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On the reduction modulo p of representations
of a quaternion division algebra over a p-adic field

Kazuki Tokimoto

1 Introduction

Let F' be a non-Archimedean local field with a finite residue field of charac-
teristic p. The local Langlands correspondence (LLC) establishes a canonical
bijection between the set of isomorphism classes of n-dimensional Frobenius
semisimple Deligne representations of the Weil group Wpg and the set of
isomorphism classes of irreducible admissible representations of GL,, (F).
Recently two kinds of analogues of the correspondence have been studied
extensively, that is, the p-adic Langlands correspondence and the mod p
Langlands correspondence. The former seeks for an extended correspon-
dence involving p-adic Galois representations (i.e. continuous representa-
tions of the absolute Galois group G of F' over a p-adic field) whereas the
latter looks for a correspondence between mod p representations (i.e. rep-
resentations over a field of characteristic p) and the compatibility of these
two correspondences with the reduction modulo p is one of the keys to their
studies.

When n = 2 and F' = Q,, two correspondences, along with a number
of satisfactory properties including the compatibility with the reduction in
many cases, have been established (cf. [Br3]). To motivate our study in
this paper let us look at an early version of the correspondences. Breuil
(cf. [Brl], [Br2]) conjectured and partly proved a p-adic Langlands corre-
spondence involving two-dimensional irreducible crystalline representations
of G, and a mod p Langlands correspondence involving two-dimensional
semisimple mod p representations of Gg,. Roughly speaking, the p-adic
Langlands correspondence was proposed by combining the local Langlands
correspondence with the data necessary to obtain a p-adic Galois representa-
tion from a Deligne representation and the mod p Langlands correspondence
was discovered by classifying the mod p representations of both sides by the
same parameters and taking into account the compatibility with the re-
duction. Our objective in this paper is an elementary consideration of a
similar situation with GLo(F') replaced by the multiplicative group D* of a
quaternion division algebra D over F'.

The local Jacquet-Langlands correspondence (LJLC) gives a canonical
bijection between the set of isomorphism classes of discrete series represen-
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tations of GLy(F') and the set A;(D) of isomorphism classes of irreducible
admissible representations of D*. Composing with LL.C, we obtain a canon-
ical bijection between the set of isomorphism classes of two-dimensional in-
decomposable Deligne representations of Wpg and the set A;(D). In this
paper we first classify certain irreducible mod p representations of Wg and
of D*| thereby proposing a mod p correspondence (cf. section [2]), and then
compute (the semisimplification of) the reduction of certain representations
of W and of D* (cf. section [3]) to examine if this correspondence is com-
patible with the composite of LLC and LJLC (cf. section @]).

Irreducible representations of D* are easier to deal with than those of
GL2(F') in many aspects. Since D* is compact modulo center, represen-
tations we treat are all finite-dimensional. Also, as the pro-p-subgroup Ull)
is normal not only in the unit group Up, but also in D*, every irreducible
mod p representation of D* is inflated from that of D* /U 11)7 which makes
irreducible mod p representations of D* much more accessible than those of
GLa(F). It follows that the groups essentially involved are isomorphic and
a mod p correspondence is obtained in quite a natural manner. However,
it turned out that this mod p correspondence and the composed correspon-
dence are not compatible with the reduction modulo p except for the simplest
case of “level zero” (the mod p correspondence here and its compatibility
with the reduction in the level zero case have already been treated by [Vi2]).
In fact, in most cases the reduction of an irreducible representation of D*
contains every irreducible mod p representation satisfying the obvious nec-
essary condition (i.e. having the suitable central character). This may be
natural in that every irreducible mod p representation of D* has a non-zero
vector fixed by U 117 and the same condition forces an irreducible admissible
representation of D* to be of level zero. At least we make some observation
on this phenomenon (cf. EL.5]).
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Notation and terminology

We list here the notation and the terminology which we use freely without
recalling the definitions. For more on the materials considered here, see
[BH], [Se2] and [Re] among many other standard references.

Let F' be a non-Archimedean local field with a finite residue field kr
of characteristic p, over which we work in the entire paper. Let g be the
cardinality of kr. Let D denote a quaternion division algebra (i.e. a central
division algebra of dimension four) over F.

If E/F is a finite field extension, we denote the normalized discrete
valuation of F by vg : E* — Z, the valuation ring of E by op, the maximal
ideal of o by pr and the residue field by kg. The unit group is denoted by
Ug = o}, and its congruence subgroups by U = 1+p%, for n > 1. We denote
by wug the group of roots of unity of order prime to p in E* (canonically
isomorphic to kj). When we take a uniformizer of F, it is usually denoted
by wg. The ramification index of the extension E/F is denoted by e(E|F).

We use an analogous notation for the division algebra D. Let us de-
note the reduced trace and the reduced norm of D by Trd : D — F
and Nrd : D* — F*. We set vp = vpoNrd : D* — Z. It is a sur-
jective homomorphism. Let op = {x € D* | vp(z) > 0} U {0} and
q={x € D* | vp(xz) > 1} U {0}denote the maximal order of D and its
maximal two-sided ideal. The residue ring kp = op/q is a finite field with
¢? elements. We set Up = of) = Kervp and Up = 14+ ¢" forn > 1. If
wp € D* satisfies vp(wp) = 1, it acts on kp by conjugation as a g¢-th
power (i.e. wprwpy' =29 (mod U},) for all x € Up).

If E/F is a finite extension, Wg denotes the Weil group of E. If we take
a Frobenius element Fr € Wg, then Wpg is the semidirect product Zg x FrZ
of the inertia subgroup Zx and the discrete infinite cyclic subgroup FrZ. The
unique pro-p-Sylow subgroup Pg of Zg is called the wild inertia subgroup
and the tame inertia group Zg/Pg is canonically isomorphic to lim F o,
where F,» denotes the field with p" elements. Through this isomorphism
the conjugation of the tame inertia group by a Frobenius element Fr amounts
to the usual action of Fr on lim Fyu (ie. ifi:Zp/Pr — Jm F . stands for
the canonical isomorphism, we have i((Fr)g(Fr)~!) = Fr(i(g))). The local
class field theory provides a natural homomorphism ag : Wg — E* (Artin
reciprocity map) which induces an isomorphism between the abelianization
W%b and E*. We normalize it so that geometric Frobenius elements are
sent to uniformizers.

From now on, we fiz a field isomorphism C ~ @p and the representations
over C are invariably identified with the representations over @p through this
isomorphism. In this paper, we consider admissible representations of locally
profinite groups over C (or @p) and over Fp. To specify it the latter will often
be called “mod p representations” although it will be usually clear from the
context which we are dealing with. One-dimensional smooth representations



(i.e. continuous homomorphisms to C* or F; ) are often called characters.

Let E/F be a finite extension. If ¢ is a character of E (resp. of D), the
level of v is defined to be the least integer n such that p% C Ker (resp.
q" C Ker). If x is a character of E*, the level of x is defined to be the
least integer n such that Ug“ C Kery. Similarly, if II is an irreducible
representation of D* of dimension greater than one, the level of IT is defined
to be the least integer n such that UBH C KerlII.

If G is a locally profinite group and H is a closed subgroup, Indga
denotes the smooth induction of a smooth representation o of H to G.
(However, H is always of finite index in G in this paper and hence the notion
of smooth induction and that of compact induction coincide.) Also, Res% o
and o|p denotes the restricted representation of a smooth representation o

of G to H.

2 Classification of mod p representations

2.1 Irreducible mod p representations of D*

In this subsection we classify irreducible admissible mod p representations
of D*. As the abelianization D* — (D*)?P is isomorphic to the reduced

norm map D* Nd %, mod p characters of D* are in a natural one-to-one
correspondence with mod p characters of F'* (by composing Nrd : D* —
F>*). We denote the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible admissible
representations of D* over F, of dimension greater than one by AJ(D,F,) .

We begin with introducing the language which we use throughout the

paper.

Definition 2.1. Let K be an algebraically closed field.

An admissible pair (E/F,x) with values in K is a pair in which E/F
is a tamely ramified quadratic extension and x is a character of E* with
values in K, satisfying the following conditions:

1. x does not factor through the norm map Ng/p : E* — F* (i.e. there
does not exist any character ¢ of F* such that x = ¢ o Ng/p).

2. if X‘U}g does factor through the norm map N p, then E is unramified
over F.

The level of an admissible pair (E/F,x) is defined to be the level of x. An
admissible pair (E/F,x) is said to be minimal if the level of (poNg/p) ® x
is mot strictly smaller than that of x for any character ¢ of F*. We often
call minimal admissible pairs simply by minimal pairs.

We say that admissible pairs (E/F,x) and (E'/F,X') are F-isomorphic
if there exists an F-isomorphism j : E — E' such that x = x' o j. The set
of F-isomorphism classes of admissible pairs with values in K is denoted by



Py(F,K). If K = C, an admissible pair with values in C is simply called an
admissible pair and we set Po(F) = Po(F,C).

Remark 2.2. 1. Since every character of a subgroup of F* of index two
with values in K can be extended to a character of F*, Hilbert 90
shows that the condition 1 in the definition is equivalent to

x # X for 0 € Gal(E/F)\ {1}.

2. Admissible pairs (E/F,x) and (E/F,X') are F-isomorphic if and only
if X! = X' for some element § € Gal(E/F).

8. If x in an admissible pair (E/F,x) is trivial on Uy (e.g. if the char-
acteristic of K is p), E is unramified over F by the condition 2.

We also need another closely related notion to facilitate the computation
of the reduction.

Definition 2.3. Let E/F be a quadratic Galois extension. Let £ be a mod
p character of E*.

We say that & is reqular if & does not factor through the morm map
NE/F BX — FX

Remark 2.4. 1. If E/F is an unramified quadratic extension, we have
a natural identification

Pyo(F,F,) = {€ | € is a regular mod p character of E*}/ ~,
where ~ is an equivalence relation defined by
E~ ¢ if and only if €9 = ¢
for some element 0 € Gal(E/F).

2. Let E/F and & be as in the Definition [2.3.

If E/F is unramified, then & is reqular if and only if &( %71) #+ 1,
where (g € E* is a generator of ug.

If E/F is totally ramified, then £ is reqular if and only if £(—1) # 1.
(Note that & is trivial on U }3) In particular, & is irregular if p = 2.

3. As in the previous remark, we often take some elements to state the
result explicitly. Therefore we fix the notation here to avoid explaining
the same setting repetitively.

(a) If a quadratic unramified extension E/F (sometimes denoted by

Ey/F) is fized in the context, then we take a generator (g € ug

and a uniformizer wp € F', and set (g = qu;rl € ur.



(b) If a tamely quadratic totally ramified extension E/F is fized in
the context, then we take a generator (g € pup and a uniformizer
wp € E such that w?, is a uniformizer of F, and set wp = w, €
F.

In what follows, we mainly use the more flexible notion of regular mod
p characters instead of that of admissible pairs with values in [F,,.

Proposition 2.5. Let E/F be an unramified quadratic extension and & a
mod p character of E*. Let us take an F-embedding E — D. Let us denote
by &' the mod p character of EXUL = F*Up such that g = & and
SUULI) = 1. Finally, let us set

T = Indg:Ub ¢l
Then the following assertions hold.

1. The representation ¢ is independent up to isomorphism of the choice
of F-embedding E — D.

2. The representation ¢ is irreducible if and only if & is reqular. Every
irreducible mod p representation of D* of dimension greater than one
can be expressed this way. If & and & are regular mod p characters, m¢
and ¢ are isomorphic if and only if €9 = ¢ for some 0 € Gal(E/F).

In other words, the construction above induces a bijection

Py(F,F,) ~ AY(D,F,). (1)

In particular, irreducible admissible mod p representations of D* are
either one-dimensional or two-dimensional.

3. Let & be irreqular. Then &' admits an extension to a mod p character
of D*. There exist two such extensions &1,& if p # 2 and only one
extension & if p = 2. We have

e 2 & @& if p# 2,

e 1S a non-split extension of € with itself ifp=2.

Proof. Changing the choice of F-embedding only amounts to the composi-
tion of an inner automorphism of D* by Skolem-Noether theorem and hence
1 follows immediately.

Since m¢ is two-dimensional, it is reducible if and only if it has a one-
dimensional subrepresentation, which is equivalent to the existence of an
extension of &' to D* by Frobenius reciprocity. One can verify by an ele-
mentary calculation that ¢ extends to D* if and only if ¢ is fixed under the



conjugation action of w%, where wp € D* satisfies vp(wp) = 1. Observing
that the mod p character ' is trivial on the normal pro-p-subgroup U}) and
wDCEwl_)l = (% (mod Ull)) for any generator (g € pupg, we see that this is
certainly equivalent to £ being irregular. If £ is irregular, any extensions of
¢" appear both as a subrepresentation and as a quotient representation of
7T£. _

If p # 2 and ¢ is irregular, m¢ has two distinct subrepresentations &; and
& and is therefore a direct sum of these subrepresentations.

Mackey’s decomposition [Sell 7.3], [Vill, 1.5.5] gives ResgiUb e 2o

(¢9)t and Frobenius reciprocity yields
H [ H i + 0\t
OmDX(ﬂf’aﬂ.ﬁ) OmEXU%)(é. 7§ D (§ ) )7

for any mod p characters £ and £ of E*. If £ is regular, this implies the
stated condition for m¢ = mg. Taking & = &' to be irregular, we see that
Endpx (m¢) is two-dimensional and hence m¢ is not a direct sum of two
isomorphic representations if p = 2 and £ is irregular.

It now remains to show that the induced map (1) is surjective. Let
(m, V) be an irreducible mod p representation of D* of dimension greater
than one. As U 117 is pro-p and V is a direct limit of p-groups, a standard
argument shows that the invariant part vUb =+ 0 Since the order of Up /U 117
is prime to p, VUb is semisimple as a representation of Up and in particular
contains a character of Up. On the other hand, 7 admits a central character
by Schur’s lemma. These characters are consistent and define a character
¢ of F*Up = EXU} contained in V. Let us put £ = ¢/|g. By Frobenius
reciprocity the inclusion of ¢ into V' induces a D*-equivariant map m¢ =
Ind?i Up ¢ — m, which is non-zero and hence surjective by irreducibility.
Since 7 is not one-dimensional, it is an isomorphism. This completes the

proof.
O

Remark 2.6. If ¢ is irregular (and E/F is unramified), then any extension
of € is expressed as (p o Nrd) with some mod p character ¢ of F* such that

0(Cr) = &(Cp) and p(wr)® = &(wp),

where (g, (p and wg are taken as in Remark Z413dl

Although this much suffices for the classification of irreducible mod p
representations of D*, we study further the analogous situation with F
being ramified over F' for the convenience of computations later.

n fact, U} is normal in D* and hence Vb — v by irreducibility. In other words,
every irreducible mod p representation of D* is inflated from that of D* /UB. However,
we are not going to need this fact in what follows.



Proposition 2.7. Let E/F be a totally ramified quadratic extension of F
and v a mod p character of E*. Let us take an F-embedding & — D. Let
us denote by vt the extension of v to EXU}) such that VHUJB =1.

DX 1
ExULY
morphism of the choice of F-embedding and we have

mdp . vt = (P o (D7),

el vels

Then the induced representation Ind is independent up to iso-

where Iy denotes the set of (isomorphism classes of) two-dimensional irre-
ducible mod p representations of D* with a central character v|px and Io
denotes the set of mod p characters of D* extending vF.

If Ey denotes an unramified quadratic extension of F, we have

I = {m¢ | € is a reqular mod p character of E§ extending v|px },

I, ={poNrd | ¢ is a mod p character of F* such that (p o Nrd)|gx = v},

and
q+1

(%=, 0) if v is regular
(#I, #I) =< (52, 2)  ifv(-1)=1andp #2
(3, 1) ifp=2
Proof. 1t can be seen in exactly the same way as in the preceding proposition
that the induced representation is independent up to isomorphism of the
choice of F-embedding.
Let us fix an F-embedding Ey — D. Mackey’s decomposition gives

D* D* t o 1pdPo Ub (b
ReSEOXUjg IndEXU]gV _IndFXUjg(V lPxuL)-

Frobenius reciprocity then induces non-zero D*-equivariant maps 7 —
IndgiUb vt for any mod p characters ¢ of Ef extending v|px. Of all such
extensions £, regular characters come in pairs and give rise to isomorphic
two-dimensional irreducible representations.

Let us take (g, € ug, and (¢ € pp as in Remark 248al If a mod
p character £ of EJ is an extension of v|px, we have £(Cg, )7 = v((r),
whereas ¢ is irregular if and only if £(¢f, ) = £(Cr,). It follows that v|px

admits an irregular extension to E; if and only if v(—1) = 1 (i.e. v is
irregular) and if there are any such extensions

there are two if p=#£ 2,

and there is only one if p=2.

For such an irregular character £ of E, the character £ fof Ef U}) extends to

at most two mod p characters of D* (two if p # 2 and one if p = 2). Among
DX

these characters, only the character extending v+ occurs in Ind B L vt
D



Summing up dimensions, we obtain the required decomposition of the
induced representation Indgz p v+ and the other assertions now follow eas-
D

ily. U

Remark 2.8. Let E, Ey, v and F-embeddings E — D, Ey — D be as
above.

1. For a mod p character & of Ef to be an extension of v|px, it is nec-
essary and sufficient that

£(Cey) ™ = v(Cr) and &(wrp) = v(wr)

and an extension £ is reqular if and only if

£(Cmy)? # v(Cr).
with (g, (r and wr as in Remark 2.413al

2. Ifv is irregular, then any extension of v to D* is expressed as (poNrd)
with some mod p character ¢ of F*. If p # 2, then ¢ satisfies

©(Cr)* = v(¢p) and p(—wp) = v(wp).

with (p,wE and wr as in Remark 2430, and if p = 2, then ¢ is the
unique mod p character such that p? = v|px.

2.2 Two-dimensional semisimple mod p representations of

W

In order to establish a mod p correspondence, we classify two-dimensional
semisimple smooth mod p representations of Wg in this subsection. Very
much analogous to what holds in D*, one-dimensional mod p representations
of Wr are parametrized by mod p characters of F'* by simply composing the
Artin reciprocity map ap : Wrp — F*. We denote the set of isomorphism
classes of two-dimensional irreducible smooth representations of Wg over Fp
by GY(F,F,).

We are going to take a look at two-dimensional induced mod p represen-
tations of Wy and in particular parametrize elements of G3(F, Fp). For the
most part, the proofs are quite similar to Proposition However, observe
the differences in the assertions when E/F' is ramified.

Proposition 2.9. Let E/F be a quadratic Galois extension of F and £ a
mod p character of E*.

1. The induced representation pg = Ind%g (£ o ap) is irreducible if and
only if € is reqular. If £ and &' are reqular mod p characters of E*,
then pe = pg holds if and only if ¢ = ¢ for some 0§ € Gal(E/F).



Any two-dimensional irreducible mod p representations of Wr arise
this way with E/F unramified.

In particular, this construction induces a bijection

Py(F,Fp) = Gy (F,F,). (2)

2. Let & be irregular. Then (€ o ag) admits an extension to a mod p
character of Wg. There are two such extensions A1, Ao if p # 2 and
only one extension A if p=2. We have

pe = A1 B A2 ifp# 2,
pe 15 a non-split extension of A with itself ifp=2.

Proof. As the induced representation p¢ is two-dimensional, it is reducible
if and only if it has a one-dimensional subrepresentation, which is then, by
Frobenius reciprocity and the functoriality of the Artin reciprocity map,
equivalent to § factoring through Ng,p : E* — F*, i.e. being irregular.

If p¢ does contain one-dimensional subrepresentation, ({car) admits two
extensions A1, Ao to a mod p character of Wr if p # 2 and only one extension
Aif p = 2. In any case, Frobenius reciprocity shows that p¢ has every
extension of (£ o ag) as a subrepresentation and a quotient representation.

If p # 2, the two-dimensional representation p¢ contains two distinct
characters A1, Ao and hence is isomorphic to the direct sum Ay & As.

Frobenius reciprocity yields

Homyy, (per, pe) = Homyy,, (& o ag, (Eoag) @ (¢ o ap)).

Taking £ and £ to be regular, we obtain the required condition for pe = pg
when ¢ is regular. Taking { = ¢’ to be irregular, we see that Endyy, (p¢)
is two-dimensional and hence pg¢ is a non-split extension if p = 2 and ¢ is
irregular.

Now it only remains to show that the induced map (2]) is surjective. Let
(p, V') be a two-dimensional irreducible mod p representation of Wr and let
Ey/F be an unramified quadratic extension. As the wild inertia subgroup
Pr is a normal pro-p-subgroup of Wr, it acts trivially on VH Since the
tame inertia group Zr/Pr is abelian, profinite and of pro-order prime to p,
the restricted representation p|z, is a direct sum of two mod p characters.
These two characters are distinct. Indeed, if they were identical, Zp would
act on V as scalar operators and an eigenspace of the action of a Frobenius
element would give a proper subrepresentation, which is a contradiction.

2Thus any irreducible mod p representation of Wr is inflated from a representation
of the semidirect product of the tame inertia group Zr/Pr and an infinite cyclic group
generated by a Frobenius element. Irreducible representations of a finite group which
is a semidirect product with the normal subgroup abelian are well-understood. See, for
instance, [Sell, 8.2]. The argument here can be considered as a modification.

10



Let V = Vi @ V3 be the decomposition of p|z, into irreducible represen-
tations. Let us take a Frobenius element Fr € Wp. The subgroup (Fr)”
permutes the set {Vi,Va2} transitively. The stabilizer of V; with respect to
this action is (Fr)?” and V; defines a mod p character of Zp(Fr)*2 = Wg,.
Expressing this character as (£ o apg,) with a suitable character £ of E, we
obtain p = pe. O

Remark 2.10. Let Ey/F be an unramified quadratic extension and E/F a
totally ramified quadratic extension. Let us take a uniformizer wg € E* so
that w?%, € F*.

1. If v is a reqular mod p character of E* (in which case p # 2), then p,
is isomorphic to pe for a mod p character & of Ef such that

£(Cm)? = v(Cr) and &(wr) = v(=1) T u(wp).
with gy, Cr and wrp as in Remark 2.41[3al

2. If & is an irregular mod p character of Ef, any extension of (§ o ag,)
to Wr is expressed as (¢ o ap) with some mod p character ¢ of F*
such that

0(Cr) = £(Cry) and p(wp)® = &(wp).

with Cg,,(r and wr as above.

3. If v is an irreqular mod p character of E*, any extension of (v o ag)
to Wr is expressed as (¢ o ap) with some mod p character ¢ of F*.
If p #£ 2, then ¢ satisfies

©(Cr)* = v(¢r) and p(—wr) = v(wp).

with (p, g and wr as in Remark 2430, and if p = 2, then ¢ is the
unique mod p character such that @? = v|px.

2.3 Mod p correspondence

By Propositions 2.9 and 28], two-dimensional irreducible mod p represen-
tations of Wp and irreducible mod p representations of D* of dimension
greater than one are parametrized by the same set Po(F, Fp) and therefore
naturally correspond to each other. However, motivated by the correspon-
dences in characteristic zero (cf. 1), we adjust the correspondence slightly
by composing a certain permutation of Py(F,F,).

Definition 2.11. Let E/F be an unramified quadratic extension of F.
We define ¢ to be the unramified mod p character of E* (i.e. § is trivial
on Ug) sending any uniformizer to —1. (In particular, § is trivial if p = 2.)

11



It can immediately be seen that the association § — 0 ® & induces a
bijection Py(F,F,) — Po(F,F)).

Definition 2.12. We call the bijection between G3(F,F,) and AY(D,F,)
induced by the association pg — Tsg¢ the mod p correspondence.

Remark 2.13. As noted in[dl, this correspondence has already been estab-
lished by Vignéras (cf. [Vi2]).

3 Reduction modulo p of representations of D~
and of Wr

3.1 Review of irreducible admissible representations of D*

Recall that we fixed an isomorphism @p = Cin[ll As the topology of the
coeflicient field is irrelevant to the notion of admissible representations, each
irreducible admissible representation of D* over C corresponds to that over
@p through this isomorphism.

Here we first give a review of the classification of irreducible admissible
representations of D* over C, restricting ourselves to the tame case in the
sense below. (Note that an irreducible admissible representation of D* is
automatically tamely ramified unless p = 2 or it is a character.) These rep-
resentations are parametrized by admissible pairs with values in C. All the
proofs can essentially be found in [BH] except that they give a complete clas-
sification of irreducible admissible representations of both GLo(F') and D*
while the parametrization of tame (cuspidal) representations are described
only in the case of GLo(F). Then we briefly recall what we need about
the remaining class of irreducible admissible representations. Although our
treatment is incomplete in view of the theory of types it suffices for our
purposes.

Irreducible admissible representations of D* consist of one-dimensional
representations, which factor through Nrd : D* — F'*, and n-dimensional
representations with 1 < n < co. We denote the set of isomorphism classes
of the latter representations by AY(D). Elements in AY(D) correspond to
irreducible cuspidal representations of GLo(F') via LJLC and then in turn
to irreducible two-dimensional representations of Wpg via LLC.

Definition 3.1. Let II represent an element in A%(D).

The representation 11 is said to be unramified if there exits a non-trivial
unramified character ® of F* such that (P o Nrd) ® II = II, and totally
ramified otherwise. Also, it is said to be tamely ramified if p # 2 or it is
unramified.

We denote the set of isomorphism classes of unramified representations
of D* by AY(D).

12



We are now going to construct a map Py(F) — AJ(D).

Let us begin with an admissible pair (FE/F,x) of level zero. Then E/F
is unramified by the definition of admissible pairs. We take an F-embedding
E — D. We extend Yy to a character A of J = EXUL(= F*Up) by setting
Algr = 1. Then we set

D

IT, = Ind% "X

It is an irreducible admissible representation of D*.

Now let (E/F,x) be a minimal pair of positive level m > 0. We fix a
character ¢ of F' of level one. Let us set ¢p =9 oTrd, g =t otrg/p and
n = 2m/e(E|F). The characters ¢¥p and g are both of level one. We take
an F-embedding F — D and identify £ with an F-subalgebra of D. There
exists an o € p;"" such that x(1 + z) = ¢Yg(az) for all z € p%n/z]ﬂ. (Here,
[[] denotes the greatest integer not greater than [.) Then n = —vp(a).
Similarly, we define a character ¢, of U l[;L 241 tivial on UBJFI by

Ya(l4+ 2) = Yp(ax)

for all z € ql"/2+1. We would like to define an element in the set C(1)q)
of isomorphism classes of irreducible representations A of the group J, =

EXUI%HH)M such that A‘UWQ]“ is a multiple of 9.
D
First we treat the case where n is odd. Then E/F is totally ramified

and J, = E*XU l[;L /41 1 this case we define a character A of Jo by
A’Uln/2l+1 = o, Apx =X
D

Then A defines a class in C(¢q,).
Next we move on to the case where n =0 (mod 4). This case is almost
the same as the previous one, except that the extension E/F is unramified.

We have J, = EXU][;;/Q]H and define a character A of J, by
A’U[n/2l+1 = o, Alpx =X
D

Again, A defines a class in C(¢,,).
Finally, if n = 2 (mod 4), EXUZ[;LMJrl has index ¢? in J,. Let us set
H = uLol/A ¢ gl = gLyl Defining

0(uz) = x(u)ta()
for u € Up, and = € Ul[;lmﬂ, we obtain a character 6 of H_.

Proposition 3.2. 1. Under the conditions above there exists an irre-
ducible representation ng of J. containing 0. It is unique up to iso-
morphism and q-dimensional.
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2. Furthermore, there exists an irreducible representation A of J, such
that

(a) Alj =g
(b) Alpx = (x|px)®
(c) tr A(CQ) = —x(¢) (€ € pE \ pr)-

It is unique up to isomorphism.

The obtained representation A defines a class in C'(¢),).
Thus we now have an irreducible representation A of J, in all cases. We
set
DX
]'_'[X = IndJa A

Now let (E/F,x) be a (not necessarily minimal) admissible pair. There
exist a minimal pair (E/F,x’) and a character ® of F* such that xy =
(®oNg/p) ®x'. We define

II, = (® o Nrd) ® I1,.

In the course of the definition of II,, we made many choices. Nonetheless,
we have

Proposition 3.3. The isomorphism class of 11, only depends on the isomor-
phism class of an admissible pair (E/F,x). Moreover, the representations
IT, constructed above are irreducible and admissible. In other words, the
construction above indeed induces a well-defined map Pa(F) — AY(D).

Theorem 3.4. Sending the isomorphism class [(E/F,x)] of an admissi-
ble pair (E/F,x) to the isomorphism class [IL,] of an irreducible admissible
representation I, we obtain a bijection I1 between the set Po(F') of iso-
morphism classes of admissible pairs and the set of isomorphism classes of
tamely ramified representations of D :

Po(F) = AY(D), [(B/F.x)] = (L] ifp#2
Po(F) ~ AT(D), [(E/Fx)] [  ifp=2.
If (E/F, ) is an admissible pair, we have
1. the level of 11, is n = 2m/e(E|F),
2. the central character of Il is x|px,
3. W@ony, oy = (o Nrd) ®IL,  if ® is a character of F*,

4. and I1, is unramified if and only if E/F is unramified.
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We only state the corresponding theorem for not tamely ramified repre-
sentations in a very crude form. The proof of the theorem in a more refined
form is found again in [BH].

Theorem 3.5. Assume that p = 2. Let Il represent an element in AY(D) \
A (D). Let n € Z be the minimal integer among the levels of representa-
tions obtained from II by a character twist. Then n is odd and there exists
a totally ramified quadratic extension E/F embedded in D and a character

+1)/2 ~ DX
x of EXU(Dn 2 such that T1 = IdeXU(DnJrl)/2 X.

3.2 Reduction of irreducible representations of D*

First let us clarify what we mean by reduction. If II is a representation
of finite length, (IT)*® denotes the semisimplification (i.e. the direct sum of
composition factors with the appropriate multiplicities) of II. Every repre-
sentation (IT, V') of a locally profinite group G over @p considered in this
paper is finite-dimensional and can be realized over a finite extension K
of Q. Let A be the ring of integers in K and m the maximal ideal of A.
The representation (II, V') is said to be p-integral if there exists an A-lattice
A C V stable under GG. If II is p-integral, the semisimplification of the
representation A/mA over A/m is independent up to isomorphism of the
choice of a lattice A (cf. [Sell Chap.15.2], [Vill Chapl.9]). We consider the
semisimplification as a representation over Fp, call it, by abuse of language,
the reduction modulo p (or even more simply, the reduction) of I and denote
it by ﬁssﬁ If x is a p-integral character, then we often simply denote its
reduction by .

Next we note the following two facts which are simple, yet very useful
for the computation of the reduction of representations of D*.

e If o is a p-integral representation of an open subgroup U of DX,
IndgX o is also p-integral and the reduction of the representation
Ind?” ¢ is isomorphic to the semisimplification of the (smooth) in-
duction Ind?” 7 of the reduction 7 of o.

e If o is a p-integral representation of E*U b, where F is unramified over
F' (resp. where E is totally ramified over F'), and FE is considered as
an F-subalgebra of D via an F-embedding, the reduction of ¢ can be
computed by inflating the reduction of the restricted representation

EXUL EXUL
Res P, o <resp. Res™ 7, a)
wE

KEXWE HFX

3 Any irreducible representation of D* factors through a finite quotient group after a
suitable character twist. Therefore we can compute the reduction of irreducible represen-
tations by means of Brauer character. For a similar computation with Brauer character,
see [BD Appendice].
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to EXU}, where wp (resp. wg) denotes a uniformizer of F (resp. E).

(Indeed, since E*U 11) is a semidirect product of the normal pro-p-
subgroup U}) and a locally profinite subgroup of the form above, every
irreducible mod p representation is inflated from an irreducible repre-
sentation of the latter group. Thus a composition series of a mod p
representation of E*U 11) serves as a composition series of the restricted
representation.)

The computation of the reduction in the tame case relies on the following
key lemmas, which are variants of [BH| 16.2 Lemma).

Let (E/F,x) be a minimal pair of positive level m > 0. Let us set
n =2m/e(E|F), take a € p," and choose an F-embedding E — D exactly
as in the previous subsection.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that n is even (in which case E/F is necessarily

unramified). Let us fix a generator (g € ug and a uniformizer wr of F.
Then,

(1e x =) \E*Ub [ Ja (g ~ \Ug/UéUg"“W)

= {1 I ¢kala

0<i<q

z € U\ ULUS/?

where ~ stands for the equivalence relation induced by the left action of ug
uE
on U})/U}JU]%”H)/Q] defined by
¢ 2aURUR™ I = (Cac MUl
for ¢ € pg and x € U},.
(z'.e. if ( € up \ pr and u € U},
Cu¢ =u  (mod ULUN™/AY holds if and only if u € ULUK™/ 21.)

In particular, we have

# (n 2 =) \BUb /) = Tt

We only consider a particularly simple situation in the corresponding
lemma for ramified extensions.
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Lemma 3.7. Suppose that n is odd (in which case E/F is necessarily totally
ramified and p # 2). Let us fiz a uniformizer wg of E* such that w% € F*.
Then,

<MF X w%) \EXU})/JOC <§ ~ \Ull)/U}EUl[g"H)/Q])
“E

= (I3 Q] whada | xe UL\ ULUS AL,

0<i<1

where ~ stands for the equivalence relation induced by the left action ofw%

“E
on U})/U}JUgnH)] defined by

w'y - xU}gUgnH)/Q] = (w%xwgi)UijUgnH)/ﬂ

fori €Z and x € Ub.
(z’.e. ifue Up,

wpuwy =u  (mod ULUN"™™/Y holds if and only if u € U,%UB"H)/Z].)

In particular, we have

# ((MF X w%) \EXU})/JQ) = % 41

Admitting these lemmas for a moment, we compute the reduction first.

Let (E/F,x) be an admissible pair and let us choose an F-embedding
E — D. Let us take a decomposition x = (® o NE/F) ® x with @ a
character of F* and (F/F,x) a minimal pair, denote by m the level of x’
and set n = 2m/e(E/F).

Theorem 3.8. Let the notation be as above.

The irreducible admissible representation 11, is p-integral if and only if
X 18 p-integral.

Moreover, assume that x is a p-integral character.

1. Assume that n is even (in which case E/F is necessarily unramified).
Then we have

qn/2

QL e P21 ” .
m— T O Drex Tror ifn=0 (mod4),

X X7

TTSS ~
HX = @qn/j;q EBqn/j;Ll ss
m T & Drex Tar ifn=2 (mod 4),




where X is the set of non-trivial mod p characters of E* which are
trivial on F*U% (consisting of q elements).

Among mod p representations of the form my or e, for some T € X,
there exists a reducible representation if and only if x(—1) = 1.

2. Assume that n is odd (in which case E/F is necessarily totally ramified
and p # 2). Let us denote by X* the extension of X to EXU}) such that
YHUB =1 as in Proposition [2.7]. Then we have

q(nfl)/2+1 q(nfl)/2_1

—ss 2

T~ (a2, v1)~ Ind? (1®L)@
X EXUl X EXUl
(n— 1)/2_1

@ L ®gn=D/2 EB Y e T2 @(X ® 7)®*

el x€l2 xX€l2

I

where v (resp. 7) denotes the mod p character of EXU} (resp. D*)
trivial on UEUllj (resp. Up) sending any uniformizer wg of E* to —1,
I, is the set of (isomorphism classes of) two-dimensional irreducible
mod p representations of D* with a central character X|px and Iy is
the set of mod p characters of D* extending X*.

If Ey denotes an unramified quadratic extension of F, we have
I = {my | X is a regular mod p character of E extending X|px },

I, = {@oNrd | ¢ is a mod p character of F* such that (poNrd)|gpx = X},

and
(%, 0) if x(-1) = -1

(#1, #) = {(%, 2) if x(—1) = 1.

Remark 3.9. In most cases (namely, except for the cases where n = 0
and where n = 1,2 and X is irreqular) every irreducible admissible mod p
representation of D* with a central character X|px occurs in H;S.

Proof. We are immediately reduced to show the theorem for minimal rep-
resentations (i.e. ones which are parametrized by minimal pairs).

If x is p-integral, A is p-integral and therefore II, is p-integral. Con-
versely, if II, is p-integral, the central character x|px is p-integral and so is
X-

In the proof of this theorem and the next one, we denote by 14 the trivial
mod p character of a locally profinite group G.

First assume that n is even and x is p-integral.

If n = 0, the reduction A of the representation A of J is X' and the
assertion is obvious.
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For n > 0, the reduction A™ of A is trivial on the normal pro-p-subgroup
U gnﬂ)/ 2 and it is a direct sum of irreducible mod p representations inflated

from representations of an abelian group J,/U l()n /2 The composition

factors can be read off by restricting A to ugF* (cf. Proposition B.2):

7 o J X e ifn=0 (mod 4)
T\ ®ex®@ 1), En=2 (mod 4).

So we have

SS

m = (Indf: Ub Kss) ss

xXrrl Ss
X ® (Indi Up 1Ja> ifn=0 (mod 4)

1

Thus, we are reduced to show

i EBqn/Qfl SS

D q+ . _

EXUI . 1E><Ub @ <IndFXUb 1F><Ub> lf n = 0
D ~

<IndJa 1Ja) = Jn=2/2_4

SS
EXU}L +1 .
1E><Ub® ((IndFXUg 1F><Ub> / ) lfTLEQ

ie.

1 ss 1 EBQQ[WQLI >
EXUL N EXU} Tl
(IDdJa 1]@) = 1E><Ub @ ((IndeUb 1F><Ub> ) .

Now, if we take a generator (g € ug and a uniformizer wg of F', Mackey’s
decomposition [Sell, 7.3], [Vill, I.5.5] together with Lemma [3.6] gives

z
HE X
@ Indjéz) 1Jéz)

(upx=h)ada

e(uExW%)\EX UlD/Ja

Z
HEXWE
1ME><W%‘ @ ( EB IndJ((f) 1J((xac)),

2ULUKm /2]

1

E><U1 E><U1
ResﬂExq’;% Ind; 71y,

I

where xU}JUgnH)M runs through (Ullj/U}EUl[gnH)/m) \ {U}EUgnJrl)/Q]} and
I denotes (ng x @2) Nadyz™! for x € EXUL.

Here we have Jéx) = up X wh for any x € U} \ U}EUB”H)/Q]

and n > 2.
Indeed, the index of Jéx) in pp x @k is equal to the length of the pg-orbit
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containing zU 119U l[§n+1)/ 2}, namely, to ¢ + 1. The subset Jo(f) surely contains
Hp X w% and the desired equality followsH
Hence, inflating the representation from pug x wlzm to EXU 11), we obtain

1 ss 1 @—q[n/4]71 >
EXUD ~ EXUD q+1
<IndJa 1Ja) = 1E><Ub @ ((IndFXUB 1F><Ub) )

as required. Thus we have the required decomposition of ﬁx- The assertion
about the existence of reducible representations of the form 7y or mygr
can be verified in much the same way as the proof of similar assertions in
Proposition 2.7 This completes the proof of Il

Next assume that n is odd and y is p-integral. The strategy for the
computation is exactly the same as that in the case of unramified represen-
tations.

— xpl
The reduction A~ of A is isomorphic to X*| . and the reduction (Indi Up A)

xXrrl
of Indfa Up A is given by

SS

SS

X7l X7l Ss
<Indi Up A) o <Indi b ASS>
xXrrl SS
~ vt @ <Indi U q Ja> ,

Then Mackey’s decomposition [Sell, 7.3], [Vill I.5.5] and LemmaB.Tyield
in turn
e "D/2- 1

EXUL 5 EXUL 2
<IndJa D 1Ja) = 1E><Ub D (IndFXUg 1F><UB)

The remaining assertions follow from Proposition 271 U

The theorem for the rest of representations is simpler.

Theorem 3.10. Assume that p = 2. Let Il = Indg:U(nH)/Q X represent an
D

element in A} (D) \ A¥(D) (cf. Theorem [3.5]).

The representation 11 is p-integral if and only if the central character ®
of I is (or equivalently, x is) p-integral.

Moreover, assume that 11 is a p-integral representation. Let us denote by
X' the extension of X to EXU}, such that YHU}) =1 as in Proposition [2.7]

4 Alternatively one can proceed as follows. One inclusion of the equality being trivial,
we are to show

if € U}, satisfies zyz™" € pp \ pr with y € J,, then z € U};Ugnﬂ)ﬂ].

Let us put ¢ = xyz~' € up \ pr. Comparing the images under vp and the canonical

projection Up — Up /U, we see that yUp = (UpL. Hence Cx¢™' = zy¢™' = (mod Up)
and the claim now follows from Lemma [3.6]

20



Then we have

@q(n—1/2

=SS

=
12

<IndEXU1 Xi)

(n—1)/2 ~ (n—1)/2
@ ﬂ.@q @ X@q ,

well

12

where I is the set of (isomorphism classes of) two-dimensional irreducible
mod p representations of D* with a central character ®(= X|px) and X is
the mod p character of D* extending ® (or equivalently, extending X*).

Remark 3.11. Under the conditions of the theorem every irreducible ad-
missible mod p representation of D* with a central character ® occurs in
ﬁSS
Proof. The proof is parallel to that for the preceding theorem in odd n case.
Assume that II = Indg :U(" +1y,2 X is p-integral. Then the reduction
D

EXUL . . _
<IndEXUn+1)/2 X> is isomorphic to Xt ® (IndExU(nH)/? 1EXUgL+1)/2>

SS

SS

Since ( Ind” Loy e /2> is clearly a direct sum of mod p charac-

EX U n+1)/2
ters trivial on F'* and an induced representation Indg: Ul v¥ only depends
D

on v|px if p =2 by Proposition [27], the theorem follows easily. O
We now prove the Lemmas B.6], B.7

proof of Lemmal3d Let us set n = 2m. We are going to prove the “only
if” part of the parenthesized restatement, namely,

if u € U}, satisfies Cu¢™ ' =u  (mod ULUR) with ¢ € pp\pr, then u € ULUY,

by induction on m.

As U}JU}) = Ub, the claim for m = 1 is trivial.

Suppose m = 2 and that the claim holds for m — 1. Then it follows
that u € UJ%JU]’;’)“1 and therefore we may assume u € Ugﬁl. Noting that
min{h € Z | 2h 2 m — 1} = [n/4], we see

Uptnwiup) = vl up

[uplup ifn=0 (mod 4)
B Ug” L2ym ifn=2 (mod 4)
Uy ifn=0 (mod 4)
B upt ifn=2 (mod 4).
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Hence, if m is odd (i.e. n =2 (mod 4)), we have u € Uy~ C ULUR and
there is nothing to prove.

Suppose, on the other hand, that m is even (i.e. n =0 (mod 4)). Then
we are to show that

if uc Up~! satisfies Cu¢ ™t =u  (mod UR) with ¢ € pug\ur, then u € Up.

Let us take an element wp of D* such that vp(wp) = 1. Setting u =
1+ wgflx with x € op and expressing the claim in additive terms, we
obtain the following restatement:

if z € op satisfies (@l 'a¢" ' =@z (mod q™) with ¢ € up\pr, then x € q.

The congruence is equivalent to w})_mag_GC 1 =2 (mod q). If we de-
note by  and ( the image of x and of ¢ in kp respectively, this means
(Zq_l — 1)z = 0. Since ¢ ¢ pp, we surely have z € q.

Observing # (UL, /ULU gnﬂ)/ 2}) = ¢?["/4 we verify the assertion about

the number of double cosets easily. O
The other lemma is proved in a very similar manner.

proof of Lemma[3.7]. Let us set n = 2m—1. We are going to show the claim:
if u € U} satisfies wpuwy' =u  (mod ULUP), then u € ULU,

by induction on m.

The claim for m = 1 is trivial. Suppose m = 2 and that the claim holds
for m — 1. The induction hypothesis shows that v € U }EUZ)”_l and we may
therefore assume that u € Ug“l.

We have Uy~ ' N (ULUR) = U~ U and hence the claim is equivalent
to

if we Up~! satisfies wpuwy' = v (mod UR~'UPY), then u € Up—'UPR.
If we set u =1+ wgbflx with x € op and express the claim in additive
terms, it reduces to

if z € op satisfies wrw,' =@ e (mod plt +q™), then z € 0 +4q.

Then the congruence is equivalent to wExwgl =z (mod op + q). If we
denote by T the image of = in kp, this means

trkD/kE(f) -2z =71-7T € kg,

from which it certainly follows that x € o + q, since p # 2.
: 1Ll D /2l (n—1)/2 :
In view of the fact that #(Up/UgUp ) =q , the assertion
about the number of double cosets is not difficult to show. O
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3.3 Reduction of representations of Wg

In order to compare the reduction of an irreducible admissible representation
IT of D* and the reduction of the two-dimensional representation R of Wg
which corresponds to II under LJLC and LLC, we compute the reduction
of two-dimensional representations of Wy in this subsection. We first take
up those representations corresponding to tamely ramified representations
of D* under these correspondences and then the other representations in
the case where p = 2. Let us denote the set of isomorphism classes of
two-dimensional irreducible smooth representations of Wp over C = @p by

GY(F).

Definition 3.12. We define a subset G3*(F) of GY(F) to be the set of iso-
morphism classes of two-dimensional irreducible representations R of Wg
such that there exists a non-trivial unramified character ® of F* with (® o

aF)®R§R.

Theorem 3.13. 1. Let (E/F,x) be an admissible pair. Let us set R, =
Indwg (xoag).

Then the isomorphism class of R, only depends on that of (E/F,x)
and the association (E/F,x) — R, induces a bijection

Po(F) = Go(F),  ifp#2
Py(F) = Gy'(F),  ifp=2.
If (E/F,x) is an admissible pair, we have

(a) detRX = (X|F>< ® %E/F) ocar,
where xp p is the character of F* associated to the quadratic
extension E/F (i.e. the non-trivial character of F* trivial on

NE/F(EX))7
(b) R(<1>ONE/F)®X = ((I) 9] aF) ® RX’
(¢) Ry defines a class in G3*(F') if and only if E/F is unramified.

2. Ifp =2, the set G§*(F) is the image of tamely ramified representations
of D* under the composite of LJLC and LLC.

Proof. For 1, see [BH| 34.1 Theorem]. For 2, see [BH, 34.4 Tame Langlands
Correspondence, §56]. O

We now compute the reduction of irreducible representations of We.
Proposition 3.14. Let (E/F,x) be an admissible pair.

1. The irreducible representation R, 1is p-integral if and only if x is p-
integral.
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2. Suppose that x is p-integral. Then we have R;S = psys.

More explicitly, the reduction is described as follows.

(a)

(b)

Suppose that E/F is unramified. Let us take (g,(r and wr as
in Remark Z4134dl.
The reduction X is regular if and only if x( %_1) # 1.

If X is irregular, let o1 and w9 be mod p characters of F* such
that

01(¢r) =X(CB), v1(@wr)® =X(@r) and ©2 = @1 @ 35T,

where s p is the character associated to the quadratic extension
If X is regular, let us set € =X.

Suppose that E/F is (tamely) totally ramified. Let Ey/F be an
unramified quadratic extension. Let us take (g,,(r,wr and wrp
as in Remark 2.413d and 2. 4135

The reduction X is reqular if and only if x(—1) # 1.

If X is irregular, let o1 and ps be mod p characters of F* such
that

p1(Cr)* =X(Cr), o1(—wr) = X(wE) and g2 = 1 @ g7,

where g, is the character associated to the quadratic extension
If X is reqular, let & be a mod p character of Ef such that

£(Cry)? = X(Cr) and &(wr) = X(—1) T/ 2x(wp).

The mod p character £ is regular.

Then we have

555 A~
Rx = (pY)SS
~ (proap)® (p20ap) if X is irregular,
pe if X is regular.

Proof. Applying Proposition 2.9and Remark 210, we obtain the result with-
out much difficulty. O

Next we compute the reduction of the remaining representations. We

are going to use some facts about two-dimensional primitive representations
of Wr as summarized in [BH, §41, §42].

Assume that p = 2 and let R represent an element in G(F) \ Gy (F).
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e Let us denote the group of characters ® of F* such that (¢ o ap) ®
R = R by T(R). Then the order of T(R) is either 1, 2 or 4. There
exists a non-trivial (order-two) character » € T(R) if and only if R is
induced from a character of Wg, where E/F is the quadratic extension
associated to the character s¢. Thus R is said to be simply imprimitive
(resp. triply imprimitive) if T(R) consists of two (resp. four) elements
whereas R is said to be primitive if T(R) is trivial.

e Assume that R is primitive. Then up to isomorphism there exists a
unique cubic extension K/F such that Rx = Res%i R is imprimi-

tive. Let L be the normal closure of K/F. Then Ry = Resxf R is
triply imprimitive. Let M;/L(i = 1,2,3) denote the three quadratic
extensions such that s, ,;, € T(Rr) and M be the composite field of

M;/F(i =1,2,3). Then M is the normal closure of M;/F.

If K/F is Galois, then Gal(M/F) is isomorphic to the alternating
group A4 and R is said to be tetrahedral.

If K/F is not Galois, then Rk is simply imprimitive, Gal(M/F) is
isomorphic to the symmetric group S4 and R is said to be octahedral.
Let E/F be the maximal unramified subextension of L/F. Then Rp =
Resxg R is tetrahedral with L/FE totally ramified.

We shall use the notation in the above remark freely in what follows.

Theorem 3.15. Assume that p = 2 and let R represent an element in
GY(F)\ G (F). Take the character ® of F* such that det(R) = ® o ap.

1. The irreducible representation R is p-integral if and only if ® is p-
integral.

2. Suppose that ® is p-integral. Let ® denote the reduction of ®.

(a) Suppose that R is imprimitive. Then the reduction R” is the
direct sum of two identical mod p characters.
More precisely, let ¢ be the mod p character of F* such that
@? = ®. Then we have

RSS o ((P ° aF)@2-

(b) Suppose that R is tetrahedral. Then the reduction R is the direct
sum of two distinct mod p characters. The two mod p characters
are determined by requiring that they are equal when restricted
on Wk and the ratio defines a non-trivial mod p character of
Gal(K/F).

More explicitly, let ¢ be the mod p character of F* such that
¢ = @ and let n be a non-trivial mod p character of Gal(K/F).
Set o1 = on and w3 = on?. Then we have

588

R = (p1oap)® (p2oap).
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(c) Suppose that R is octahedral. (Then, ¢ = —1 (mod 3).) Then the
reduction R is irreducible.
More precisely, let £ be the mod p character of E* such that
()2 =do Ng/p and let n be a non-trivial mod p character of
Gal(L/E). (Taking Cg,(r and wr as in Remark 2 4Badl, we have
€)= B(Cr), € (wr) = Blwp),n(wr) = 1 and n(Cp) is a
primitive third root of unity.) Set & = &'n.

Then we have
SS

R = pe.
Proof. We can easily check the assertion about p-integrality.

First assume that ® is p-integral and R is imprimitive. If we express
Ras R= Ind%g X, then we have R~ 2 px- As noted in Remark 2.4} ¥ is
irregular and the assertion follows by Proposition 2.9

Next assume that ® is p-integral and R is tetrahedral. As K/F is Galois
and the restriction (Res%f{ RSS>SS ~ Ri " is the direct sum of two mod
p characters by the previous case, we can show by Frobenius reciprocity
that the reduction R* is the direct sum of two mod p characters. On the
other hand, we readily verify that Ry, = Res%i} R is the direct sum of two
identical characters. Take an element © € Wr \ Wyg. Since 22 belongs to
W) and thus the operator R(x)? is a scalar, the two eigenvalues of R(x) only
differ by a third root of unity. If R(z) were also a scalar, a simple calculation
relying on the fact that Gal(M/F) is isomorphic to the symmetric group
S4 would show that R itself would be the direct sum of characters, which
contradicts the irreducibility. Therefore R is the direct sum of two distinct
mod p characters.

Finally assume that ® is p-integral and R is octahedral. Then the previ-
ous two cases determine <Res%§ ESS) ” and (Resxg ESS) SS, which together

determine R
The explicit description of the reduction in each cases is seen by simple
computations. ]

4 Compatibility with the local Langlands and Jacquet-
Langlands correspondence

4.1 Review of tame correspondences

By Theorems 313 and 3.4}, a certain subset of GJ(F) (namely, G3(F) if p # 2
and GJ"(F) if p = 2) and a certain subset of AY(D) (namely, A{(D) if p # 2
and A"(D) if p = 2) are parametrized by the same set Po(F') and therefore
there exists a natural bijection between them. However, this is not (the
restriction of) the composite of LLC and LJLC. We need to introduce a
permutation of Py(F') to obtain the right correspondence.
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Theorem 4.1. For any admissible pair (E/F,x), there exists a canonical
tamely ramified character Ay of E* (i.e. Ay is trivial on UL) such that the
association Ry — 1A gy induces the composite of LLC and LJLC.

If E/F is unramified, A, is the unramified character sending any uni-
formizer to —1.

If E/F is (tamely) totally ramified, we have

Axluy =1L, Ay|px = »p/p,

where g p denotes the character of F* associated to the quadratic exten-
sion E/F.

(The definition of Ay (wg) for a uniformizer wg is complicated and we
omit the details.)

In any case, Ay has order four (if E/F is totally ramified and ¢ = 3
(mod 4)) or order two (otherwise). In particular, if x is p-integral, then
A, ® x 1s p-integral.

Proof. See [BH, §34, §56]. Note, however, that if E/F is totally ramified
Ay(wg) in [BH] and A, (wg) here is slightly different (in fact, they are
equal up to sign) due to LJLC. O

4.2 Compatibility in level zero

In the following two subsections we are going to compare the reduction of
a representation R of Wg and the reduction of the representation IT of D*
which corresponds to R under LLC and LJLC. Our hope for a possible con-
nection with the mod p correspondence failed (at least in a straightforward
way) in most cases.

We begin with a positive result. Note that this is due to Vignéras [Vi2].

Theorem 4.2. Let (E/F,x) be an admissible pair. Suppose that x is p-
integral and that the level of x is zero. (In particular, E/F is unramified.)

Then X and A, ® x are reqular. The mod p representations R;s = py
and ﬁix@’)( = Tsey are irreducible and correspond under the mod p corre-
spondence..

Proof. Since A, = ¢, this follows from Proposition B.14] and Theorem B.8
]

4.3 Incompatibility in higher level

Except for the level zero case, the reduction of a representation II of D* is
much more involved than that of its correspondent. We present the follow-
ing theorem for easy reference although it is lengthy and complicated. We
conclude the paper with an observation concerning this intricate result.
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Theorem 4.3. Let (E/F,x) be an admissible pair with x p-integral. Sup-
pose that the level m of x is positive and set n = 2m/e(E/F).
1. (cf. Proposition B4, Theorem B.8, Remark 2.6])

Suppose that n is even. (Then E/F is unramified.) Let us set Ey = E.
Let us take Cg,, (¢ and wr as in Remark 2.43al

The mod p character Ay ® x is reqular exactly when X is reqular. They
are regular if and only if x(Cg, )9 ' # 1.

If X is regular, R_XSS = py is irreducible, whereas if X is irregular, R_XSS
s a direct sum of two characters.

Whether X s reqular or not, we have

EBqn/Q; EBqn/Qle Ss
g+ 9+ ) =
Toox O | Drex Tsoxor ifn=2 (mod 4),
=SS ~
HAX(X)X = @qnqu @qn/21_1 ss
q+ a+ ; =
Toon D | Drex Tooxer ifn=0 (mod 4),

with the notation of Theorem [3.8, [l

More precisely, the following assertions hold true.

(a) Suppose that x(Cgy )t # 1.
Regardless of the parity of n/2 (even if n = 2), the image Tszy
of px under the mod p correspondence occurs in ﬁSASX@X. Ifn=2
(mod 4) (resp. If n = 0 (mod 4)), its multiplicity is one less
(resp. more) than that of any other two-dimensional irreducible
factors.
Any irreducible mod p representations of D* with a central char-
acter (0 ® X)|px occur in ﬁSASX@)X. If p # 2 and x(-1) = —1,
there exist (q + 1)/2 such representations and they are all two-
dimensional. If p # 2 (resp. If p=2) and
overlinex(—1) = 1, there exist (q—1)/2 (resp. q/2) two-dimensional
ones and four (resp. only one) one-dimensional ones of all such
representations.

(b) Suppose that x(Cgy )4~ ! = 1.

The reduction R_XSS is isomorphic to (p10arp) ® (p20ar) with ¢
and @y satisfying

e1(Cr) = X(Cay)s #1(wr)? = X(wr) and 2 = 91 © 55,7,

where g, is the character associated to the quadratic extension

Ey/F.

28



The representation (Tsey)> is isomorphic to (p30Nrd)®(p40Nrd)
with 3 and @4 satisfying

03(Cr) =X(Cry)s w3(@r)? = —X(wr) and o4 = @3 ® 35,7

If p#2 and 7 € X satisfies 7(Cg,) = —1, (Tsexer)™ is isomor-
phic to (¢5 o Nrd) @ (g o Nrd) with ps and g satisfying

0s5(Cr) = —X(Cmy), ws(wr)® = —X(w@r) and @6 = @5 @ 35, F-

If n = 2 (mod 4) (resp. If n = 0 (mod 4)) and p # 2, the
multiplicity of (p3 o Nrd) and (w4 0 Nrd) is one less (resp. more)
than that of (w5 o Nrd) and (g o Nrd).

If n # 2, any irreducible mod p representations of D> with a
central character (§ @ X)|px occur in H§X®X. If p # 2 (resp. If
p = 2), there exist (q—1)/2 (resp. q/2) two-dimensional ones and
four (resp. only one) one-dimensional ones (described above) of
all such representations.

If n =2, (p30Nrd) and (¢4 0 Nrd) do not occur.
2. (cf. Proposition B.14], Theorem 3.8, Remark [2.8])

Suppose that n is odd. (Then E/F is totally ramified and p # 2.) Let
Ey/F be an unramified quadratic extension. Let us take (g,,(r, g

and wr as in Remark 2.48dl and 2430,
The mod p character X is regular if and only if x(—1) = —1.

— . 5SS . . . p— - . =75 SS .
If X is regular, R, is irreducible, whereas if X is irreqular, R, is a
direct sum of two characters.

We have
(n—1)/24 LP=1/2

Mae® | @ o @7 o Qren™

el xX€l2 X€E€12

with the notation of Theorem [3.8, [A. The set Iy of one-dimensional
extensions of Ay ® Xi is empty if and only if

-1
— ) x(—=1) = -1,
(G e
where the Jacobi symbol

<__1> _ (_1)(q—1)/2 _ 1 ifg=1 (mod 4)
q -1 ifq=3 (mod 4).

More precisely, the following assertions hold true.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Suppose that x(—1) = —1 and ¢ =1 (mod 4).
We have R_XSS > pe, where § is a reqular mod p character of Ej
such that

£(Cry)* = X(CP), E(wr) = —X(wr).

The set 15 is empty and every element w € I is isomorphic to m,
with v satisfying

v(Ce) "™ = =X(Cp), v(wF) = X(wp).

The image T5g¢ of pe under the mod p correspondence is in I.
Any irreducible mod p representations of D* with a central char-
acter (A, ® x)|px occur in HSASX@)X with equal multiplicities. There
are (¢ + 1)/2 such representations.
Suppose that x(—1) = —1 and ¢ =3 (mod 4).
We have R_XSS = pe, where & is a regular mod p character of Ef
such that

£(¢ey)* =X(Cr), E(wr) = X(wr).

The set Iy has two elements and every element x € Iy is isomor-
phic to (¢ o Nrd) with ¢ satisfying

#(Cr)? = =X(Cr), pl(@r) = o(Cr) VPR (wr)X(wE).

The set Iy has (q — 1)/2 elements and every element m € Iy is
isomorphic to m, with v satisfying

v(Cr) ™ = —X(Cr), v(Cry)? # —X(Cr) and v(wr) = —X(@F).

The image Tsge of pe under the mod p correspondence is in I5.
If n # 1, any irreducible mod p representations of D> with a
central character (A, @ X)|px occur in H§X®X~. If n = 1,~ one-
dimensional mod p representations of the form & ® T with £ € I
do not occur.

Suppose that x(—1) =1 and ¢ =1 (mod 4).

The reduction R_XSS is isomorphic to (p1oar)® (p20ar) with @i
and py satisfying

01(¢r)? =X(Cr), e1(@mr) =X(Cr) TV *X(wE) and g2 = 0105757,

where g, is the character associated to the quadratic extension
The set Iy has two elements and every element x € Iy is isomor-
phic to (¢ o Nrd) with ¢ satisfying

e(Cr)? = —X(Cr), lwr) = (—X(Cr) T VA (wp)X(wE).
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The set I has (¢ — 1)/2 elements and every element m € Iy is
isomorphic to w, with v satisfying

v(Cr) " = —X(Cr), v(Crm)? # —X(Cr) and v(wr) = X(wr).

If n # 1, any irreducible mod p representations of D> with a
central character (Ay @ X)|px occur in H§x®X'N If n = 1,~ one-
dimensional mod p representations of the form & ® T with &£ € I
do not occur.

(d) Suppose that x(—1) =1 and ¢ =3 (mod 4).

The reduction R_XSS is isomorphic to (p1oar)® (p2o0ar) with ¢
and s satisfying

p1(Cr)> = X(Cr), pr(wr) = 01(Cr) " *X(@E) and @2 = p1®%5)F,

where g, is the character associated to the quadratic extension
The set 15 is empty and every element w € I is isomorphic to m,
with v satisfying

v(C)" = —X(Cp), v(wF) = —X(@F).

Any irreducible mod p representations of D* with a central char-
acter (Ay & x)|px occur in HZSX@X with equal multiplicities. There
are (¢ + 1)/2 such representations.

Remark 4.4. For representations in G3(F)\G3* and A}(D)\ A} (D), we do
not give any theorem similar to Theorem 3l To have explicit descriptions,
we only need to combine Theorem B.I0 and Theorem B.I5], and the situation
s simpler.

Remark 4.5. Let R and I represent elements in G3(F) and AY(D) corre-
sponding to each other under the composite of LLC and LJLC, and suppose
that they are p-integral. If the reduction IL° were isotypic (i.e. had only one
irreducible factor with a multiplicity), one could ask whether the unique irre-
ducible factor of I would be the image of the reduction R* under the mod
p correspondence (at least when R” is irreducible). However, as we saw in
Remark BITl, any irreducible mod p representations with the suitable cen-
tral character occur in the reduction in most cases and there seems to be no
obvious meaning of the compatibility then. Indeed, irreducible mod p repre-
sentations of D> are automatically trivial on U 117 and irreducible (ordinary)
representations of D* being trivial on U}, simply means that they are of level
zero. Therefore, it is no wonder if “the compatibility” holds only in the level
zero case.
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Still, if R is irreducible, then the image © of R~ under the mod p

. =SS . .

correspondence does occur in II in every case. We may at least ask if

there exists any natural way to single out m among other irreducible factors
occurring in .

1. If R is expressed as R, where (E/F,X) is an admissible pair with E/F
unramified, then w can be characterized as the unique two-dimensional
irreducible factor with the multiplicity distinct from that of any other
two-dimensional factors. (Under the assumption that E/F is unramified,)
all two-dimensional irreducible factors have the same multiplicities if
and only if X is irregular, in accordance with the condition for F;S to
be reducible. However, the multiplicity of w is one less than that of
the other two-dimensional factors if n = 2 (mod 4) whereas it is one
more if n =0 (mod 4), which appears somewhat odd.

2. If R is expressed as R, where (E/F,x) is an admissible pair with
E/F totally ramified, then m can be characterized as the unique two-
dimensional irreducible factor 7, such that v((g,)? 1 = —1,i.e. (m,|u,)?
acts as a mod p character. (Under the assumption that E/F is totally
ramified,) no two-dimensional irreducible factor has the required prop-
erty if and only if X is irreqular, in accordance with the condition for
F;S to be reducible.

3. If p =2 and R does not arise from any admissible pair, then © can
be characterized as the unique two-dimensional irreducible factor 7,
such that v((g,)? ! is a primitive third root of unity, i.e. (m,|y,)?
acts as a mod p character. However, provided that ¢ = —1 (mod 3),
the reduction IL has an irreducible two-dimensional factor with the
required property even if R is reducible.

We do not know any uniform interpretation of these characterizations.
It seems more difficult to say something about the cases where the reduc-
tions R are reducible.
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