for orders of poles and zeros listed in the above proposition are the only
ones, under the assumptions made (especially | # 2).

e About the case [ = 2 : point i) is still true and proved as in the following proof. Point ii)
and iii) need not be true as in the example of SL(2) given in the end of the section. In fact
for a classical group, it is generally predicted that a,b € p%N*. Modulo [ = 2, we thus get
a,b =1, hence the j-function is constant.

Proof : Let us begin with the regular case w, # wy. Equivalently, the representation 7 is (P, P)
as well as (P, P)-regular in the sense of 2.10. Then by 7.3-7.4 the rational intertwining operators
Jpip(Tun) and Jpp(mun) are regular at ¢ = 1. Hence so is the rational function j and we have
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J51p(1)Jp () = jx(1). It follows immediately that if jz(1) = 0, at least one of the intertwining
operators for 7 is not invertible. Since it is also non zero, either its kernel or its image provides a
proper non-zero G-stable subspace of 1§, () which is therefore reducible. Conversely, if o C i, ()
is a non-trivial proper subrepresentation, then by Frobenius reciprocity we must have r]g (o) =m.

In particular, by regularity of 7, o cannot be a sub-object of iﬁ, (). Therefore the intertwining
operators for 7 cannot be isomorphisms and j,(1) = 0.

Now, let us show point iii) under the regularity assumption : we assume that o1(j;) = 1 and
will prove that i§;(7) has no cuspidal subquotient. Since we already know that i§;(7) is reducible,
it is equivalent to showing that it has length 2. Observe that 01 (j.) as well as the length of i§; ()
are invariant under torsion by unramified characters of G. This makes us introduce the irreducible
subvariety Wg (G).1 C Vg (M) (orbit of the trivial character), its quotient field & and its local
ring ©. Considering the representation i§; (7 ® k) (where as usual M acts diagonally), what we
have to show is that it has length 2, as a kG-representation. Next, we consider the commutative
diagram

J — J
§(r ® 0) == G (r © 0) == i§; (T © )

T

Ji — J
i§(rok) — S (rek —i§(r@k)

which requires the following explanations : since ¥(G).1 lies inside the regular locus of Jp|p (Tun),
the latter induces the morphism noted Jo in this diagram. Same thing for Jo. On another
hand, J; and J; are the base changes of Jp p(7) and Jpp(m). Finally the vertical maps are the
reduction modulo the maximal ideal of @. The commutativity is a (easy) special case of lemma
7.2.

Now, the hypothesis 01 (j) > 0 is equivalent to the vanishing of the products JJ = JyJi = 0,
so that we have the following filtration in i§; (7 ® k) :

0 im Jy C ker Jy, G i (7 @ k)

where the first and the last subquotients have already been observed to be irreducible. In turn the
hypothesis 01 (j) = 1 is equivalent to the assertion JoJo = JoJo = A with A € O a generator of
the maximal ideal of ©. Thus in this case, the inclusion im Jo C J5"(\.i; (7 ® 0)) is actually an

equality. Hence on reduction modulo A it remains an equality, and the composition series above
has length 2.

Let us consider now the singular case w, = w2. By lemma 7.5, the poles of the rational
intertwining operators lie on the Wg (G)-orbits of such singular characters and have order < 1. So
let us use the same notations O and k as in the proof of point i)(b) above. The regular function
A € Ug (M) = p(mg) — 1, where myg is a generator of (M N G°)/M?, is a generator of the
maximal ideal of O. The poles of Jp‘ p(Tun) being of order < 1, the following map is well defined

Mpip(Tun) : 1§ (1 © 0) — i§(x © O).

We will call “residue” of Jp p(mun) along A and note RyJpp : i§; (mp) — 5 (mx) the operator
defined from the latter by reduction modulo A. It is convenient to recall the Frobenius adjoint
M o i) (my) — m, of Ry Jpp from the definitions : it is an endomorphism of r o i} (m1,) with
image in the canonical subspace m; — rg o 1'%'} (mk) which is given by the action of an element in
the group algebra = € k[Ay], of the form z = c¢(a — wg, (a)) where ¢ € k is a non-zero constant,
a € Ap (see the proof of lemma 7.5). Since w? = wp,, the action of such an element vanishes if

and only if the extension 7 — @ 0 iy (k) — 7§ splits on Aj;. Hence if it doesn’t vanish, the
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action of x induces and isomorphism between 7} and 7, and the extension has to be non-trivial.
In particular, in this case R,\Jpl p is an isomorphism (it corresponds to the natural identification

i) () — E(wz) through the isomorphism 7§ —— 7 provided by the action of ¢(a — w;y (a))).

Summing up these considerations, we see that we are in one of the two following exclusive situations

i) Jpp(Tun) is regular at m (or equivalently at 7), RaJpp = 0 and the extension mj, —
@o i (1) — w3 splits on Apy.

ii) Jp p(Tun) is singular at 7 (or equivalently at 7y), R\ Jp|p is an isomorphism, the extension
T — 1M 0 i§; (7)) — 7} is non-trivial, and 7 =~ 7.
Moreover, we are in the situation i) for Jpp if and only if we are in the corresponding situation i)

for Jpp : this follows from the criterion of non-triviality of the extension m), — @mﬁ(wk) — T,

together with the fact that the endofunctors @oiﬁ and sorM 0§, os of the categories of smooth

M -representations are isomorphic.

Now we claim that in situation ii), the induced representation i, () is irreducible. Assume
the contrary and let oy be an irreducible subrepresentation of i§; (). Then r)¥ (ox) = m; and

by Casselman’s reciprocity oy is also isomorphic to a quotient of i%(wk). This provides us with a
non-trivial non-invertible morphism i§; () — i§; (7). Since Ry.J p(p is another such morphism,

but invertible, we get dimy,(Home (i) (1), i5(7%)) > 2, which contradicts the non-triviality of the

extension 7y, < 12 o i (75) — 7. Whence the claim.

We apply this to the case ii)(a) of the proposition, namely when 0 (j.) = —2. Equivalently,
Jr € XT20* C Fy(M/MP). Letting r € k* be the image of A2j, modulo O, it follows that we have
the product identities RAJF|PR>\JP\F = R,\JplﬁR)\Jp‘P =r € k* and in particular the residues of

intertwining operators are non-zero. Hence we are in situation ii) above and i% (7) is irreducible.

From now on, we assume that 01(jr) # —2, which implies by the form of j, given by Silberger
and our assumption ! # 2, that 01(j;) = 0. Then the products RAJF|PRAJP\F = RAJP@RAJEP
are zero. Hence at least one of the residue operator is not invertible, and by what has been said
above it is actually zero and so is the other one. Hence we are in situation i) above. In particular,
Jp|p(Tun) is regular at m and specializes to an intertwining operator Jpp (7). The latter is
non-trivial since, by regularity and specialization, its Frobenius adjoint has to be a retraction of
the embedding mj, — rM o i§; (). Moreover we have the product formulas Jﬁ‘p(ﬂ’k)«]p@(ﬂk) =
Jpp (i) Jp p () = ¢ € k.

Assume now that o1(j;) = 0, or equivalently that ¢ is non-zero in k. We begin proving the
equivalence in statement ii)(b) ; if i, () is reducible and o}, is an irreducible subrepresentation,
then oy, is also, via Jp p(mk), a subrepresentation of i§; (75), so that we have r¥ (o}) = 7 =
;. Conversely if mp = 77 and since the extension mj — @ o i (m) — m; is split, we have
dimy,(Endg (i) (7)) = 2, so that i, (1) is reducible. To see that it is semi-simple, we fix an
isomorphism I, : 7§ — m, and note A, the corresponding isomorphism i, () = i (75) —
i (m1.). Tt follows from 7.16 that Jpp(mi) = Ao Jpp(m) o A. We are thus lead to define
J := Ao Jpp € Endg (i§; (mx)). From the product formula it satisfies J? = ¢. To unravel the

definition of J, consider the extension
~ o
0 — mp — w1 — 1 0 i) (1) — 1 — 0.

The right hand map corresponds to the identity morphism of ig’;[(wk), while J corresponds to some
splitting of the left hand map. In particular {.J, Id} is a basis of Endg (i§; (my)). Since J satisfies
the separable? equation J? = ¢, it follows that 1']6(;[ () is semi-simple. O

2Here the assumption ! # 2 is unavoidable, see the SL(2) example in the end of the section
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The result of this proposition is quite unsatisfactory, because point iii) does not claim an
equivalence between having a cuspidal subquotient and having o1 (jr) = 2. However with more
assumptions, we can get the equivalence thanks to Shahidi’s results.

Let us first recall the notion of genericity. Let Uy be the unipotent radical of Py and y : Uy —
k* be a smooth k-valued character of Uy which is non-degenerate in the sense that its stabilizer
under the natural action of My is in the center of G. A representation m € Irry(G) is called
x-generic if there is an embedding ™ — Indgo(x) (smooth induction with no support assumption),
or equivalently, if Homy, (7, x) # 0.

Lemma 8.5 Let x : Uy — F; be a non-degenerate character and ™ € IrrFL(G) be x-generic.
Then any l-integral representation T € Irr@L(G) such that r((T) “contains” m, is X-generic for any

lifting X : N — 7.

Proof :  We start with a very general remark. Let R be any commutative ring containing p*, U
be a unipotent p-adic group, and x : U — R* a smooth character. Then the functor

Modr(U) — R —mod
M — M, :=M/(nm—x(n)m,me M)

is exact. Indeed, it is the quotient of the identity functor by the subfunctor M — M(y) :=
(nm — x(n)m,m € M), thus it suffices to show that the latter is exact. Let (U,)nen be an
increasing sequence of compact open subgroups of U, and e,, the idempotent of Hz(U) associated
to xju, (which exists because p is invertible in R). Then M(x) = lim ker e, and this exhibits

neN
M +— M(x) as an inductive limit of exact functors.

Let us apply this to the setting U := Uy, R := Z; and x := X. Let w C Vi be a stable Z;-lattice
whose reduction is semi-simple, as in lemma 6.11. Hence we have a G-equivariant epimorphism
w — Vr, which induces an epimorphism wy — , by right exactness of M +— Mg. Moreover,
since w is I-torsion free, so wy is, by left exactness of M — M5.

Now if 7 is x-generic, the foregoing discussion shows that 0 # wy — 7g, thus 7y # 0 and 7 is
X-generic.

O

Proposition 8.6 Assume G is quasi-split over a p-adic number field. Let M < G be mazimal
and m be an irreducible supercuspidal Fy representation which is X|y,nar-generic for some non-

degenerate character x : Uy — F;. Assume also | # 2. Then the following conditions are
equivalent :

i) 01(jr) = 2.
i) i, (7) has a cuspidal subquotient.

ii) There is a cuspidal l-integral T € Irrg (M) whose reduction “contains” m, and such that i§(7)
has a discrete series constituent whose reduction contains a generic cuspidal component.

Moreover, these conditions hold only if ¢>" = 1 in F;, where r is the order of the stabilizer V% of

Remark : All the conditions in this proposition are fulfilled in the case of linear groups. Thus for
general linear groups, this reproves results of Vignéras, by different means. However, the results of
[25] and [24] are much more precise and describe the reducibility of parabolic induction from any
Levi subgroup. Recasting these results in terms of modular Plancherel measures on one hand, and
taking into account the main result of [14] on the other hand, we are lead to the following natural
guess : For any G (say over a p-adic number field), any Levi M, any cuspidal 7 € Irrg (M) and

assumin rime to el € maucea representation 1 s as cuspraat suoquotients 1
ing | prime to [Ng(M)/M)|, the induced representation i$; () h pidal subquotients if
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and only if the function j. has a zero at 1 of order greater than the parabolic rank of M. Assuming
this guess true, the next guess would be that such zeros always occur at specializations of maximal
order zeros of the j-function of a lifting of 7. And then the ultimate one would be that the cuspidal
subquotient thus obtained occur in the reduction modulo [ of a (ordinary) discrete series... Much

work in perspective ! It would be interesting to guess some statement taking into account those [
dividing [Ng(M)/M].

Proof :  (Sketch) We will rely on Shahidi’s paper [19], especially theorem 8.1. The implication
191) = i) is obvious and the implication i) = ) was proved in proposition 8.4. We will prove
1) = iii), so we assume 01(jr) = 2. In this case, the proof of proposition 8.4 shows that the
intertwining operators Jp, p(Tun) and J P\ﬁ(”un) are regular at m and specialize to non-trivial
operators Jp () and Jp p(m) such that Jp5(m)Jp p(7) = Jp p(7)Jpjp(m) = 0. Thus we have
a filtration

0 G im(Jpp(n)) C ker (Jpp(m)) & iy ()

where the extremal subquotients, namely im Jp5(m) and coim Jp p(m) are irreducible and non-
cuspidal. The problem is therefore to prove that the middle C is a &. Our strategy is to observe
first that i$;(7) must have a y-generic constituent. Then we will show that neither im .J pp(T) nor
coim Jp p(m) can be generic. This will imply that there must be something (necessarily cuspidal)
in the middle. In the course of the proof we will exhibit it as a piece of the reduction of some
discrete series.

First step : i$; (n) has a x-generic constituent

Equivalently, we have to show that the F;-vector space Homg (i§; (W),Indgo (x)) is non-zero.
By [25, 1.4.13 and 1.5.11] this vector space is isomorphic to Homg (1'11d§O (x1),i§; (7V)) where
1'11d5D stands for smooth induction with compact supports. By Frobenius reciprocity, the latter
space is also Homyy (r¥ o 1'ndg0 (x71), 7). But a geometric-lemma-like argument together with
the non-degeneracy of y show that r¥ ojndgo(x_l) ~ 1'nd](‘]40 A M(X|_U10 ~ar)- Therefore our first space

is isomorphic to Hom; (7, Ind%mM (X|vonar)) which is non-zero by assumption.

Second step : let ™ € Irr@l (M) containing some Z;M-lattice w with semi-simple reduction and

equipped with a non-zero morphism w — . If Jp p(un) is regular at 7 then Jp p(7) (i (w))

i%(w) and the following square is commutative :

J=1 o (7)
.G P|P .G
i3 (w) — iz (w)

J5 p(m)
G PP .G
1P ™ > 1P 71—)

The reduction of w to F; will be noted @. By assumption it is a semi-simple F;-representation
containing 7. Since jz induces the j-function of each constituent 7’ of @, we have o01(j./) =
01(jx) = 2. _

Let us note R := Z;[M/M?°] and consider the prime ideals A corresponding to the reduction
map Z; — [y, and P corresponding to the trivial character M/M? — Z;. Their sum M := P+A
is a maximal ideal. Lemma 7.2 tells us that the operator Jpl p(Tun) is regular along A (meaning

that Jp p(Tun) sends i%(w® Ry) into i%(w ® R ) and that it induces Jp|p(Wun) after reduction

modulo A). Let us note R := R/A = F;[M/M°] and P the image of P in R. We also know by the
proof of proposition 8.4 that Jp|p(Wun) is regular at ¢ = li,that is, it sends 118’(5%) into j%(w%)
and by definition induces Jp (@) on reduction modulo P. It follows that Jp p(Tun) is regular
along M. Actually we already knew from our assumption that it is regular along P and induces

Jp p(m) on reduction modulo P. What we get from the regularity along M, is that the latter
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Jp p(m) is regular along A, i.e. it sends i% (w) into 1'% (w) and induces Jpp(W) after reduction
modulo A. Composing with the map @ — 7, we get the second step.

Third step : there exist 71 and Ty as in the statement of the second step, such that im J P\ﬁ(%l)
and coim Jp p(72) are non-generic, while im Jpp(72) and coim Jp p(71) are generic discrete
series.

By corollary 6.9 we may choose some cuspidal l-integral 7 € Irr@l (M) whose reduction contains
m. Then according to proposition 8.2 and our hypothesis 01 (j,) # 0, the j-function jz of T cannot
be constant hence it is either of type 8.3 ii) or of type 8.3 iii).

We assume first that jz is of type 8.3 ii), i.e. there are ¢,a € @7 and g € Ug, (M) , such

that jz(¢) = cu_ (g *(my),a). By our assumption on the group, ¢ and a are l-adic units.
Since moreover we have (Tt ')® ~ Ty, ¥o(my) is also a l-adic unit and we may assume g to
be integrally valued. We will note @, ¢ and 1 the respective reductions of the latter. Then by
proposition 8.2, our assumption 01 (j;) > 2 is equivalent to 1y(m,) =@ =a . So let us choose
two unramified characters 1,1 : M/M°® — 1+ A (where A is the maximal ideal of Z;) such
that (195 ") (mx) = a and (a2thy ) (my) = a='. We put 7; := 7b;. Then 01(jz,) = 1 hence each
i§; (7;) is reducible with one discrete series constituent. By lemma 8.5, both 7; are generic, hence
by [19, 8.1], the discrete series constituent is generic and the other constituent is not generic. We
need to know more precisely who is a sub and who is a quotient. By [19, 8.1], we know that
a = p* or a = pTz. In particular, we may assume to fix ideas that a € p%N*. In this case
the subrepresentation of izcv’} (1) is the non-generic constituent, whereas the subrepresentation of
i (%2) is the discrete series constituent.

Let us now consider the case where jx is of type 8.3 iii). The constants ¢, b, a again are l-adic
units. Using [19, 8.1] we may assume to fix ideas that a,b € p%N*. Now we leave the reader check
that up to changing a and b, our assumption o1 (j) > 2 implies that one of the following equalities
occur on reduction to F; :

Da=al#£+l, i)a=-bA+l, or ii)a=-b  #=l.

Cases 1) and iii) are treated exactly as in the foregoing argument. Besides, case ii) is actually
impossible : we observe that [19, 8.1] implies (up to changing a and b) that either a = b or a? = b.
The first case is impossible since we obtain @ = —a, and so the second one is, since we obtain

a=—a’, ie a=—1.

Fourth step : end of the proof

Let 7 be as in the statement of the second step. Then by this second step, im Jp‘p(ﬂ'), resp.
coim Jp p(m), is a constituent of the reduction of im Jp (), resp. coim Jp (7). Applying this
to 71 and 73 of the third step, we get from lemma 8.5 that neither im Jp(7) nor coim Jp|p(m)
can be generic. Hence there must be a generic cuspidal constituent and the latter occurs in the
reduction of the unique generic constituent of 1'% (71), resp. if/j (72), which is a discrete series.

Besides it follows from [19], 8.1 and 8.2, that the constants a and b in Silberger’s form recalled
in 8.3 equal ¢*" or ¢*% (according to the value of the indexes i in thm 8.1. of [19]) ; this implies
the last assertion of the proposition. O

Example : G = SL(2), M is the diagonal torus, P is the group of upper triangular matrices and
m = 1is the trivial representation. To express the j function we may put m, = m := ( @ i >
for some uniformizer w of F. Over C the j function has the form
_ 1 (@(m) —g)@(m) —q)

¢ (p(m) —=1)(¥(m) - 1)

As an illustration of the last two propositions, we have the following discussion, when [ # 2, for

the reducibility and the composition series of the induced representations iﬁ(w) for any unramified

F,-character of T :

J1(¥)
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i) If ¢ # +1mod, then ig () is  irreducible if (m) # —1,q,q7 1,
reducible semi-simple if ¢(m) = —1,
reducible non-split of length 2 if 1)(m) = q or ¢~ 1.

This case essentially behaves as the classical complex case.

ii) If ¢ = 1mod1, then i%(¢) is irreducible if ¥(m) # +1,
reducible semi-simple if ¢)(m) = £1.
Notice that in this case the j-function is constant on Vg (M).
iii) If ¢ = —1mod/, then i%(¢)) is irreducible if ¢(m) # —1,

reducible of length > 3 if ¥(m) = —1.

Actually in the latter case, the length of i%(dz) is 4 or 6. As a matter of fact, in the analogous
situation for GL(2), Vigneras has shown that the length is 3. let us note 7 the irreducible
cuspidal subquotient which appears in this GL(2)-case. Since F*SL(2, F) has index 4 in
GL(2, F), the length of the restriction of m to SL(2,F) is 1,2 or 4. On another hand, the
representation i, (1) is the reduction of the Q,-representation i} (m — —1) which is known
to be the direct sum of two stably conjugate representations. Hence it must have even length.

Let us assume now [ = 2. Then the j-function is constant. In the regular case ¥(m) # 1,
the representation i, (1) is irreducible (see the third remark below proposition 8.4). In the case
1(m) = 1, let us return to the end of the proof of proposition 8.4 where some endomorphism J of
i§; () was defined. Since {.J,Id} is a basis of Endg (i§; (1)) and J? — ¢ = (J — ¢)> = 0 for some
scalar ¢, the representation iAG/I (1) is not semi-simple. Actually the trivial representation is both
a sub and a quotient, and there is some cuspidal part “in the middle”. By the same remark as

above, the length is 4 or 6.
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