ON THE DECOMPOSITION OF HECKE POLYNOMIALS OVER PARABOLIC
HECKE ALGEBRAS

CLAUDIUS HEYER

ABsTrRACT. We generalize a classical result of Andrianov on the decomposition of Hecke polyno-
mials. Let § be a non-archimedean local field. For every connected reductive group G, we give a
criterion for when a polynomial with coefficients in the spherical parahoric Hecke algebra of G(F)
decomposes over a parabolic Hecke algebra associated with a non-obtuse parabolic subgroup of
G. We classify the non-obtuse parabolics. This then shows that our decomposition theorem
covers all the classical cases due to Andrianov and Gritsenko. We also obtain new cases when
the relative root system of G contains factors of types Fg or E7.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. The problem to decompose Hecke polynomials emerged in the theory of Hecke

operators acting on spaces of Siegel modular forms, see, e.g., [And77, [And79, [Gri84]. Onme of
the principal tasks is to find and study relations between Fourier coefficients of eigenforms of
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Hecke operators and the corresponding eigenvalues. It is instructive to work through an example
to see how decomposing Hecke polynomials helps to find such relations. Consider the modular
group I' = SLy(Z). Recall that a holomorphic function f: H — C on the upper half-plane H =

{z € C|S(z) > 0} is called a modular form of weight k if for all v = <Z 2) €Tl andall z € Hit

satisfies

0 1) = (G = (e s (217)),

and if it admits a Fourier expansion of the form f(2) = 3272, as(j) -e2™4% Denote My, the C-vector
space of modular forms of weight k. Let S be the set of 2 x 2-matrices with integral entries and
positive determinant. Then the algebra of Hecke operators H := H¢(T',.S) naturally acts on 9i:
A double coset (I'gT") € H acts on f via f|(T'gl’) = Zr»yer\rgrfh' If f is a Hecke eigenform,
we write Ay: H — C for the corresponding eigenvalue. Then f is a Hecke eigenform if and only if
af|T(j) = )\j(T) : af(j), forall T eH, je€ Zzo.

Fix a prime number p and consider the Hecke polynomial

Qp(t) =1~ Tyt + pTot?, where Ty = (T (g (1)) I), To = (pE.T) € H,

where Fs is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. There is a natural embedding of A into the parabolic Hecke
algebra H° := Hc(To, So), where I'y (resp. Sp) is the subgroup of upper triangular matrices in I’

(resp. S). For example, one has 71 = T;% + T, in Hc(To, Sp), where T," = (T (8 (1)> I'y) and
1 0

T, = (To (0 p) Ty). Over the ring Hc(To, Sp) the polynomial @, (t) decomposes as

(2) Qp(t) = (1 =T1"t)- (1 =Ty ¢).

Right multiplication with the inverse power series of 1 — T} ¢ yields

(3) Qp(t) -y (Tt =1-1¢  in HOt].
1=0

Note that H° acts naturally on the space MY of holomorphic functions f: H — C satisfying (I)) for
all v € Ty and admitting a Fourier expansion as above. Then 9, C MY and HO[t] acts naturally
on ML [t]. Given f € MY, one computes g () = ap(j/p) and oo () = pFay(pj), for all
j > 0. (Here, we define af(j/p) =01if ptj.)

Let now f € My, be a Hecke eigenform and consider the complex polynomial

Qpr(t) =1 =Xp(Th) -t +p- A (To) - t* € C[t].

Letting (@) act on f, we obtain on the level of Fourier coefficients the relations

Qpr(®) - > P "Pap(pi)tt = as(j) — as(j/p)t  in C[t], for each j > 0.
=0

This method of decomposing a Hecke polynomial over a parabolic Hecke algebra proved to be
very fruitful in the more general context of Siegel modular forms. Andrianov proved a general
decomposition theorem of type (2] in the context of Siegel modular forms, cf. [And77]. In this case
the modular group SL3(Z) is replaced by Sp,,(Z), for some n € Z>1, and one considers certain
holomorphic functions on the Siegel upper half-space H,,. The subgroup I'y of upper triangular
matrices is replaced by the “Siegel parabolic” in Sp,,,(Z), that is, the subgroup of matrices whose
lower left quadrant is zero.

It is then natural to ask whether a decomposition of type (2] also holds for more general groups.
Since the problem is local in nature, one may replace Z with the ring of integers of a non-archimedean
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local field §. In this context, Gritsenko proved a decomposition theorem for GL,, () (and all parabol-
ics) |Gri88l [Gri92] and for the classical groups Sp,, (§), SUL(F), and SO, (F) (for the parabolics
fixing a line in the standard representation) [Gri90].

The main result in [Gri92] found an application in the theory of p-adic L-functions, where it was
recently used by Januszewski [Janl4] to define a projection map in order to obtain simultaneous
eigenforms for certain Hecke operators. It is therefore reasonable to hope that a decomposition
theorem for more general reductive groups will have applications in the theory of p-adic L-functions.

The aim of this paper is to generalize the theory developed by Andrianov [And77] to the group
G of F-rational points of a connected reductive §-group.

1.2. Main results. Let § be a non-archimedean local field of residue characteristic p > 0. Let
G be a connected reductive group over §, let B be a minimal parabolic §-subgroup of G with
Levi decomposition B = ZU. In this article a parabolic subgroup of G is a standard parabolic
§-subgroup with respect to B. Fix a special parahoric subgroup K of G := G(§) corresponding
to a special point in the apartment determined by Z. Then G = K B, where B := B(gF). For any
subgroup X C G we put Kx = K N X. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G and put P := P(5¥).
Let R be a commutative Z[1/p]-algebra, considered as a ring of coefficients.

The Hecke ring Hr(Kz,Z), where Z = Z(F), identifies with the group algebra R[Z/K 7], and
there are natural embeddings Hr(K,G) C Hr(Kp, P) C Hr(Kp,B). There is a natural algebra
homomorphism

0% : Hr(Kp,B) — R|Z/K ]
induced by the canonical projection map B — Z. The restriction of ©F to Hr(Kg, G) is called the
(unnormalized) Satake homomorphism. It is well-known that Hr(K,G) is commutative. Besides
Hr(K,G), the parabolic Hecke algebra Hpr(Kp, P) contains another commutative algebra Cp,
which is constructed as the centralizer of a certain element of Hg(Kp, P).

Consider the R-submodule 05 = Hr(K,G).Cp of Hr(Kp, P). In order to develop a reasonable
theory one needs to make the following assumption:

Hypothesis 1.1. The restriction of @g to Op is injective.

It should be remarked that there is no example known where Hypothesis [[.1] fails. There is
one maximal parabolic subgroup in Sps(Q,) for which we do not know whether Hypothesis [l is
satisfied. One can show (see Proposition [B.I6) that, if Hypothesis [ is satisfied for two parabolics
P and Q, then it is also satisfied for P N Q. Hence, it would suffice to verify Hypothesis [I1] for
every maximal parabolic subgroup of G. For practical reasons we work with an equivalent form of
Hypothesis [[.1] see Hypothesis on p. B3l We prove:

Theorem (Theorem B.IT). Assume that Hypothesis L1l is satisfied. Let d(t) € Hr(K,G)[t] be a
polynomial such that d®z (t), the polynomial obtained by applying ©F to the coefficients of d(t),
decomposes in R[Z/K z][t] as

a2 (1) = f(1) - 3(t)
such that g(t) has coefficients in ©F(Cp) with constant term 1. Then there exist polynomials
f(t),9(t) € Hr(Kp, P)[t] with the following properties:

o deg f(t) = deg f(t) and fO%(t) = [(1);
o degg(t) = degg(t) and g7 (t) = g(t);
o d(t) = f(t) g(t) in Hr(Kp, P)[t].

The proof is merely a straightforward extension of the arguments in [And77]. However, it is in
general very hard to decide for which P Hypothesis [[.T] is satisfied. The main contribution of this
paper is to single out a class of maximal parabolic subgroups in G for which this hypothesis holds.
We make the following important definition:

Definition (See §3). Let P be a maximal parabolic subgroup of G with unipotent radical Up.
Then P is called non-obtuse if any two relative roots that occur in Up span a non-obtuse angle.
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Our main result is then:

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem BIT)). Assume that P is a non-obtuse parabolic subgroup of G. Then
Hypothesis [l is satisfied for P.

The obvious question then is whether there exist non-obtuse parabolics and if they can be classi-
fied. In Proposition we achieve a complete classification of non-obtuse parabolic subgroups and
formulate several equivalent conditions. The maximal parabolic subgroups correspond bijectively
to the vertices in the Dynkin diagram of the relative root system of G, and hence it makes sense to
say when a vertex of the Dynkin diagram is non-obtuse. The classification shows that all vertices
in type A,, the terminal vertices in types B,, Cy, and D,,, two terminal vertices in type Eg, and
one terminal vertex in type E7 are non-obtuse. It also shows that there are no non-obtuse vertices
in types Fg, Fy, and Go, cf. Figure [ on p.

The proof of Theorem requires us to investigate intersections of Cartan and Iwasawa double
cosets. This problem is well-known and arises, for example, in the study of the Satake homomor-
phism, but here it is of a different flavor. More precisely, let z, 2’ € Z be such that Uz’ KNKz2K # &.
It is well-understood how 2’ and z relate. However, so far almost nothing is known about the v € U
for which uz’ € KzK.

To state our main technical result in this direction, let ¢ be the point in the (adjoint) Bruhat—
Tits building of G corresponding to K. By assumption, ¢ lies in the apartment 2/ corresponding to
a torus T C Z which is maximal §-split in G. By definition, ¢ defines valuations, denoted ¢, on
the root groups U,. There is a canonical homomorphism v: Z — V into the underlying R-vector V'
space of &/ containing the coroots with respect to T. Fix a strictly positive element a € Z so that
(a,v(a)) < 0 for all simple roots o (with respect to B). Choose the representative z of KzK such
that z- (K NU)-27* C KNU, where U := U(F). Denote Up := Up(F) the group of F-points of
the unipotent radical of P. We prove the following technical result, which might be of independent
interest:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem [4)). Assume that P is non-obtuse and that —v(az) is a sum of simple
coroots. Let 2’ € Z and u € Up with uz’ € KzK. Then one has az’' - (K NUp) - (az’)"' CKNUp
and aua™' € K.

The condition aua™! € K is the difficult part of the theorem and can be interpreted as follows:
write uw = uy - - - uy, for certain u; € Uy,. Then ¢, (u;) > (a4, v(a)) for all i, that is, we obtain a
lower bound for the valuations of the u;. In order to obtain this bound, we describe an algorithm,
see §4) which produces a sequence of left cosets ugzoK, ..., ur2,K in KzK (with u; € U, z; € Z)
such that upzg = uz’ and uw, = 1 (so that v(z,) lies in the orbit of v(z) under the action of the
finite Weyl group). As a byproduct, by a careful analysis, we can estimate the valuations of the
root group elements u;.

Finally, it should be mentioned that there is another possible approach to study intersections
of Cartan and Iwasawa double cosets, which we do not follow here. For p-adic Chevalley groups
Dabrowski describes in [Dab94] the intersections of the form UrI N Iol in terms of “good subex-
pressions”, where I is an Iwahori subgroup and 7,0 are elements of the affine Weyl group. By
adapting the methods of [Lan0I] it seems plausible that one could in this way explicitly describe
the intersections Uz’ K N KzK.

1.3. Structure of the paper. In §2 we fix notations (§2.I) and recall some notions about re-
ductive groups (§221-24). In §25-§2.7 we discuss positive elements, the Cartan and Iwasawa
decompositions, and abstract Hecke rings.

In §3l we study non-obtuse parabolics. In Proposition we classify non-obtuse parabolic sub-
groups and provide equivalent characterizations.

In §4 we present the Algorithm Although it will not be used in the sequel it is worth to
mention that it always terminates (Proposition 3]). Our main technical result is Theorem 4]

Finally, in §5] we develop the theory leading to the decomposition Theorem 5171 The §5.1] intro-
duces parabolic Hecke algebras and defines the unnormalized version of the Satake homomorphism.
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In §5.2l we give another presentation of the twisted action due to Henniart—Vignéras [HV15]. Then
in §5.3 we translate the main theorem of [HV15] into our context. In §5.l we recall the commutative
algebra C;. In §5.5] we work out an explicit example of a parabolic Hecke algebra. We provide
an explicit presentation of the parabolic Hecke algebra attached to GLy(F) in terms of generators
and relations. The straightforward proof is given in an appendix. We also explicitly compute the
Satake homomorphism for illustrative purposes. Given a strictly positive element ap, we construct
in §5.01 a certain Hecke polynomial x,, (). With Hypothesis (.10 we impose that (Kpap) is a “left
root” of xq,(t). This hypothesis is crucial for proving the decomposition theorem. Theorem B.1T]
shows that this hypothesis is satisfied provided that the parabolic P is non-obtuse. Proposition [5.14]
lists several conditions which are equivalent to Hypothesis Proposition shows that, in
principle, it would suffice to verify Hypothesis for mazimal parabolics.

1.4. Acknowledgments. This article constitutes a part of my doctoral dissertation [Hey19|] writ-
ten at the Humboldt University in Berlin. I want to express my deep gratitude to my advisor Elmar
Grofte-Klonne for his support. I also thank Peter Schneider for inviting me to present these results
in the Mittagsseminar at the University of Miinster. My thanks also goes to the organizers of the
conference “Representation Theory and D-Modules”, held in June 2019 in Rennes, for giving me the
chance to present a poster about this research. Finally, I thank the anonymous referee for a careful
reading of the paper and for numerous remarks, questions, and suggestions. During the write-up
of this article I was funded by the University of Miinster and Germany’s Excellence Strategy EXC
2044 390685587, Mathematics Miinster: Dynamics—Geometry—Structure.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. We fix a locally compact non-archimedean field § with residue field F, of charac-
teristic p and normalized valuation valg: § — Z U {o0}.

If H is an algebraic group defined over §, we denote by the corresponding lightface letter H =
H(F) its group of F-rational points. The topology on § makes H into a topological group.

Let G be a connected reductive group defined over §. We choose a maximal §-split torus
T in G and write X*(T") (resp. X.(T)) for the group of algebraic F-characters (resp. algebraic
§-cocharacters) of T.

We denote by Z := Zg(T) the centralizer and by N := Ng(T) the normalizer of T in G. We
call Wy == N/Z the finite Weyl group of G.

The (relative) root system of (G, T) is denoted by ® C X*(T'); it need not be reduced if G is
non-split. The finite Weyl group W) identifies with the Weyl group of the root system ®. We
denote

Dreqg ={ae®@|a/2 ¢ P}

the subroot system of reduced roots. The set of coroots is denoted @V C X, (T).
We consider the root group U, attached to o € ®. Then Uy, C U, whenever «,2a € P.
We fix a minimal parabolic §-subgroup B of G containing T. It then admits a Levi decomposition

B =UZ.

This choice fixes a system of positive roots ®* in ® (resp. positive coroots (®¥)* in &), and the
unipotent radical U of B decomposes as

U= ][] U,

+
acd

where @;d = ®,q N ®T is the set of reduced positive roots.
All parabolic subgroups are taken to be standard with respect to B.
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2.2. The standard apartment. If C denotes the connected center of G, we consider the finite-
dimensional R-vector space

V =Rz (Xu(T)/X.(C)).
We view the set of coroots ®V as a subset of V via the natural map. Note that ®V generates V as
an R-vector space. On V there is the following partial ordering: given v,w € V', we write

v<w

if w — v is a linear combination of simple coroots with non-negative coeflicients.
The conjugation action of Wy on T induces an action on V' such that the natural pairing

(-,):V*xV —R

is non-degenerate and Wy-equivariant. Here, V* = Homg (V,R) denotes the R-linear dual of V. We
view ® as a generating subset of V*. We fix a Wy-invariant scalar product (-,-) on V so that V
becomes a Euclidean vector space. We denote || - || the norm induced by (-,-). The scalar product
(-,-) induces a Wy-invariant scalar product on V* which we again denote (-, -).

By [BT84, 1.1.13] the tuple (Z, (Uy)aca) is a generating root group datum of G in the sense of
[BT72 (6.1.1)]. In particular, this means that the root groups U,, satisfy the following condition:

(DR2) For all o, 8 € ®, the commutator group (U, Up) is contained in the group generated by
the Uya4mg, where n,m € Z are such that na +mp € ®.

The standard apartment 7 in the adjoint building %(G) of G is an affine space under V' consist-
ing of certain valuations [BT72] (6.2.1)] of (Z, (Uy)acs). Since valuations will be instrumental later
on, we will recall their definition. For the moment let L, for a € ®, be the subgroup generated by
Uy, Z, and U_,, and put

M, = {:17 € L, |anx_1 =U_y and 2U_pz~ ' = Ua} C N.

Then M, is a left and right coset under Z with image {s,} in Wy. We record the following useful
lemma:

Lemma 2.1 ([BT72, (6.1.2) (2)]). Let « € ® and u € UX = U, ~ {1}. Then there exists a
unique triple (u',m(u),u”) € U_o x G X U_q such that u = v'm(u)u”, m(u)U_,m(u)~! = U,, and
m(u)Uym(u)~t = U_,. Moreover, one has m(u) € My and u',u” # 1.
Definition ([BT72, (6.2.1)]). A waluation on (Z, (Ua)acs) is a tuple ¢ = (Yo)aca of functions
Yo : Uy — RU {00} satisfying the following conditions:

(VO) The image of 1, contains at least three elements;

(V1) For each o € ® and r € R U {oo} the set Uy, = 95 ([r,o0]) is a subgroup of U,, and

Ua,co = {1};
(V2) For each a € ® and each m € M, the function
Ur,=U_o {1} — R, U Yo (1) — Yo (mum™1)

is constant.
(V3) Given o, 8 € ® with 8 ¢ Repa, and r, s € R, the commutator group (Ua,r, Us,s) is contained
in the group generated by the groups Una+mg,nr+ms, for n,m € Z~ such that na+mpg € ®;
(V4) If a, 20 € D, then g, is the restriction of 2¢, to Uz C Uy;
(V5) Given a € @, u € U,, and v’ ,u” € U_, such that vw'uu” € M,, one has p_,(u') =

Yoa(u”) = =tha(u).
The space of valuations on (Z, (Uy)acs) admits the following two actions [BT72l, (6.2.5)]:
— Given a valuation ¥ = (¥4 )ace and v € V| the tuple
Y+ov= (1/}a + <O"v>)ae¢>

is again a valuation.
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— Let ¢ = (¢ )ace be a valuation and n € N. Denote w the image of n under the canonical
projection N — N/Z = W;. We obtain a new valuation n.¢) = ((n.¢),)ace defined by

(n)a(u) = thy-1(0) (" un), for all u € U,.

In this way, the group IV acts on the space of valuations.
By [BT84, 5.1.20 Theoréme and 5.1.23 Proposition| there exists a valuation

Y= ((Pai Ua —RU {OO})a€<I> of (Z7 (Ua)a@P)

which is discrete [BT72, (6.2.21)], special [BT72, (6.2.13)] and compatible with the valuation valg
[BT84l 4.2.8 Définition]. The standard apartment 7 is the Euclidean affine space under V' given
by

o ={p+v|lveV}.
The action of N restricts to an action on &« by Euclidean affine automorphisms and the subgroup
Z acts by translations [BT72 (6.2.10)]. More concretely, it follows from that there exists a
unique group homomorphism v: Z — V such that 2.0 = ¢ + v(z), that is,

4) oz uz) = 0o (u) + (a,v(2)), for all u € Uy, all o € ®.
The fact that ¢ is compatible with valg then expresses the condition (x|r,v(2)) = — valg(x(z)),
for all x € X*(Z).

The affine action of N on &7 induces a linear action of Wy = N/Z on V, obtained by composing
the action map N — Aff(«7) (where Aff(/) denotes the group of affine automorphisms of «7) with
the canonical projection Aff(«) — GLgr(V'). This action coincides with the natural action of Wy

onV.
Given o € V* and r € R, we consider the hyperplane

Hy, ={p+ved|{a,v)+r=0}
and put
H={Hp,r|a € Preq and 7 € ¢, (U)}.
Then N acts on $ via
n.-Hor = Hy(a)r—(w(a)m.e—p), for n € N with image w € Wy.

The groups Uy, , = ¢, ([r,o0]), for 7 € R, are a neighborhood basis of 1 € U, consisting of compact
open subgroups, and we have

nUO[,Tn_1 = Uw(a),r—(w(a)n.p—p), forn € N with image w € Wp.

2.3. The associated reduced root system. We denote by S($) the set of orthogonal reflections
sg through H € §). Conversely, we denote H, the hyperplane in & fixed by s € S($)). This exhibits
a canonical bijection ) = S(9).

The group W3 generated by S($) (inside the group of affine automorphisms of &) is called
the affine Weyl group of G. The stabilizer of  in W2 identifies with Wy, since ¢ is special. This
yields a semidirect product decomposition

W = (W N V) x Wy,

and W2 NV is generated by the translations raV, for a € ®,.q and 7 € p,(U) [BT72, (6.2.19)].
In particular, W*f NV is a lattice of rank dimg V' in V. Now, [Bou81, Ch. VI, §2, no.5, Prop. 8|
shows that there exists a unique reduced root system

YCvr

such that W2 is the affine Weyl group of ¥. This means that W2 coincides with the group
generated by the reflections s, i, for (o, k) € X2 := 3 x Z, defined by

Sak(®) =2 — (0,2 — @) + k) -, for x € &

We write simply s, instead of s, ¢ and view it as an element of Wj.
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By [SS97, LemmaI.2.10],
0a(UX) = €,'Z, for o € O,
is a group, where €, € Zs( is a natural number which is even whenever 2a € ®. We obtain a
surjective map
P —»> ar— e

which induces a bijection ®,q = 3.

Under this bijection, ®* corresponds to a system of positive roots in X, which we denote X7.

For each o = egf in X, where 8 € ®,.q, we put U, := Ug and

Ulak) = Uﬁyéglk, for all k € Z.
This defines a Z-indexed descending filtration on U, by compact open subgroups which is separated
and exhaustive. If n € N with image w in Wy, we have

-1
(5) Wiak)n ™" = Utw(a) k—(w(a)no-p)):
2.4. The Iwahori—Weyl group. Let K be the special parahoric subgroup of G associated with
o [BT84, 5.2.6]. If X C G is a subgroup, we write
Kx =KnX.

We note the following properties:

— the special point ¢ is fixed by K under the natural action of G on #(G);

— the group K N N contains a set of representatives of Wy;

— for all a € ¥ we have K N U, = U(q,0) [Vigl6, (51)];

— if P = UpM is a parabolic subgroup of G with Levi M and unipotent radical Up, then
Ky is a special parahoric subgroup of M [HR10, Lemma4.1.1]. In particular, since Z is
anisotropic, Kz is the unique parahoric subgroup of Z;

Since Kz is the unique parahoric subgroup of Z, it is normalized by N. We call
W :=N/Ky
the Iwahori—Weyl group. The subgroup
A=Z/K; CW
is a finitely generated abelian group with finite torsion and the same rank as X, (7") [HR10, Theo-

rem 1.0.1]. We therefore denote it additively. When we view A as a subgroup of W, we employ an
exponential notation, that is, we write e* € W for A € A. The natural exact sequence

0—A—W —W;, —1
splits, that is, W decomposes as the semidirect product
W=Ax Wo,

and Wy acts on A by e*®) := we*w='. We note that the map v: Z — V (@) factors through A and
induces a Wy-equivariant map
vih— V.

2.5. The positive monoid. We define
AT =ATC = {NeAl{,v(N) <0foralla € BT}

and denote Z* (or Zt ¢ if we want to emphasize the dependence on G) the preimage of A* under
the projection Z —» A. We refer to Z1 as the positive monoid. The negative monoid is defined as
Z~ = (Z%)71. We also write A~ := —A™.

An element A € AT is called strictly positive if (a,v(\)) < 0, for all & € XT. Note that if X is
strictly positive, the group A is generated (as a monoid) by AT and —\.

More generally, let P = UpM be a parabolic subgroup of G. We denote

MT = {m eM ‘ mKy,m™' C KUP}
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the monoid of M -positive elements. Note that Ky C M+ N (M7T)~!. We define
(6) pup(m) = [Ky, : Ky, Nm™ ' Ky,m] € ¢g“=°.
Clearly, m € M is M-positive if and only if py,. (m) = 1. The integers puy, (m) have been studied
in [Hey21b| §3.4].

An element A € A is called strictly M-positive if (¥p,v(X)) = 0 and (a,v(N)) < 0 for all
a € T N 2. Note that by (&), the monoid
(7) Ap+ = {A e A {a,v(N) <0 forall a e X" 3y}

coincides with the image of ZN M™ in A.
We call a € Z strictly M -positive if a lies in the center of M and a Kz € A is strictly M-positive.
We remark that by [BK98| (6.14)] there exist strictly M-positive elements.

2.6. Double coset decompositions. We recall here the Cartan and the Iwasawa decomposition
of G. In §] we will study intersections between Cartan and Iwasawa double cosets.

Cartan decomposition 2.2 ([HR10, Theorem 1.0.3]). The inclusion Z C G induces a bijection
A/ Wy =2 K\G/K.

Remark. (a) The monoids At and A~ are representatives for the Wy-orbits of A [HVI5] 6.3
Lemma]. Therefore, the inclusion Z C G induces bijections AT =2 K\G/K and A~ =
K\G/K. These are also referred to as the Cartan decomposition.

(b) The Cartan decomposition implies that if KzK = Kz'K, for some z,z’ € Z, then there
exists w € Wy such that w(zKz) = 2z’ Kz (and hence also w.v(z) = v(z')).

Iwasawa decomposition 2.3. The inclusion Z C G induces a bijection
A= U\G/K.
This decomposition is often written as G = BK =UZK = ZUK.

Remark 2.4. Tt is of general interest to study intersections of Cartan and Iwasawa double cosets.
We recall some well-known results. Let z € Z~ and 2’ € Z such that Uz’K N KzK # &. Then:
(a) v(z') < wv(z), see [HR10, Lemma 10.2.1] or [HV15] 6.10 Proposition].
(b) If v(z) = v(2'), then 2Kz = 2’ Kz, see [HV15], 6.10 Proposition]|.
(¢) wr(z') <v(z), for all w € Wy. This follows from properties of the Satake homomorphism
as in [Rap00, Lemma 2.1] but using [HV15], 7.13 Theorem]|. This argument is also spelled
out in Remark 5.5
This inequality is equivalent to saying that v(z’) lies inside the convex polytope spanned
by the Wy-orbit of v(z), cf. [Mac03| (2.6.2)].

In @ we give an algorithm which yields also information about the v € U with uz’ € KzK.

2.7. Abstract Hecke rings. We briefly discuss abstract Hecke rings. The references below refer
to, and details can be found in, [AZ95] Ch. 3, §1].

Let G be a topological group and I' C G a compact open subgroup. Let ' C S C G be a
submonoid. The pair (T, S) is called a Hecke pair. Let

zZ\S]= @ z.(Is)
I'sel’\S

be the free Z-module on the set of right cosets '\ S. It admits a natural right S-action by (T's)-s" =
(Tss’), for s,s" € S. Clearly, Z[I'\S] is a left module under the ring

H(T,S) := Endg(Z[T'\S)).
We usually make the identification
H(T,S) = Z[T\S],
T+— T(T)).
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The submodule Z[I'\S|'' of T-invariants is a free Z-module on the set of double cosets T'\S/T.
Concretely, it admits {(s)r |['sT" € I'\\S/T'} as a basis, where

(s)re= Y (Is).

I's’'CI'sT

The sum runs through all right cosets contained in I'sI". Note that the sum is finite, because I is
compact open, so that the set (I' N s~ I's)\I is finite, and the map

(8) (TN s~ 'Ts)\[' = T\I'sT,
(TN s 'Ts)y — T'sy

is bijective. The multiplication on Z[['\S]' is concretely given by
(Z n; - (1—‘81)) . (Z mj - (Ft])) = Znimj . (I‘Slt])
i J 0,J

For an explicit description of the multiplication in terms of double cosets, see [AZ95, Lemma 1.5].
The following two results are frequently useful:

Proposition 2.5 (JAZ95| Prop. 1.9]). Let (T, S) and (T, So) be two Hecke pairs satisfying
(9) 'y CT, S C TSy, and  T'NSy-S;t CTy.
Then the map

e: H(T,S) — H(To, So),

i i
where the s; are chosen in Sy, is an injective ring homomorphism.

Proposition 2.6 (JAZ95, Prop. 1.11]). Let (I, S) be a Hecke pair. Then (I',S™') is also a Hecke
pair, and the map

(10) Cs: H(T,S) — H(D,S™H),
(s)r — (s Hr
s an anti-isomorphism of rings.

Lemma 2.7 ([AZ95] Lem. 1.13]). Let (T',S) and (g, So) be two Hecke pairs satisfying @) such
that (T, S~1) and (Lo, Sy ') also satisfy @). Then the following diagram is commutative:

H(T,8) ——— H(To, So)

s| Jéso

H(T, S~ —— H(To, Sy ).
If R is a commutative ring with 1, we put
Hr(T,S) = Rz H(T,S).
It is clear that Propositions and and Lemma [2.7] remain valid for Hecke rings over R.

3. NON-OBTUSE PARABOLICS

We fix a maximal parabolic subgroup P = UpM of G. Recall from §2.2] the Euclidean vector
space (V*,(+,-)), on which the finite Weyl group Wy acts, and the special point ¢ € &7 from §2.2
We view ¢ as a valuation on the root group datum (Z, (Uy)aca). Also recall from §2.3] the reduced
root system ¥ C V*. The system X7 of positive roots determines a unique basis A of 3. Since M
is reductive, all these objects have an analogue for M, and we denote them by adding the subscript
‘M’. For example, we write X, Wo ar, Aps ete.
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Definition. The parabolic P is called non-obtuse if

{a, BY) >0, for all a, 3 € £~ Ty
Remark. For P to be non-obtuse it is equivalent to say that

(o, B) > 0, for all a, B € 2T 2.

This more geometric definition explains the term “non-obtuse”: it means that any two roots in
YT < X span a non-obtuse angle.

During the whole section we assume that P is non-obtuse. The main result of this section is a
complete classification of the non-obtuse parabolic subgroups of G. First, we prove an important
technical result which explains our interest in non-obtuse parabolics.

Lemma 3.1. Let A\, u € A such that X is strictly M-positive. Assume that v(w(p)) < v(=\) for
all w € Wy. Then one has

(o, v(A+ p)) <0, for alla € X Xy

Ezample. Before giving the proof, let us look at the two examples in Figure[ll Example[(a)|explains
why Lemma [B.1] should be expected to hold true for non-obtuse parabolics, while explains why
Lemma [3.7] fails otherwise.

FIGURE 1. In both examples we choose Xp; = {£a}, and v(u) can lie anywhere
in the dotted region.

(A) Type Aa: The translate of the dotted (B) Type G2: The translate of the dotted
region by v(\) fits into the shaded area. region by v(\) does not fit into the shaded
Lemma [3.1] holds in this case. area. Lemma [3.1] fails.

Proof of Lemma[3dl Recall that P is non-obtuse so that {a, 3Y) > 0 for all a, 8 € X+ \ Xy We
proceed in two steps.

Step 1: Assume p = w(—N\), for some w € Wy. We do an induction on the length ¢(w) of w. If
l(w) =1, we write w = sg for some simple root 3 € A. For each a € ¥ \ 3 we compute

<a, v+ 35(—>\))> = <a, v(\) — 35(1/(/\))>
= (e, (B,v(N) - BY)
= (B,v(N) - (@, 8Y)
<0,

where in the last step we have used (5, v(\)) < 0 and that P is non-obtuse. Now assume #(w) > 1,
and let 5 € A with £(sgw) < £(w). We write

(11) v(A+w(=X) =v(A+s5(=N)) +sg(v(X + spw(=N))).

We distinguish two cases:
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— If B € Ay, then we have sg(X1 N\ Xp) = X1 N\ Xy For each a € 1 \ Xy, the induction
hypothesis (applied to sgw) yields:
(a,s5(v(A + spw(=N)))) = (s(@), v (A + spw(=A))) < 0.

Together with (1)) and the base case the statement follows.
— If B € A~ Ay, then we compute for each o € 2 \ X y:

+ (sg(a),v(A + spw(=N)))
+{a—(a,BY) - B,v(A + spw(=N)))
) = {a, BY) - (B v(spw(=N)))

)+ (a, 8Y) - ((s5w)H(B), (M)

where the last step uses the induction hypothesis and that (sgw)~!(8) € T, which in turn
follows from £((sgw)~1sg) > €((sgw)™1) (see, e.g., [Hum90, 1.6 Lemmal).

This finishes the induction step.

Step 2: Let u be general. Take an arbitrary o € X1 \ X/, Let ag = w(a) be a root of maximal
height in the Wy-orbit of a. (If we write ag = 3 5.5 ngf3; the height of ag is 3 5. ng.) Then we
have (ag, 8Y) > 0, for all B € ¥F, since otherwise sg(ag) = g — (g, 8Y) - 8 would have greater
height than ag. By the hypothesis, v(—\) — v(w(p)) is a linear combination of simple coroots with
non-negative coefficients. Therefore,

12 (vl )+ ) = (w(@), v+ () = — (a0, #(-X) — vlw(p) < 0.
By Step 1 we have
(13) {a,v(A+w™ (=) <0.
Finally, (I2) and (I3) imply
{a,vA+p)) = {a,v(A+w ™ (=N)) + (e, v(w ™ (A) + ) <0. O

We now turn to the classification of non-obtuse parabolics. Since P is assumed to be maximal,
the roots in ¥ \ Xj; are contained in an irreducible component of . Without loss of generality
we may therefore assume that ¥ is irreducible.

The maximal parabolics of G are in one-to-one correspondence with the elements of the basis A
of ¥. We write A = {aq,...,a,} and denote s, := s,, the simple reflection attached to a,.. Let
P, = Up,M, be the maximal parabolic subgroup corresponding to «, so that Ay, = A~ {a,}.
We put

EUPT = EJF AN EMT-
Then a,. is the unique element in ¥y, N A. We say that a,. is non-obtuse if P, is.

Proposition 3.2. The classification of non-obtuse parabolic subgroups of G is given in terms of
the Dynkin diagram of ¥ in Figure[dl Moreover, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) «, is non-obtuse.
(ii) (o, Y) >0 for all B € Xy, .
(i) The Weyl group Wo u, acts transitively on the roots in Xy, of the same length.
(iv) In the notation of () below we have c,.(afy) = 1, where ) is the highest root of the same
length as a.
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aq [e5) Qp—1 Oy,
B, (n>2): .
[e5) [e%) Qp—2 Qp—1 Qi
Cn (n>3): .
(€3] Qg Qn—2 Qn—1 Qn
Qp—1
D, (n>4): . n—2
a1 (6%} Qp—3
Qp
ﬁ( az
EG : o °
[e%1 e %} [e7% as Qg
T az
E7 N o °
ay Qs Qy Qs Qg a7
ﬁ( az
Eg N o e}
aq [0 %:) oy Qs Qg (64 ag
F4 N o %)
aq (6] [0 %:) Qg
G2 N o——=o]
ay Qg

FIGURE 1. The black vertices are precisely the non-obtuse simple roots. Note that
in types Eg, Fy, and G2 there are no non-obtuse parabolics, while in type A,, all
maximal parabolics are non-obtuse.

Proof. We consider each type separately. The equivalences of [(i)H(iv)| are obtained along the way.
For the concrete description of the roots systems we follow [Bou81, Planches I-1X].

As usual we denote ey, . .., e, the standard basis of R"™, endowed with the canonical scalar product
(+,+). Given a root 8 € X, we write

(14) B=> ci(B) ai.

i=1
Observe that ¢;(s;(8)) = ¢i(B), for i # j. In particular, the action of Wy az, does not affect ¢, (8).
Observe that Xy, consists of those 8 € X1 with ¢,.(3) > 0.

(A,) Inside V = {(z1,...,2n41) € R"T! | 27:11 z; = 0} the root system of type A, is

(2

Y={%(e;—ej)|1<i<j<n+1}.

The simple roots are given by o; = e;—e;11, fori =1,...,n, and therootse;—e; = Zfé;i ay,
for 1 <i < j < n+1, are positive. The Weyl group Wy is the symmetric group &, 1
acting on ej,...,e,41. Fix 1 <r < n. Then we have

EUPT:{ei_ej|1gi§’r’<j§n+1}.

Ife;—ej,ea—ep € Xy, , then we have a # j and i # b. Hence, (e;—e;, eq—ep) = 0ig+d;p > 0
and o, is non-obtuse. The Weyl group Wy ys, identifies with &, x &,,41_, with the first
factor acting on {eq, ..., e, } and the second on {e,41,...,ent1}. It clearly acts transitively
on EUPT'
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(B;) Inside V = R"™ the root system of type B, is
Y={Fe|1<i<n}U{xe;te;[1<i<j<n}.
A basis is given by o; = e; — e;41, for 1 <i < n, and o, = e,. The positive roots are
€ = D i Ok for 1 <i<n;
ei_ej:Zf;iak, for 1 <i<j<m
eit+¢ej :Zi;iak‘FQEZ:jOék, for1<i<j<n.

The Weyl group Wy identifies with (Z/2Z)" x &,, with &,, permuting the e;, and (Z/2Z)"
acting by changing the signs of the e;. Consider three cases:
— Assume r = 1. Then

Sup, ={eifU{er e [2<i<n}.
Given e; +¢e1e;,e1 + 2¢j € Yy, , with e1,62 € {-1,0,1}, we compute
(e1 + €1ei, €1 + e2e5) = 1 +e1€20;; > 0.

Hence, o is non-obtuse. The Weyl group Wy py, identifies with (Z/2Z)""! x &,,_1
with both groups acting on {+es, ..., +e,}, leaving e; fixed. It clearly acts transitively
on {e1 £e;]12<i<n} (and on {e1}).
— Assume 7 = n. Then
Yup, ={ei[1<i<n}U{e;+e;|1<i<j<n}.

It is obvious that o, is non-obtuse. The Weyl group Wy, s, identifies with &,, acting on

e1,...,en. It clearly acts transitively on both {e1,...,e,} and {e; +¢; |1 <i < j < n}.
— Assume 1 < r < n; in particular, n > 3. Note that both o, = e, —e,31 and e,_1+ €541
lie in Xy, and satisfy (e, — ery1,€r—1 + €r41) = —1. Hence, «a; is not non-obtuse.

The highest root is ag = e; +e2 = a3 + 2 2222 «ay. Notice that «g and «, both lie in
Yup, and have the same length. But since ¢, (o) =2 # 1 = ¢,(a), it follows that g
does not lie in the Wy s,-orbit of a.
(Cy) Inside V = R™ the root system of type C,, is
Y={£2¢|1<i<n}U{te;xe;|1<i<j<n}.

A basis is given by a; = ¢; — e;41, for 1 <14 < n, and «, = 2¢,. The positive roots are

el_ej:Zf;iak, f0r1§i<_j§n;

=i . <
eite; =gk +2> 3 ag+a,, forl<i<j<n;
2e; =23 12, ag + om, for 1 <i<n.

The Weyl group Wy identifies with (Z/2Z)"™ x &,, as for type B,,. Consider three cases:
— Assume r = 1. Then

Sup, ={2e1}U{er £e;[2<i<n}.
Given e; +¢e1e;,e1 + €2¢j € Xy, , with 4,5 # 1 and e1,e2 € {£1}, we compute
(e1 +€1ei, €1 +e2ej) = 1 + £1828;5 > 0.

Since also (2e1,e1+¢;) =2 > 0 (for i # 1), the root ay is non-obtuse. The Weyl group
Wo.nr, identifies with (Z/2Z)"~! x &,,_1 with both groups acting on {=*es, ..., +e,}
leaving e; fixed. It clearly acts transitively on {e; £ e; |2 <i < n} (and on {2e;1}).

— Assume r = n. Then

Yup, ={26¢;|1<i<n}U{ei+ej|1<i<j<n}.

It is obvious that a, is non-obtuse. The Weyl group Wy s, identifies with &, acting on
e1,...,en. It clearly acts transitively on {2e1,...,2e,} andon {e; +¢; |1 <i < j < n}.
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— Assume 1 < 7 < n; in particular, n > 3. Note that both o, = e, —e,41 and ;-1 +e€,41
lie in Xy, and satisfy (e, — ery1,€r—1 + €r41) = —1. Hence, a; is not non-obtuse.
Consider the root af = e; +e2 = aq + 222;21 oy, + oy, Then of and «, both lie in
Yup, and have the same length. But since ¢.(aj) = 2 # 1 = ¢, (o), it follows that af
does not lie in the Wy s,-orbit of a.
D,,) Inside V = R" the root system of type D, is
Y

Y={te;te;|1<i<j<n}.

A basis is given by a; = e; —e;y1, for 1 < i < n, and «,, = e,_1 + e,. The positive roots

are
e —ej = Yhoi for 1<i<j<n
e+ e, = Z;fak—kan, for 1 <i<n;

ei—l—ej:Zi;iak+22;€:§ak+an,1+an, f0r1§i<j<n.

The Weyl group Wy identifies with I' x &,,, where I" is the kernel of the map (Z/2Z)" —
Z)2Z, (x;); — Y iy ;. We distinguish the following cases:
— Assume r = 1. Then

Yup, ={e1 fei|2<i<n}.

The same computation as in shows that a; is non-obtuse. The Weyl group Wy ar,
identifies with I'y X &,,_1, where &,,_1 permutes es, ..., e, and I'; C I' is the subgroup
of elements (x;); with z; = 0. It is easy to check that Wy »s, acts transitively on EUP1 .

— Assume r = n — 1 or r = n. By the symmetry of the Dynkin diagram it suffices to
consider the case r = n. Then

EUP” 2{61+€J|1§Z<]§n}

It is obvious that «,, is non-obtuse. The Weyl group Wy »s, identifies with &,, which

acts by permuting the ey, ..., e,. It clearly acts transitively on Xy, .
— Assume 1 <7 <n— 1. Both a; = e, —e,41 and e, 1 + e,41 lie in ¥y, and satisfy
(er — €rq1,6r—1 + €r41) = —1. Hence, «, is not non-obtuse. The highest root is

ap =e1+e = a1 + 222;22 ag + Qp—1 + an. Then ag and a, both lie in Xy, and
have the same length. But since ¢, (o) = 2 # 1 = ¢, (), it follows that ap does not
lie in the Wy a,.-orbit of a,.

(Eg) Inside V = {(:El, ...,x8) € RS ’xg =q7 = —.’L‘g} the root system of type Fj is

Y={xe;te;|1<i<j<5}
1 > _
U {i§(68 —e7 —ep+ ;(_1)1’(1)61.)

A Dbasis is given given by a3 = %(61 + eg) — %(62 +es+ - +er), aa = ea + e, and
Q; = e;—1 — €3, for 3 <i < 6. We distinguish the following cases:
— Assume 7 = 1 or r = 6. By the symmetry of the Dynkin diagram for Eg it suffices to
consider the case r = 1. We have

5
1 )
EUPI = {5 (68 — €7 — € + E (—1)11(1)61')
i=1

To ease the notation we write o, = %(es — er — eg + S0 (—=1)*(e,), for each
v= ()i € (Z/2Z)°. Let v, p € (Z/2Z)° such that 37, v(i) = S°_, (i) = 0. Since
Zle (v(i)+p(i)) = 0, we observe that the cardinality of the set {1 < i < 5|v(i) # p(i)}

5
v(i) € Z/22, > v(i) = o} :

=1

5
v(i) € Z/2Z, > v(i) = }

i=1
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is even, hence equals 0, 2, or 4. But then |{1 <7 < 5|v(i) = u(i)}| is either 1, 3, or 5.
Thus, we compute

1 . . . . . .
(av,ay) = 1(3 + {i|v(i) = p(i)} = {i|v(i) # u(i)}) > 0.
Therefore, o is non-obtuse. The Weyl group Wy as, is the group I' x &5 of type Ds
described in it acts on ey,...,es, leaving eg, e7, and eg fixed. Given v,u €
(Z/2Z)° with o, oy € Xy, , we may view p— v as an element of I' which maps a, to
ay,. Therefore, Wy ar, acts transitively on Xy, .

— Assume 1 < r < 6. The roots 81 = Ek Lo = (68—67—66+€1+62—63+64—65)
and By = ag + a3+ 204 + a5+ ag = e5+e3 both lie in Xy, and satisfy (81, 52) = —1.
Hence, a, is not non-obtuse. Notice that 8; = w,(a,), where w, € Wy pr, is given by

W2 = 55515354,

W3 = 55515254,

Wq = 85515352,

W5 = §1528354.
Clearly, w, 1 (82) € Yy, and (o, wH(B2)) = (B, B2) = —
The highest root is ag = %(eg —er—estertextestestes)=ar+2a+ 203+
3ay +2as5 +ag. Then ap and «, both lie in ¥y, and have the same length. But since
er(ap) > 1 = ¢ (), it follows that o does not lie in the Wy ar.-orbit of a..

(E7) Inside V = {(:1:1, ...,x8) € R8 |3:7 = —3:8} the root system of type E7 is

Y={fe;£e;[1 <i<j<6}U{E(es —er)}

6
u{ (eg—e7+z 1)@ )u(i)éZ/?Z,ZV(i);AO}.

i=1
A basis is given by a; = 5(614—68) - 5(62-!-63-!-- ~ter),as =eater,and a; = €;_1 —€;_9,
for 3 <1i < 7. We distinguish the following cases:
— Assume r = 7. Then
EUP7 :{€6i6i|1 <1< 5}U{68—€7}

o (esmerbeos Taroe)

(These are all the positive roots not lying in the subroot system of type Fg.) To ease
the notation we write a, = 1 (es —e7+Z?:1(—1)”(i)ei), for each v = (v(i)); € (Z/2Z)".
For all 1 <i,j <5 and v € (Z/2Z)® with a, € Xy, we compute

(e¢ L ej,e6tej)=1%6; >0,

(e £ es,es —e7) =0,

5
v(i) € ZJ2Z, Y v(i) # o} .

i=1

1 .
(e £ €5, ) = 5(1 + (-1)"@) >0,

(es — e, ) = 1.

Let now v,u € (Z/27Z)° with v(6) = p(6) = 0 and Zl (i) = Z _ (i) #0. As
S0 (v(i)+u(i)) = 0, we observe that the cardinality of the set {1 <4 < 6 |v(i) # (i)}
is even, but not 6, hence equals 0, 2, or 4. But then [{1 <4 < 6|v(i) = (i)} is either

2, 4, or 6. Thus, we compute

(o) = 3(2 +{i[v(i) = p(i)} = [{i|v(@) # u(i)}) = 0.

Therefore, a7 is non-obtuse. The Weyl group Wy ar, is the group generated by s;
and the group I' X &5 of type D5 (acting on {+ey,...,+es} while leaving eg, e7, and
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eg fixed). Given v,u € Xy, , we may view u — v as an element of I' (by forgetting
the last entry) which maps «, to a,. Moreover, I' x &5 clearly acts transitively on

{es £ e;]1 < i <5}. Together with
81(66 - 61) =eg—er+ @(0,1,1,1,1,1) = ©(1,1,1,1,1,0), and
S1(04(1,0,0,0,0,0)) = (1,0,0,0,0,0) + @(0,1,1,1,1,1) = €8 — €7,
and the fact that T" acts transitively on the set of a,, with Zle v(i) # 0 and v(6) =0,
it follows that YUy, is the Wy ar,-orbit of a7. Hence, Wy s, acts transitively on Yup, -
— Assume 1 <r < 7. The roots 5 = 22:1 ax = @(0,0,1,1,0,1) and B2 = a1 + a2 + 2a3 +
3oy + 205 + a6 + a7 = 0(1,1,0,0,1,0) both lie in ¥y, and satisfy (f1,32) = —1. Hence,
o, is not non-obtuse. Note that 81 = w,(a,), where w, € Wy . is given by
W1 = $655525453,
W2 = 5655515354,
W3 = 8655525451,
W4 = 5655515352,
W5 = 5651535254,
We — §1528354S5.
Clearly, w; ' (B2) € S, and (ap,w(82)) = (B, fz) = —1.
The highest root is ag = eg — e7 = 21 + 2a0 + 33 + 4oy + 3as + 206 + 7. Then oy
and o, both lie in ¥y, and have the same length. But since ¢, (ao) > 1 = ¢, (a), it

follows that cg does not lie in the Wy 5z, -orbit of .
(Es) Inside V = RR® the root system of type Es is

U {i% (68 + g(—l)”(i)ei)

A basis is given by a; = %(el +eg)— %(eg—l—eg—i—- ~ter), as =eatep,and a; = e;_1 —e;_o,
for 3<i<8.

Let 1 <r < 8. The roots :Eizlak = %(684—67—664-614-62—63—64—65) and
B2 = a1 +2a0+3ag+bas+4as+3ag+ 207 +ag = %(684-674-66—61—62+€3+€4+€5) both
lie in Xy, and satisfy (31, 82) = —1. Hence, a; is not non-obtuse. Note that 3; = w,(a;),
where w, € Wy u, is given by

7
v(i) € Z/22, > v(i) = o} .

i=1

W1 = 58575655525453,
Wz = 58575655515354,
W3 = 58575655525451,
W4 = S8S75655515352,
W5 = 58575652515354,
We = 5857525153545,
W7 = 58525153545556,
Wg — §25183545586S57.
Clearly, w;(32) € Yy, and (i, wt(B2)) = (B1, B2) = —1.
The highest root is ag = eg + e7 = 21 + 3ae +4ag + 6ay + Sas + dag + 3ar + 2as. Then
a, and g both lie in ¥y, and have the same length. But since c,(ag) > 1 = ¢, (o), it

follows that g does not lie in the Wy s, -orbit of .
(Fy) Inside V = R* the root system of type Fy is

S={te|1<i<4}U{te;fe;[1<i<j<4}U{i(tertestestes)l}.
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(e1 —e2 —e3 —eq). We

A basis is given by ay = ea —e3, ag = e3 —e4, az = ey, and ay = %

have

(1,01 4+ 3ag + 4ag + 2a4) = (e2 — ez, e1 +e3) = —1,

)
(g, 1 + a2 + 2a3 + 204) = (e3 — eq, €1 —e€3) = —1,
(0437041 + 2ai9 + 203 + 2a4) = (e4,e1 —eq) = —1,
! 1
(o, 1 + 202 + 33 + aq) = 1 (e1 —e2 —e3 —eq,e1 +eat+esteq) = -5
Hence, none of the oy, ..., a4 is non-obtuse. Consider the following cases:

— Assume r = 1 or 7 = 2. The highest root is ag = e; + e = 23 +3as+4a3+2ay4. Then
both o and «, lie in Xy, and have the same length. But since c,(ag) > 1 = ¢.(a;),
it follows that o does not lie in the Wy js,.-orbit of ..

— Assume 7 = 3 or 7 = 4. The highest short root is af = e; = a1 +2a2+3a3+2a4. Then
ap and a, both lie in ¥y, and have the same length. But since c.(af) > 1 = ¢.(a;),
it follows that af does not lie in the Wy ay,-orbit of «.

(G2) Inside V = {(z,y,2) € R® |z +y+ 2z =0} the root system of type G is

Y =+4{e; —ea,e0 —e3,e1 —€3,2e1 —ea — €3,2e3 —e1 — e3,2e3 — €1 — ea}.
A basis is given by a3 = e; — e and ag = —2e7 + e3 + e3. Since
(1,1 +az) = (e1 —ez,e3 —eg) = —1 and
(2,301 + ag) = (—2e1 + ea + e3,e1 — 2e2 + e3) = —3,

neither oy nor as are non-obtuse.

The highest root is ag = 31 + 2a0 = —e1 — ea + 2e3. Then both ag and as lie in EUP2
and have the same length. But since ca(ap) = 2 # 1 = ca(az), it follows that ag does not
lie in the Wy pr,-orbit of as.

Similarly, the highest short root is o = 2a1 + a2 = ez — e, and both o and «a; lie in
Yup, and have the same length. But since ¢1(8) =2 # 1 = c1(aq), it follows that o does
not lie in the Wy ar,-orbit of a;.

O

We end this section by applying the previous analysis to prove a result on the ordering of positive
roots that will become useful later. First, we need a preliminary lemma which also appeared in
[Mac71, Lemma (2.1.1)]. For the convenience of the reader we supply the simple proof.

We make the following convention: if A’ is a basis of ¥, we denote by EX, (resp. X,) the system
of positive (resp. negative) roots with respect to A’.

Recall, [Bou81, Ch.VI, §1.6, Cor.3 of Prop.17|, that there exists a unique longest element
wo € Wo. Tt satisfies w3 = 1 and £(wwp) = £(wo) — £(w), for all w € Wy.

Lemma 3.3. Let wo = s;, ---8;,. be a reduced decomposition and put B; = s4, -+~ si;_, (), for
j=1,...,7. Then one has
E:il'“sij(A) = {Bj-i—lu Bj+27 v 7ﬁ7‘7 _617 _627 ceey _ﬁ]}u for all 0 S .7 S r.

Proof. Write w; = s;, - --s;;. Applying [Bou81l, Ch. VI, §1.6, Cor. 2 of Prop. 17] to w;l = 8i; - 8,
yields
EX n E;](A) = EZ N ijg = {Bl,ﬁg, . ,ﬁj}.
Note that ¥ = 2% n E;O(A) = {p1, B2, ..., Br}. Hence, the assertion follows from
Ej}j(A) =(Zx N Eij(m) U(Zkn Ejjj(A)) =—(Zfn Sy, a)) U (S5~ S (a))- O

Ezample. It is instructive to visualize an example. The orderings of the positive roots in ¥ obtained
in Lemma generalize the “circular orderings” one has for root systems of rank 2. Assume X is
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of type G2 with basis {1, as} such that ag is the long root. The ordering of X T corresponding to
the reduced decomposition wy = $15251525182 is shown in Figure

Pa

B = o2 G| B B2

B1 =0

FIGURE 2. The circular ordering in type Gs

Corollary 3.4. Let a; € A = {au,...,an} be a non-obtuse simple root, and let o € Xy, such
that o and o; have the same length. There exists a reduced decomposition wg = s;, - - S, such that,
if we put B; = s;, ---sijfl(aij), there exists 0 < | < r with pB1,...,61 € X, and Biy1 = . In
particular,

Sup, N {a} C X 2y = B2, Br, —B1s - =B, —al.

i1 Sipgg
Remark. Corollary B says geometrically that, for non-obtuse «;, the roots of length ||a;| are

extremal in the cone generated by Xy, .
The statement of Corollary B4l is generally false if «; is not non-obtuse, see Figure

Proof of Corollary [3-4] Denote wo, u, the longest element in Wy r,. Since «; is non-obtuse, we find
by Proposition B.2l|(iii)| an element w € Wy ar, with w(a;) = a. Choose reduced decompositions

W= Si "8 and WO, M; W0 = Sip " Si -

(s

For each v € Wy s, we compute

(15) L(vwo,ar,wo) = L(wo) — L(vwo,ar,) = £(wo) — L(wo, ;) + €(v) = £(v) + £(wo, pr,wo)-

In particular, wwo a,wo = 8, -+ s;, is a reduced decomposition. We further observe s;,, = sy,
for otherwise we would have s;,,, € Wy n, and £(s;,, , wo ar,wo) < £(wo,nr,wo), contradicting (L3])
for v = s;,,,. Now, if we pick a reduced decomposition (wwo, ar; wo)’lwo = Si . Sips then it
is clear that we obtain a reduced decomposition wy = s;; - - - s;,. From the construction it is clear
that 81,...,08 € X, and 841 = . The last statement is a consequence of Lemma B3 O

4. THE ALGORITHM

Recall the special parahoric subgroup K of G associated with . Given z € Z~ and 2’ € Z, it is
of general interest to understand the intersection of the Iwasawa double coset Uz’ K and the Cartan
double coset KzK. For example, it is well-known that v(z’) < v(z) provided Uz’K N KzK # @,
see §2.0

There is, however, very little known about the u € U such that uz’ € KzK. One of the main
goals of this article is to study the following question: if uz’ € KzK and if we write u = w, - - -, ,
with u,, € U,,, what can be said about the valuations ¢, (u,)? We will prove that for each strictly
positive element a € Z with v(z) < v(a™!), the valuation ¢, (u,,) is bounded below by (v;,v(a)),
see Theorem [£.4]

In this section we present an algorithm that gives information about the ¢, (u,,). First, we need
to set up some notation. We fix a reduced decomposition wg = s;, - - - 5;,. of the longest element wq
of WQ.

Notation 4.1. Recall the reduced root system X associated with ®. Let A = {aq,...,a,} be the
fixed basis of X.
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(a) Put B; = s;, -+ si,_, (a;) and AU = g;, -+ 5, (A), for 1 < j < r. Thanks to Lemma 3]
we have

E(J) = EZ(J‘) = {ﬂj+1a ﬂj+27 v 757‘7 _ﬂlv _ﬂ27 ceey _Bj}a for 0 S .] S r.
Given k > 0, we let j(k) € {1,...,7} be the unique integer with k¥ = j(k) (mod r). Let

S 1, ifk=jk) (mod 2r),
b —1, otherwise.

Put By, == B and AKX =g, AUR) "and then

2 = g, 2R = Sh = {Bre1, Brezs - Brgr -

Then 2(° = ¥ and the sequence (Z(k))kezzo is 2r-periodic. See also Figure [3] below.
(b) Let o € ¥ and write o« = egf3 for the unique 5 € ®yeq. Define

Yo = €gpg: Uy = Z.

(¢) For each a € ¥ we fix a lift n, € NN K of s, € Wy.
(d) Given a basis A’ of &, we denote by Uas the group generated by UaEZz/ Us.

50 g, B, IR B, 5@ g,
B Ba Ba
Bs
) 2@ $06) Bs
Ba Br Br
Bs Bes Bs Bes Be

FIGURE 3. A visual aid for the sets X(®) relative to the reduced decomposition
wo = $18281, where oy = (1 and as = f3.

Recall from 2.4 that K N U, = Uq,0), for all a € X.

Algorithm 4.2. Let 2,2’ € Z and u € U such that uz’ € KzK. We define sequences (u*);>0
and ()5 with the following properties:
— u® =y and 29 = 2/
— u®) € Unwy NUpw-1) and 2% € Z, for all k > 1;
— u® %) e KzK, for all k > 0.
Suppose we have constructed u*) and z*) for some k > 0. Write
U ifk=0
W®) = u%k) ‘.ugk) . ugk) c As 1 ,
ktr ktr—1 k+1 Unwy NUAG-1), ifk>1,

(k ()

for uniquely determined uBi) ey, 51.E| Depending on ¢g, , , (uﬂk+1) we distinguish three cases:

INote that ugk) =1 unless k = 0.
k+r
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(Alg-1) Case pg, ., (u(ﬁi)ﬂ) + (Brt1, (%)) > 0. By (@) this is equivalent to

—1 k
L= (Z(k)) '“g) 2™ e U100 = Upyy N K.

k+1
We then define
S+1) . z(k),

uF D) = (k) (“g?“)_l € Uni+n NUA® -

Then u(F+D 2+ — 4, (k) (k) =1 ¢ K2 K.
Alg-2) Case ¢ n > 0 and not |(Alg-1)} Then ) € K and we define
Br+1 Br+1

Br+1
LB+ . Z(k)

WD — ( gil)fl k) e Unorny NUAm -

The fact that u*t1) € Up ety follows fromm (DR2)|and Z*) < {Bk_H} = R+ A pk),
(Alg-3) Case fr = ¢g,,, (u(k) ) < min{0, — <[3k+1,y( )>} Note that UB . # 1. By Lemma 2]

Bk+l
there exist unique u',u” € U_g, | such that

m®) = u’u(k)+ u” € N.
By [BT72, Proposition (6.2.10) (ii)] the element m(*) acts on . as the orthogonal reflection
5841,f, in the hyperplane Hg, | r, . Observe that the element

L) ()0

lies in Z, because its image in Wy = N/Z is trivial. Considering how 2+ acts on w e A,
we deduce

() =g () = v () = ((Brrr, v (zW)) + fi) - Bl
Applying (Br+1,—) to this equation, and rearranging, we obtain
1
(16) Pounn (uf,,) = fi=—5- (<ﬁk+1,u(z(k))> + <ﬁk+1,u(z(k+1))>>.

By and @) we have
Y- pgp(W)=—fr>0  and
s ()9 = o = (B, v (:) > 0.
This entails that v’ and (2(*))~ "u2® lie in K. We now define

wFTD =R (U(Bill)A ()T € Upery NUxwm).

We remark that u(;:l) = ugc) as can be seen from [(V3)|and the fact that Sy4o is extremal

in X5+ Finally, we compute

D040 — o ®) L (W® )T @m0,

= u® e (O) T ®) s e KoK

Note that, as a byproduct, at each step the algorithm provides a lower bound for ¢g, (uék)ﬂ)
It is because of this property that Algorithm will be useful for us later.
The next result will not be used in the sequel.

Proposition 4.3. Algorithm[[.Q terminates, that is, there exists | > 0 such that uY) = 1. Moreover,
I/(Z(l)) lies in the Wy-orbit of v(z).
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Proof. Let u € U, 2,2z € Z with uz’ € KzK. Suppose we are in case at the k-th
step. Then V(z(k“)) is obtained by reflecting V(Z(k)) along the hyperplane Hg, , .. But since
(Br+1,0) + fr = fr < 0 and <Bk+1,l/(2(k))> + fr < 0, it follows that 0 and I/(Z(k)) are on the
same side of Hg, . ., whereas V(z(k“)) lies on the other. An elementary argument in Euclidean
geometry now shows ||lv(z(®)[| < |lv(z*+D)].

As v(Z) is a lattice in V, its intersection with the convex polytope C' spanned by the Wy-orbit
of v(z) is finite. Since u®2(*) ¢ K2K, we have I/(Z(k)) € C, for all k > 0, see §2.61 As the z(*)
remain unchanged in the cases |(Alg-1)[ and [(Alg-2)| the above discussion shows that there are
only finitely many instances of case|[(Alg-3

Let k£ > 0 such that ||1/(z(k))|| is maximal. As only the cases [(Alg-1)[ and [(Alg-2)| occur, it
follows that for all 7 > 0 we have 2+ = (k) and k9 ¢ Ua+sy NUaw . In particular, we
have u*+7) ¢ Untery NUAx) = U_am NUxax = {1}. Hence, Algorithm terminates with
| = k + 7. Moreover, we have Kz(*+") K = K~zK by the construction in Algorithm B2 and the fact
that «**7) =1, and hence the last assertion follows from the Cartan decomposition 221 O

We are now ready to prove our main technical result, which may be of independent interest.

Theorem 4.4. Let P = UpM be a non-obtuse parabolic. Let a € Z be strictly M -positive. Let
w € Up, 2 € Z7, and 2’ € Z such that v(z) < v(a™') and uz’ € KzK. Then the following
assertions hold:

(i) az' € M*;

(ii) ava™t € Kp = KN P.

Proof. Note that uz’ € KzK implies w.v(z') < v(z) for all w € Wy, see Remark Let A
(resp. p) be the image of a (resp. 2z’) in A. Then|(i)|is equivalent to

{a,v(A+p)) <0, for all a € T\ 2y

(cf. (). But this follows from Lemma Bl since by assumption A is strictly M-positive and
v(w(p) < v(z) <v(=A) for all w € Wy.

We now prove As P is maximal parabolic, the roots appearing in Up are contained in a
single irreducible component ®; of ®. Since all computations will be done in the subgroup of G
generated by Z and U,, for a € ®1, we may assume for notational convenience that ® (and hence
¥)) is irreducible. As in §3 we write a1, ..., ay, for the simple roots in ¥ and put Xy, = 2T\ Xyy.
Let wo (resp. wo,ar) be the longest element in Wy (resp. Wy ar). Denote o the highest root of 3
and write ap = Y i, ¢i(ao).

Write u = HanUP U, for some ordering of the factors (to be specified later). Since we have
KpnUp = HaeEUP U(a,0), and because Ugo N Usp = Uzpo whenever 3,23 € @ (by , it

suffices to prove @, (auqsa™t) = @a(ua) — (o, v(a)) > 0, that is,
(17) Yo (ta) > (o, v(a)), for all o € Xy,

The general procedure is as follows: We fix an ordering o of ¥y, with respect to which we write
U = HaeEUP Uq. For each a € Xy, we apply Algorithm in order to estimate ¢4 (uq). This
necessitates to temporarily consider a different ordering, and we need to ensure that in the notation
of Algorithm we have @, (uq) = cpa(uggl), for the minimal & > 0 for which Bx41 = a. (In
(k)

Bk+l
estimate for ¢, (us). Finally, we go back to the initial ordering o and repeat this procedure with

another root of X,..

(a) Let wog = s;, -+ 84, be areduced decomposition and apply Algorithm 2] At the k-th step
we have

many cases we will even have u, = u .) The next step in the algorithm then provides the desired

ky _ (k) (k) (k)
u( )= uﬂk+ruﬂk+7‘fl a .u6k+l'
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Note that, by we have az(®) € M*, for all k > 0. Assume fBri1 € Yyp, so that
(Bri1,v(az™)) <0. In case[[Alg-1)| this implies

PBrs1 (ugil) > —<[3k+1,V(Z(k))> > (Br+1,v(a)).

In case |[(Alg-2) we estimate ¢pg, ., (U(Bill) >0 > (Bk+1,v(a)). If, however, we are in
case|(Alg-3)| then (I6]) implies

Pyt (Ug&l) = —% : (<ﬂk+1, V(Z(k))> + (Brt1, V(Z(k+1))>) > (Brt1,v(a)).

Thus, whenever fi4+1 € Xy, , we have

(18) Po0s (UG ) > (Brsr, v(a)).

(b) Let «;, be the unique simple root in Xy,.. Let a € Xy, with the same length as «;,.
By Corollary B4 we find a reduced decomposition wg = s;, ---s;. such that for some
0<Il<rwehave f1,...,8, € Xy and B;11 = a. We apply Algorithm [£2] to this reduced

o o) _(0) o . . . +
decomposition. Note that uy’ = =wug’ =1. As a = (41 is a simple root in Esil sy (A)

(which contains Xy, ) it follows that « cannot be expressed as the sum of two or more roots
in ¥y,. Hence, (DR2)| implies u, = ugi)ﬂ. Now, case [(Alg-1)| applies for the first [ steps.

Consequently, we have U(Blz)+1 = uy. Hence, (I8) shows p,(us) > (a,v(a)).
This proves () in the case where « and «;, have the same length. When ¥ is simply-
laced, that is, of type ADE, then all roots have the same length. This proves in this

case.

It remains to study the cases where X is of type B,, or Cy,, and where a € ¥y, and «;, have
different lengths.

(¢) Suppose that ¥ of type B, and that P corresponds to «,, = e, in the notation of in
the proof of Proposition (Note that ® is not necessarily reduced.)

We have
Y, ={e;|1<i<n}U{e;+e;|1<i<yj<n}.
We now choose a specific ordering of the factors as follows: let o: X/, =N {1,2,...,1Zux}
be a bijection such that, writing u = Hliqpluo—l(i) with u,-1(5 € U,-1(;), we have:

Qe (Ue;) < e, (te;) implies o(e;) > o(e;). With this choice of ordering we will prove (IT).
For each a € Xy, we will apply Algorithm to estimate @, (uqs). As the algorithm
changes the ordering, we have to ensure that ¢, (u,) = gpa(ug?)).

Observe that e; cannot be written as the sum of two or more roots in ¥y;,,. An application
of shows that for any ordering the e;-component of u coincides with wu,,. Therefore,
the estimate for ¢, (ue, ) is provided by [(b)}

Note that, given v1,v2 € Xy, we have e; +e; = v1 + 72 only if {e;,e;} = {71,72}. An
application of shows that the (e; + e;)-component of v in a reordering depends only
on the relative position of u., and u.,. In order to estimate @c, ye; (e, e, ), We thus have to
ensure that the reordering needed for applying Algorithm does not change the relative
position of ue, and wue;.

Observe that every reduced decomposition of wy arwo necessarily starts with s,5,—1---:
indeed, this follows, since s1,...,8,—1 € Wy p and £(wwo prwo) = £(w) + £(wo, prwo), for
all w € Wy ar, and sps; = s38p, forall 1 <i <n—2. Fix 1 <4,j < n with o(e;) > o(e;)
and choose w € Wy =2 &, such that w(e,) = ¢; and w(e,—1) = €;. As in the proof
of Corollary B4 we find a reduced decomposition wy = s;, ---s;. such that s;, ---s;, is a
reduced decomposition of w (for some 0 <1 <7 —2) and s;,,, = s, and s;,,, = s,—1. In
particular, we have 1,...,8, € X and Bi41 = e;. Since sp(en—1 — €p) = €p—1 + €, We
also deduce (42 = e; +¢;. Note that e; = 8y for some I’ > [ 4 2.
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We apply Algorithm [£2]to this reduced decomposition and observe that, by construction,
(0) (0

the relative position of ue,, ue; and ue,”, ue;” is the same; therefore, we have e, ¢; =

Note that «) = 49 in Up, and hence ug) = ul” = u,, and u(Bl) = ugJ) = Ue,1e.. We
141 142 142 j

now prove

Peste; (Ueite;) 2 (€ +€5,v(a)).

In cases |(Alg-1)| and [(Alg-3)| we have ungi) =4 = Ue,+e;- Therefore, (I9) follows

Bl+2

1
from (I§). Assume that we are in case [(Alg-2)} so that o, (ue;) > @e, (te;) > 0. Then

—1 _ —1 —1
Ue, Ue; = Ue;Ue; - [u8i7uej ]

with [uei,ugjl] € Ule;4e;,0)5 by But this means ug:i) = [uei,ugjl] “Ug,te;. Therefore,
we have either o, t¢; (te; +¢;) > 0 > (ei+ej, v(a)) or we have pg, ., (ug:i)) = e, te, (Ueite,)-
In the latter case, (I9) follows, again, from (I8). This proves in case ¥ is of type B,
and P corresponds to «,.
If ¥ is of type C}, and P corresponds to «,, = 2e,, then a similar argument as in applies.
The argument becomes easier, though, since Up is commutative (use and the fact
that ¢, () = 1).
Assume that ® is of type BC,, and P corresponds to ar; = e; — es in the notation of
in the proof of Proposition The other cases, where ® is of type B,, or C,, (and where
P corresponds to aq) are proved in essentially the same way.

Note that ¥ is of type B,, and we have

Yvup={e1}U{er e |2<i<n}.
We remark that, again by [(DR2)] the e, +., do not depend on the ordering of the factors.
By [(b)] we have ¢¢, +e, (e, +e,) = (€1 & €;,(a)). It remains to prove
Pes (uel) 2 <617 V(a’)>'
Note that if 2, (te;) = Qey—e; (Uey—e;) + Peqte; (Ueyte; ), for some 2 < ¢ < n and some
ordering of the factors, then we easily obtain ([20). Therefore, we assume from now on
2<P81 (uel) < Pey—e; (U’el*ei) + Ve te; (u€1+8i)

for all 2 < i < n and all orderings of the factors.
Given v € V, we denote s, the orthogonal reflection in the hyperplane orthogonal to v.

Claim 1. The decomposition s, = (8182 S$n—1)8n(Sn—18n—2 - - - $1) is reduced.
Proof. We write this decomposition as s;, - - s;,,_, and put 3; = s, ---s;,_, (), for all
1 <j5<2n—1. Then we have
B’— 81"'Sj,1(6j—€j+1):61—€j+1, fOI‘lS]Sn—l,
j = .
81 Sp—1(en) = ex, for j = n.
For 1 < j <n —1 we compute
Bon—j = 8152+ 8j8j41 " SnSn—1--8j+1(ej — €j41)

=81 Sj56j+1(ej - ejJrl)

=s1---55(e; + €jt1)

=e1 + €j41-

Therefore, the elements 31,..., 82,1 are pairwise distinct and Ch.1V, §1, no.4,
Lemma 2] shows that £(s.,) = 2n — 1. O
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We fix a reduced decomposition s;, - - - s;, of wy whose initial piece is s152 - - - $pSp—1 - S1.
Since the u., for v € Xy, \ {e1}, are independent of the chosen ordering, we are free to
choose a convenient ordering in order to estimate @, (u.,). We take the ordering given by
the fixed reduced decomposition of wy, so that u., = ug?), and apply Algorithm We
need to study the support of u®) | that is, the set {*y ex | ugyk) #+ 1}. We define recursively
PO = Yy, and then W) as the close(ﬂ subset of X(*) generated by pE=1) {e1 —ext1}
and epy1 —eq, for 1 <k <n — 1. Concretely, we have for all 0 < k <n — 1:

TR = fey e |k+2<i<nlU{ei+e|2<i<k+1}
U{estej|2<i<k+1,i<j<n}U{e;|1<i<k+1}.

By construction, the support of u*) is contained in W),

Under the addition map U*) x W) — R™ the preimage of {e1,2e1} is the set of pairs
(e1 £ e;,e1 Fe;), for k+2 < i < n. The preimage of e; + e; is empty for k+2 < i < n.
Together with our assumption (2I) we show that this implies the following claim:

Claim 2. For all 0 < k <n — 1 one has:
k k—
1. e, (u£1>) = e, (ug1 1));
2. u(k) =7 forall k+2<1i<n.

e1t+e; — Yeite;

(We put ugfl) = u,, for y € ¥.)

Proof. We prove the claim by induction on k, the case k = 0 being trivial. Assume the
claim holds for all 0 < 7 < k, for some 0 < k <n — 2. Recall that Bx4+1 = €1 — ex42.

Assume we are in case so that @e, ¢, (ugf)_ekH) > —<[3k+1, I/(Z(k))>. In this

k+1 k
(e — o9

case, we clearly have u , for all v € U*) < {e; —ep42}, which proves the induction

step in this case.

Suppose we are in case Then ugfiiz = ugf)iei, for all k+3 < i < n, and
ugfﬂ) = ugf) This shows the induction step in this case.

Finally, assume we are in case so that e, e, » (u(k) ) > 0. We then have

€1 —€k42

gfi? = gf)iei, for all £+ 3 <1i < n. Moreover, we have
k+1) _ (K (k) (%) -1
u£31+1) - ugl) ’ [u€1*€k+2’ (u81+€k+2) } € Uel'

(k)

€1i8k+2

The induction hypothesis implies ¢, (ugf)) = e, (te,) and u

(V3)} and (1), we compute

1 -1
2@61 ([uglf)—ek+2’ (ugfzi-ek+2) } ) = P2e; ([ugf)—ek+2’ (ugllczl‘ek+2) ])

k k
2 Per—ept2 (ugl)_ek+2) + Perterto (u((ilz'l‘ek+2)

> 2, (u(elf))
Therefore, we conclude ¢, (ué’fﬂ)) = e, (ugf)) This proves the induction step in this case
and finishes the proof. O

Now, Claim [2 and (I8) show @, (ue,) = @3, (ugjfl)) > (e1,v(a)). This shows (20) and
finishes the proof.

= Ue ey, UsSINg

O

5. DECOMPOSITION OF HECKE POLYNOMIALS

We fix a commutative ring R with 1. In §5.2] and §5.0 we will assume that p be invertible in R.

2A subset X C (%) is called closed if 7,6 € X with v+ 6 € ) implies v + 6 € X.
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5.1. Parabolic Hecke algebras. Parabolic Hecke algebras for the general linear and the symplec-
tic group were introduced and studied by Andrianov, see [And77|, [And79], and the book [AZ95].

Definition. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G. Then
Hr(Kp, P)
is called a parabolic Hecke algebra.

Lemma 5.1. Let P and Q be (not necessarily proper) parabolic subgroups of G with P C Q. Then
the map

EP,Q: HR(KQv Q) — HR(KPa P)a
D ori(Kgg) — Y ri (Kpgy),
i i
where one may choose g; € P, is a well-defined injective R-algebra homomorphism. Moreover, the
following diagram is commutative:

€Q,G

Hr(K — HR(KQvQ)
\ j
r(Kp,P

Proof. Clearly, we have Kp C Kg and KgNP = Kp. The Iwasawa decomposition 23] implies Q) =
KqP. Therefore, the conditions (@) for (T, S) = (Kg, Q) and (g, So) = (Kp, P) are satisfied and
the first statement follows from Proposition 2.5l The commutativity of the diagram is obvious. [

Let P = UpM be a parabolic subgroup of G. Let pry;: P — M be the canonical projection.
Note that Ky = K N M is a special parahoric subgroup of M (see §24)). The map

o Hr(Kp, P) — Hr(Kn, M),
Zri - (Kpgi) — Z?‘i (K pry(gi))

is a homomorphism of R-algebras.
Definition. The composition

ep.c On

Sir: Hr(K,G) —= Hr(Kp, P) =% Hg(Kar, M)
is called the (partial) Satake homomorphism.

If P = B and M = Z, then the subgroup K is normal in Z and hence Hr(Kz, Z) identifies
with the commutative group algebra R[Kz\Z] = R[A]. In this case, the Satake homomorphism
takes the form

S¢ =85 : Hr(K,G) — R[A].
Lemma 5.2. Let Q = UgL and P = UpM be parabolic subgroups of G and assume that Q C P.

The diagram

Hi(Kp, P) —205 U p(Kar, M)

o] J

HR(KQa Q) 7 HR(KLv L)

is commutative. In particular, one has Sf = S;' o Sy
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Proof. Note that Q N M is a parabolic subgroup of M with Levi L. Given b € ), we have
pra(b) € @ N M and pry,(pryg (b)) = pry,(b). Hence, for all Y. r; - (Kpb;) € Hr(Kp, P), where, by
the Iwasawa decomposition 2.3] we may choose b; € @), we compute

Séd (911\,;[ (Z Ti- (KPbi))) = Sﬁ‘[ (Z Ti- (KM PYM(bi))) = Zri . (KL prL, (prM(bi)))
= Zh‘ . (KL prL(bi)) = @CLQ (Z T - (Kle-))

In particular, in view of Lemma [5.1], we have
Syosjﬁ:Sé/lo@ﬁoé‘pﬁc;:@%OEQypOEpyG:@%}OEQﬁgzsg. O

5.2. The twisted action. Assume that R is a Z[1/p|-algebra. The twisted action of Wy on R[A]
was defined by Henniart—Vignéras, [HV15, 7.11, 7.12], in order to describe the image of the integral
Satake homomorphism. We give a slightly different presentation.

Given b € B, we consider the integers (see (@) in §2.9)

pu () = [Ky : Ky nb ' Kyb).

Observe that puy is constant on Kz-cosets, since Kz normalizes K. Therefore, we obtain an
induced map

po: A — gP=o.

Note that uy(A) =1 if and only if A € A™T.
We employ the exponential notation e* when we view A € A as an element of R[A].

Definition. The twisted action of Wy on R[A] is defined by

. Hu(w(d) w3
' pu(A) 7

In order to describe the relation with the twisted action in [HV15, 7.11], we recall the modulus
character

w* e

for A € A, w e Wj.

5: B—q", §(b) = [bKub~" : Ky = po (b)/pw (b~1),

where [bKyb~! : Ky = wlfgi;ﬁﬁ{?;}?ﬁul denotes the generalized index. Similar to the above, §

induces a character
5: A — &

Lemma 5.3. For all w € Wy and A\ € A, one has

- () - ()

Proof. Note that 6((;'2(;)‘)) = Z Z&”)(_i‘)g'(‘i ng&x)g Therefore, for both equalities it suffices to show

pu(A) - po(=A) = po (w()\)) "HU (—w()\)).

But this follows from py (A)uu(—=X) = g (cf. [Hey21b, Proposition 3.14.(a)]) and gx = gy (cf.
[Vigl6l Proposition 5.13]). O
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5.3. The Satake isomorphism. Given A € A, we denote Wy » the stabilizer of A under the (usual)
Wo-action on A. Then Wy y is also the stabilizer of e* under the twisted action of W, on R[A].
Note that, if R =Z[1/p] and A\ € A", one has

Sy = Z w* e € Z[A].
weWo /Wy, x
With our notations, the main result of [HV15] is the following:
Theorem 5.4. Let R be a commutative ring with 1 and consider the Satake homomorphism
SY: Hr(K,G) — R[A].
(i) SY is injective.
(ii) The image of S is a free R-module with basis {1® Sy |\ € AT}.
If p € R*, then the image coincides with R[A]"*, the algebra of Wy-invariants under

the twisted action.
(1ii) Both R[A] and Hr(K,G) are commutative algebras of finite type over R.

Proof. We briefly explain how our notations relate to the notations in [HV15|. Consider the space
C*(K\G/K,R) of compactly supported K-biinvariant functions G — R with product given by
convolution:

(fixf2)9)= D filh)- falh™'g),  for f1, f> € C(K\G/K,R) and g € G,
heG/K

where “h € G/K” means that h runs through a set of representatives for the left cosets in G/K.
The map

pc: C(K\G/K,R) — Hr(K,Q),
fr— > flg™) (Kg)

geK\G

is an anti-isomorphism of R-algebras[] Following [Her11], the Satake homomorphism in [HV15] is
defined as

S CX(K\G/K,R) — CX(Z/Kz,R) = R[A],

ueU/Ky

where Ky = K NU. Now, the diagram
C2(K\G/K, R) —— C=(Z/ K, R)

Jre I

HR(K, G) T) HR(Kz, Z)

commutes: fix a representing system I' C Z for the coset space Kz\Z, so that Ky\U xI" & K\G
via (Kyu, z) — Kuz. Then for each f € C*(K\G/K, R) we compute

pZ S/ ZS/ Kzz Z Z f 1y KZ,Z)

zel zel'ueU/Ky
= Z Z f uz) (Kzz) = Z f uz) (KZZ)
z€lue Ky \U uz€ K\G
:SG( Z f((uz) (Kuz)) :SG(pg(f)).
uz€ K\G

3As C2°(K\G/K, R) turns out to be commutative, pg is in fact a homomorphism.
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If p € R*, then the twisted action of Wy on C°(Z/Kz, R) is defined by
woe =63\ — w()) - e,

where 6'/2 is a square root of §. This is indeed defined over R, since Lemma [5.3] shows that

§/2(\ — w(X)) actually lies in ¢%. The same lemma also shows that pz(w oe*) = wxe .
Therefore, we have pz (Z’WEWO/WO woer) =S _yin R[A], forall X e A~
Now, [(Q)] and [(ii)] are [HVI5] 7.15 Thm. and 7.13 Cor.], and [(iii)|is [HV15, 7.16]. O
Remark 5.5. Let z € Z~ and put A = 2Kz € A. It follows from Remark and @ that
(22) S (k) =+ D au-e* € Z[1/p]|[A].
HENA s.t.
v(m)<v(A)

Aw(p)

By Theorem[5.4] S¢ ( (2) K) is invariant under the twisted action of Wy. Therefore, mj—gu) = oty
for all w € Wy and all 4 € A. In particular, a,, # 0 if and only if a,(,) # 0 for all w € Wy. Now,
(22) shows w(u) < A, for all w € Wy and all u € A with < A. This explains Remark 2.4][(c)}

5.4. Centralizers in parabolic Hecke algebras. Let P = UpM be a parabolic subgroup of G.
We choose a strictly M-positive element ap € Z, see §2.5 This means that ap lies in the center of
M and satisfies
(a,v(ap)) <0, for all @ € X7\ Xy
Note that KpapKp = Kpap and hence (ap)k, = (Kpap) in Hr(Kp,P). We consider the
centralizer algebra
Cp ={X e Hr(Kp,P)| X - (ap)K, = (ap)K, - X} .

The algebra C;ﬁ was originally studied by Andrianov when P is the “Siegel parabolic” of a symplectic
group, see [And77, [And79].

Lemma 5.6. The following statements hold true:
(i) C} ={X € Hr(Kp,P)| X =3, 7 - (Kpm;) with m; € M and r; € R}.
(it) For all X € Hr(Kp,P), there exists n > 0 such that (ap), X € CF.
(iii) The map OF, induces by restriction an isomorphism C} = Hr(Ky, MT). In particular,
C} is commutative.

Proof. See [Hey21a, Lemma 4 and Corollary 5]. The last assertion in follows from the fact that
Hr(Kn, M) is commutative by Theorem B4 applied to M. O

Note that Lemma IBII,@ shows that C; is independent of the choice of ap.
Recall the anti-involution (p on Hr(Kp, P), cf. [0), which is given by (p((9)x,) = (97 ) kp-

Remark. Let ap € Z be a strictly M-positive element. Then a}l is strictly M-negative and
(p(CH) =Cp ={X € Hr(Kp,P)| X - (ap")kp = (ap")kp - X } .
The analog of Lemma for Cp also holds 4

Lemma 5.7. One has
(p(Ker ©}) = Ker 0.

Proof. Note that, for each g € P, the index u(g) == [Kp : KpNg~tKpg] counts the number of right
K p-cosets in KpgKp, by ). Similarly, pua(m) = [Ky @ Ky N m ™t Kjm| counts the number of
right Ks-cosets in Ky mKjs. Moreover,

5: P q’ olg) = lgKpgt: Kp] =

4However7 note that it is not @1131 which induces an isomorphism Cp, = Hr (K, M ™), but rather (ps 0 @1131 o(p.
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is the modulus character of P. As every element in Up is contained in a compact group, we have
5’Up =1, by [Vig96l Ch.I, 2.7]. Therefore,

(23) 6(g) = 6(prm(9)), for all g € P.
Note that ©%;((9)k,) = % . (prM(g))KM by [Hey2Ib, Proposition 4.3], and hence

Ker ©F; is generated by elements of the form (g)x, — % - (prape(9))kp- We compute

0% (¢r ((@)r — D (praa(0)) ., ))

#(prv(9))

Y B A g pormle D))

= it (prag(9-1) (pra(g ))KM 1(prae(9)) - par (prag (9 1)) (pra(g ))KM
=0, by ([23).

This shows (p(Ker ©4;) C Ker ©F,. The assertion follows from (% = id. O
Remark. One has ©%; o (p # (0 ©F; (apply both maps to (ap)k, for a strictly M-positive ap).

5.5. Example of a parabolic Hecke algebra. The purpose of this section is to work out an
example of the setup so far.

Let Oz be the valuation ring of § and fix a uniformizer 7 € Og. Consider the group G = GL2(F)
and the maximal compact subgroup K = GL3(O5). Let B C G be the subgroup of upper triangular
matrices and Z C B the subgroup of diagonal matrices. Fix a coefficient ring R. A variant of the
parabolic Hecke algebra Hp(Kp, B) is briefly discussed in Vienney’s thesis [Viel2) p. 102]. We
prove the following structure result of Hr(Kp, B) in Appendix [Al

Theorem 5.8. The R-algebra Hr(Kp, B) is generated by the elements

X, = ((g ?))KB, X_ = ((F(;l ?))KB, Y= (nE)ky, Y = (1 Bk,

where Fy is the 2 X 2 identity matrix, subject only to the following relations:
YY l=vly =1,

VX, =X.,Y,

(24) + +
YX_ =X_Y,

X+X_ =4q- 1.

In particular, Hr(Kp, B) is non-commutative.

Remark. It follows from Theorem B8 that X is a left zero-divisor (resp. X _ is a right zero-divisor),
because

X+(X_X+—q1):(X_X+—q1)X_ =0.
If ¢ is invertible in R, then X is right invertible (resp. X_ is left invertible), since
X, ¢ 'X_ =¢'X,-X_=1.
Since A = 72, the Hecke algebra Hr(Kz, Z) identifies with Rz*!,y*] via (7 9))x, — = and
((§9) Kk, — y. Then the map O©F is given by
@g: HR(KB, B) — HR(KZ7 Z)7
Xy —x,
X_+—sqz
Y — ay.
The kernel of ©F is the two-sided ideal generated by X_X, —q- 1.
Assume g € R*. The twisted action of Wy = {1,wy = (93)} on R[z*!, y*!] is given by

W * T = qy and woxy =q ‘z.
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For all a,b,c € Z with a > b, the elements
Sa,b — Iayb + qafbxbya7 Sc,c — (:Ey)c

are Wy-invariant with respect to the twisted action; in fact they constitute an R-basis of R[A]"o-*.

Moreover, the relations

See =511, for c € Z,
Sa,b = Sb,b . Sa—b,O = Sa—b,O . Sb,lh for a,b € Z with a > b,
Sn0 51,0 =5n41,0+ ¢ S1,1-Sn-1,0, for n € Z>

are immediate. This easily implies R[A]"o* = R[S} o, S’li}] = R[z + qy, (zy)*'].
We identify AT with {(a, b) € 72 ’ a> b}. By the Cartan decomposition 2.2 every double coset
75 72,) K with (a,b) € AT. Let us compute the Satake homo-

morphism S¢: Hr(K,G) — R[A]. Let A C Oz be a complete system of representatives for the
residue class field of § such that 0 € A. Note that |A| = q. For each (a,b) € At we have

a a a—b—1 — b+c—1 i
7 0 _ 7™ 0 T S Bt
(0 a)rer(G 2o ()

c=1 Bp,..;Bo+c—1€

in G is uniquely of the form K

Bv#0
b a-1,4
u || K (0 =, ) :
Bbse-sBa—1€EA
Let v := L“T_bj be the largest integer < “T_b. We deduce
200 a—b—1
SG((< 0 7Tb>)K) _ :anb + Z (q _ 1)qcflxa7cyb+c _|_qa7bxbya

c=1

2l
= Oab + (q - 1) ) Zq6718a7c,b+c +e€- (q - 1)‘]7718’%%

c=1

and where ¢ = 1 if a — b is even and non-zero, and ¢ = 0 otherwise. Consider on A the partial
ordering defined by (¢,d) < (a,b) if ¢ < a and ¢+ d = a+ b. As usual we write (¢,d) < (a,b)
if (¢,d) < (a,b) and (¢,d) # (a,b). Note that for each (a,b) € AT there are only finitely many
elements (c,d) in AT satisfying (¢, d) < (a,b). Then we have shown

@0
SG(((Z 7Tb))x)esa,w > Z.Sea
(e.d)EAT,
(c.d)<(a.b)

By a “triangular argument” it follows that S is injective with image R[A]"o-*.

Hr(K,G) is commutative. Moreover,

In particular,

SG((<g (1)>)K) =510 =T+ qy,
SG((TFEQ)K) = 8171 =2y,

which shows that Hpr(K,G) identifies with the polynomial ring generated by (<g (1)) )k and

(mE2) Kk, with (mEs) g invertible. We have verified Theorem [5.4] in this specific example.
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We can also view Hp(K,G) as a subalgebra of Hr(Kp, B) via the embedding
€B,G: HR(Kv G) — HR(KBv B)7

0 1
(rEy)k — Y.

((” 0>)K — X+ XY,

Note that C'g is the centralizer of X . Explicitly, C'g is the polynomial algebra
Ch = R[X4,Y*'] C Hr(Kg, B).

The anti-involution (5 on Hr(Kp, B) is determined by (5(X+) = X_ and (p(Y) =Y L.
Consider the polynomial

Q=1 (7 V)tra-tr B £ € Hali. GO

Applying S¢ to the coefficients of @, the resulting polynomial QSG (t) decomposes as follows:
QM) =1~ (v +qy)t+quy > = (1 —at)- (1 — qyt) € Rz, y*][1].

One may ask whether this decomposition can be lifted to a decomposition of Q(t) in Hr(K, G)[t].
Unfortunately, this is false. But it turns out that one can find a decomposition of Q(¢) over the
parabolic Hecke algebra Hr(Kp, B): applying ep ¢ to the coefficients of Q(t), we obtain

Q) =1—(Xy + X Y) - t+qVt? =(1—-X4t)-(1 - X_Yt) € Hr(Kp, B)[t].

Here, the free variable ¢t in Hr(Kp, B)[t] commutes with the elements in Hr(Kp, B). Note that
the order of the factors is important, because Hr(K g, B) is non-commutative.

In the next subsection we prove a general decomposition theorem following the ideas of Andri-
anov [And77, [AZ95].

5.6. The decomposition theorem. From now on we assume that R is a Z[1/p]-algebra. Let
P = UpM be a parabolic subgroup of G. We view the embeddings ep¢: Hr(K,G) — Hr(Kp, P)
and eg p: Hr(Kp,P) — Hr(Kp, B) as inclusions.

Let ap € Z be a strictly M-positive element and denote its image in A by Ap. Choose a
representing system W of W/ Wo,n in Wy. Consider the polynomial

Xar®) = J] (1—wxe™™ 1) € 1+ tRA[.

weWM

This definition does not depend on the choice of WY, because Wy y fixes e~ € R[A] with respect
to the twisted action. Note that, by construction, we have Y, (e*?) = 0, and the coefficients of
Xap (t) are Wo-invariant for the twisted action. By Theorem the coefficients of X, (t) lie in
the image of the Satake map S¢. Since, by Theorem IBEI@ S@ is injective, there exists a unique
polynomial

Iwe|
Xap(t) = D Xi-t' € 1+tHr(K,G)[t]
=0
with 3", SY(X;) - ' = Xap (t). (Note that Xo = 1.) Explicitly, we have, for all 0 < i < |W]|,
25)  SOX) = (DA Y T mo(w(-Ae)) - eSeer ) ¢ R
ngdw weJ
7| =i

Lemma 5.9. One has
W

Xar ((aP)Kp) = Z (ap)ik, - X; € Ker O}
i=0
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Proof. By Lemma 5.2 we have SM™ (0%, ((ap)k,)) = ©%((ap)k,) = €', and the restriction of
SM 004, to Hr(K,G) coincides with S¢. We compute

(8M 0 OF) (Xar ((aP)kp)) = D €™ - §9(Xi) = Xap (€M) = 0.

i
Since by Theorem IBEI@ the map SM is injective, the assertion follows. O
In order for the theory to work, one needs to assume the following strengthening of Lemma 5.9}

Hypothesis 5.10. The element (ap)k, is a left root of xa,(t), meaning that
Xap((ap)Kp) =0 in Hr(Kp, P).

This hypothesis has been verified in many cases: Andrianov [AndT7| essentially proved it for
G = Sp,,,(§) with P being the “Siegel parabolic”, i.e., the subgroup of matrices whose lower left
quadrant is zero. Gritsenko then adopted the methods of Andrianov to prove it for G = GL,(F)
and all parabolics [Gri88, [Gri92]. Finally, Gritsenko verified Hypothesis for the classical groups
SPe, (§), SUL(F), and SO, (F), for the parabolics fixing a line in the standard representation, see
[Gri9q].

The main contribution of this article is the verification of Hypothesis for general connected
reductive groups and non-obtuse parabolics, cf. §8l This covers, in particular, all the cases men-
tioned above.

Theorem 5.11. Assume that P is non-obtuse. Then Hypothesis[5.10 holds true.

Proof. LemmaB.6][(iii)|shows C}; NKer ©4; = {0}. Hence, in view of Lemma .9 it suffices to prove
(ap)i,X; € CF, for all 0 <i < [Wg1|.

Let i be arbitrary but fixed. Recall the explicit description ([25). Note that -, ., v(w(=Ap)) <
v(—iAp), where J C WY is such that |J| = i, see [Bou81, Ch. VI, §1, no. 6, Prop. 18]. If we write

Xi:ZCj'(Zj)K n HR(K,G),
7j=1

then this and [22) imply v(z;) < v(ap'), for all 1 < j < n. In view of the Cartan decomposition [22]
we may choose z; € Z~.
By the Iwasawa decomposition [Z.3] for G and the Cartan decomposition for M, we have

G=KP= KUPM = KUPKMZ+’MKM :KUPZJF’MKM,

because Kj; normalizes Up. Therefore, we can write, for every j,
n;
(2K = Y e+ (Kuguzjky),
I=1
with uj; € Up, zél € Z+M and kj € Ky. Note that ujlzgl € Kz; K, for all j, [.
Since P is non-obtuse, Theorem Il implies abujiap’ € Kp, for all 4, I. Now, since apzkj € M,

Lemma Iﬂﬂ@ implies

n nj

(@p)icp - Xi = > cjeq- (Kpapzky) € Cp. 0
j=11=1

Consider the submodules

=

= C;HR(K, G) = {ZY;ZZ S HR(KP,P) Y, € C;, Z; € HR(K, G)} R

Op = (p(0F) =Hr(K,G).Cp
of Hr(Kp, P). (Note that (p preserves Hr(K,G) by Lemma 27])
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Definition. Assume that Hypothesis [5.10]is satisfied. For every n € Z>; we define recursively the
“negative powers” of (ap)k, as

W
(ap)iy == Y (ap)ir - Xi € OF.

=1

It should be noted that (ap)k, is not invertible in Hr(Kp, P). In fact, for n > 1, one even has
((ap);(i)n # (ap)g. However, by a simple induction on d we have

(ap)k, - (ap)k, = (ap)}?;d, for all n € Z>o and d € Z.

Ezample 5.12. Let us compute “negative powers” for G = GL2(§). The notations are the same as
in §5.5 Choose the strictly positive element ap = (T 9), so that (ap)k, = X4+ in Hr(Kp, B). The
polynomial

Xap() = (L =271)- (1= (g9)7"t) = 1= (7" + (qy) ") -t + (qay) " - #* € Rz ™ ][1]
annihilates ©% ((ap)k,) = z. We compute

s (R (5 D)) = a ra) = ()

S (¢ (rEa) ") = (qzy) 7,

and
_ _ 0 e _ _
EB,G((J L (mEy) ((g 1))1() =¢ YT Xy X Y)=¢ (XY T X,
EB,G(qfl . (WEQ)I_{I) =q¢ Yy L
Therefore,

Xap(t) =1—q¢ ' (Xo Y '+ X ) t+q 'Y 12
It is clear that X is a left root of x,, (t). We compute
X' =¢ ' (X3 Y '+ X)) —g Xy Y !
=q X,
XP2=¢ ' X' (XY 4 X)) gy
= X2+ Y HX Xy —q 1)
X ="' XX Y P+ X)) gt XY
=g 3X3 4 (X Xy - DX Y 243X (X_ X, —¢q-1)Y L,

Recall from Lemma B.6](ii)] that for every X € &} there exists n > 0 such that (ap)k, X € C}.
Using “negative powers” it is possible to reconstruct X from (ap)}?PX .

Lemma 5.13. Assume that Hypothesis[510 is satisfied (for P ).
(i) For every X € Hr(K,G) and every n > 0 with (ap)k,X € Cf we have

(ap)fp - X - (GP)?(p = (GP)}?;d - X, for all d € Z.
ii) Let Q be a parabolic contained in P. For every X € 0} we have, inside Hr(Kg, Q),
Q Q
(ap)f, - X - (ap)gh = X, for all n > 0.

Proof. Let X € Hr(K,G) and let n > 0 such that (ap)j, X € C}5. We prove the assertion
by descending induction on d. If d > 0, this follows from the assumption that (ap)f, X
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centralizes (ap)k,. Now assume d < 0. Since Hr(K,G) is commutative by Theorem [5.4]
we compute
W
(@p)ip X - (ap)h, =— > (ap)ie, - X - (ap)dd X;
i=1
W
=— Z (ap)}?;Hd - XX, (induction hypothesis)

IWo|
= (— Z (ap)?(:ierXi) - X (Hr(K,G) is commutative)
i=1
= (ap)i" - X.
This finishes the induction step.
[(D)] Write X = }7.Y;Z; with Y; € Cj and Z; € Hgr(K,G). Choose n € Zsq such that
(ap)f,Z; € Cf for all j. From Lemma B.Gl(i)| applied to Q, it follows easily that (ap)x,
centralizes Cg. Using we compute

(ap)?(P ap KP ZY ap KP ap KP ZYZ =

We are now able to prove the following characterization of Hypothesis 510l

Proposition 5.14. The following assertions are equivalent:
(i) Hypothesis 510 is satisfied.
(ii) If X € 0} and n >0 are such that (ap)f, X =0, then X = 0.
(iii) 0} NKer©F, = {0}.
(w) If X € Op and n >0 are such that X - (a;l)?{P =0, then X =0.
(v) Op NKer©F, ={0}.

Proof. The equivalences < |(iv)| and = follow from Lemma 5.7 and (p(05) = 0.

Since xap ((ap)k,) € OF NKer©F; by Lemma 5.3, it follows that implies

Assume that|(i)|holds. Let X € ﬁ}t and n > 0 such that (ap)f, X = 0. After possibly enlarging
n, it follows from Lemma that X = (ap)j, X (ap)g" =0, whence

Assume that holds. Let X € 0} such that ©F,(X) = 0. By Lemma there exists
n > 0 such that (ap), X € Cf. But we also have (ap)j%, X € Ker©}, hence Lemma
implies (ap)?(PX = 0. By the assumption we deduce X = 0. This proves 0

Corollary 5.15. Assume that Hypothesis is satisfied. Then
Hr(Kp,P) = 0} @ Ker O} = 05 @ Ker O};.
Proof. In view of Lemma [5.7]it suffices to prove the first equality. By Proposition [5.14] it remains

to prove Hgr(Kp, P) C ﬁ; + Ker@ﬂ. So let X € Hr(Kp,P) and choose n € Zsq such that
(ap)k,X € CF. Then (ap)f, X(ap)g" € OF and X — (ap)f, X (ap)g" € Ker O, O

The next result implies that it suffices to verify Hypothesis [5.10 for mazimal parabolics only.

Proposition 5.16. Let Q be another parabolic subgroup of G with Levi L. Assume that Hypothe-
sis (510 is satisfied for P and Q. Then Hypothesis[5.10 is satisfied for P N Q.

Proof. Let ag € Z be a strictly L-positive element. Then apng = apagq is strictly L N M-positive.
The elements (ap)x, and (aq)K, commute inside Hr(Kpng, PN Q) and we have (apnQ)rpno =

(ap)kp(aQ) kg 0 HrR(KPng, PN Q). Let X € O and let n > 0 such that (apng)f, ,X = 0.
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After enlarging n if necessary, Lemma shows
0= (arPn@)kpnoX - (aQ)k, (aP)k,
= (ap)k,(aQ)k, X - (aQ)x, (ap) k)
= (ap)k, X - (ap)}
= X.
The assertion now follows from ‘{(ii)] ==[[)] in Proposition (.14 O
Notation. If ¢: A — B is a homomorphism of R-algebras and f(t) = >_, a;t" € A[t] is a polynomial,
we denote f¥(t) := ", v (a;)t' € B[t] the polynomial obtained by applying 1 to the coefficients of
f(@).
We now prove the decomposition theorem for Hecke polynomials. Recall the following commu-
tative diagram:
o7

Hr(Kp,B)

EB,P]\
P

Hr(Kp, P) 25 Hp(Kay, M) <5y R[A]

eP,GT

Hr(K,G) SC

Theorem 5.17 (Decomposition Theorem). Assume that Hypothesis [I10 holds true. Let d(t) €
Hr(K,G)[t] be a polynomial and assume that there is a decomposition

G ~ ~ .
as’(t) = f(t)-g(t)  in RIAJ[E],
such that one of the following properties is satisfied:
(a) f(t) has coefficients in (SM o OF)(C}H) with constant term 1, or
(b) g(t) has coefficients in (SM o ©1,)(Cp) with constant term 1.

Then there exist polynomials f(t),g(t) € Hr(Kp, P)[t] such that

deg f(t) = deg f(t), £SO (1) = f(8),
deg g(t) = deg g(t), g7 O (1) = g(1),

and
d(t) = f(t)-g(t) in Hr(Kp,P)[t].
Proof. Note that ©F[, ., =&Y 00 and ©F], . o =S
Assume that @ is satisfied. The case @ is completely analogous. By Proposition (.14 the
restriction of ©F; to ﬁ; is injective. As SM is injective by Theorem[5.4] it follows that the restriction
of ©F to ﬁ; is injective. By the assumption there exists a unique polynomial f(t) € C; [t]
satisfying f®§ (t) = f(t). Its constant term is necessarily 1, and hence there exists a power series
h(t) = Y02y hit' € CH[t] with h(t) - f(t) = f(t) - h(t) = 1. Now, set
g(t) = h(t) - d(t) € O[]
Then g®7(t) = hOZ(t) - dO% (t) = hOZ(t) - f(t) - §(t) = §(t). As the restriction of ©F to 67 is
injective, it follows that g(t) is a polynomial of degree degg(t). Moreover, we have f(t) - g(t) =
f@) - h(t)-d(t) =d(t) in Hr(Kp, P)[t]. O
Remark. Suppose we are in the situation of Theorem [5.171
(i) The polynomial dS (¢) decomposes in H (K, M)[1].
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(ii) In case[(a)] the proof shows that one can choose f(t) € C}[t] and g(t) € O}[t]. Since, by
Proposition [5.14, the restriction of ©1; to &7 is injective, it follows that f(t) and g(t) are
unique with these properties.

(iii) Similarly, in case[(b)| one can choose f(t) € O t] and g(t) € Cp[t], and both polynomials
are unique with these properties.

We draw some consequences of Theorem 517 cf. also [And77, Thm. 6.2 and Cor.].

Corollary 5.18. Assume that Hypothesis holds true.

(i) Let f(t) € CH[t] be a polynomial with constant term 1. Then there exists a polynomial
g(t) € Hr(Kp, P)[t] with constant term 1 and deg g(t) < deg f(t) - ((W| — 1) such that

f(t)-g(t) € Hr(K,G)t].
(i) Let X € C}. Then there exists a monic polynomial d(t) =Y, dit' € Hr(K,G)[t] such that
degd(t) < |WM| and
> X'd;i =0.

i’) Let g(t) € Crl[t] be a polynomial with constant term 1. Then there exists a polynomial
P
f(t) € Hr(Kp, P)[t] with constant term 1 and deg f(t) < degg(t) - (|Wg| — 1) such that

f(t)-g(t) € Hr(K, G)t].
(i) Let X € Cp. Then there exists a monic polynomial d(t) = >, d;t" € Hr(K, G)[t] such that
degd(t) < |[WM| and
> diXx'=0.

Proof. Note that, using the anti-automorphism (p on Hr(Kp, P), which on Hr(K, G) restricts to

(¢ by Lemma [2Z77] one can easily deduce and from |(i)| and respectively.

Let us prove So let f(t) be a polynomial with coefficients in C}; and constant term 1. Write
107 (t) = f(t) =, it € R[A][t]. Since SM 0 ©F, = ©F o p by Lemma 5.2 the coefficients of

f(t) lie in SM(H (K, M)). Hence, the coefficients of f(t) are invariant under the twisted action
of Wo,ar. Given w € Wy, write o) = > (w* f;) - t'. The polynomial d(t) = HweW({W Fo(t) is
then Wy-invariant with respect to the twisted action and hence has coefficients in S¢(Hg (K, G)).
Moreover, it factors as d(t) = f(t) - §(t) for some §(t) € R[A][t] with constant term 1 and §(t) <
deg f(t)- ([W*| —1). The existence of the polynomial g(¢) with the desired properties now follows
from Theorem .17

We now prove Let X € C}. Applying to the polynomial f(t) := 1 — Xt, we find a

polynomial g(t) = E:ol git' € Hr(Kp, P)[t] with go = 1 and r < [Wg"'| and such that
F@&)-g(t) = dpit' € Hr(K,G)[t].
i=0

Since f(t)-g(t) = 1+ Z::_ll (9 — Xgi—1)t" — Xg,_1t", a comparison of coefficients shows that
do=—Xgr—1,di = gr—i — Xgr_(i31) for 1 <i <r—1, and d, = go = 1. Therefore, the polynomial
Yo ditt € HR(K,G)[t] is monic, of degree r < |[WM|, and satisfies

T r—1
Y Xidi=-Xg 1+ (Xigri— Xg,_4n) + X7 =0. O
=0 =1

Example 5.19. We continue Example and apply Theorem [5.17] to the polynomial
Xagt) =1—q¢ 1 (Xo Y P4+ X )t +q 'Y 12 € Hr(K,G)[t].
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Then ij (t)=1-((gy)"* +a7') -t + (qzy)~'t* decomposes in R[z*!, y*!][t] as F(t) - §(t) with
f(t) = 1= (qy)~'t and §(t ) =1- 7', Then f(t) == 1 — ¢ X Y"1t € C}[t] is the unique
polynomial with fO7(t) = f(t). Let h(t) = S ole 1 X Y hitt € CL[t] be the inverse power
series. Then

g(t) = h(t) - Xas (t)
=h(t) = h(t) - ¢ ' X Y M —h(t)g ' X_t+h(t) ¢ Y12

=1
=1 —qilXit—Z(qleJrY*l)Z* 71Y 1t1+1 +Z lXJrY 71Y71t1'+2

i=1

=1-—q¢'X_t
Hence, xap(t) decomposes in Hr(Kp, B)[t] as
Xap() = (1 =¢ "X Y1) - (1 - ¢ ' X 1).

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM [5.8|

Let B C GL2(F) be the subgroup of upper triangular matrices and let Kp be the subgroup of
B with entries in Oz. Fix a uniformizer 7 € Og and recall that ¢ denotes the cardinality of the
residue field of §. Let R be a coefficient ring.

We describe the R-algebra Hr(Kp,B) = R ®z H(Kp,B) in terms of generators and relations.
As R ®z — is right exact, we may reduce to the case R = Z.

First, we need to understand the double cosets of B with respect to Kp. Let A be a complete
system of representatives for Og/ () with 0 € A. Then Ap = {>I'"; a;n " |n € Zsg,a; € A} is a
complete system of representatives for §/Og.

Lemma A.1. As a set B decomposes as
¢ b
B= |_| Kp (O 7rc> Ks,
a,b,c€Z,
b<min{a,c}

and for all a,b,c € Z with b < min{a, c} one has the decomposition

7Tl1
b Upeapre, Ks BC ; if b < min{a, c};
™ valg (8)=b 0 =
}(B c }(B p—
0 o Wa 0 Wa ﬂ ‘ .
Kp .| KB =Upecap, Kn .|, ifb=min{a,c}.
U valg (8)>a 0 =

Proof. Let (g 5) € B. Write a = agn® and v = o7, where ag, v € (’);, a,c € Z, and write

=p' 4z, with ' € Ap and « € Og. Then ' = 0 or valz(3) = valz(8'7w°). Moreover,

a B\ _ (o aox) (7 p'n° r®  fp'r

(6 5= (0 ) (0 ) exs (T 5F)
Let now a,d’,c,c’ € Z and 3,3 € Ag with

’ /N —1 ’ ’ ’
7.ra /BWC ,ﬂ.ll /BIT‘-C 7.ra—a ﬁ,n.c—c _ /8/7.‘,(1—(1

. , = / Kp.

(o wc) (0 7TC> < 0 re—e chB

Then a = o’ and ¢ = ¢/, and then 8 — §’ € Op, that is, 8 = §’. This shows that B is the disjoint
r B;T) where a,c € Z and 8 € Ap.

aoﬂ'C

union of the right cosets Kp < 0
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Let now a,c € Z. Take any 0 # 8 = Bon¥s(8) ¢ Apn¢ with By € (’);. If valz(8) < min{a, c},

then 15(8) 15(8)
™ B8\ _ (1 0 I 1 0 I
(5 &) =6 w) 7)o a)eme (v 707w
If valz(8) > min{a, c}, then valg(5) > a, because valz(f) < ¢ always holds true. Hence,
™ B\ (7 0 1 pr—@ 7 0
(o Wc)_(o WC)'(O 1 >€KB(0 WC>KB'
The lemma follows. O

We now prove Theorem B8l Let H be the Z-algebra generated by the variables X, X | Y,
and Y1, subject to the relations (24). This means that Y is central and invertible and we have
X, X_=g¢q-1in H. We show that

p: H— H(Kp,B),
0
X+ — ((g 1))K37

X (7 e

Y — (7E2) Kk,

gives a well-defined isomorphism of algebras.
It is clear that (Kp) is the unit in H(Kp, B), and that (7E2)k, is central and invertible with
inverse (71 F3)k,. In addition, using Lemma [A.T] we compute

(5 Do (T Do =t (5 PN Ciwa (T )

Therefore, p is a well-defined algebra homomorphism.
Observe that p(XT") = ((WO ?))KB and p(Y*) = (7% Ey) g, for all m € Z>q and k € Z. For
each n € Z>o we compute

o) = o = [ S (7))

-2 w7 T N7 e

31;---7,371614
Given m,n € Z>( and k € Z, this shows

T

p(X"XTYk)—(< On ?))KB-(CT: ?))KB-(MEQ)KB

m-+k—mn k n )
D =L |

31;---7,371614

min{k,m+k—n} mtk—n
_ Z (7 +k b )
0 gk))Ke

b=k—n

For m,n € Z>1 and k € Z this implies

m+k—n k—n
p(X"XTYE - XxnTlxmoly Ry = ((7T T ))KB-
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Now notice that
{X7TY*|m € Zso, k€ Z} U{X"Y"|n € Zx1,k € Z}

26
(%) U{X"XTYF - XX YR [ mon € Zx1,k € 2

generates H as a Z-module and identifies via p with the double coset basis of H(Kp, B). It follows
that (26) is in fact Z-linearly independent, hence a Z-basis of H. Consequently, p is an isomorphism.
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