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On the rank of the multivariable (¢, O )-modules associated to
mod p representations of GLy(K)
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Abstract

Let p be a prime number, K a finite unramified extension of Q, and I a finite extension
of F,. For m an admissible smooth representation of GL2(K) over I satisfying certain
multiplicity-one properties, we compute the rank of the associated étale (p, O )-module

D (7) defined in [BHHTD], extending the results of [BHHTb] and [BHH d].
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1 Introduction

Let p be a prime number. The mod p Langlands correspondence for GL2(Q,) is completely
known by the work of Breuil, Colmez, Emerton, etc. In particular, Colmez ([Coll10]) constructed
a functor from the category of admissible finite length mod p representations of GL2(Q)) to the
category of finite-dimensional continuous mod p representations of Gal(@p /Qp), using Fontaine’s
category of (¢,T')-modules ([Fon90]) as an intermediate step. This gives a functorial way to
realize the mod p Langlands correspondence for GL2(Q)).

However, the situation becomes much more complicated when we consider GLy(K) for K a
nontrivial finite extension of @Q,. For example, there are many more supersingular representa-
tions of GLo(K) ([BP12]) and we don’t have a classification of these representations. Moreover,
they are not of finite presentation ([Sch15|], [Wu21]), and it is impossible so far to write down
explicitly one of these representations.

Another important feature of the mod p Langlands correspondence for GL2(Q)) is that it
satisfies the local-global compatibility (JEmell]), in the sense that it can be realized in the H*
of towers of modular curves. Motivated by this, we are particularly interested in the mod p
representations 7 of GLy(K) coming from the cohomology of towers of Shimura curves, see for
example [BHHT23, (1)]. We hope that these representations play a role in the mod p Langlands
correspondence for GLa(K).

There have been many results on the representation-theoretic properties of 7 as above.
For example, when K is unramified over QQ,, we can explicitly describe the finite-dimensional

invariant subspace 7K1 of 7 where K7 & 1 + pM2(Ok) ([Lel9]), and we know that 7 has
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension [K : Q,] (|[BHH'23|, [HW22], [Wan23]). However, the complete
understanding of 7 still seems a long way off.

In [BHH™ D], Breuil-Herzig-Hu-Morra-Schraen constructed an exact functor D4 from a nice
subcategory of the category of admissible smooth mod p representations of GLy(K) (which
contains 7) to the category of multivariable (¢, O )-modules. This functor generalizes Colmez’s
functor. Then the key question is to determine the structure of D4 () for = as above. In this
article, we answer this question further, extending the results of [BHH™b] and [BHH'c|. The
results of this article can be used to deduce important properties of 7.

To state the main result, we begin with the construction of the functor Dy. We let K
be a finite unramified extension of Q, of degree f > 1 with ring of integers O and residue
field F, (hence ¢ = pf). Let F be a large enough finite extension of F, and fix an embedding

oo : Fg —= F. We let Ny & (5 Ox) C GL2(Ok). Then we have F[Ny] = F[Yp,...,Ys_1] with

Y; def Zaqux oo(a)™?’ <é [‘f]> € F[Ng] for 0 < j < f—1, where [a] € O is the Techmiiller lift of
a € FyY. Welet A be the completion of F[No][1/(Yp - --Yy_1)] with respect to the (Yo, ..., Yy 1)-
adic topology on F[Ng]. There is an F-linear action of O on F[Ny] given by multiplication
on Ny = Ok, and an F-linear Frobenius ¢ on F[Ny] given by multiplication by p on Ny = O.
They extend canonically by continuity to commuting continuous F-linear actions of ¢ and Oj
on A. Then an étale (¢, O )-module over A is by definition a finite free A-module endowed
with a semi-linear Frobenius ¢ and a commuting continuous semi-linear action of O such that
the image of ¢ generates everything.

For 7 an admissible smooth representation of GLy(K') over F with central character, we let
7V be its F-linear dual, which is a finitely generated F[[;]-module and is endowed with the

my,-adic topology, where I; def (1;(%?:( 1 f;féK) C GLy(Ok) and my, is the maximal ideal of

F[1;]. We define Ds(m) to be the completion of A ®g[x,] 7" with respect to the tensor product



topology. The Ox-action on 7" given by f — fo (&9) (for a € O ) extends by continuity to
D4(7), and the t)-action on 7" given by f — fo (g ?) induces a continuous A-linear map

,B:DA(T(')—>A®%ADA(7T). (1)

Let C be the abelian category of admissible smooth representations 7 of GLo(K) over F with
central characters such that gr (D4 (7)) is a finitely generated gr(A)-module. Then for 7 in C,
D () is a finite free A-module (see [BHH'b, Cor. 3.1.2.9] and [BHH" ¢, Remark. 2.6.2]). If
moreover 3 is an isomorphism, then its inverse 37! = id ®p makes D4 (7) an étale (¢, OF)-
module.

Let p: GL2(K) — GLo(F) be a continuous representation of the following form up to twist:

I r+1)p
Pl = | Y l with2f +1<r; <p—-3-2fV0<j<f—1, (2)
0 1
where wy : Ix — F* is the fundamental character of level f (associated to og). If f =1, we
assume moreover that rg > 4. In particular, we have p > 4f + 4.
Let 7 be a smooth representation of GL2(K) over F which satisfies

(i) 781 = Dy(p) as K* GLy(Of)-representations, where Dg(p) is the representation of
GLy(F,) defined in [BP12| §13] and is viewed as a representation of GL2(Ok) by infla-
tion, and K> acts on Dg(p) by the character det(p)w ™!, where w is the mod p cyclotomic

character;
(ii) for any character y : I — F* appearing in 7[my,] = 7/t we have [w[m‘(}l] : x] = 1, where
w[m? | is the set of elements of 7 annihilated by m? , and [w[m} ] : x] is the multiplicity of

X in the semisimplification of W[m?l] as I-representations.
In particular, (i) and (ii) are satisfied for those m coming from the cohomology of towers of
Shimura curves in a “multiplicity-one” situation (|[BHHT23], [HW22], [Wan23]). Our main
result is the following:

Theorem 1.1 (§8). Suppose that p and ® are as above. Then 7 is in C, f in (1) is an
isomorphism and
rank Da(m) = 2.

By [BHH"b, Remark 3.3.2.6(ii)] we know that 7 is in C. By [BHH'b, Thm. 3.3.2.1] and
localization we know that ranky D () < 2/, Theorem [ is proved by [BHH" ¢, Thm. 3.1.3]
when p is semisimple. We generalize the method of [BHH™c| to the non-semisimple case, which
is seriously more delicate.

The proof of Theorem [[.1] is by an explicit construction of an A-basis of the dual étale
(¢, Of)-module Hom (D 4(), A) in the following steps.

Step 1. We construct 2/ projective systems (xjk)k>0 of elements of 7 indexed by the subsets
J € {0,1,...,f — 1} (see Theorem [63]). To do this, we first define suitable elements x ;) €
781 = Dy (p) for k < f. Since Dy(p) is explicit, we can then study the precise relations among
these elements, which enable us to define x;; € m for all k inductively. This is the content of

§§416] and Appendix [Al

Step 2. We prove that x5, € ﬂ[mlflfﬂ] for all J C {0,1,...,f—1} and k > 0 (see Proposition

Rl whose proof makes use of condition (ii) and is given in Appendix[B), from which we deduce

that each projective system z; can be regarded as an element of Hom§{™ (D (7), F).



Step 3. There is a canonical A-linear injection (see [BHH ¢, (87)])
ps 2 Hom (D a(7), A) < Hom§™ (D 4(7),F).

We prove that each z; € Hom§*™ (D 4(r), F) satisfies a crucial finiteness condition (see Theorem

[T5)), which guarantees that it lies in the image of u,.. Once we prove that z; € Homa(Da(7), A)
for all J, it is not difficult to conclude that they form an A-basis of Hom (D 4(7), A).

Finally, we prove the following generalization of Theorem [I.Tl This result is crucially needed
to prove that  is of finite length (in the non-semisimple case) in [BHHTal.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 0.2)). Suppose that p and © are as above. Then for m a subrepresen-
tation of w, we have

rank g D (m1) = |[JH(#xED) n W (5%)],

where JH(x' 1) is the set of Jordan-Hélder factors of ni*' as a GLy(Ox)-representation, 7° is
the semisimplification of p, and W (p%) is the set of Serre weights of p** defined in [BD.J10, §3].

Organization of the article

In §§2H3] we review the notion of the extension graph and recall some results of [BP12] §2]
that are needed in the proof of Theorem [T and Theorem In §§4H7 and Appendix [A] we
explicitly construct some projective systems of elements of m and study their basic properties.
In particular, we prove the crucial finiteness condition in §7. In §8 and Appendix Bl we use
these projective systems to construct an explicit basis of D 4(7) and finish the proof of Theorem
[LIl In §9, we finish the proof of Theorem In Appendix [C, we compute the actions of ¢
and Oy on D4 (7). Finally, in Appendix[D] we list some equalities among the various constants
defined throughout this article.
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Notation

Let p be a prime number. We fix an algebraic closure @p of Q,. Let K C @p be the

unramified extension of Q, of degree f > 1 with ring of integers O and residue field F, (hence

q = p/). We denote by Gx def Gal(@p/K) the absolute Galois group of K and Ix C Gk the

inertia subgroup. Let IF be a large enough finite extension of ). Fix an embedding o¢ : F; — F

and let o def opo @’ for j € Z, where ¢ : x + 2P is the arithmetic Frobenius on F,. We identify

g Hom(F,,F) with {0,1,..., f — 1}, which is also identified with Z/fZ so that the addition

and subtraction in J are modulo f. For a € Ok, we denote by @ € F, its reduction modulo p.
For a € F,, we also view it as an element of I via oy.

For F a perfect ring of characteristic p, we denote by W (F') the ring of Witt vectors of F.
For z € F, we denote by [z] € W(F) its Techmiiller lift.

def [ OX O . def
Let I = (pO’; (92) be the Iwahori subgroup of GLy(Ok), I} = (1;{5‘?{ 1391((9;() be the

pro-p Iwahori subgroup, K1 def g + pM2(Ok) be the first congruence subgroup, Ny def ((1) OlK)

and H & <[ng} [FZX})'



For P a statement, we let dp def 1 if P is true and dp def 0 otherwise.
Throughout this article, we let p : Gxg — GL2(F) be as in (2]) and 7 be an admissible smooth
representation of GLy(K) over F satisfying the conditions (i),(ii) before Theorem [Tl

2 Combinatorics of Serre weights

In this section, we review the notion of the extension graph following [BHH™23].
We write 7 for an element (ig,...,if_1) € Z7. For a € Z, we write a def (a,...,a) € Z/. For
each j € J, we define e; € 77 to be 1 in the j-th coordinate, and 0 otherwise. For J C 7, we

define ¢’ € Z/ by e;’ def jes. We say that i <4’ if i; <4’ for all j. We write

o

X1(T) o {(Apﬁz) ez :0< A=A Eﬂ—l}Q

[oN

Xeeg() E {(A1,20) €22 10 2y = 2y < p -2}

XD = {(AhAz) ez )\ = A2} :
We define the left shift & : Z/ — 2/ by 8(i); Y 4,41 and define 7 : Z2 — 72/ by (A, Ay)

A Serre weight of GLy(F,) is an isomorphism class of an absolutely irreducible represen-
tation of GLy(F,) over F. For A = (A, ) € X;(T), we define

~
—

O ) (s ) 1)

J

I
=)

We also denote it by (A; — Ay) ® det?2. This induces a bijection
F:X(T)/(p—7)X%T) > {Serre weights of GLy(F,)}.

We say that a Serre weight o is regular if o = F(\) with X\ € X,e(T).

For A = (A1,)s) € Z%/| we define the character xy : I — F* by (;CZ) (@)A1 (d)22,
Iy

. . i def / pJ
where a,d € OF and b,c € Ok. Here, for z € F and i € Z/ we write xt = pXi=0 P Ip

particular, if A € X(T), then y, is the I-character acting on F'(\)/t. We still denote xy for its

restriction to H. For each j € J we define o; e (ej, —e;) € Z*/, and for each i € Z/ we define

. def 1. ; .
oi & Z;:& ijay € 72/, We also denote a; and o* the corresponding characters xq,; and x,:

. . . . b =\ i
when there is no possible confusion. Concretely, we have ot (( e 7)) = (ad ")==0 ",

For = (Ev Hz) € 7%7 | we define the extension graph associated to u by

A“fydéf{bezf:Oégl—g2+bég—2}- (3)
As in [BHH™23, p.16], there is a map
by Ay = Xeeg(T)/(p — 1) X°(T),

such that the map b — F(t,(b)) gives a bijection between Af;, and the set of regular Serre
weights of GLa(FF;) with central character x,|z, where Z = is the center of GLa(IF,).



def

We let p, = (r,0) € Z* with r = (ro,...,77_1) and r; as in @). For b € Z/ such that
—r <b<p—2—r, we denote gy def F(f;@(b))- For p as in (@), we let J; C J be as in [Brel4,
(17)]. Then by [Brel4, Prop. A.3] and [BHH'23, (14)] we have

_ Cb=0  ifjdJ,
W@:{%'@eﬁu}ﬁjeé}' )

In particular, p is semisimple if and only if J; = J. For each J C J, we define o et 0,0 with
0 ifjéJ
ef

TS fjed jrl¢Jorjed jrled je s (5)
-1 ifjed j+1ed j¢ )5

[oN

a

In particular, for J C .J; we have o7 = 0,s. Then as a special case of [BHH'23, (14)], we have
o;=(s))® det!” with

r; ifj¢J j+1¢J
rj+1 ifjed j+1¢J
Yoy it j+1ed (6)
p—1—r; ifjed j+1eld j¢J;
p—3—r; ifjed j+1eld, jets
(0 ifj¢J j+1¢J
gt J =1 e jr1g ] o
J ri+1 ifj¢J j+1eJorjeld, j+1elJ jeJ;
T ifjed j+1eld, j¢ Js

We let xs def Xx, with Ay def (§J + ;J,y’) Then y; is the I-character acting on O'J For each

I-character x, we denote by x* its conjugation by the matrix (2 (1))

For J C J and k € Z, we define J + k def {j+k:je€ J}. Then we define the semisimple
part of J, the non-semisimple part of J and the shifting index of J to be respectively

s def s def h def

JFE N, IS INL=J\J5, Y InI-1)nJC T (8)

In particular, if p is semisimple, then J* = J and J** = () for all J C 7. By (@), we have from

([6) and (R)
2(f - 6j€Jsh) ‘|’ 1 S 2(f - 6jerh) ‘|’ 1 +6f:1 S S.}'] S p— 2 - 2(f +6j€JSh) VJ G j (9)

Lemma 2.1. Let J C J and b € Z/ such that —(Q(i—g‘]s}‘) +1)<b< 2(i—|—QJSh). Then we
have F (s, (b)) = 04 with a; = (—1)%+1€7 (b; + dje) + 20jc ysn for all j € J. In particular,

(i) we have o s = (t)\, ) with bj = 6jenss for all j € J;
(ii) we have o(j_1)s = F(tAJ( b)) wzth bj = djein(i—1ys for all j € J;
(iii) for each J C J, we have oy = F(tAJ(—Q)) with bj = djeg + 5j€J/(—1)5J+1€JAJ/ if j ¢ Jp,
and bj = (5j€J — 5j¢J’) (—1)6j+1€‘] ifj € Jz.

Here we recall that JAJ (J\NJ)YU '\ J).



Proof. The assumption on b implies that F(ty,(b)) is well-defined. By (Gl and a case-by-case
examination we have

af _ jGJ(_1)5j+leJ +20cm VjEJ.

Then by [BHH"23, Lemma 2.4.4] applied to u = p, and w = b, we deduce that
aj=a] +(=1)"541b; = (§jes (—1)P 197 420, ) +(=1) P10 by = (— 1)1 (b +8je )+ 20 g

The assertions (i),(ii),(iii) then follow easily whose proofs are left as an exercise. O

3 The principal series

In this section, we recall some results of [BP12] §2].

For j € J, we define
def i (1 [a]
Y; = E a? (O 1) € F[No].

aEF;

Then we have F[No] = F[Yo,...,Y;_1]. For i = (ig,...,ip_1) € Z/, we set ||i]| o Z{;& i; and
write Y2 for H;;é szj . We recall the following results of [BHH™b, Lemma 3.2.2.1].

Lemma 3.1. For j € J and uy,pz € Fy, we have

— 0 .
(i) ng(01) - (81)Yj+1’ _
(ii) ([‘gﬂ [;?2}> Y = (upg P'Y; ([’Bﬂ [;?2}>' In parti’cular, if V' is a representation of I and
v € VH=X then for i > 0 we have Yiy € VH=xo*,
Let A = (A1, A9) € X1(T) such that 1 < A; — Ay <p—2. Let fo,. ..,fq 1, ® be the elements

of IndGLQ(OK)( %) defined as in [BP12} §2]. For 0 <i < p—1 we let i Z z]pf Then by
definition and [BHHb, Lemma 3.2.2.5(ii)] we have

fi if0<i<q—2

foer—fo ifi=q-1L ()

)/p 1- z( 6) ¢ {

The following lemma is a restatement of some results of [BP12, §2].

Lemma 3.2. (i) The GLQ(OK) -representation IndGL2(OK)(X§\) is multiplz’cz’ty—ﬂ“ee with con-

subset {j : bjy1 = 1} in the pammetmzatzon of |BP12, §2].
(ii) The elements {YE(91)¢:0<k<p—1,¢} form a basis of IndGL2(OK)(X§). Moreover,
¢ has H-eigencharacter x5 and Yk (938) ¢ has H-eigencharacter xao k= Xjaf*E.
iii) Let 7 be the constituent o IndGLQ(OK ) X3) corresponding to J C J as in (i) and denote by
A
Q(x3,J) the unique quotient o IndGLQ(OK) X3) with socle 7 (see [BP12, Thm. 2.4(iv)]).
A A !

(a) If J =0, then the following H -eigenvectors
{YEODe:p-1- =) <k <p-1Y2 A2 (94) g 46

with © = (—1)”A1”+(f*1) (H;:é()\l,j—)\g,j)!)fl € F* form a basis of T inside Q(x3,0) =
Ind[GLQ(OK)(Xi)-



(b) If J # 0, then the following H -eigenvectors

YE(01)¢.0§kjSp—2_()‘1,j_)‘2,j)+5jfleJ ifjed
T 1= (A = Ney) + e Shi<p—1 ifj¢J

map to a basis of T inside Q(x3,J).

Proof. The first statement of (i) is [BHH"23, Lemma 6.2.1(i)], and the second statement of (i)
follows from the proof of [BHH'23, Lemma 6.2.1(i)]. (ii) and (iii) are restatements of [BP12,
Lemma 2.5] and [BP12, Lemma 2.7] using (I0). O

4 On certain H-eigenvectors in Dy(p)

In this section, we construct some elements in Dy(p), which is the (finite-dimensional) rep-
resentation of GLy(Of) defined in [BP12, §13] and is identified with 71 from now on (see
condition (i) above Theorem [[LT]). The main result is Proposition They will be the first
step in constructing elements of D ().

Lemma 4.1. (i) The GL2(Ok)-representation Dy(p) is multiplicity-free with constituents

o bhe{-1,01}  ifji¢ s
JH(Do(p)) = {ffb- bj €{-1,0,1,2} ifje J; }

Moreover, there is a decomposition of GLa(Of )-representations Do(p) = ©.c.Doo,(P)
such that for each J C J5, Do »,(p) has socle o5 = o.s and has constituents

bj e {-1,0,1} ifj¢ Jz
JH(DOJJ(ﬁ)) =< 0p: bj € {—1,0} ifje Jp\ J . (11)
b; € {1,2} ifjed

(ii) The I-representation Do(p)™* is a direct sum of distinct I-characters. For each J C J,
XJj occurs as a direct summand.

(iii) For each J C J, the character x; appears in the component Dy o . (p), and the character
X5 appears in the component Do ;_, o (P).

Proof. (i). For J C J; and 7 an arbitrary Serre weight, we let {(o;,7) € Z>o U {oo} be as
in [BP12, §12] and ¢(p,7) def min,c , £(0y,7) € Z>o U {oo}. Then by [BP12, Cor. 4.11] and
[BHHT23, Lemma 2.4.4], {(07,7) < oo if and only if 7 = o, with —1 < b — e’ < 1, in which
case we have (o7, 7) = [{j : bj # djes}|. In particular, £(p,7) < oo if and only if 7 = o}, with

—1<b—e’ <1+¢’7, in which case we have £(p, 7) = (0 5(r), T) with J(7) def {1€Jd5:b; > 1},
and 7 is a constituent of Do, ., (p) by Proposition [BP12, Prop. 13.4]. Hence for each J C J5
Dy.+,(p) has constituents 7 as above such that J(7) = J, which agrees with (IIl). The other
assertions then follow from [BP12, Prop. 13.4] and [BP12 Cor. 13.5].

(ii). By [BPI12, Lemma 14.1], the I-representation Dy(p)"* is a direct sum of distinct I-
characters. By the proof of [BP12, Cor. 13.6], it suffices to find I-characters y such that
op € JH (Ind?LQ(OK) x*). Then we conclude using [Brel4, Prop. 4.2] and (@).

(iii). The first assertion is clear since o lies in the component Dy, .. (p) by (). To prove
the second assertion, we follow the notation of [BP12] §15]. In particular, we let S,8~, 8T C J
be the subsets associated to p* and o ;. By definition we have S = J, S~ = St = (), hence by

[BP12, Lemma 15.2] applied to p*® and o, we deduce that K(ﬁss, al[f]) = 6(02‘171, O’L[}S]). Then by



[BP12, Lemma 15.3] applied to p and 0‘[]8} we deduce that ¢ (ﬁ, a‘[]s}) = 6(0( J—1)s al[f]) (note that
the Serre weight 0™ in the statement of [BP12, Lemma 15.3] is our o), which completes the
proof using [BP12, Prop. 13.4]. O

For each J C J we fix a choice of 0 # v; € 7/t = Dy(p)!* with I-character yy, which
is unique up to scalar by Lemma [4.1ii). The following proposition shows the existence of

cellgtain shifts of the elements v;. We will apply (8 (1]) to these elements in order to go beyond
Tol = Do(ﬁ)

Proposition 4.2. Let J C J and i € Z/ such that 0 < i < f — el (see (@) for J"). Then
there exists a unique H -eigenvector y € Dy(p) satisfying

M) Y My=0vje;

(ii) Yiy =vy.
Moreover, y has H-eigencharacter x ja~t. The GLa(Ok)-subrepresentation of Do(p) generated
by y lies in Dg _jss(p) and has constituents oy, with

bj = djes(= djeys) if j & J™
b € {0, (=1)%+1e/} if j € J", ij =0 (12)
bj € {-1,0,1} if 5 € J%5, ;> 0.

We denote this element y by Y "‘v;.

Proof. For each y € Dy(p) satisfying (i) and (ii), by Lemma [BII(ii) the I-representation gen-
erated by y is an I/K;j-representation with socle x; and cosocle yja™, and has constituents

a representation is unique up to isomorphism, and we denote it by W’. To prove the existence
and uniqueness of such y, it suffices to show that there is a unique (up to scalar) I-equivariant

injection W’ < Dg(p). Since W' is indecomposable with I-socle x 7, which appears in D 5 .. (P)
by Lemma [£.1](iii), any such injection factors through Dg o . (p)-

Claim 1. The GLy(Of)-representation V' o Ind?LQ(OK )(W’ ) is multiplicity-free and o jss €
JH(V).

Proof. By [BP12, Lemma 2.2], Ind?LQ(OK) (Xja_il) and Ind?m(om (XJoz_i,)s have the same

constituents. Since twisting x s by a~ % corresponds to shifting by —2¢’ in the extension graph,

it follows from Lemma B.2(i), [BHH"23, Remark 2.4.5(ii)] and (9) that Ind?’m(oK) (xsa7%) is
multiplicity-free and has constituents F(tAJ(—Q)) with 2/ < b < 2’ + 1. Hence the GLy(Ok)-
representation V' is multiplicity-free and has constituents F (tA J(—Q)) with 0 <b<2¢+ 1. By
Lemma 2.11(i) and taking b; = dje mss we deduce that oy € JH (Ind?’LQ(OK)(XJ)) C JH(V').

|

It follows from Claim 1 that there is a unique (up to scalar) GLy(Ok)-equivariant map
f V! = Injgr,r,) 0s=. We denote by V" the image of f.

Claim 2. The GLy(Of )-representation V" has constituents o3, for b as in (I2)).

Proof. We let 7,7" be constituents of V’ such that 7 = F(ty,(=b)) and 7/ = F(ty, (b + ¢j,))



0<e<1 Ifgj, =1, then both 7 and 7" are constituents of Ind?LQ(OK)(XJa*Q). We deduce

from [BP12, Thm. 2.4] that V' has a length 2 subquotient with socle 7 and cosocle 7. If €, = 0,
then we deduce from [HW22| Lemma 3.8] (with j = jo, x = xga™¢, J(7) = {j : €j41 = 0},
J(7") = J(7)\{jo—1}) that V' has a length 2 subquotient with socle 7" and cosocle 7. Moreover,
these are all possible non-split length 2 subquotients of V/ by [BHH"23, Lemma 2.4.6].

Then we use the notation of [LLHLM20, §4.1.1]. We make JH(V’) into a directed graph
by letting o € JH(V') point to ¢/ € JH(V’) if V' has a length 2 subquotient with socle ¢’ and
cosocle 0. By construction, V" is a quotient of V' with socle oss. It follows from the dual
version of [LLHLM20, Prop. 4.1.1] that the constituents of V" are those o € JH(V') which
admit a path towards o= = F(t,(—e’"")). From the structure of JH(V’) we deduce that V"

has constituents F'(t,(—b)) with

bj =0 if j ¢ Joss
b€ {0,1}  ifje ™, ;=0
by € {0,1,2} ifj € J", i; > 0.

Then we conclude (I2]) by Lemma [Z1] with a case-by-case examination. O

Since V' is multiplicity-free, it follows from Claim 2 and (II) that f factors through
Do,s s (p). Then by Frobenius reciprocity, we have

dimp Hom; (W', Do 6, (p)]1) = dimp Homgy,0,) (V', Dogyss (p)) = 1.
To complete the proof, it remains to show that any nonzero I-equivariant map W’ — Dy 5 .. (P)

is injective. Since W’ has I-socle Yy, it suffices to show that the image of x; is nonzero. By
GLQ(OK)

Frobenius reciprocity, it suffices to show that the image of the subrepresentation Ind; (xJ)
of V' under f is nonzero. This follows from the fact that both Ind?LQ(OK )(X J) and V" contain
o yss as a constituent, and V' is multiplicity-free. d

Remark 4.3. When J; # 0, up to scalars there are more I -invariants than these vy for J C J.
However, Proposition [{.2 does not hold for these extra I-invariants.

5 The relations between H-eigenvectors

In this section, we study various GLa(Of )-subrepresentations of 7 generated by the elements
Y~ defined in Proposition The main results are Proposition and Proposition B.8
Then we study the relations between the vectors vy for J C 7. The main results are Proposition
[B.I0 and Proposition

Recall that we have defined Q(x%,J) for A = (A;,A9) € X1(T) such that 1 < A\ — A, <
p—2and J C J in Lemma B2(iii). The following lemma is a generalization of [BHHTbl
Lemma 3.2.3.3] (where 7 was assumed to be semisimple).

Lemma 5.1. Let J C J and i € Z/ such that 0 < i < i—gJSh.

(i) The GLa(Ok)-subrepresentation (GL2(Ok) (¥ M) Y tuy) of mis multiplicity-free with so-
cle o(j_1)s = 0 -1 and cosocle o, with

c; = (=1)%+127(2i; + 1 + Sje(s—1y= — jen(g—1y=) Vi€ JT. (13)
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(ii) We have

(G100 G )| T (G100 (1) 0

0<#’<i
~Q(x5ah {j:j+1€ JAJ —1)%, ij =0}). (14)

(iii) Let m € Z/ with each m; between dje(s—1ys and c; (as in (I3)). Then there is a unique
subrepresentation I(U(J_l)ss,Um) of <GL2((’)K) ({)’ ?) X_%J> with cosocle oy,. In particu-
lar, {GL2(Ok) (8 (1]) Xﬁiv‘]> = I(J(J,l)ss, oc). Moreover, I(J(J,l)ss, om) has constituents
op with each bj between 0jc(y—_1yss and my, and we have

dimp Homgr, o0,0) (I(o(j—1)s:0m), ) = 1. (15)

Proof. (i). We follow closely the proof of [BHH*D, Lemma 3.2.3.3]. The vectors Y ‘v, and

Y iy J are defined in Proposition We let W’ (resp. W) be the I-subrepresentation of

7 generated by Y vy (resp. (5 )Y tvy) and V o Ind?LQ(OK)(W). In particular, W’ is the

same representation as in the proof of Proposition .21 By the proof of [BHH" b, Lemma 3.2.3.3],
we have:

(a) V is multiplicity-free as a GLa(Ok )-representation with constituents F(ty,(—b)) for 0 <
b <2i+1 (they are well-defined by ([));
(b) For each 0 < b < 2i + 1, the unique subrepresentation of V' with cosocle F(tA J(—Q)) has

(c) V has a filtration with subquotients Ind?LQ(OK) (x50 for 0 < i’ < i. Each Ind?LQ(OK) (

has constituents F(t,\J(—Q)) with 2¢ < b < 2’ + 1, and the constituent F(t,\J(—Q))

Ind?’LQ(OK) (x5at) corresponds to the subset {j : bj;1 is odd} C J (see Lemma B.2(i)).

x5t
of

The I-equivariant inclusion W’ < Dy (p) in the proof of Proposition [£2linduces an I-equivariant

inclusion W <— 7 by applying (2(1)). By Frobenius reciprocity, this induces a GLo(Ofk)-

equivariant map V — 7 with image V' def <GL2((9K) (2 (1]) Xﬁivﬁ = <GL2((9K) (8 (1)) Xﬁivﬂ C
7. In particular, it follows from (b) that the cosocle of V is F(ty,(—(2i + 1))) = o, with

(_1)6j+1€.7( — (22] + 1) + 6_]6]) —|— 26jerh
= (=1)%+1#7 (205 4+ 1 — Gjeg + 2(—1)+147 6, yan)
= (—1)6J+1€J (22] + 1+ 6]‘6(J_1)ss — jEJA(J—l)SS)’

Cj

where the first equality follows from Lemma[2.I]and the last equality is elementary (for example,
one can separate the cases j € (J —1)*® and j ¢ (J — 1)%).

Claim. We have W (p) N JH(V) € JH(Ind{"()(y5)).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that for each o € W(p), we have o = F(t5,(—b)) for some b < 1.
We check it for oy, the other cases being similar. By Lemma 21] (with a = 0), we get b; =
(—1)%+1€7 (28,¢ jon ) +0jeg. 1 j & J", then bj = §jey < 1. If j € J", thenb; = —24+1 = —-1. O

Recall that socqr,o,) ™ = EBUGW@) 0. Assume that o is in the socle of V, then we have

oceW(p)nNJH(V) C JH(Ind?LQ(OK)(XSJ)) by the claim above. Moreover, the image of the sub-
representation Ind?LQ(OK ) (x3) of V in  lies in Dy(p), hence lies in the component Do ,_, . (P)
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by Lemma [£.1](iii) and Frobenius reciprocity, which implies that ¢ must be O(j—1)s, the only
Serre weight of p appearing in Do 5 J_1ye (p). Since V is multiplicity-free by (a), we deduce that

V is the unique quotient of V with socle O(J—1)-

(ii). By Lemma RIIii), we have o(;_1)s = F("A.z(—ﬁ‘m(‘]_l)ss)), hence V has constituents
F(t)\J(—Q)) with dje a(—1)ss < bj < 2i5 + 1 for all j (or equivalently, o}, with each b; between
dje(s—1)s and ¢; by Lemma 2T]). By (c), the LHS of (I4) is the quotient of Ind?LQ(OK)(Xf]ai)

j
whose constituents are F(t,(—b)) with max(d;eja(s—1)s,2i5) < bj < 2ij + 1, hence it has

j
irreducible socle F(ty,(—a)) with a; = max(dea(s—1)=;24;) by (b). Since a; is odd if and

only if i; = 0 and j € JA(J — 1)*, it follows from (c) that the constituent F(ty,(—a)) of
Ind?LQ(OK)(Xf,ai) corresponds to the subset {j : j +1 € JA(J — 1)*, ;41 = 0}.

(iii). Since o,, is a constituent of the multiplicity-free representation V by the previous
paragraph, there is a unique subrepresentation of V with cosocle Om, which moreover has
constituents as in the statement by (b). We denote it by I (O‘( J—1)5 Um). By the last paragraph
of the proof of (i), any constituent of I (0( J,l)ss,am) which is also an element of W (p) must
appear in Do ;e (), hence has to be o(;_yyss. Together with socqr,(0,) T = Seew (50, We
deduce that

1 < dimy Homgy,, (o) (I(U(J,l)ss, O’m),ﬂ') < dimp Homqr, (o) (J(J,l)ss,ﬂ) =1,
which completes the proof. O

Remark 5.2. For A = (A, )\y) € X1(T), i € Z];O such that 2t +1 < A\ — Ay < p—2 and
J'C T, we let W' be the I-representation as in the proof of Proposition [.2 with x; replaced
by x», and we denote by Q(XMX,\O# J’) the unique quotient of the GLo(Ok)-representation

Ind?LQ(OK ) ((58) W') whose socle is the constituent of IndGLQ(OK )( 3) corresponding to J'.
Then the proof of Lemmal2dl shows that <GL2 (Ok) ( )X ’UJ> = Q(XJ, x50k, (JA(J=1)%)—

1).
Corollary 5.3. For each J C J5, we have (see Lemma [Z1l(%4) for the notation)
D(],O'J(p) = Z I(UJ’U§J+§J') = Z I(Ug(‘]/)ss’JQ(J/)SS+§J/)’

(Jl)ss:J (J/)ss:J

where e7' € {£1} with 537/ ey (=1)%¢7 .

Proof. For each J' C J such that (J')* = J, by applying Lemma [5.11(i),(iii) with (J,2) there
being (J' + 1 f- eUlH)Sh) we see that I(UJ, eJ+€J/) is well-defined. Then the result follows
from Lemma A.1]i), [BP12, Prop. 13.4] and (I5)). O

The following proposition is a generalization of [BHH™b, Lemma 3.2.3.1] (where p was
assumed to be semisimple), which gives a first example of the relations between the vectors
vy € Do(p) and is a special case of Proposition [5.10] below.

Proposition 5.4. For J C J, there exists a unique element pyj_1ys € F* such that
(J 1)ss

H Y % H ijpil (zo) (1]) vy = ,U,J,(Jfl)ss'l}(g],l)ss. (16)
jH1eJA(J—1)ss JH1¢JA(J—1)ss
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Proof. By Lemma B.1\(ii) and its proof, we have (GL2(Oxk) (} Nvs) =2 Q(x5, (JA(J—1)*)—1)

such that (9 §) vy corresponds to the image of ¢ € Ind?LQ(OK )(Xf,) (see above (I0) for ¢) in

Q(x5, (JA(J —1)*) — 1), and the socle is o(;_1)= which corresponds to the subset (JA(J —
1)) —1 for Ind?LQ(OK)(Xf]) (see LemmaB.2(i)). By Lemma[D.dlapplied to J and J' = (J —1)%,
for j € JA(J —1)*® — 1 we have (p — 2 — 53]) + 0 1e(A(I-1)s)-1 = S»Jfl)ss. Then by Lemma
B2(iii) applied to A = A; (and recall that y; = x», with \; = (s’ +¢”,t7)), the LHS of (I8)
is nonzero in o(;_1)s and is the unique (up to scalar) H-eigenvector in o(;_1ys killed by all ;.
It follows that the LHS of (I6]) is a nonzero Ij-invariant of o(;_yys, hence is a scalar multiple
of v(y_1)s. O

For J,J' C J, we define t/(J') € Z/ by
def
tJ(J/)j =p-— 1—53-]—{-5]'_16J/, (17)
where 83»] is defined in ([@). In particular, by (@) we have
1<t/(J);<p—1=2(f—bjcm) Vi€ T. (18)

The following proposition is a generalization of [BHH™ b, Lemma 3.2.3.4] (where p was assumed
to be semisimple).

h

Proposition 5.5. Let J C J, jo € J and i € Z7 such that 0 < i < f= e’ and 1jo+1 = 0.
Suppose that jo+1 € JA(J —1)S. Then for each J' C J such that jo ¢ J', we have

81— 2i5+t7(J'); —i .
Y'j/.lf(bl_[}/jlj-i-t( )i (]0>(1))(X LUJ):O\V/.]IEJ ) (19)
JgJ’
Proof. The proof is analogous to the one of [BHH'h, Lemma 3.2.3.4]. We assume that J' #

(. The case J = () is similar and is left as an exercise. By Lemma BIJ(ii), it suffices to
. £ . 2ii4+p—1—s/4+86._ - .
show that the H-eigencharacter x def XJOFE[HMJ, 04].2] P 16‘]] does not occur in

(GL2(0k) (b (1)) Y “v;). By Lemma G.IJii), it suffices to show that the H-character x does

We have yjo % = Xx, o (see §2 for the notation). Then by Lemma B.211), (i), (iii) (b)
applied to A = \; — o, the H-eigencharacters that occur in Vir are x ga ik (coming from
the element Y& (8 (1)) (Xii/’l)])), where

{ogkj <p—2—(s] —28) +8j_1cs if j € J (20)

p—1—(s) =2 +8j1e5 <kj<p-1 ifj¢Jy
for Jo 2 Jir. In particular, we have jo € Jp.
Assume x = xsa ¥ ok for some i/, k as above, then from the definition of y we have

f-1 f-1
> @ij+p—1—s+8_1e0)p =D (i — i) =Y kjp! mod (¢ 1),
g i=0 i=0

or equivalently,

-1
Dlij+i+p—1=s]+ 8 ac)p’ =D (i —ip) =Y kp’ mod (¢—1).  (21)
=0

J¢J! jeJ’
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Then we define integers n; € Z for all j € J. For j; ¢ J' (such j; exists since J' # (), we
let w e {0,...,f—1} (depending on j;) such that j; +1,...,71+w e J and j1 +w+1¢ J
(sow=0if j1 +1¢ J). We define n; for j =j1 +1,...,j1 + w+1 as follows:
(1) If ijy4ur = ), 4, for all 1 < w’ < w (which is automatic if w = 0), then we define 7, o
forall j=54+1,....0+w+1;

(ii) Otherwise, we let wg € {1,...,w} be minimal such that i;, 1w, # i}, 1, and we define
0 ifj=pn4+1,...,51 +w)—1 (and wg # 1)
def | P if j = j1 +wo
nj = (22)

p—1 ifj=j+wo+1,...,751 +w (and wy # w)

1 ifj=j w1l
In particular, we have Zﬁ!;i”:ll njp’ =0 mod (¢ —1). When we vary j; ¢ J', we get the
definition of 7; for all j € J. By adding Z{;& n;p’ to D) for all j; ¢ J', we get

f—1
S (it Ap—1—=s]+ 06 acr+n)p + Y (nj—(i;—i5))p’ =D kjp’ mod (¢—1). (23)
=0

jeJ jeJ’

Claim 1. Each coefficient of the LHS of (23]) is between 0 and p — 1, not all equal to 0 and not
all equal to p — 1.

Proof. First we prove that each coefficient of the LHS of (23] is between 0 and p — 1. By (@)
we have
1<p—1-s/ <p—2-=2(f — §jc ) (24)

We remark that the first inequality of (24]) is weaker than ([), and is needed to prove Remark
If j ¢ J', then using 0 <'ij,i; < f — ;¢ yn, dj—1e0 € {0,1} and n; € {—1,0} since j ¢ J',
we deduce from (24 that 0 < (i; +4; +p—1 — s}’—i—éj,le]/ +mn;) <p—1. 1If j € J', by the
definition of 7; and a case-by-case examination, we deduce that 0 < n; — (i; — z;) <p-1

Next we prove that the coefficients of the LHS of (23] are not all equal to 0. Otherwise, by
the previous paragraph we must in particular have n; = —1 for all j ¢ J’. By the definition of
n; for j ¢ J' (that is, for j = j1 +w+ 1 in ([22)), there exists j' € J' such that n;; = p, which
implies n; — (i — z;/) > 0 since p > 4f + 4 by ([2)), a contradiction.

Finally we prove that the coefficients of the LHS of (23)) are not all equal to p—1. Otherwise,
by the first paragraph we must have 7; = 0 for all j ¢ J'. By the definition of n; for j ¢ J', we
must have 7; = 0 for all j € 7, hence n; — (i; —i}) cannot be p — 1. This implies J' = ), which
is a contradiction. O

It follows from Claim 1 that the equation (23]) has solution

. . J ) T ,
g= AP eyt W E T (25)
n; — (i — ) itjeJ.
Claim 2. We have jo —1¢ J and jo — 1 € Jp.
Proof. Since jo ¢ J' and jy € Jp, by ([20) and (25]) we have
kjo =ijo + 15 +p—1— ) 4+ 6jo—1e0 +Mjo < —2— 85, + 25 + Gjo—1e- (26)
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By the definition of 7, if jo — 1 ¢ J', then n;, = 0 since jo ¢ J’, and thus n;, = —1 implies
Jo — 1 € J'. In particular, we have 0, e + 1nj, > 0. Then we deduce from (20 that

ijo + 1 <4 + djo—1e4y, which implies ij, = i’ and jo — 1 € Jy since @, < ;.
Then by (20) we have
kjo—1 <p—2-— (33]071 245 1) + jo—2e 10 <P—1—30 2. (27)
Suppose that jo — 1 € J’, then by ([26) and using i;, = ZJO and jo — 1 € Jy, we must have
Njo = —1. Then by 22) we have n;,—1 > p — 1, which implies kj,—1 > p — 1 — (ijo—1 — @, _;)
by ([25). Combining with (27) we deduce that sj 1 < djo—1 + 5 < 2(f = Jjy_1e en) since
7 <i< f-— QJSh, which contradicts ([@). Thus we have jo—1¢J. O

Since Claim 2 proves that jo— 1 ¢ J' and jo — 1 € Jy assuming jo ¢ J' and jy € Jy, we can
continue this process and finally deduce that J' = (), which is a contradiction. O

Remark 5.6. Let A = (A, )y) € X1(D), i € ZL such that 20 +1 < Ay — Xy < p—2, and
J,J' C J. Assume that there exists jo € J such that jo € J, jo ¢ J and ijo41 = 0. We
consider the H-character
Y dﬁf X)\Cyiz H a211+p 1— (>‘1,J'_>‘2,J')+6j—16J"
i¢J’!

Then the same proof as in Proposition shows that (see Remark for the notation) the
H-character Xa?;’/:‘a does not occur in Q(Xi,xiai, J) forall j' € J.

For J,J' C J and i € Z/ such that 0 <i < f — 7™ we define m = m(i, J,J') € ZT by

def _ .
mj = (—1)%+187 (205 + Gje g1y — Sjega(i—1ys + 6j—1e0)- (28)

In particular, if 2i; — dje ja(s—1)ss + dj—1es7 > 0 for all j, then by Lemma B.IJiii), 0, is a con-

stituent of <GL2(O K) ( B (1] ) Y iy J>. The following proposition is a generalization of Proposition
0.0l
Proposition 5.7. Let J,J' C J, i € Z/ such that 0 < i < i—gJSh and m = m(i,J,J"). We

denote B %< [H 55 Y2Z]+t 7 )'] (29) (Y "tvy) € w. Then we have (see Lemmal5d|(iii) for the
notation)

Yﬁ‘ﬂ:@B =0VjeJ if 205 — Ojega(—1) + 9j—1eg < 0 for some j
}/}‘léJ/:@B S I(O’(J,l)ss, O'm) VJ/ S j ’lf 21] — (5j€JA(J,1)ss + 5]'716]’ > 0 fOT’ all ]

Proof. Suppose that 2i; — d;cja(7-1)s + dj—1e7 < 0 for some j, then we must have i; = 0,
jeJA —1)® and j —1 ¢ J'. Hence Yﬁ"/:@B = 0 by Proposition 5.5l applied to (i, J,J') as
above and jo=j — 1.

Suppose that 2i; — d;c ja(s—1)s + dj_1e7 > 0 for all j. By Lemma B.II(iii) and Remark £.2]
we have

(GL2(Ok) (B9) Y wy) = I(o( -1y, 06) = QX5 x50, (JA(S — 1)) — 1)

with b; = (—1)61"“%‘7(21']' + 5j€(J,1)ss +1-— (5j€JA(J,1)ss) for j € J. Since b; = m; if and only
if j—1¢€ J, to prove Yﬁ"':@B € I(J(J,l)ss, Om), it suffices to show that for each jo € J such
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that jo—1 ¢ J', the image of Yﬁ"':@B in the unique quotient @Q of <GL2((9K) (Jg (1)) X*Zv» with
socle o (J—l)ss\{j0}+b_ €0 is zero.
. def .

By Lemmal[3.2(i), we have Q = Q(XJOéJO xGat, J") with J” = ((JA(J—l)SS)—l)U{]O—‘ly}.
Since (i—ijy€j,)jo =0, jo—1 ¢ J and jo—1 € J”, it follows from Remark 5.6 (with A = )\JCY;OZJO,
i replaced with i —ij,ej, and jo replaced with jo—1) that the H-eigencharacter of Yj‘f.z/:@ B does
not occur in Q, hence Yﬁ“":@B maps to zero in Q. O

The following proposition studies the overlaps between different GLa (O )-subrepresentations
(GL2(Ok) (g (1)) Y tv;) of m. This phenomenon is new in the non-semisimple case.

Proposition 5.8. Let J C J and i € Z7 such that 0 < i < i — gJSh. Let jo € J such that
Jo+1e (J—1)" andij,11 =0. Let J' C J such that jo € J' if jo+1 € J and jo ¢ J' if

jo+1¢J. WeletJ" def J A{jo 4+ 1} and let i' € Z7 be such that i =i if j # jo+2 and
i;-o+2 = ij0+2 — 5j0+1¢J’ + 5j0+2€(J_1)ss . Then we have

v Ty (5 (i)
J&J’!

PI(T=1»  yO5+1gs HY?%HJ\UOH}U”)]’ (7
Jo+1 J 0

B 0 X_i/UJ o), (29)
e\ {Go+2},(J—1) e V) < \{do+ })

where 1) and p\(jo+2},(J—1)= are defined in Proposition[5.4), and we let Y ™* UJ\{]O+2} def

0 if i < 0 for some j € J.
Note that the assumption jo+1 € (J —1)™ implies ((J\ {jo +2}) — 1) = (J — 1)**, hence
MJ\{J(H—Q} (J—1)s= is defined in Proposition 5.4l We claim that i’ < f—e¢ e(/\go+2})™ , which implies

that Y ™% v gj,+2) is well-defined by Proposition[d2l Indeed, if j # jo+2or j = jo+2 ¢ (J—1)%,
then we have

i <y < f = 8jegm < f = jenorah

If jo+2 € (J— 1), then the assumptlon jo+1 e (J—1)" implies jo + 2 € J and thus
jo+ 2 € J*", hence we have

]0+2 < Z]0+2 +1< f— 0+2€Jsh +1=f=f- 0+2€(J\{]0+2})Sh

We denote by Bj (resp. Ba) the element on the LHS (resp. RHS) of (29)). In order to prove
Proposition 5.8, we need the following lemma, and we refer to §DI for its proof (see Lemma
D.3).
Lemma 5.9. Keep the assumptions of Proposition [2.8.
(i) Let m o m(i, J J") and m/ o m(d', T\ {jo + 2},J") (see (28)). Then we have m = m/
and mj 41 = ]0+1 =0.

(ii) We have (see (I7) for t’(J"))
2ij + t7(J'); = 205 + ¢TI if £ Go+ 1
205041 + tJ(J/)jo-i—l = Tjo+1 + 15 (30)
2 + tJ\{]O+2}(J”) 0+1 = P — 1-— 7"304-1
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iii) If 265 — dicya(g—1)s + 0i—1egr = 0 for all j € J, then By, By are nonzero and have the
J — 9jeJA(I-1) j—1€
same H-eigencharacter.

Proof of Proposition [2.8. As in the proof of Proposition (.5l the H-eigencharacters that occur

JA(J —1)%, ], = 0}), which are yso Y ok where

{ogkj <p—2—(s] = 2) + 6, 1 if j € Jo (31)

p—1—(s] =2))+6j1es, <kj<p—1 ifj¢Jo

for Jo 2 Jy». By Lemma B2(iii), unless Jo = ) and kj =p — 1 — (33] —2¢7) for all j, the H-
eigencharacter in (BI]) comes from the element Yk (g (1)) (X_ZWUJ) € <GL2((’)K) (g (1)) X‘invﬁ.
Suppose that 2i; — djcya(s—1)= + 6j—1es7 < 0 for some j. By Lemma B.9(i) and using

((J\ {jo+2}) — 1) = (J — 1)*, we have

20, — 8je(N\ o+ 2 AN o+2)—1)= + dj—1em <0

for the same j. Then by Proposition 5.7(i) applied to (¢, J,J') and (', J\ {jo+2}, J”) we deduce
that By = By = 0 (if ¢/ # 0 then By = 0 by definition), which proves (29). So in the rest of the
proof we assume that 2i; — d;e ja(s—1)ss + 0j—1es > 0 for all j, which implies that

245 — Oje(\ Lo +2) AN\ o2}~ 1) T+ j—1e07 = 0

for all j. In particular, this implies ¢/ > 0. Then by Proposition BE7(ii) applied to (i, J, J')
and (i, J\ {jo +2},J”) we deduce that By, By € I(0(j_1yss,0m) = I(0(j_1)ss, o) (see Lemma
[B.9(i)), which is a subrepresentation of (GL2(Ok) (£ 9) Y v ;) and of (GL2(Ok) (£ 9) Xffv‘]\{jo_kz})

(i). We suppose that jo + 1 € J, hence jo € J'. In this case, we claim that it suffices to
prove (29)) for J' = 7, that is (using (B0Q))

(8

= o

— KT, (J—1)ss —1-r; —
) () = H\{ iz} (?, 1yss Vi 7 (51) <X '”J\UO“})’ (32)
0 s\

where i, = d; if j # jo + 2 and @ 5 = jo+2 + djo42e(s-1)- Indeed, once ([B2) is proved, we

multiply both sides of ([82) by nggJ/ szzj—i_tJ(J/)j. If jo+1 € J’', then using ([B0) we obtain (29)
for J'. If jo+1 ¢ J', then using (B0) together with Lemma BI{i) applied to j = jo + 1 we
obtain (29)) for .J'.

Then we prove ([B2). Since Bj, By € I(U(J_l)ss,am) C <GL2((’)K) ({)’ ?) X_%J> have com-
mon H-eigencharacter y ja ™! (see Lemmal[0.9liii)), it suffices to show that the H-eigencharacter
xsa ¢ only appears once in <GL2((9K) ({)’ ?) X_i'UJ>, which implies By = By by Lemma [5.9((iii).
Since jo + 1 € J, the assumptions jo + 1 € (J — 1)™° and 4,41 = 0 imply that jo € J;» for all

1

¢ as in (BI)). In particular, we have jy € Jy. As in the proof of Proposition [B.5], the equation
[2I) then becomes

f—1 f—1
= (i —i)p’ = kjp’ mod (q-1), (33)
§=0 J=0

which is congruent to Z;:é (p—1— (i5 —i))p’ modulo (g —1). If ij # if for some j, then we
must have kj, = p — 1 — (ij, —4j,). Since jo € Jo, by (1) we have

kjo =p—1—(ijo — i) <p—2—(s5, = 20}) + 6jo1e0o <p— 1 — (s, — 20} ).
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Hence 53-10 <iijo + 15, < 2(f — dj,eson), which contradicts (). Therefore, we must have i; = i
for all j and the LHS of ([B3]) equals 0. Since jo € Jo, by @I) and (@) we have kj, <p—1. It

follows from (33)) that k; = 0 for all j.

(ii) We suppose that jo + 1 ¢ J (which implies f > 2), hence jo ¢ J'. We prove (29)) by the
following steps.

Step 1. We prove (29) for J' = 7 \ {jo}-
Using ([B0), it is enough to prove that

24, +p— s . ILLJ,(Jil)ss 2450 +p— s p—1—7j 41 _i
y_ o POY (y—iy;) = Y, 70y P10 ] PO (X-UJ - )
jo (0 1) ( ) K\ oty (T L 20 jo+1 (0 1) \{jo+2}
(34)

y e ‘ y . . . y
where i = 4; if j # jo + 2 and @ o = ijo42 + dj2e(s—1)ss. Since i1 = ¢ = 0, by

I o

Lemma B.Ji) applied to j = jp and Proposition [£2] if we apply Y]ZJO 0 to either side of B4)

we get zero. Moreover, B, By € I(U(J_l)ss,gm) C <GL2((’)K) (g (1)) X_%J> have common H-
- 245, +p—s

J
eigencharacter y def X0 oy 0 (see Lemma [5.9(iii)). Hence it suffices to show that up to

J _o;
scalar there exists a unique H-eigenvector C' € (GL2(Ok) (4 ?) Y “lv;) satisfying szjo_mmc —
0 with H-eigencharacter y, which implies By = By by Lemma [5.9((iii).

As in the proof of Proposition B3] (in the case J' = J \ {Jjo} with the same definition of 7;),
~i" ok has at most one solution for k as

in (310, which is given by (see (IZEI) and since jo — 1 € J')
kjo = ijo + iy + 0 — 57, + jy (35)
k?j:T]j (’LJ—Z]») lfj#](]

It follows from (3II) that C is a linear combination of the elements C’ = o Yk ( 5 1) (Yﬁiﬁv J) €
<GL2 Ok) (0 1 ) y & ’UJ> with distinct i’ such that 0 < i’ < i and k as in (38, each of which
has nonzero image in the quotient Q of (GLy(Ok) (b ?) Yy J) isomorphic to Q(Xf]o#'", Jir)
(see Lemma [B.T1(ii)).

: -/ . s.j] 721']'0 / 0 i

We claim that for i’ # ¢, the element ono C e <GL2((9K) (81)X L vJ> also has
nonzero image in @ = Q(XsJozi”, Ji»). Then we deduce from Lemma [5.I[(ii) that the coefficients
of C" with i # 4 in the linear combination for C' must be zero, which concludes the proof of
D).

Now we prove the‘claim. We let Jy be the subset corresponding to the H-eigencharacter
of C' =Yk (8 (1]) (Xﬂqu) in (BI). Suppose that jo € Jy. Then by Claim 2 in the proof of
Proposition 5.5, we deduce from jy € Jy and jo ¢ J' that jo — 1 ¢ J’, which is a contradiction
since J' = J\{jo}. Hence we must have jo ¢ Jy. By the definition of 7; in the case J' = J\{jo}
(see ([22)), we have either n;, = —1 or n;, = 0. Moreover, if nj, = 0, then the definition of n;
implies that z = i for all j # jo, hence z < ij, since i # i. In particular, in either case

we deduce from B3] that kj, < 2ij, +p — 3’0, hence (Sjo 2ij,) + kj, < p—1. Then using

Yy
Jjo ¢ Jo, the H-eigencharacter of Y;JO 00" still appears in BI) (with the corresponding 3"

and Jy unchanged), hence has nonzero image in @ = Q(Xf]ai//, Ji”)'

Step 2. We prove (29)) for all J’ such that jo ¢ J' and jo — 1 € J'.

18



T (7
We multiply both sides of [&4) by Yj,+1 [Hj¢J/U{jo} Yj2l]+t (J )]]. Since jo — 1 € J', we
deduce that t/(.J');, is the same as in Step 1. If jo + 1 € J', then using (B0) we obtain (29) for
J'If jo+1¢ J, then using (B0) together with Lemma [BI](i) applied to j = jo + 1 we obtain

29) for J'.

Step 3. We prove (29)) for all J’ such that jo ¢ J' and jo — 1 ¢ J'.

. J AW
We multiply both sides of 4] by Yjo+1[[] i T'0Lo} Y]% I )]]. Similarly to Step 2 but us-
ing jo—1 ¢ J', we get Y, By = Yj,Ba. Moreover, By, By € I(O-(J_l)ss,o-m) C <GL2((9K) ({)’ ?) X_%J>

. def —q 2ij+1’7_1_537+5j—1€]’ .
have H-eigencharacter x = x o, 10 —[Hﬁj, o ] Hence it suffices to show

that there is no nonzero H-eigenvector C' € I(o(j_1)s,0m) With H-eigencharacter x satisfying
Y;,C = 0, which implies B; — By = 0.

The rest of the proof is similar to the one of Step 1, and is left as an exercise. Here the
analogous assertion jo ¢ Jo is guaranteed by the fact that C' € I(0(s_1ys, 0y ) and using Lemma

21l O

The following Proposition is a generalization of Proposition [.4] and gives more relations
between the vectors vy € Dy(p).

Proposition 5.10. Let J,J' C J such that (J')** # J (i.e.(J',J5) # (J,0)) and satisfying

(J _ 1)ss — (J/)ss (36)
(Jl)nss g (J _ 1)HSSA(J/ _ 1)nss.
Then there exists a unique element p5 ;0 € F*, such that
S‘-Il - _ (JﬁJ/)nss
I v II v G <X c UJ) = WJ Vs (37)
J+1EJAT GHIEIAT
JnJ’ynss

where X‘g( vy is defined in Proposition [{.3

Proof. If f = 1, then the assumption implies J' = (J — 1)*® and (J N J)™ = (), and the
proposition is already proved in Proposition 5.4l Hence in the rest of the proof we assume that
f > 2. We denote by B the LHS of (31).

Claim 1. The element B is nonzero and has H-eigencharacter y ;.

" . _eInyhrss
Proof. By Lemma B.J(ii), the representation (GLy(Ox) (5§ ? )Y ¢

(JOJI)"SS

v J> has a quotient @)

isomorphic to Q (x5 ,J") with J" = ((JA(J =1)*)\ (JN J)*=) — 1. By the proof
of LemmaB.d] @ has constituents F(ty,(—b)) with

max (6j€JA(J,1)ss, 26j€(JmJl)nss) S b] S 26j€(JmJl)nss + 1 (38)

We claim that o is a constituent of @) and corresponds to the subset J” def (JAJ) -1

for Ind?LQ(OK) (Xf]aguml)nss) (see Lemma [B2(i)). Indeed, by Lemma [ZTIiii), we have o =
F(’t)\(,(—b)) with

o ;g s
bi = {%J BRSNS A (39)

(5j€J — 6j¢J/) (—1)6j+1€J itje Js

19



We need to check that b; satisfies (B8). We assume that j ¢ J5, the case j € J; being similar.
By (36), we have j € J' implies j + 1 € JAJ'. Hence we have 5j€Jl(—1)5j+1¢.mJ' = dje, and
from (38]) it suffices to show that

max (8jer,20;en07) < Gjeg + 0jer < 20;e5n0 + 1,

which is easy. Then we prove the second assertion. By Lemma [B.2)(i) applied to A = A\; —

e(]ﬁ.]’)“ss

, it suffices to show that bj = 20,¢(jnyrymss + 1 if and only if j € JAJ'. Once again we
assume that j ¢ J5, and the case j € J5 is similar. Then it suffices to show that djc; + djer =
20jcjn + 1 if and only if j € JAJ', which is easy.

By Lemma [D] for j € J” we have (p — 2 - (33] — 20;e(nymss)) + Oj—1egr = 33.]. Then
by Lemma B.2[iii) applied to A = \j — 0 , we deduce that the image of B in Q &

(JnJg"Hnss . . . . .
Q (x50 . L ) is a nonzero Ij-invariant of 0. In particular, B is nonzero and has H-
eigencharacter y . U

Claim 2. The element B is Kj-invariant.

using Lemma [D.2] it suffices to show that ;e (— 1)0+1¢7 = a}j for j € J. If j € J5, then
the assumption (J — 1)* = (J')* implies that j € J — 1 if and only if j € J’, hence we have
Sjeq(—1)0+1gs = 5jeJ/(—1)5j€J’ = dje, which equals a}ﬁ by ). If j ¢ J5, then j € J' implies
j+1eJAT by the second formula of (B6]), hence we have ;¢ (—1)%+1¢7 = 5j€Jl(—1)5j+16‘]/7
which equals a by (Bl).

By Proposmon B.7(ii) applied to i = €M™ and with J’ there being J”, we deduce that

Proof. First we claim that m (e OS)™= g g7 = o 7" (see @2R) for m and (@) for a’'). Indeed,

25]6(J0J’)“Ss+t (J"); :|

—~
o3
=}

_ (.I J/)l’lss _
) (X et UJ) S I(U(J—l)ss ) UJ/) g DO7O'(J_1)SS (p)
(40)

for all j/ € J, where the last inclusion follows from the fact that oy is a constituent of
Do,(;_1yss (p) (which follows from Lemma [T[iii) and (36])). Since s}’l > 1 and 25;¢(jngrymss +
t7(J"); < p—2 for all j by (@), (I8) and f > 2, multiplying (@) by a suitable power of Y we
deduce that B € Do,a( J_1jse (p), hence is K;-invariant. O

Y H]+1¢JAJ/Y

Claim 3. We have Y; B = 0 for all jo € J.

. (i). Suppose that jo+1 ¢ JAJ and jo+ 1 ¢ (J N J' )™, By Proposition 4.2, we have
Yjo+1 (X etun’ )DSSUJ) = 0. Hence it follows from Lemma B.1(i) applied to j = jo that Y;, B = 0.
(ii). Suppose that jo +1 € JAJ', which equals JA((J')SA(J)5) = (JA(J')S)A(J")".
Hence for each j € JAJ', we have either j € JA(J')*, j ¢ (J')™5 or j & JA(J')™S, j € (J)™,
and in the latter case we have j +1 € JAJ' by [@B6). In particular, since (J' )™ #£ 7, there
exists 0 < w < f — 1 such that j ¢ JA(J)®, j € (J)™ for j = jo+1,...,750 + w and
Jotw+1e JA(T)S, jo+w+1¢ (J)ms.
By @B8) we have jo +w +1 € JA(J)*™ = JA(J — 1)*®. Then by proposition applied
to i = eNI)™jo replaced by jo + w and J' replaced by J” — 1 with J” def (JAJT)\ {jo +
1,...,j0 + w4+ 1}, and possibly multiplying (I9) by Yj,4w+1, we have

]E Jﬁ]/)nss+p 1—sY +6]€]// P e(JﬁJ ynss .
Yiotw1 Hj+1¢J"Y (59) (¥~ vs) =0.
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Since 20j¢(jnryms +p—1— 53-] + 657 < p—1for all j by (@), to prove that Y; B = 0, it suffices
(from the formula of B) to show that

87+ 8j=jo = 20je(snyms +0 = 1= 87 + 8je (AT ot orturt1} T Oi=jotut1
for j+ 1€ (JAJ')\ J”, that is j = jo,...,jo + w. This follows from Lemma [D.1] with J, J" as
above noting that j = jo +w + 1 and j € {jo,...,Jo + w} imply that j = jo and w = f — 1.
(iii). Suppose that jo+ 1 € (J N J")"=, then by Lemma BIi) applied to j = jo and using
jo+1¢ JAJ', we have

Il

85 -1 (JNJ )PS5\ {Gp+1}
B = [Moeresar®;” Missgommonen?? '] (39 (£ w). @y

As in (ii) (with the difference that jo + 1 ¢ JAJ'), there exists 1 < w < f — 1 such that
jEJAT)S, je (J)for j =jo+2,...,Jo+wand jo+w+1 € JA(T)S, jo+w+1 ¢ (J)™s.
The rest of the proof then follows exactly as in (ii) except that we take i = NI\ G0+ and
J" = ((JATY\ {Go +2, .., jo +w+1}) U {jo + 1} O

From Claim 2 and Claim 3 we deduce that B is [j-invariant. Since B # 0 has H-
eigencharacter x by Claim 1 and since Dg(p)* is multiplicity-free by Lemma EETI(ii), wi
conclude that B is a scalar multiple of v/, which completes the proof. D

Remark 5.11. For J C 7, we define the right boundary of J by 0J def {jed:j+1¢J}.
Then the second formula in (30) is equivalent to

(0J)™ C (J—1)™ C ((J'\aJ))™.

If J5 =0, then we define zp, = ,u@ Slyp-lor (b 9) vy so that YZzy, = vy by ({6) applied to
J = (). This agrees with the definition of z, given in Theorem 6.3l below (see (C.9)). Then we
have the following complement of Proposition [5.10, which together with Proposition .10 gives
all possible relations between the vectors vy € Dy(p).

Proposition 5.12. Assume that J; = (. Then for ) # J C J, there exists a unique element
wrg € F* such that

H Yf_l_” (P0) v = prgvg + pypeo,

where (g is defined in Proposition [5.7)

Proof. By Lemma[5.1(ii) and its proof, the isomorphism Ind; GL2(Ox ) (xp) = =~ (GL2(Ok) (b ) vg)

identifies the element ¢ € IndGLQ(OK )(X ) (see §3) with (9 §) vy, which is a scalar multiple of
vg since x7 = xj when J; = @ Hence by Lemma B.2{(iii)(a) applied to A = Ay, any nonzero

element in the I-cosocle of op is a linear combination of vz and zy, with nonzero coefficients.
By Lemma [5.1(i),(ii) and its proof, the representation <GL2((’)K) (b ) vy) = Q(x5,J — 1)

GLZ(‘””(W in Q(x5,J — 1).
def

has socle oy, and identifies ( )v J with the image of ¢ € Ind

Since J # 0, we deduce from Lemma [B2(iii)(b) applied to A = A\; that the element B
[HJ+1¢J yP-1- 7’]] (18 (1)) vy is nonzero and lies in the I-cosocle of o, hence B = /,LJ7JUJ+/,LJ7®$@,£
for some 57, 1t/ 79 € F* by the previous paragraph. Finally, by applying Y* to B and using
Y™ 7 = 0 since vy is I;-invariant, we deduce from Proposition 54 (with J; = J = () that

Wy = 1y O

21



Lemma 5.13. Let J1, Ja, J3, Jy € T such that the pairs (Ji,J3), (J1,J4), (J2, J3), (J2, Js) satisfy
the assumptions of either Proposition or Proposition[5.12 (here we say that (J,J') satisfies
the assumption of Proposition if Jg=0,J#0 and J' = TJ). Then we have

Ky, Js _ HJa,J3 (42)
Ky, Js :MJ27J47

where each term of (43) is defined in either Proposition [5.10 or Proposition [Z.12.

Proof. First we suppose that J; =0 and Jy, = J. If J3 = J, then {2) is clear. If J3 # J, then
by the proof of Proposition and using that the I-cosocle of oy has dimension 1 over I, the
ratio 17,7/t 9 does not depend on J, hence we can replace Jy = J by Jy = 0.

From now on, we assume that all the pairs (Ji,J3), (J1, Ja), (J2, J3), (J2, Js) satisfy the
assumptions of Proposition BI0l In particular, we have (J; — 1)* = (Jo — 1)* = J5* = JJ°.
Using that jug, 75/ 17,,0, = (pay,55/ 103;,055) /(1,54 / 1g;,555) for i = 1,2 with each term defined in
Proposition 5.10, we may assume that Jy = J§° C J5.

Then using Remark [5.17] the assumption (36) for the pairs (Ji, J3), (J1, J1), (J2, J3), (J2, Ja)
is equivalent to

(0J3)" L Jy C J; —1C ((J3\0J3)°)™ U Jy (43)

for i = 1,2. By choosing a sequence J°, J!,... J" C J for some r > 0 such that J = Ji,
J" = Jo, |JPAJY =1for 1 <i<rand

(8J3)HSS LJs C JZ —-1C ((J3 \an)c)nss U J,

for 0 < ¢ < r, it suffices to prove the proposition with Ji,Jo as in (#3)) such that (J; — 1) =
(Jo — 1) U {jo + 1} for some jo € J. In particular, we have jo +1 € (J; — 1)™ (since
(i =1)¥=(J2—1)* =Jy) and jo + 1 ¢ J.

(). Suppose that jo € J; — 1. By Proposition [5.I0] applied to (Ji, J3), we have
5;']3 p—1| (pO _e(J1nJz)"E
[LiienarnY; Hj+1§£J1AJ3Yj (51) (K B le) = HJy,J3VJ3- (44)
Since jo +1 € Jy and jo + 1 ¢ (J; N J3)™ (since jo + 1 ¢ J3), by Proposition 0.8 applied to

(i, J,J") = (13" ]y, J) with jo as above together with (B0) (and note that (J; —1)% = Jy),
we have

0 —e(J1NJ3)" _ HJy,Jy 1504 0 -
(B9) (e ) = By (59) (Y o) (15)

with
o def  (JynJs)nss
e e A

JQQJS)HSS +

J mJ nss
= (2™ 4 65 pac s €joya) + Gjoracz s = € djo+2eJ5€jo+2, (46)

where the second equality uses Ji \ Jo = {jo + 2} and J3° = J;. We assume that jo + 2 € J3,
the case jo + 2 ¢ J3 being similar. Since jo + 1 ¢ J3, we have Sj(?+1 =p—2—rj4+1 by @).
Combining ([@4]) and (@3]), we have

J3
My 85 p—1| yP=1=Tip+1 (1 p 0 —q!
Ky, JsVJ3 = —MJ B Hj+1eJ1AJ3Yj Hj+1¢J1AJ3Yj on—l—l (o 1) Y tuy,
2,J4
J3
Mgy, S; p—1 Tjo+1yP—1=Tjo+1 (p 0 —i
= 1) Hj+leJ2AJ3Yj Hj+1¢J2AJ3Yj on+1 on+1 (o 1) Y=y,
2,J4
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J3
_ /’[/J17J4 Sj pfl P 0 76(']20']3)“55
- Hj+1€J2AJ3}/j Hj—}—lgéJQAJgY} (0 1) X - VJ,

Kz, Js

— Ll 5, J3 VT3,

HJs,Jy
where the second equality uses Jo+2¢€ i, j0+2¢ Ja, jo+2 € Js (hence jo+ 2 ¢ J1AJ3
and jo + 2 € JoAJs) and sj 1 =D — 2 —Tj41, the third equality follows from Lemma B.TJ(i)

applied to j = jo + 1 and (6] using jo + 2 € Js3, and the last equality follows from Proposition
b.I0lapplied to (Jo, J3). Therefore, we have py, g, = (g, 04/ o, Js) 0o, 05, Which completes the
proof.

(ii). Suppose that jo ¢ J; — 1 (which implies f > 2). Similar to (i), by Proposition 5.8
applied to (z,J,J') = (Q(JIOJ?’)DSS, J1, T\ {jo}) with jo as above together with (B0), we have

}/}0+1y25j06(J10J3)“Ss+p sJol} (g )(Y UJ)

J
25]06 ]1m13)nss+p 55 1 p—1 Tio+1

Haq,J. —1- !
== [Y%HY 1 Yies1 (8(1)) <X ZUJ\{jo+2})v
Kz, Js

J3
i1 o (J2nJ3)nss , , : 5 p—17 5
where i’ = el207)™ 4§ 1o syejo 2. We claim that [Hj+1€J1AJ3 Y7 MjsagnanY) Jisa

J1
8jqe(JynJg)nss+P—s;

multiple of YjOJrlY 70, Indeed, since s 1 = Land 20 ¢(g,n5)nss —|—p—83»]01 <p-1
by (@), the claim follows from the fact that jo+ 1 ¢ J1, ]0 +1¢ Js (hence jo+1 ¢ J;AJs) and
jo+ 1 # jo. Once we have the claim, we can argue exactly as in (i) to conclude the proof. [

To end this section, we extend the definition of p; 5 to all J,J' C J such that (J —1)%* =
(J')ss as follows:

def H((J")ssU(0J’)mss)+1,J' K, (J7)ss

Har = gy T2 G)
! SS| | /7 \nss + s 1\ss
def M9 OHT,T . (47)
et if Jy =0
170

(and g7 as in Proposition if J5 =0 and J # (), where each term on the RHS of (41
are defined in either Proposition [B.10] or Proposition Then the equation (42)) holds for
arbitrary Ji,Ja,J3,Js € J such that (J; —1)% = (Jo — 1) = J5* = J§*. In particular, for
J,J" such that (J —1)* = (J' — 1)%, the quantity g j»/py j» does not depend on J” for
(J")*® = (J —1)* and we denote it by 5/t «. Similarly, for J, J’ such that J% = (J')*, the
quantity piy» y/pgr g does not depend on J” for (J” —1)% = J% and we denote it by i 7/t -

6 Projective systems in 7

In this section, we define certain projective systems x ;; of elements of 7 indexed by J C J
and i € Z/, see Theorem They will give rise to a basis of the A-module D4 (7). The
definition of these elements is much more involved than in the semisimple case (compared with

[BHH" ¢, (104)]).
Definition 6.1. Let J C J.
(i) We define r’ € Zf by
0 ifjé¢d, j+1¢J
ifjed, j+1¢J
ri+1 ifjéd j+1eld
Tj ifjed, j+1eld

Sy
Q.
¢}
h

|
—_
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(ii) We define ¢’ € Z by

o |41 fied j+1¢J
R A A (19)

p—2-—r; ifj¢J j+1led

0 ifjed, j+1el.

(iii) We define e; € {£1} by (see Remark[211] for 0J)

. def (—1)f*1 if Jp = (Z), J=J (50)
/ (=DINID™1 otherwise.

Remark 6.2. (i) By definition, for all J C J and j € J we have

] =6j1es(rj +1) = §jess; (51)
¢ =08;¢7(p—2—1;) + 0 41¢5(r; + 1). (52)

(ii) The definition of ¢’ is a variant of [BHHY ¢, (95)] (where p was assumed to be semisimple,).
Also, by (@) we have 0 < ¢’ < p—L

Theorem 6.3. There exists a unique family of elements {xJ&' :JCJ, i€ Zf} of ™ satisfying
the following properties:

S

h
(i) For each J C J, we have x5 = Y~y (defined in Proposition [{.2).
(ii) For each J C J,i€ Zf and k € ZJ;O, we have XE$J,1 =T k-
(iii) For each J C J and i € Z/, we have (see Proposition [5.10 and {7) for pj+1.)

0 _
(8 1) TJ+1g = E EJHI+1,T'T 1 p5(i) 47+ N\
JssCJ'CJ

Remark 6.4. The extra term e’”" in Theorem [6-3(i) has the advantage that the constants ¢’
and r’ in Theorem [6.3(iii) work for arbitrary J5.

Remark 6.5. Let 0 < k < f. Assume that Theorem[G.3 is true for |J| < k. Then by Theorem
[6.3(ii), (i), for all |J| <k, i€ Z) and { € ZJ;O we have

L 0 —
YEBD) Triri= D ElBIIT syl e\ g (53)
JsSCJ'CJ
Moreover, the LHS and each term of the summation in (23) are H-eigenvectors with common

sh .
H -eigencharacter XJO(QJ =i see the proof of Corollary [610() below.

Proof of Theorem [6.3. We define the elements z;; € 7 by increasing induction on |J| and on
max;i;. For each J C J and i < f, we define (see Proposition £.2))

,(Z,QJSh) TN Jsh
2, déf {X vy ifi>e (54)

0 otherwise.

Then we let |J| =k for 0 < k < f and max;i; = m > f. Assume that z;; is defined for
|J| <k—1andall i€ Z/, and for |J| = k and max;i; < m — 1. We write i = p5(i') + ¢’/ — ¢
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for the unique 7, /£ € 77 such that 0 < £ < p—1 Then we claim that max; z; < max;i; = m.
Indeed, for each j we have

t=(ij—c]+4) /p<(m—0+(p—1))/p<m/p+1<m, (55)
where the last inequality uses m > f > 1. Then we define x;; by the formula
EJPI+1,T 5 = Y- (8 (1]) Tyy14 — Z ETTH1,T T g1 iy d\T' 5 (56)
Jsngng

where each term on the RHS of (56]) is defined by the induction hypothesis (hence a priori (56l)
holds for all J C J and i € Z/ such that max; i; > f)-

Lemma 6.6. Let 0 < k < f. Assume that Theorem [6.3 is true for |J| < k — 1. If (26) holds
for |J| =k and i = f, then Theorem[G3 is true for |J| = k.

Proof. By (54 and Proposition A2, Theorem B.3[(ii) is true for all J C J and i < f. Then we
let J C J such that |J| = k. We define ¢/ € Z/ by

p—1-f ifj¢d, j+1¢J
le]dﬁf ri+1—f ifjed j+1¢J (57)

! p—2-rj—f ifj¢J j+1elJ

p—f ifjed j+1leld

In particular, by (@) we have 0 < ¢/ <p—1, and by (57) and ([@J) we have
Since (B8] holds for J as above and i = f by assumption, using (58] we have
1 J

erpriatsy =Y (B0)ayy pnwin = D> erpaprTy, Fr\I (59)

Jsng/;J

For each i < f, we write i = pd(') + ¢! — 1 as in (B6). In particular, comparing with (58] we
have i/ < ¢/"V+1, By Lemma BI\i) and Theorem B3(ii) (applied with (.J,4,k) there replaced
by (J + 1,e/NU+D) I+ _ i') and using e/NU+) < f) we deduce that

. /J
vl [—g (g?)xnl,g”““)} =Y (5Y) @i (60)

Since Theorem B.3(ii) is true for | J| < k—1, by applying Y2~ to (59) and using (60) we deduce
that (B6]) is true for J as above and i < f, hence for all i € 77 by definition.

Then we use increasing induction on?naxj i; to prove that Theorem [E3[ii) is true (for J as
above, which satisfies |.J| = k). We already know that Theorem [(.3[(ii) is true for i < f. Then
for each i € Z/ and k € ZJ;O, if we write i — k = pd(i”) 4+ ¢’ — £ for the unique i, ¢ € Zf such
that 0 < ¢ < p— 1, then we have

k _ vk L(pO0
Yiesppprgesg =Y \YE(BY) wyny — D ermin sy o
JSSQJ/;J
’ 0
=Y (’51)96J+1,yf - Z EJHIF1,T'T g1 4 jy I\’
JSSQJ/;J
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=EJHTH1,JT Ji—k>

where the first and the third equality follow from (B6l), and the second equality follows in a
similar way as (60]) using the induction hypothesis. This shows that Yhy Ji = TJi k-

Finally, by taking i such that £ = 0 in (&), we conclude that Theorem [63|(iii) is true (for J
as above). O

Assume that Theorem is true for |J| < k — 1. By Lemma [6.6] it suffices to prove that
(B0) is true for |J| =k and i = f. For J C 7, we denote (see (57) for ¢'/)

def 1 J 'J _(IN(JF1))nss
23 S Y (BY) 2 yiqemoen =Y (5Y) (X € UJ+1> €m;

def (61)
wy =) EP RIS T 1 fygi\s € T

JSCIICT
Then by (B9), it is equivalent to proving that for |J| = k we have
o Jsh
2] =W = EJMJ+1,JT 1 = EJHI+1,7Y (L=¢" Dy (62)

The proof of ([62)) consists of the following three lemmas, where we need to use some results of

Appendix [Al

Lemma 6.7. Let 0 < k < f. Assume that Theorem is true for |J| < k —1. Then for
|J| <k, we have z5,wy € Dy(p).

Proof. (i). First we prove that z; € Dy(p). Let o eI = o JA(J — 1) and
m e m(i, J+1,J7) (see (28])). By Lemma[D.2lapplied with (.J, J’) there replaced by (J+1,.J),
we have m; = djes(—1)%¢/ = §;cy for all j € J. Then by Proposition 5.7(ii) applied to
(¢, J +1,J7), we have for all j' € J

O qrr_ c L gJ41 ) .
VA MgV 0] (89) (00 10) € 1o, 000) = T(00, 0,00 1) € Do (0),

where the last inclusion follows from Corollary 53l To prove that z; € Dy(p), it suffices to
show that for all j € J we have

& > 8iq (205 + " (IY)5) + 8=

This is a consequence of Lemma [D.4](iv) applied with J' = J and § = 0, and (ES)).

(ii). Next we prove that wy; € Dy(p). To do this, we prove by increasing induction on
|J'| that x5, ¢, no € Do(p) for each J" such that J** C J" & J (which implies (J')* = J*).

Let i & c(J'+DNJ _ (V4D = o((HDND™ (using (J) = J=), JY € JA(J - 1) and
m m(i,JJ +1,JY) (see (28)). By Proposition [(.7)(ii) applied to (i, J' 4+ 1, J%), we have for all
-/

jeJg

5 L
y o= 25447 +1(JY); (

T My 09) (X tvgrsa) € Loy, om)- (63)

By Lemma [D.2 applied with (.J,J') there replaced by (J' + 1,.J), we have m; = djc(—1)%¢7
for all j € J. Then a case-by-case examination using J% C J' C J shows that m; — dje(gryss
equals 0 if j € J; and equals 6j€J(—1)6J'€J’ if j ¢ J5. Hence by Corollary 53] we deduce that
I(U(J’)Ssa Um) - DO,O’(JI)SS (ﬁ)
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We let ¢ € Z/ be as in Lemma [D.4{(iv). On one hand, since Y tvy ; = T iy q er+nna by
(B4), multiplying (G63) by a suitable power of Y and using Lemma [D.4(iv) (with § = 0) we
deduce that

YE(BY) 2 yq 4000 € Do(P):
On the other hand, since |J'| < k—1 by assumption, by (53] applied to J” and using (J')* = J*
we have

c(pO —
Y (§1) 4100000 = Z SITIFLITE g1 (eI +DNT )T 4T\ )
Jsng{/gJ/ - - - B

= Z EJNLI +1,J"T TN J\J’
S I, (27N 4 f4rI\ )

= Z gJ//IU’JUFLJN'%.J”,f-i-[J\J”7
JSSQJ”QJ/ -
where the second equality follows from the definition of ¢ and the last equality follows from
Lemmal[D.4(ii). By the induction hypothesis, we have T g fg 7" € Dy(p) for all J= C J" S J'.
It follows that x I fr\I € Dy(p), which completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.8. Let 0 < k < f. Assume that Theorem is true for |J| < k —1. Then for
|J| <k, we have (see Remark[5Z11 for 0.J)

_ E g 12 , , i y + 1 c Jnss
j€+1 6.7'06*]Sh 2y = JSCJ'CI\{jo+1} JRI+1,T J 7(£J\J +i7(f+175j0€_15h)e]'0) fJO
0 if jo+1¢ J
i HI41,70.T if JUS = (0J)"
Xi*QJ 2y = 0, Zf Jmss 7& (8J)nss and Jrss 7& J

prgvg + pgexes, of JUE=J.
Proof. (i) We prove the first equality. Using the decomposition
J= (I (T +1)°) U (((J+DATS) U ™) U (J + 1)k, (64)
we separate the proof into the following five cases.

(a). Suppose that jo ¢ J and jo+1 ¢ J, which implies jo ¢ J*". Since jo+1 ¢ (JN(J+1))™,
by Lemma [BI(i) applied to jo and Proposition we have

—e(JN(J+1))1s8
vo(n9) (x " ) =0, (65)

Since c;‘g =p—1— f by (57), we deduce from (€1l and (65) that Yj’;HzJ = 0.

(b). Suppose that jo + 1 € (J + 1)*", which implies jo+1 ¢ (J N (J + 1))nSS. In particular,

. . . . J _
the eql;zﬂlltyé(lﬁﬁ]) still holds as in (a). Since ¢} = p — f by (B1), we deduce from (&) and (&)
that Y, <"z, =0,
Jo

(c). Suppose that jo+ 1 € (J + 1)AJ* and jo +1 ¢ J™, which implies f > 2 and
jo € JA(J —1). In particular, we have jo ¢ J*". By (@) we have
(rj+0j-1e7) =0 itj¢J

$j+1 - 25je(Jm(J+1))nss — . .
(p —1- Ty — i—1¢J — 25j€(J+1)SS) — 2(5]'6(J+1)nss lfj eJ
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_ )it diesau-y ifj¢J
p—3—Tj+5j_1eJA(J_1) ifjed.

We let § & N+ ypq g7 & (JA(J = 1)) \ {jo}. In particular, we have ijo11 = 0. Then
by (7)), for j # jo we have
5]¢J”(2Z] + tJ+1(J//)j) — g (25j€(Jﬂ(J+1))"ss +p —1— Sj+1 + 5j—1€J")
p—1—rj—0j—jor1 ifjgJ j+1¢J
=97+ 2= 0j=jp+1 ifjed, j+1lelJ

0 otherwise,

(66)

and 2ij, +t7T1(J");, equals p— 1 —r; if jo ¢ J (which implies jo + 1 € J), and equals r; + 2 if
jo € J (which implies jo+1 ¢ J). In particular, by (57 we have 2ij, +t/*1(J");, = f+1 —i—c%.
By Propositionapplied to (i, J +1,J") with jo as above, taking j' = jo + 1 in (I9) when

= () and multiplying Y} ' ‘7" when jo + 1 ¢ J', we deduce that

fHi+ey! p—1l—r; rj+2
Y PTigsv1¢0Y; Tiesjies¥s’ (8 ) (Y7 UJH) 0. (67)

Comparing (&1) and (€7), to prove YjﬁH@ = 0, it is enough to show that

(68)

,J>{p—1—rj ifj¢J j+1¢J
]_

C.
rj+2 ifjed j+1el,

which follows directly from (57) and (2]).

(d). Suppose that jo ¢ J and jo + 1 € J™°, which implies f > 2 and jo € JA(J —1). In

particular, we have jo ¢ J*". We let i L (INU+)™ gapg g7 (JA(J-1))\{jo}. In particular,
we have ij,+1 = 0. As in (c), the equality (GB]) still holds and we have 2ij, + t/T1(J");, =
f+1+ c’J We denote

def —1—7r; 42
Z< IIT v II Y/’ eFivl.
j+1¢J,j+2¢J j+ledj+2ed
Then by Proposition B.8 applied to (i, J + 1, J”) with j as above, using ([B0) and together with
Lemma [B.11(i) applied to jo 4+ 1 if moreover jo + 1 ¢ J”, we have

/J i
[YJ})HYHHCJ0 Z] (59) (X 0s41)

HJ41, p—1—1; fH+14+c .
— my}o-f—l Jjo+1 |:Y}0+1Y J0 Z:| (IO7 ?) (K 1 U(J+1)\{j0+2}) R (69)
Jo 5k

def

where i’ = i + 0jo12es€jo+2. Then using (G8) together with c] 41 > 1 by (BD) and @), we
deduce from (IBII) and (69) that
f+H1 HJ+1 % FH1yP—1-7Tjp41 0 —i
L A [YJO T ] (51) <X lU(J+1)\{jo+2}>' (70)

KT+ D)\ {Go+2},*

Since we have
i+ g((J-H)\{J'()-FZ})Sh =i+ Q(JH)Sh — eJﬁ(JJrl)7
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by (B4]) we have Xﬁi/v(ﬂ_l)\{jmﬂ} = T(j11)\{jo+2},e/n(7+n- Then by ([B3)) applied to J \ {jo + 1}
and i = ¢/ and using jo + 1 ¢ J%, we deduce from (70) that

1 HJ+1,
Y]{? ZJ:—'* Z KT+ 0\ {jo+2},' LT c(J') | = Z HI+1,0'T g e(J")
P02 | peec i ST\ (o +1) JSCICI\{Go+1}

with ¢(J') € Z/ such that

o(J"); = POjaesniren + ¢ T NN T 1 )8 — (F + Do
SN0+ L NG+ _

= c; i ¢; = (=1 =rjor1)8j=jor1 + f = (f + 1)dj=j,

= IV Dot (4 1)652y,

= = (F + Do,

where the second equality follows from (B8], the third equality follows from Lemma [D.4(v)
applied to J' = J\ {jo + 1}, and the last equality follows from Lemma [D.4(ii). This proves the
desired formula.

(e). Suppose that jg € J and jo+ 1 € J"5. The proof is similar to (d), except that we take
i 4 NI \Go+1} ang g7 < 7.

(ii). We prove the second equality. By (&I]) we have

Jsh Jsh 1
_ — 0
VI gy =Y 4 (B)) w41 eniony
_ vyl +(p-1 e"Sh 0 e(JN(T 1)) +1
= y¢ +tp—De (6’ 1) Yye T j11,eINI+1) (71)
_ y -1’ (p 0
=Y (o 1) L yi1,e(sh+1) (72)

where the second equality follows from (58]) and Lemma [B.I{i), and the last equality follows
from (54)) and the equality (J N (J 4+ 1))\ ((JN(J —1))™ + 12 =J% 41

Suppose that J"¢ = (9.J)™, or equivalently (J N (J— 1))nS = (). Then using (@) and (@3,
a case-by-case examination shows that

i T it e JA(J -1
g‘]—i-(p—l)g‘]h: 55 1«76 ( )
p—1 if j ¢ JA(J —1).

(J+1))I’ISS

We also have ;1 jin+1) = y <" vy+1 by (B4). Then by Proposition 510 applied to

sh
(J 4+ 1,J), we deduce from (1)) that Xi_gi 2] = [Lj4+1,JVJ-
Suppose that J** # (9.J)"° and J"* # J, which implies J*U(9.J)** G J. Then by Lemma

sh
applied to (J,.J) and using r? = 0 by @), we deduce from ([2) that yi—<" ., =o.
Suppose that J™° = 7, or equivalently (J,J5) = (J,0), which implies J +1 = J and
J*" = (). Then by Proposition applied to J and using ¢/ = 0 by @9), we deduce from (72)

_ Jsh
that Xi € 2y = pggvg + Ky oTe,r- -
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Lemma 6.9. Let 0 < k < f. Assume that Theorem is true for |J| < k —1. Then for
|J| <k, we have
if jo+ 1€ J™s

_ Er 1.J'T
f+1 61’06J51‘w ST Jl’(EJ\J,+i’(f+175joelish)€jo)

. J = { JSCI SN\ ot}
0 if jo+ 1 &I
5 0 ’lf Jnss — (8])“55
Xiigl wy = (—1)|(J\8J)nssl+1MJ+1,JvJ Zf Jnss ?é (aJ)nss and Jnss ?é j

(1+ (=) pggvs + prgze, if J™=J.

Proof. (i). We prove the first equality. By definition and Theorem [6.3[(ii) (applied to J’ such
that J* C J' & J, which implies |J'| <k — 1), we have

Yf+1_6joerh o

; wy = E EJHI+1,J'T / .
Jo TN f=(FH1=6, sh)es
JSCJICT (x it joesh) )

By Corollary [A5] we have xJ/( ) =0ifJsCJ CJand jo+1¢ J\J.

E.I\J’+i_(f+1—6j0EJSh)ejO
Then we easily conclude.

(ii). We prove the second equality. We assume that J"™° # 7, the case J™ = J being
similar. Then by Theorem [6.3)(ii) (applied to J' such that J* C J" G J) and Proposition [A.7]i)
we have

_ JSh ! nss
yi—e" w, = Z ETIIFLIE gy 11 4 g = Z (=)= g
Jsngng Jssu(aJ)nsngng
o if J75S = (9.7)"s
= (_1)|(J\8J)nss|+1MJ+LJUJ if Jnss 7& (aJ)nSS7
where the last equality follows as in (A.23)). O

In particular, by Lemma and Lemma with a case-by-case examination, we have

-5, ,
ij M 2y —wy) =0Vj €T,

sh
Y€ () —wy) = eguy.

Then (62) is a consequence of Lemma and Proposition This proves the existence of
the family {z;; : J C J,i € Zf}. Finally, the uniqueness is clear from the construction. This
completes the proof of Theorem O

Corollary 6.10. Let J C J and i € Zf. Then H acts on xg; (possibly zero) by the character
. sh

X7t where X'; def ysag (see §3 for xj).

Proof. We prove the result by increasing induction on |J| and max;i;. If i < f, then the
claim follows from (B54]) and Proposition Next we assume that max;i; > f and write
i = pd(i') + ¢/ — € for the unique ¢/,£ € Z/ such that 0 < £ < p— 1. In particular, we
have max; i; < max;i; (see B3]). By the induction hypothesis and Lemma B.IJii), H acts on
Yyt (b (1)) 741, by the character

/ —i' —pd()+e _ 1 =T ps(iNL 1 el —pS(E)+L 1 —i
XJ+1& ~ ’—XJ+10¢p(’)’—XJ0f - p(’)’—XJa’ PO+ = h
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where the second equality follows from Lemmal[D.4(i) and the third equality follows from Lemma
[D.4(iii). By the induction hypothesis, for each .J" such that J* C J' G J, H acts on x,
by the character

R A

’
J\J / i

L I\J! J_J
—-r / —r’ —i1—r _ —1
=XJjo -

Xpa 5 = xat

where the first equality follows from Lemma[D.4{(i) and the second equality follows from Lemma
[D.4)(ii). Hence we deduce from (56) that H acts on z;; by the character x/;a 2. O

7 The finiteness condition

In this section, we prove the crucial finiteness condition for the family of elements (x ;)
of Theorem to give rise to a basis of D4(m). The main result is Theorem The proof is
by induction on 7, the base case being a consequence of the vanishing result: Proposition [A.4l

Lemma 7.1. Let J C J and i € Z/. Suppose that xy; = 0 for all |J'| < |J|. Then we have
21 pé(i)et = 0-

Proof. We use increasing induction on |J|. By Theorem [6.3(iii) we have

— 0 — E
0= (IO) 1) TJ+1,i = EJIMJ"Fl,J,xJ/,p(s(i)+c.]+yr-.]\Jl'
JsSCJ'CJ -0

By the induction hypothesis, for all J* & J we have z, i) = 0 Since ¢/ > ¢/ + r/\
by Lemma [D.4[v), we deduce from Theorem [6.3[ii) that = 1 by 4rnar = 0 for all J G .
Hence we conclude that z 547 = 0. O

Proposition 7.2. Let i € Zf satisfying
(@) llzll < f:

(ii) i; < =1 for some j € J.
Then we have xj; =0 for all J C J.

Proof. If f = 1, then we conclude using (54]). From now on we assume that f > 2. We use
increasing induction on max;i;. If i < f, then the lemma follows from (54). Then we assume
that max;i; > f and let Jy C J. We write i = pd(i') + ¢’0 — ¢ for the unique ¢, ¢ € Z such
that 0 < £ <p— 1. In particular, we have max; 7, < max;i; (see (2H)). Since c¢’o >0 by [@3),
we also have

11 = (llall = ™1+ 11ell) /o < (f =0+ (0 = 1) f)/p = f-

Suppose that z; < 0 for some j. Then by the induction hypothesis, we have z ;;; = 0 for all
J C J (in particular, for all [J| < |Jo|). Since pd(i') +c’0 > i, we deduce from Lemma [7.1] and
Theorem [6.3((ii) that z,; = 0.

Suppose that z; > 0 for all j, which implies i; > —(p—1) for all j. Since ||i|| < f, we deduce
that ¢; < (f —1)(p — 1) + f for all j. We write min;ji; = —m/ with 1 < m’ < p —1 and fix
jo € J such that i;, = —m’. Then we let n € Z/ with njo41 = 0, nj = m/ for j # jo + 1 if
1<m/<2f—2 andn;=2f—1for j#jo+1if 2f —1 <m/ < p—1. In particular, n satisfies
the conditions in Definition [A.2[(ii) for Jy and jo. By Proposition [A.4] applied to Jy and jo we
have 2 5, 470 (n)—e; 1, =0 (see Definition for a’°(n)). Then the result follows from Theorem
[6.3ii) and the Claim below.

Claim. We have QJO(Q) — €jot1 = L.
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Proof. We assume that 1 < m’ < 2f — 2, the case 2f — 1 < m’ < p — 1 being similar. Since
li|| < f and i; > —m/ for all j, we deduce that i; < (f —1)m’ + f for all j. Hence it suffices to

show that
a”(n)j, > —m’
a’(n)j = 8j=jor1 > (f =1)m/ + f if j # jo.
By Definition [A2(ii), we have a”°(n);, = 0 > —m’ if jo € J§", and a”(n);, = tj(?(()) —nj, =
—m/ (since njy11 = 0) if jo & J52. For j # jo, by Definition [A2(i),(ii) we have
a”(n); — 6j—jor1 =t (m') —nj — 6j—jo11
= p[m' /2] + Oopnr (81125 (rj + 1) + Gji1es(p — 1 = 15)) — (nj + djjos1)
> (4f +4)[m' /2] + g (2f +2) — 1
=@2f+2)m' —1=fm'+ fm/ +2m' = 1) > (f = 1)m’ + f,

where the first inequality uses ([2]) and p > 4f + 4, and the last inequality uses m’ > 1. Here for
x € R, we denote by [z] the largest integer which is smaller than or equal to z. This proves the
claim. =

Corollary 7.3. Let J C J, i € ZF and k € ZL,,.

() If |kl > [l2]| — |J*"], then we have YEx;; = 0.
(i) If |k|| = [ld]| — || and YEz;; # 0, then we have k=i — e’

Proof. By Theorem B.3)(ii) we have Y&z ;; = x5, with £ 4 k. Inboth cases, we have ||| < f
since |Jh| < f. If £ > 0, then we have £ < f, and the result follows from (B4)). If £ # 0, then
the result follows from Proposition O

Proposition 7.4. Let m € Z>o and ¢ € 77 satisfying

@ il <pm+f-1
(ii) i; < —p™ for some j € J.

Then we have xj; =0 for all J C J.

Proof. We prove the result by increasing induction on m. For m = 0, this is exactly Proposition
Then we let m > 1 and fix J C J. We write i = pd(i') + ¢/ — £ for the unique ¢,¢ € Z'
such that 0 < £ <p—1 and fix jo € J such that i;, < —p™. Since ¢/ >0 by (9)), we have

1211 = (Il = "+ 12l /p < (™ + fF = 1) =0+ (p = 1)f) /p=p"""+ f —1/p,
which implies ||7/|| < p™ ! + f — 1. We also have
Ty41 = <ijo o fjo) /p<(=p"=0+(p-1)/p==p""+(—-1)/p,
which implies i;‘o+1 < —p™~1. By the induction hypothesis, we have zy =0 forall J' C J.
Since pé(i') + ¢’ > 4, we conclude from Lemma [1] and Theorem B.3(ii) that x5, = 0. O

Theorem 7.5 (Finiteness condition). For J C J and M € Z, the set {i € ZF : x;; # 0,ji|| = M}
1s finite.

Proof. We choose m large enough such that p™ + f —1 > M. If ¢, < —p™ for some joy, then
by Proposition [[.4] we have x;; = 0. Otherwise, we have i; > —p™ for all j. Together with the
restriction ||7|| = M, this set is finite. O
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8 An explicit basis of Homy(Dy(7), A)

In this section, we construct an explicit basis of Hom4(D4(w), A). In particular, we prove
that D4(n) has rank 27, see Theorem As a corollary, we finish the proof of Theorem [L.1l

First we recall the definition of the ring A and the A-module D4 (7). We let my, be the
maximal ideal of F[Ng]. Then we have F[No] = F[Yy,...,Y;_1] and my, = (Yo,...,Yr—1).

def 57+, 7

Consider the multiplicative subset S =3 {(Yo---Yp_1)" :n >0} of F[No]. Then A = F[Ny]s
is the completion of the localization F[Ny]s with respect to the my,-adic filtration

1 B
F, (F[No]s) = U mm]\{) "
k>0 0 f—1

where m = F[No] if m < 0. We denote by F,A (n € Z) the induced filtration on A and
endow A with the associated topology ([LvO96, §1.3]). There is an F-linear action of O
on F[No] given by multiplication on Ny = O, and an F-linear Frobenius ¢ on F[Ny] given
by multiplication by p on Ny =2 Og. They extend canonically by continuity to commuting
continuous F-linear actions of ¢ and Oy on A which satisfies (for each j € J)

o(Y;) = Y]‘p—ﬁ

[a)(Y;) = a”’Y; Va € F. (73)

We let 7V be the F-linear dual of 7, which is a finitely generated F[I;]-module and is endowed
with the my,-adic topology, where my, is the maximal ideal of F[I;]. We define D 4(7) to be the
completion of F[Ny]s QF[No] m” with respect to the tensor product topology. The Ojc-action on
m” given by f— fo(&9) (for a € OF) extends by continuity to D4(r), and the 1-action on 7"
given by f +— fo (é’ (1]) induces a continuous A-linear map 3 : Da(m) — A®, 4D (7). Moreover,
Dy(7) is a finite free A-module by [BHH'b, Remark 3.3.2.6(ii)], [BHH™b, Cor. 3.1.2.9] and
[BHH ¢, Remark. 2.6.2].

As in [BHH"d, (87)], there exists an injective A-linear map

ps : Hom 4 (D (1), A) < Hom§™ (D 4(r), ). (74)

By [BHH ", Prop. 3.2.3], Hom{™ (D 4(), F) is identified with the set of sequences (zx)k>0 with
T € ™ and

(i) Yia, = 2y for all k > 1;

.. . fk+d+1 j 7 def P

(ii) there exists d € Z such that zj, € 7[my, | for all k > 0 (where 7[m7 | = 0if j < 0),

and the A-module structure on Hom§™ (D (), F) is given as follows: for a € A and z =

cont

(xk)k>0 € Homp™ (D (7),F), we have a(x) = (yi)r>0 with
yr = (Y "a)zy (75)

for £ > 0. See [BHH" ¢, Remark 3.8.2] for the explanation of ([7H).

For v € m, we define deg(v) def min{n > —1:v € W[m?jl]} € Z>_1 as in [BHH ¢, §3.5].

The following proposition is a generalization of [BHH ¢, Prop. 3.5.1] (where p was assumed to
be semisimple), and we refer to §B] for its proof (see Proposition [B.4]).

Proposition 8.1. For J C J and i € Zf such that i > ¢’ , we have deg (zs) = |lil| = |T°"].
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For J C J, we define the sequence x5 = (zsx)k>0 by Tk def Tk, which is defined in

_ | 7sh
Theorem Since xj) € W[mif 7 Hl] for all k > 0 by Proposition R, we have z; €

Hom§™ (D 4(7),F). Then we have the following generalization of [BHH ¢, Thm. 3.7.1] (where
p was assumed to be semisimple).

Theorem 8.2. The sequences {xj:J C J} are contained in the image of the injection
s : Homa(Da(m), A) — Hom§™ (D 4(7), F)
and form an A-basis of Hom (D4 (7), A). In particular, DA(7) is a free A-module of rank 27.

Proof. We follow closely the proof of [BHH" ¢, Thm. 3.7.1] and use without comment the nota-
tion of loc.cit..

First, the proof of loc. cit. using Theorem [T.5]shows that each sequence z; € Hom§*™ (D 4 (7), F)
comes from an element of Hom4(D4(7), A), and we still denote it by x ;.

def

For each J C J, we define another sequence 2/, = (fok)kzO by zf, = In

CL'J,EJFQJSI\ .
sh

particular, we have z’;; = v; by (&4)). By (Z8) we have 2/, = XﬁﬁJ x s, which implies that
sh
2, € Hom§™™ (D 4(m),F) and comes from an element of Hom4(Da(w), A) (recall y¢ e A),

and we still denote it by z;.
sh

Since Y ¢ is invertible in A, to prove that {zs,J C J} form an A-basis of Homy(D(7), A),
it suffices to show that {a;,J C J} form an A-basis of Hom4(Da(7), A). As in the proof of
[BHH" ¢, Thm. 3.7.1], it suffices to show that the elements {gr(z/;) : J C J} form a gr A-basis
of Homg, a(gr Da(m), gr A).

Since 7/t = Do (p)"t is multiplicity-free by Lemma AIJii) (see the assumptions on 7 above
Theorem [L.T)), there exist unique I-eigenvectors v* € (71)V = gro(7V) for J C J such that
(vy,v%) = 0;=p. As in the proof of [BHH ¢, Lemma 3.7.2], we know that gr Da(m) is a free
gr A-module, and that there exists a surjection of gr A-modules

P gr A — gr Da(n), (76)
JCT

sending the standard basis element indexed by J on the left to the image of v in gr D4 (7) (still
denoted v%). To complete the proof, it is enough to show that (gr(z’)),v%,) = 6=y L in gr A
for all J,J' C J, which implies that the surjection (@) is an isomorphism. The argument here
is completely analogous to that of [BHH ¢, Thm. 3.7.1], using Corollary [Z.3] and Proposition
81 O

By definition, D4(m) is a finite free (¢, 0% )-module over A in the sense of [BHHTb)
Def. 3.1.2.1]. Then the construction of [BHH ¢, §3.2] makes Homu(D4(7), A)(1) a (¢, OF)-
module, which is étale if and only if 8 as in () is an isomorphism. Here for D a (¢, O )-module
over A, we write D(1) to be D with the action of ¢ unchanged and the action of a € O multi-
plied by Ny, /g, (@). Then by [BHH' ¢, Lemma 3.8.1(ii)] and [BHH ¢, (114)], under the injection
(74) the actions of ¢ and Oy on Homa(Da(m), A)(1) can be expressed in terms of sequences
as follows:

(i) for k > 0 and p¢ > k, we have

(plzg))e = (1) YPEE (P O) 550 (77)
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(ii) for a € Of, k> 0 and £ >, 0, we have

(a(z))k = —== (§9) 20 (78)

We denote by Mat(y) and Mat(a) (a € O ) the matrices of the actions of ¢ and Oy on
Homa(Da(m), A)(1) with respect to the basis {z;:J C J} of Theorem [R.2] whose rows and
columns are indexed by the subsets of J. For J, J' C J such that (J —1)% = (J')*, we let

def f

Y = (=D e, (79)

where € ;s is defined in (B0) and 47 5 is defined in ([@7)). Then by definition and the sentence after
@), for Jy, Jo, J3, Ju € J such that (J; —1)% = (Jo — 1) = J5° = J§® we have vy, s, /V51 .0, =
Vo, ds/ Vi, gs- We define vy j/7v g for J% = (J')* in a similar way as puy/ .

We give a preliminary result on the actions of ¢ and OF on Homa(Da(m), A)(1) which
suffices to finish the proof of Theorem [[.T. We refer to Appendix[C] for a more detailed study.

Proposition 8.3. (i) We have (see [{3) for ¢’ and {3) for r’/\")

YN s ey
Mat(¢) 1 = {7J+1,J_ fJ=CJ C

otherwise.

c

(ii) For a € [Fy], Mat(a) is a diagonal matriz with Mat(a) ;. j = a’
Proof. (i). Let J C J. For k > 0 and pl > k, by (1) and (53) we have
(plesr)e = (D)IYPEE(BY) 2gre= ) (_1)f_16J’“J+1’J/xJ',(p£+gJ+zJ\JL(p£fb))
JssCJ/'CJ

= § VI+LI'L g1 od 4\ 4
JssCJCJ

Then using ([75]) one easily checks that
_(d L IN\T!
pl@sr) = D> Y T @),
JsCJICT

which proves (i).

(ii). Let J € J and a € [F;]. By Corollary [6.10(ii) we have

c
T‘] TJ

(89) s = X ((§ )T ey =@ ayy =@ ey =a Ty,
where the second equality follows from Lemma [D.4((i), the third equality follows from (4g]), and
the last equality follows from Lemma [D.4{(ii). Then for k > 0, by (78) we have

a XE AN L _JC
(a(zg))k = (Yk) (59)zgp =a* <a£ EQUJ,k) =a" T,

T

where the second equality follows from (73]). Using (75]), we conclude that a(z;) = a” (xg),
which proves (ii). O

Proof of Theorem [11. By Theorem B2, 7 is in C and D 4(m) has rank 2/. Moreover, by Propo-
sition B3(i) we have Mat(p) € GLys(A), hence Homy(Da(7), A) is an étale (¢, O )-module
over A, which implies that 5 as in () is an isomorphism. ]
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9 On the subrepresentations of 7

In this section, we finish the proof of Theorem [[.2, see Theorem This theorem is
crucially needed to prove that 7 is of finite length in the non-semisimple case in [BHH al. As
a corollary, we prove that 7 is generated by Dy(p) under the assumption that 7V is essentially
self-dual of grade 2f in the sense of [BHH™bL (176)] (which is satisfied for those 7 coming from
the cohomology of towers of Shimura curves by [HW22, Thm. 8.2]), see Corollary 0.3 which
gives another proof of [HW22, Thm. 1.6] (but under a stronger genericity condition).

Lemma 9.1. Let my be a subrepresentation of w. Then there exists a set S of subsets of J
which is stable under J — J — 1, and is moreover stable under taking subsets if J; # J, such

that
JH(rf ) N W (™) = {0 : J € S}

K g (80)
JH(m') = {0, € JH(Do(p)) : {j : b; > 1} € S},

where p* is the semisimplification of p, o, and e’ are defined in §3, and see Lemma [{1|(i) for
JH (Do(p)).

Proof. We recall from Corollary 5.3 that for each J C J we have g’ € {1}/ with 53’ = (—1)%%7.
We also recall from (@) that o; = o.s for J C J5.

Claim 1. If 0,s € JH(TI‘{<1) for some J C J, then 7'('{(1 contains I (0,1, 04-1)% 4 .s-1) and
I(0gsss, 045 4 .s) (see Lemma BN(iii) for the notation).

Proof. We prove the claim by increasing induction on [J|. Fix J C J and assume that o,; €
JH(7E1). Since 71 is a GLy (O )-subrepresentation of 751 = Dy(5) and 0o1 € JH (Do g, (P))
by Lemma [JJi), we deduce from Corollary (.3 that 7'('{(1 contains I(O'QJSS,O'QJ), which is a
subrepresentation of I (gg_,ss,gg,ss +§J) by Lemma [B.1[(iii). In particular, for each J' C J such
that J* C J' ; J, we have Opr € JH(?T{(I). Then by the induction hypothesis and using
(J')SS = J%, we deduce that 71{(1 contains I(angs,aers

JH(7F1) contains all o, with

+er)- In particular, by Lemma B.IN(iii),

bj =0bjeye  if j ¢ JU
bj € {0,—1} ifje s j¢.J
by €{0,1} ifjeJ s jel.

By varying J' such that J* C J' & J and using 0.5 € JH(7E1), we deduce that JH(x?)
contains o3, with

b = bjc if j ¢ Joss
by € {~1,0,1} ifj e J.

Hence we have Y 1v; € 7'('{( ! by Proposition
By Lemma [B.](1),(iii), we have
<GL2(OK) (zo) (1)) X_l”UJ> = I(O'Q(Jfl)ss s Ug(Jfl)SSJrg) cm (81)

with Cj = (—1)6j+1¢‘](3 — 5j€JA(J—1)SS)' Since Ej_l = (—1)6j+1€J and 3 — 5j€JA(J—1)SS > 1, we

deduce from (BI]) and Corollary [5.3] that

K
I(O'Q(J—l)ss,O'Q(J—l)3s+§_]71) CmN = T L (82)

36



which proves the first part of the claim.
By Lemma B.1iii) and (82)), we have o,7-1 € JH(ﬂ'{(l). Continuing the above process with

J replaced with J — 1 and so on, we deduce that m; K1 contains I(J (J=)35 5 O (J—i)5S |~ 1) for all

i > 0. In particular, the second part of the claim follows by taking ¢ = f since J — f=J. O

Claim 2. Suppose that J; # J. If 0. € JH(751) for some J C J, then o € JH(751) for
all J' C J. )

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that |J \ J'| = 1 and write J \ J' = {jo}
for some jo € J. Since J5 # J, by replacing (J,J', jo) with (J + ¢, J" + 4, j0 + ¢) for some
0<i< f—1 using Clalm 1, we may assume that jo ¢ J, which implies J* C J" & J. Then
we have o o € JH( ') by the first paragraph of the proof of Claim 1. U
We let S def {J Cc J: Oet € JH(7 } Then by Claim 1 and Claim 2, S is stable
under J — J — 1, and is moreover stable under taking subsets if J; # J. By @), we have
W (p*) = {0, : J € T}, hence the first formula of 80) follows from the definition of S.
Then by Claim 1, we have
o def I(Ug_,ss’gg,seréJ) cm K ogk = Do(p). (83)
Jes

Since JH(n') = {0}, € JH (Do(p)) : {j : bj > 1} € S} by Lemma B.Iiii), to prove the second
formula of (IEID it suffices to show that the first inclusion in (83]) is an equality.

Suppose on the contrary that the first inclusion in (83]) is strict, then there exists o3, € 7'('{( 1 C
Dy(p) such that Jy = {j:b; >1} ¢ S. By Corollary (5.3] 751 must contain I(O‘eJ(S)S,O'Q), which

contains s, as a constituent by Lemma [.|(iii). This contradicts the definition of S. O

Theorem 9.2. Let w1 be a subrepresentation of m. Then we have
ranka Da(m) = [JH(xI) n W (5%)].

Proof. Recall from Theorem 8.2 that Hom (D 4(r), A) has rank 2/ with A-basis {z;:J C J},
where x; is defined before Theorem Let S be the set of subsets of J in Lemma It
suffices to show that {z; : J € S} form an A-basis of Hom4(Ds(m1), A) < Hom (D (), A).

First we prove that = is an element of Hom4 (D A(7T1) A) for all J € S. By Proposition [4.2]
forall J € Sand 0 <i < f — e’™", the element Y Yv; € Dy(p) lies in the subrepresentation
of Dy(p) with constituents oy, for Q as in (IZ). Hence we have Y 'y € 7t for all J € S
and 0 <3 < f — gJSh by the second equality in (80), which implies that z;; € m for all
JeSandi< fby (B4)). Since S is stable under J — J — 1, and is moreover stable under
taking subsets if_Jp # J, using (B6]), an increasing induction on |J| and on max; i; shows that
xj; € m forall J € S and i € 7t (if J5 = J then we have J* = J for all J C J and we
only use increasing induction on max;i;). By the definition of z; and Proposition 8.1l we have
ry € Hom§{™ (D (m;),F) for all J € S. Then as in the proof of B2l we deduce from Theorem
L0l that ;7 € Homu(Da(m1),A) for all J € S.

Next we prove that any element of Hom4(D4(7), A) is an A-linear combination of z; for
J € S. Suppose on the contrary that > " ayz;, € Homa(Da(m1), A) for J; ¢ S distinct and
aj, € A\ {0}. We let Jy be a maximal (under inclusion) element among those J; such that

K3
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deg(ay,) — |0J;] is minimal for 1 < i < m (see the proof of Lemma [C.2(iii) for the definition of
the degree and see Remark G111 for 0.J;). Up to rescaling Y ", a s,z by a suitable \Y* € A*
with A € F* and s € Zf, we may assume that

Jo\9Jg

aj, =Y ¢ + (terms of degree > —|Jp \ 8.Jp| and not in IFX_QJO\BJO), (84)

which has degree —|Jy \ 0Jp|, hence we have deg(az,) — |0Jo| = —|Jp|. Then by the assumption
on Jy, we have

{deg(%) > ol +10Ji| + 1= (| \ 0T — |\ Jo| = 1) it Ji 2 Jo (s5)

deg(aJi) > —|J0| + |6JZ| > —f if J; ;é Jo.

We define the following GL2(Of)-subrepresentation of Dy(p) (see Corollary B.3]):

Z I(O’e.lss s O'GJSSJFEJ) if Jp 75 J
par Jogn 5
z I(O'QJSS,O'QJSS+§J) = @ Dy, (ﬁ) if Jﬁ =J,
J#Jo J#Jo

By Lemmal5.1[(iii), V has constituents o, with {j : b; > 1} 2 Joif J, # T, and {j : b; > 1} # Jy
if J; = J. In particular, since Jy ¢ S and S is stable under taking subsets if J; # 7, we deduce
from the second equality in (80) that 77{( 'CV.

Claim. We have the following properties:

(i) If J 2 Jp and ||i|| < f, then z;; € V.
(ii) If J 2 Jo and [|2|| < [J\OJ| —|J \ Jo| — 1, then x5, € V.
(iif) If J = Jo and [|i]| < |Jo \ 8Jo|, then we have x;; € V if i # ¢/0\%0 and Ty a0\00 €
Do(p) \ V.

Proof. (i). By (B4]), we may assume that i > e’ in which case we have Ty = Y vy e Dy(p)
with ¢/ def i — QJSh, which is defined in Proposition since 0 < ¢ < f — e’ We let op €

JH (Do(p)) be an arbitrary constituent of the GLQ((’)K)—subrepresentatign of Dy(p) generated
by z;. Then by (I2)) we have

{j:o; =1y cuu{je™: ii>0tu{j:je(8))" i, =0}

=J\{je(I\aJ)™ iy =0} C J. (86)

In particular, if J 2 Jy, then we deduce from (BG) that {j : b; > 1} 2 Jy, hence o} is a
constituent of V', which proves that z;; € V.
(ii). By (8al), we also have

{021} < I = {5 e (J\oN)™ iy =0} < |J| = ((J\ o)™ = [IZ]l), ~ (87)

nss
)

where the second inequality becomes an equality if and only if i’ = e’ for some .J; C (J\9.J)

which is equivalent to i = e”2 for some J" C Jy C J\0J. If ||i|| < |J\ 8J| —|J \ Jo| — 1, which

implies [|7/|| < ‘(J\(?J)nﬂ —|J\ Jo| — 1, then we deduce from (87)) that H] 1b; > 1}| < |Jo|—1,

which implies {j : b; > 1} 2 Jy, hence o} is a constituent of V', which proves that z;; € V.
(iii). Suppose that J = Jy and [|i|| < |Jo \ 0Jo|. Then by (87) we have

{726 = 1} < [Jol = (I(Jo \ 0J0)™| = 1'1l) = [Jol = (IJo \ 0Jo| = [lEll) < [Jol,
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and at least one inequality is strict if i # e/0\?/0_ in which case we have {76, >1} 2 Jo,

hence oy is a constituent of V. This proves z,; € V if ||il| < |Jo \ 0Jo| and i # 70\0%.

Finally, the GLy(Of)-subrepresentation of Dy(p) generated by X_E(JO\MO) v, has 0.5, as a

constituent by (I2]), hence it follows from (54]) and the description of the constituents of V' that
J, J, nss

2 gy e0nos = Y00 Do(p) \ V. O

Using (74)), we identify > 1%, ay,x), € Homa(Da(m), A) as (z)k>0 € Homf™ (D (m), F),
which is a sequence of elements of 7. By writing each aj, € A as an infinite sum of monomials in
Y together with (84) and (85)), we deduce from (75]), [BHH ¢, Remark 3.8.2] and the definition
of zj, that the zeroth term 2, of the sequence Zgl ajxy, is a linear combination of x;;
satisfying the assumptions of (i),(ii),(iii) of the claim above and with exactly one of the terms
equals x Jo,e70\00 hence is an element of Dy(p) \ V. By definition, we also have zy € 71, hence

20 € m1 N Dy(p) = 7'('{(1 C V, which is a contradiction. O

Corollary 9.3. Assume moreover that w is essentially self-dual of grade 2f in the sense of
(BHH"b, (176)]. Then as a GLo(K)-representation, m is generated by Do(p).

Proof. We use the notation of [BHH™h, Prop. 3.3.5.3]. By Theorem [[1] and the proof of
[BHH™D, Prop. 3.3.5.3(i)], we deduce that dimg(x) D/ (') = my,(7"") for any subquotient 7’
of . By Theorem and [BHH™D, Remark 3.3.5.4(ii)], we deduce that D/(x’) # 0 for 7’ a
subrepresentation of 7. Then the proof of [BHH™b, Prop. 3.3.5.3(iii)] shows that D/ (r’) # 0

for 7' a quotient of 7, see [BHH'h, Remark 3.3.5.4(i)]. Then we can conclude as in the proof
of [BHH'b, Thm. 3.3.5.5]. O

Appendix

A Some vanishing results

In this appendix, we give a careful study of the elements z;; defined in §6 for small i. In
particular, we use the results of §i] to prove that many of these elements are zero. The main
results are Proposition [A.4] Corollary and Proposition The results of this appendix
are needed in the proof of Theorem 6.3, and to prove the finiteness results in §7l

We refer to Definition 6.1l for v/, ¢’ € Z/ and e; € {£1}, and refer to (54) and (56) for the
definition of x;; € 7.

Lemma A.1. Let 0 < k < f. Assume that Theorem [6.3 is true for |J| < k. Let J C J with
|J| <k, jo € T andi € Z7. Suppose that jo ¢ J, jo+1 ¢ J andij, < 0. Then we have z5,; = 0.

Proof. We prove the result by increasing induction on |J| < k and on max;i; (the base case
being |.J| = —1, which is automatic). We let J C J such that |J| <k and i € Z/. If i < f, then
the lemma follows directly from (54). If max;i; > f, then we write i = pd (i) + ¢/t — ¢ for the
unique i, ¢ € Zf such that 0 < ¢ < p — 1. In particular, we have max; z; < max;i; (see ().
Since ij, < 0 and c}]OH =p—1 by ({@9), we have i;»OJrl < 0, hence by the induction hypothesis

on max; i; we deduce that 2,1y = 0. For each J' & J, by @) we have i, + T]“{)\Jl =15, <0,
hence by the induction hypothesis on |J| we deduce that 5 ;. . = 0 for J''S J. Then by
(BE) we conclude that x;; = 0. O

To prove more vanishing results, we need some variants of [BHH'c, Lemma 3.4.2] and
[BHH" ¢, Lemma 3.4.4] (where p was assumed to be semisimple). Since there could be overlaps
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between different GL2(Ok )-subrepresentations (GL2(Of) (B %)Y ;) of m (see Proposition
[b.8)), we need to be more precise about the region where the elements x ;; vanish. This motivates
the following somewhat technical definition.

Definition A.2. Let J C J.

(i) Let j € J and x € Z. We write x = 2n+ 0 with n € Z and § € {0,1}. Then we define
def
tj(x) =np+46 (5j+1¢J(Tj + 1)+ djp1eslp—1— ’I“j)).
(ii) Let n € Zf. Suppose that there exists jo € J such that
(a) Njo+1 = 0;
(b) 1<n; <2f —djes if j #jo+1,
then we define a”’ (n) € ZJ by

7oy def |t (njes1) =0 if j = jo and jo € J"
ti(nj+1) —n;  otherwise.

Lemma A.3. Let J C J, n € Z and jo € J as in Definition [AA(ii). Let J' C J such that
Jo+1¢ J\J'. Suppose that either jo & J* or J* U {jo + 1} C J', then we have (see §3 for
QJ\J’)

o’ () + 1N =a’ (n+ ).

Proof. Since jo + 1 ¢ J \ J', we have (n +¢e’\")
we also have for j # jo + 1

jo+1 — Mo+l + 5jo+1eJ\J/ = 0. By definition,

1 S’I’Lj S’I’Lj—}—(SjEJ\J/ < (2f_5j€J)+5j€J\J’ :2f_6j€J/'
Hence QJ/ (@ + QJ\J/) is well-defined.
First we suppose that jy ¢ J sh We need to prove that for each j € J we have
J\J’ '
t(nje1) —nj + Tj\ =t] (njp1+ 6;41en0) — (nj + Sjen)-

Since 7’3-]\‘]/ = djr1ens(rj +1) = e by @8) (see (BI) below), it suffices to show that for

each j € J we have
t;»](nj“) + 5j+1eJ\J/(Tj + 1) = t}ﬂ (nj+1 + 5j+1EJ\J’)' (Al)
We fix j € J and write njy1 = 2n + 0 with n € Z and § € {0,1}. If § = 0, then we have (as
5j+1eJ\J'5j+leJ/ = 0)
3‘]/ (”j+1 + 5j+1eJ\J') =np+0j1enr (5j+1¢J’(7"J‘ + 1)+ djen(p—1- TJ'))
=np+djp1enr(r; +1)
= t}'](nj+1) + 6 41en\ 0 (rj +1).

t

If 6 =1, then we have
t (1) + 8jaen s (rj + 1) = np+ 8550 (rj + 1) + 0j11e(p — L= 15) + 1200 (r + 1)
=np+6jp1gs(rj + 1)+ 0j1es(p — 1 —1j);
t (nji1 + 8 s1en0) = 1D + 64100 (rj + 1) + 510 (p — 1 — 1))
+ 6 1ens (Oj41g0 (P — 1 —15) + 6j01e0(rj + 1))
=np+041¢(rj +1) +0j01e0(p— 1 —715) + 0 01en (P —1—715)
=np+0jp1gy(rj + 1) +0jr1es(p — 1 — 1)
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Then it remains to show that a‘](@)jo + r]{)\“]/ =q’ (@ + QJ\J,)J.O when jo € J*" and J* U

{jo +1} C J' C J. By assumption we have jo € (J')*", hence by definition we have a”’(n);, =
a’’ (n+ QJ\J/)jO = 0. By assumption we also have jo,jo + 1 € J', hence jo,jo +1 ¢ J\ J" and

7’;{)\‘]/ = 0 by (@8). This completes the proof. O

Proposition A.4. Let0 < k < f. Assume that Theorem[6.3 is true for|J| < k. Let J C J with
|J| < k. Let n € Z1 and jo € J be as in Definition[AA(ii). Then we have T J 47 ()

—€jo+1

Proof. If f = 1, then we have a’(0) — 1 = —1, and the proposition follows directly from (54]).
Hence in the rest of the proof we assume that f > 2, and we prove the result by increasing
induction on |J|. We let i € Z/ and J’ C J be the unique pair such that

n; = Qij — Ojej+1 + 5j¢J + 5]'716]/ (AQ)
for all j € J. In particular, we have i < f since n; < 2f — djey for all j € J.

i _ e+ Then we have for all j € J

Claim 1. We let ¢
n; = 21; — 6je(J+1)AJss + 6j¢Jnss + 6]'—16J" (A3)
Indeed, this follows from (A.2]) and the following computation:

= 20je(yr1yn — Oje(rr)ags T Ojg e
= —20jes+10jess — (Gjesr1 + Ojers — 20jca10jers) + (8¢5 — Ojeus)
= —OjeJ+1+ 0jg -

Claim 2: We let ¢ € Z/ such that (see (IT7) for t/T1(J’);)
Cj = pij+1 + C‘}'] — 5j¢J' (22; + tJ+1(J/)j). (A4)

If either jo ¢ J* or jo € J’, then we have

¢g>a'(n);—1 ifj=jo+1, jo+le andjo+1¢J (A5)
cj > a’(n); otherwise.
Proof. Indeed, by (@) and a case-by-case examination we have
. . J
229 + tJ-H(J,)j = 22j +p—1-— (Sj +1 + 25je(J+1)sh) + 5j71€J’ (AG)
=205+ 0jgs(p — 1= 7)) + 6jes(rj +1) = Gjesi1 + Gj-1es-
If j € J', then by definition and a case-by-case examination we have
t (1) = 1] (21541 — djes + Ojags +1) =t (20541 + Gjgs + 0j41¢) (A7)
= pijy1+05gs(p—1—75) + 611¢s(r; +1).
Combining (52]), (A.6) and (A7) we deduce that
J
cj—a’(n)j =nj —0jg; > —0j—jor1jo+1¢J>
unless when j = jo and jo € J*, in which case we have cj, — a’(n)j, = —0jogs = 0. If

j ¢ J', then by assumption we have either j # jo or jo ¢ J*. By definition and a case-by-case
examination we have

t](nj1) =] (2ij11 — 6jes + 6j11¢7) = Pijp1 — 6ies(rj + 1) + 8j1¢5(r; + 1). (A.8)
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Combining (52)), (A.2), (A6) and (A.8) we deduce that ¢; = a’(n);. O

Using the decomposition (64]), we separate the proof into the following four cases.

(a). Suppose that jo ¢ J and jo + 1 ¢ J (which implies jo ¢ J*"). Since nj,+1 = 0 and
nj, > 0 by assumption (recall that f > 2), we have (a”’(n) — ejo+1) —nj, —0 < 0. Then we
deduce from Lemma [A1] that z ;4

jo
—€jo+1

(b). Suppose that jo + 1 € (J + 1)AJ* and jo + 1 ¢ J*° (which implies jo ¢ J*"). Using
(A.3), we deduce from nj 41 = 0 that @ ., = 0 and jo ¢ J', and deduce from i < f that
0<d < f— e+1™ By Proposition [5.5 applied to (¢,J 4+ 1,J") with jy as above, we have

S 2i +t7 (T,
v ey 6

— O

) (Y vgi) =0, (A.9)

S /
Multiplying (A.9) by onjj’_{lw when J' # () and using (54]), we deduce that

3, ' 2i +t7 (T
Jjo+1¢J J J pO0 —
Yo |:Hj¢J’}/j (0 1) Tj41,4 = 0.

Then by (B3) we have (see (A4 for c)

> ERIIHLAT ) (o s, ) =0 (A.10)

JsSCJ;CJ o+1¢J ejo4+1

By ([AF) we have ¢ > a’(n) — 6jo11esn7€j0+1 = @’ (n) — 8jo11e07€jo+1. Moreover, for each
J1 C J such that J% C J; C J, we have jo+ 1 ¢ J\ Ji (since jo + 1 ¢ J"*), hence by Lemma
[A3 (recall that jo ¢ J*") we have a”(n) + r/\t = a’1(n + ¢/\/1). In particular, multiplying
(A.IQ) by a suitable power of Y and using Theorem [6.3[(ii) (applied to J; such that J* C J; C J)
we deduce that

§ nglu’JJrl,Jl'iL‘Jl,ng(Q+Q‘I\Jl)—e]~0+1
JCNCJ

By the induction hypothesis, we have z; (nte’\1) =0 for all J* C J; ;Cé J, hence we

—€jp+1

conclude that z Ja’ (n)—ejo41 =

(c). Suppose that jo + 1 € J**. Using (A.J)), we deduce from nj,11 = 0 that ¢ ., =0,
and jo € J' if and only if jo +1 € J 4+ 1. Then we deduce from (A.3) and i < f that

0<i<f- e+U™ By Proposition 5.8 applied to (¢,J +1,J') with jo as above, we have
(see the end of g0l for fuy, «/ .1 %)
9, 2J 2i'.+t"+1(J/)' 0 il
Yierr |Iers” J} (59) (¥ vsi)

MJ-}—I,* d; ¢J 2i//+t(‘]+1)\{j0+2}(J//)j 0 o
i e (59 (s
0 ok

where " & i/ — dio+1e0 €jot2 + Ojoracssejor2 and J” def J'A{jo + 1}. As in (b), using (B4),
(B3) and jo + 1 ¢ J*°, we deduce that

E ENMI+1,1 T I\J
e N e A e P T AR
JSCICJ ( Jo¢J o+ )
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= Z €J2NJ+1,J2$J (C LN\ +1ID\J2 g
JssCJ2CJ\{jo+1}

(A.11)

)
0¢J610+1)

where ¢ is defined in (A4) and ¢ ey Py + c‘]\{jOH} 8j¢. g (207 + tVTFINIOT2E (7)) with

gy def .y J+D\{jo+2})sk 11 J+1)sh
"0 4 TFIMIOTIT =  p (TFUT 6 e sseota

_ J+1)sh _
=i+t - o+1€J/€jo+2 = L= Ojo+1€.)/€jo+2-

Claim 3: We have ¢/ = ¢ + rliot1},

Proof. By ([B0) we have c; = c;» for j # jo and j # jo + 1. If j = jo, then by (B0) and (@9) we
deduce that c - Cjy = ;]\{]OH} cjo =rj, + 1. If j = jo + 1, we assume that jo + 2 € J, the
case jo +2 ¢ J being similar. Then by ([B0) and ([@9) we deduce that

o1 = Pijor2 = Gjgyrgr) + (0 =2 = Tjos1) = Gjgrres (P — 1 = 7jo11)
= Pijor2 = Ojot1¢7 (Tjor1 + 1) = (Gjor1¢sr — 1+ 0jgr1es)(p — 1 = 7j11) — 1
= Pijot2 = Ojor1gs (Mjot1 +1) =1 =¢jor1 — L.

The claim then follows from ({8]). O

By Lemma [DA4(ii), for each Jo C J\ {jo + 1} we have rlio+th 4 p(/Mio+1\2 — p/\2 hence
the RHS of (A.11]) cancels with the terms in the LHS of (A.11l) for the J1 such that jo+1 ¢ J;.
Since jo+1 € J, and jo € J' whenever jo € J*", by (A.5]) we have ¢ > a”(n). Moreover, for each
J1 C J such that J*U{jo+1} C J; C J, by Lemmalﬂwe have a (_)—}—[J\Jl =alt (@—}—g‘]\‘h).
Then multiplying (A1) by a suitable power of ¥ and using Theorem [6.3(ii) we deduce that

g ENMITLIT Ty 071 (nde/\ 1) —ejo 11 —
JsU{jo+1}CJ1CJ

By the induction hypothesis, we have x5 .. (ntel\1)—ejy 41 — 0 for all J*U {jo+1} CJ; S J,

hence we conclude that x Jat () —ejo 1 = 0.

(d). Suppose that jo + 1 € (J + 1)*". By (A3) we have i%,41 = —1 and jo € J', hence
zj+1, =0 by (64). Then by (B3]), we have

— (PO o
0=(§1)xst1i= Z ENHIFLIT gy pi(i)+e 40\ 1 (A.12)
JCICJ

By (AF) we have pé(i) + ¢/ > ¢ > a’(n) — ejo+1. Moreover, for each J; C J such that
J* C Jy C J, by assumption we have jo + 1 € (J +1)*® € J** C J;. Then as in (c), we deduce
from (A12]), Lemma [A.3 and Theorem [6.3](ii) that

g ENHIHLIT 1y a1 (nde/\ 1) —ejo 11

JSCNCJ
By the induction hypothesis, we have z; (nte\)—ej 41 = 0 for all J* C J; ;Cé J, hence we
amt\nre 0
conclude that T ja’ (n)—ejo11 = O- O
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Corollary A.5. Let 0 < k < f. Suppose that Theorem[6.3 is true for |J| < k—1. Let J,J C J
with |J| < k and J* C J G J C J. Let jo € J such that jo +1 ¢ J\ J'. Then we have
,IJ/,(E.I\J’+i7(f+175joe(75h)ejo) = 0.

Proof. 1f f =1, then the assumption is never satisfied. Hence in the rest of the proof we assume
that f > 2. We let n € Z/ such that njo+1 = 0, nj, = 1+ 50\ and n; = 2 for j # jo, jo + 1.
In particular, n satisfies the conditions in Definition [A2[ii) for J’ and jg. Since |J'| < k —1
by assumption, we deduce from Proposition [A.4l applied to J" and jo that x, , 7 (n)

Then the result follows Theorem [6.3[(ii) (applied to J’) and the Claim below.

—€jo+1

Claim. We have
o’ (n) = ejor1 >N+ f = (f+1—6j,c )€

Proof. 1f either j # jo,jo — 1, or j = jo — 1 and jo € J \ J', then we have nj;; = 2. Hence

J! J!
a’ (n)j — dj=jo+1 = t; (2) —=nj — dj=jo+1
J\J'

>p—2-1=(p-2=-2f)+fzrj+1+f=r;" +/f,

where the third inequality follows from (2)) and the last inequality follows from (48]).
If j =jo—1and jo ¢ J\J, then we have n;, =1, and r;{)\‘] < 0 by ([@8)). Hence
a” (0)jo—1 = Gjo—1=jor1 = th_1(1) = Mjo—1 = Gjg—1=jo+1
= (5j0¢J/(7"j0—1 + 1) + 5j0€J’(p -1- 7njo—l)) -2-1
J\J'
>@f+2)-3>f>r)V 4,
where the second inequality follows from (2).
Finally, we let j = jo. Since jo+ 1 ¢ J\ J', by 8] we have ’I“;{)\J = —0joes\ar- If jo & Joh,
then we have (using njy4+1 = 0)

! ’ J\J’'
CLJ (ﬂ)jo - 6j0=j0+1 = t}-]O (0) - njo = —njo = _6j0€J\J' —1= Tjo\ + f - (f + 1)

If jo € J®0, then JU C J% C J' implies jo € J', hence jo ¢ J \ J', which implies rj‘]o\‘]/ =0.

Then we have o
a’ ()jo — Gjo=jo+1 =0= Tjo\ +f= 1
which completes the proof. U

Lemma A.6. Let J,J' C J such that J* U (0J)* G J' C J (see Remark 511 for 0.J) and
JS £ J. Then we have

J! Jgsh_n\J’
¢ +p-e’ —r p O _
Y (57) T g esshrn = 0 (A.13)

Proof. Our assumption implies f > 2. By Lemma [D.4{(v), the LHS of (A13)) is well-defined
(since ¢/ > 0) and it suffices to show that

h

J 4 (p—1 Js p—1—r, 0 _
XQ (p )Q H]EJ\J/Y] J (g 1) I'J,+1,§(Jsh+1) = O (A14)
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We let ¢ def JShH (J/‘H . If 7 # 0, then by (B4) we have Ty ersher = 0, which proves
(AI4). From now on we assume that i > 0, which implies (J’ + 1) C “Jh 4+ 1. Then we claim
that

(JH)n (J®—1) =0. (A.15)
Otherwise, there exists j; € (J')™® such that j; +1 € J* = (J')*, which implies j; + 1 €
(J'+ 1)t C Jh 4 1. Hence j; € J*", which is a contradiction since j; ¢ J.

Since J™5 #£ J by assumption, we divide J™* into a disjoint union of intervals not adjacent
to each other. Since (9.J)™° G (J)** C J"*° by assumption, we choose an interval I as above
such that (J'\ 8J)" NI # () and denote by jy the right boundary of I. Since jo+ 1 ¢ J by
construction, we have either jo+1 € J* = (J')*, which implies jo ¢ J' by (AI5), or jo+1 ¢ J,
which implies jo € (0J)*% C J’. In particular, in both cases we have jy ¢ (J'\ 9J)™ and
Jo+1le (J +1)A(T)>.

(a). First we suppose that jo + 1 ¢ J, which implies jo € (9J)™° C J. We let 1 <
w < f — 1 be minimal such that jo —w € (J'\ 8J)*. By the construction of I we have
jo—w,jo—w+1,....50 € J™ and jo—w+1,...,j0 — 1 ¢ J'. Then by () we have if w > 2

p—2—’l“j lfj:](]

s/ = ifj=jo—w+2,...,50—1 (and w > 3) (A.16)
T’j—l-l ifj:jo—w—i-l,
andsJH—p—l—rjO itw=1.

Then we let J” defj\{jo—w—}—l ..yjo}. For each j = jo—w+1,...,j50 + 1 we have

j—1 ¢ J,; by construction, hence j ¢ J*" 4+ 1, which implies i; < 0 and hence i; = 0 (since
i >0). Then by (I7) and (A.16) we have

2ij +t7 (") =p—1—s] T+ 5 1esm

_ T‘j—}—l if 5= jo
p—1—r; ifj=jo—w+1,...,j0—1 (and w > 2).

By Proposition (.5 applied to (i, J' + 1, J”) with jo as above and using (54]), we have
7’ 01 yP~ 1—r; 0
|: - HJO Jjo— w+1 7 ]i| (p ) J’+1 e(JSll+1) 0.

Since jo—w+1,...,jo—1 € J\J', to prove (AI4) it is enough to show that ¢ +(p—1)5;,c s >
rjo + 1, which follows from (@9) since jo € J and jo +1 ¢ J.

(b). Then we suppose that jo+ 1 € J% = (J')*, which implies jo ¢ J'. We use the same
definition of w, J” as in (a). In particular, we still have jo — w,jo — w + 1,...,jp € J™ and
jo—w+1,...,50—1¢ J. Then by (@) and (I7]) we have

5‘.]/+1: Tj ifj:jo—w—i-Q,...,jQ
J T‘j—}—l ifj=jo—w+1

and 2i; + tJ/H(J”)j =p—1—rjfor j =jo—w+1,...,j5. By Proposition applied to
(i, J' 4+ 1,J") with jo as above and using (54), we have

p—1-7; p0
[ j=jo— wHYJ }( ) L jrg1,e(7sh41) = 0.

Since jo —w+1,...,j0 € J \ J', this completes the proof of (A.14)). O
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Proposition A.7. Let 0 < k < f. Assume that Theorem [6.3 is true for |J| < k — 1. Let
J,J' € J such that |J| <k and J* C J' G J.

(i) If J" # T, then we have (see the end of §3 for pue 1/ 57)
0, if '3 IS U (9)
EJIT 4, ’ sh — ’ nss| iy . ss nss
S g1 p I\ 4R (—1)I"\DT) \5*—;;’/2}], if J 2 JS U (0T)"s.
(i) If J" =T (ie.(J,J5) = (T,0), which implies k = f) and J' # 0, then we have

’
1)l Fex,J vy
Hox, g

Proof. (i). We let J™5 # J and separate the following cases:

E-:J/QEJ/J,J\J’ = (—

(a). Suppose that J' 2 J*= U (8J)™. Since J' D J*, we have J" 2 9J. Then we let
jo € 0J (i.e.jo € J and jo+ 1 ¢ J) and jo ¢ J'. This implies jo € J\ J' and jo+1¢ J\ J,
hence r;]\‘] —1 by @S). We also have jo ¢ J. Then we deduce from Lemma [A]] that
J/,EJ\J/_’_gJSh =0.
(b). Suppose that J*L(9.J)"s C J' S J. We use increasing induction on |J"\ (J% U (9J)™)|,
which equals [(J'\ 0.J)"5|.
First we assume that J' = J* 1 (9J)"5. By Proposition 510 applied to (J' +1,.J), we have

((J'+1)nJ)nss

1
41,00 = [HJEJOY HJ¢JoYp ] (8 ) <Y el ”J’+1>

. (A.17)
= |:HjeJ0Yjsj nggJoY]pl] (BY)ysren
where the second equality follows from (52) and
Jo (T +1D)AT) =1 =TAWJ —1) = (J*U@T)™)A((T = 1)® U (J — 1))
= (JAWJ = 1)U ((0N)AJ = 1)) = (JAWJ = 1))T U (JU(J —1))"

(J+D)ND) U+ 1) = ((J + )N U ((J +1)N(J)*)
=((J+)n*)u((J+1)nJ¥) = +1)NnJ=(JNn(J-1)) +1

def
J =

WeWI“ite§€ZfWitthd§f83»]ifjGJ() andsj(iéfp—lifjgéJo.

Claim. We have W
pelt 7l 4ol s = I\ T (A.18)

Proof. Fix j € J. We assume that j € J5, the case j ¢ J; being similar. In particular, we have
j € J'if and only if j € J, which implies

Pjen—1— djegn = (b — 1)8jein—1)- (A.19)
Since j € J' if and only if j € J, and j € Jy if and only if j € JA(J — 1), by [@R]), (@9) and (@)
with a case-by-case examination we have

J\J'
Tj\ = djp1ens(r; +1);

¢ =0jep(p—2=1) + 8j1gp(rj +1) = 0jes(p— 2= 1) + Sjagp(r; +1);  (A20)
8 =0jgg(P—2—1j) +dj01gs(r + 1)+ (p — 1)djein—1)-
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Combining (A.19) and (A.20) we get (A.1S). O
By (53) applied to J' + 1 and using (J')* = J*, we deduce from (A.I7)) that
Hj+1,J0J = Z gJ//MJ/+1,J//‘TJ//7(ng1—1+Q.I’+£J’\J//_§)
JssCJCJ

— E eJNIU,J/J’_l’J”,fL'J” (TJ\J/JrTJ,\J"Jre‘]Sh)
JssCJCJ - - -

= E 6‘]//#‘]/+17J//£L‘J”77’J\J”+eJSh’
JssCJ"CJ! - -

where the second equality follows from (AI8]) and the last equality follows from Lemma[D.4{ii).

We know from (a) that z , P\ greh =0 for J* C J” C .J', hence we conclude that

EJHT+1,0'T g1 g\ 4 grsh = HJ'+1,JVT 5
which proves (i) when J' = J* U (9.J)".
Next we assume that J* U (0J)™° & J' G J. By Lemma [A.6] (53) applied to J' 41 and
using (J')% = J*, we have

g’ gsh J\J’
—y¢ +p-le” —r pO
0=Y (0 1) L jr 41,6750 +1)

= E EJ//MJ/JFLJ//.%'J”’(pg,sh +§J/+£J/\J//_ (g"l-i-(p—l)QJSh _EJ\JI))
JsSCJNCJ!

= E EJ"MJ,‘FLJ"'%.J”,rJ\J”JreJSh’
JssCJ"CJ! - -

where the last equality follows from Lemma [D.4(ii). We know from (a) that x I g\ g =0
for J” 2 J*= U (8J)™®, hence we have ) .

E EJITHLI"T Jr g\ 4 gah = 0. (A.21)
Jssu(@J)nsng{ng/

By the induction hypothesis, we have for J* L (0J)™ C J" & J'

" nss| fhx J
gJ,,xJ//7£,]\J//+§JSh = (—1)|(J \8J) |EUJ. (A22)

Moreover, if we denote m o |(J\ 0J)"|, then (by the definition of i, j/ps ) we have

Z (_1)‘(J”\8J)DSS‘MMJ/+1 g = Z (_1)|(J”\8J)nss‘ e
Jssu(aJ)nsnglngl ’LL*7J” _(J//\aJ)nssg(J/\BJ)nss

fm—1 m
= Z(_l)l<i>] s = (=0 g .
Li=0
(A.23)

Combining (A27]), (A22) and (A23]), we conclude that

(1) BTy T

EJ'T 3/ NI 4 pIsh =
JrI\ e [t

)
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which proves (i).

(ii). Let (J,J5) = (J,0) and @ # J # J. The proof is by increasing induction on |.J|
and is similar to (i), but using Proposition [5.12] instead of Proposition [5.I01 We leave it as an
exercise. O

B The degree function

In this appendix, we study the degree function on 7 and give a proof of Proposition Bl see
Proposition [B.4l It guarantees that the elements z; defined in §6 give rise to elements in the
dual module Homy (D 4(7), A), and is needed to prove Theorem

Let Z1 2 14 pOgk be the center of I1. Since 7 has a central character, Z; acts trivially on
7. We still denote by my, the maximal ideal of F[I;/Z;] when there is no possible confusion.
For 0 <j < f—1, we view Y; as an element of F[/;/Z;] and we define

Z; € N a7 (p[lA] 2) € F[I,/Z1].

AEFS

Since Z; commutes with each other, for i € ZJ;O we write Z¢ for H{;& Zji»j. For0<j < f—1,
we denote by y;, z; € gr(F[[1/Z1]) (the graded ring for the my,-adic filtration) the associated
elements of Y;, Z; € F[1,/Z;]. We define the gr(F[/1/Z1])-module

gr(m) € @ w[my ) /a[m? .
n>0

By the proof of [BHH"23, Cor. 5.3.5] using condition (ii) on 7 (see above Theorem [[T]) and
taking F-linear dual, the gr(F[I;/Z;])-module gr(7) is annihilated by the ideal (y;z;, zjy;; 0 <
j < f—1), hence becomes a graded module over R def gr(F[I/Z1])/(yjz, 2595 0 < j < f—1),
which is a commutative ring, isomorphic to F[y;, z;]/(y;25; 0 < j < f — 1) with y;, z; of degree
—1 (see [BHH'23, Thm. 5.3.4]). For v € m, as in [BHH ¢, §3.5] we define

deg(v) def min{n > —-1:v € W[m?;rl]} €Z>_1.
We denote gr(v) € w[m(;fg(le]/ﬂ[mieg(v)] C gr(m) if v # 0 and gr(v) = 0 if v = 0 the associated
graded element of v.

Lemma B.1. Let v € m with deg(v) =d > 0.

(i) For j € J, we have deg(Y;v) < deg(v) — 1. If moreover d > 0, then the equality holds if
and only if y; gr(v) = gr(Yjv) # 0 in gr(w). Similar statements hold for Z;.
(ii) There exists a,b € ZJ;O satisfying ||a|| + |[b]| = d such that 0 # Y 2Z% € xl.
(iii) We have deg (({)’?) v) <pd+(p—1)f.

Proof. (i). This follows from the fact that y;, z; € R has degree —1.

(ii). If d = 0, then the statement is trivial, so we let d > 0. Since yo,...,¥f—1,20,---,2f—1
form an F-basis of the degree —1 part of R, which equals mp, /m%l, there exists one of them,
say yj, such that y; gr(v) # 0 (otherwise, gr(v) is annihilated by mz, /m7 in gr(r), so mpv C
w[mclll_l], iev € W[mﬁl], a contradiction). By (i), we have deg(Yjv) = d—1. If d -1 > 0,
continue this process to Yjv € m and so on.
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In particular, there exist Wi,...,Wq € {Yy,...,Yr_1,Z0,...,Zf_1} such that Wy ---Wyv €
7 has degree 0 and wy - - - wg gr(v) # 0 in gr(w), where w; € R is the associated graded element
of W for 1 <i <d. Welet W{,..., W} be a permutation of W7y, ..., Wy such that W{-.- W} is
of the form Y2Z% as in the statement. Since R is commutative, we have w} - --w/,gr(v) # 0 in
gr(m). As a consequence, Wi --- W/v # 0 and has degree zero by (i), hence belongs to 7/t.

(iil). By (ii), it suffices to show that Y2z° (b YYv=0forallabe ZJ; such that ||a||+ 0] >

pd+ (p—1)f +1. We write a = pc + £ for the unique ¢ > 0 and 0 < £ < p — 1. One easily
checks that Z; (¥ %) = (b %) Zf_l for all j € J. Together with Lemma B.II(i), we have

yezh (20)y = yhyre (20) 2000y =yt (1 9) Yy (@) gp(b)y,,
Since deg(v) = d, using (i) it suffices to show that ||[6~1(c)|| + ||[pd(b)|| > d. Indeed, we have
157 () + lp3 )] = llell + el = (lall = ll€1)/p + plb]
> ([lall = (0 = 1))/ +plloll = (el + o]l = (p = 1)) /p = (pd + 1) /p > d,

which completes the proof. U
Recall that we have constructed z;; € m for J C J and i € 7 in Theorem
Lemma B.2. Let J C J and i € Z7 such that i > QJSh (see §2 for gJSh and note that
sh
le”™ | = |7°]).
(i) If zjgr(xy;) = 0 for all j € J, then we have deg(zz;) = ||i|| — |J°"].
(ii) If deg(z ;) > |li|| — |J*"|, then there exists jo € J such that deg (2 te;,) > deg(z;) + 2.

Proof. (i). By the second paragraph of the proof of [BHHc, Prop. 3.5.1], there exists a € ZJ;O
such that 0 # Y%, € n* and deg(z;;) = |lall. By Theorem B.3(ii) and (56), we have

gsh

Yre gz = z, n =vy # 0, hence |lal| = deg(z,y;) > [|i]| — |7%%| by Lemma [B.IJi). Then by

Corollary [Z3(i),(ii), we must have a = i — ¢/, hence deg(z ;) = ||3] — [J*H).

(ii). By (i), there exists jo € J such that zj, gr(z;) # 0. Since Yj 2 ji+e; = ., by Theorem
6.3(ii), we have deg(2te;,) > deg(z,;) + 1 by Lemma [B.I(i). Assume on the contrary that
deg(7ite;,) = deg(v,i) + 1, then by Lemma [B.Ii) we have yj, gr(zte;,) = gr(z,;), hence
ZjoYjo BL(T Jite;,) = 2jo 8(23) # 0. This is a contradiction since zj,yj, = 0 in R. O

Lemma B.3. For J C J and i € Zf such that i < f+1, we have x5; € i,

Proof. By Theorem [B.3(ii), it suffices to show that x5 r1 € 7.

Recall that ¢/ € Z/ is defined in (57)), which satisfies 1 < ¢/’ < p—1 by ([@). By the proof
of Lemma except that we apply Lemma [D.4(iv) with § = 1 instead of § = 0, we have

(i) Y-t (59) @1 ermon € 785
(ii) T g pe1gr 7 € 751 for each J' C J such that J* C J' G J (see (@R) for I\,

Moreover, by (BS) we have (see @) for ¢’)
i+l :p(S(ng(‘]—H)) +QJ B (QIJ _l)
Hence we deduce from (B6) (with i = f +1) that x4 € i, O

The following proposition is a generalization of [BHH ¢, Prop. 3.5.1] (where p was assumed
to be semisimple).
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Proposition B.4. For J C J and i € Z/, we have deg (z;;) < |i| — |J*"|. If moreover
i >e’™, then we have deg (z4) = il — [T
Proof. First we make the following observation. Let J C J and m > 1. Assume that deg(z;) =
3| = [J*0] for all /™ < i < m, then we have deg(z.;) < ||i[| — |J%8| for all i < m. Indeed, by
Theorem B.3(ii) we have z;; = Y2 %z 5 ,,, hence deg(xs;) < (||m||—|J*)) —[|lm—i| = [|2] —|J*}|
by Lemma [B.I{i). In particular, we only need to prove the result for i > gJSh

We prove the result by increasing induction on |J| and on max;i;. For J C J and i € Z/

such that e’ < i < f+1, by Lemma[B.3 we have Z;x;; = 0 for all j € 7, hence z; gr(z ;) =0
for all j € J. By Lemma [B.2(i) we deduce that deg(x,;) = |i|| — |J*"|.
Then we let 0 < k < f—1 and m > f + 1. Assume that the result is true for

(a) |[J|<k—1andicZ/;
(b) |J| =k and max;i; <m,

Jsh

we prove the result for |J| =k and i > e’" such that max;i; = m + 1.

Claim. For J C J such that |J| = k and i € Z/ such that max;i; < pm, we have

deg(z;) < [lil| + (p — 1) [.
Proof. We write i = pd(i') + ¢/ — £ for the unique ¢, £ € Z/ such that 0 < £ < p — 1 (see (@9)

for ¢/). Then we claim that max; z; < m. Indeed, for each j we have

iy = (i — ¢ T4+4) /p< (pm—0+(p—1))/p<m+1,
hence i ; < m. Since |J + 1| = |J| = k, by (b) we have deg(z ;1) < [|¢']] = [(J + D < I8
Then by Lemma [BI[(i),(iii) we have

dog (Y2 (19) 231y ) <IN+ (- 0F = 6] = 1l ~ e/l + (o= DF < il + (o= Df. (B)
where the last inequality uses ¢/ > 0. For J' C J such that J* C J' S J, by (a) we have (sce
([“8]) for V“J\J)

deg (21 5, pvor) < lill + 12N = (T < Jlill + (0 = 1), (B.2)

where the last inequality uses T]“.]\Jl <p-1forall j € J by [@). Combining (B6]), (B.I) and
(B.2), we deduce that deg(zz;) < ||i]| + (p — 1) f. O

Assume on the contrary that deg(z ; ;1)) > M| =g +1 for some |Jo| = k and i(") > el
such that max; igl) = m+1. By Lemma[B2(ii), there exists i?) = i) +-¢;, for some j; € J such
that deg (xJ071~(2)) > iV = [J5h | +3 = [|li® || — |Jgh| + 2. Moreover, we have max; i, i <m+2.
Similarly, there exists i® = i(?) 4 ¢, for some jo € J such that deg (xJo,i 5) > [|i® H | Jgh |+ 3,
which moreover satisfies max; i§3) < m + 3. Continue this process, there exists i(®~1™) ¢ 7f

((p—1)m)

such that max; 1 i < pm and

deg (2 5, j(@-vm)) > [iP=Dm)| — || + (p — 1)m.

By the Claim above, we also have

deg (@ 5, s-nm ) < 1P|+ (p — 1) f.

This is a contradiction since m > f+ 1 and |J§"| < f < p—2 by @). O
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C The actions of ¢ and Oy on Homu(Dy(7), A)

In this appendix, we determine the actions of ¢ and Oy on Hom4(D4(7), A)(1). The main
results are Proposition and Corollary Here the Oj-action is much more technical to
compute explicitly than in the semisimple case (see [BHH'c, Prop. 3.8.3]). Instead, we give
a congruence relation which uniquely determines the Oj-action. The results of this appendix
will be used in [Wanl].

Lemma C.1. Leta € A, A € F* and s € Z/ such that a = \Y2p,(a). If s = (¢ — 1)t for some
teZf and A =1, then we have a € FY 7. Otherwise, we have a = 0.

Proof. Let m > 0 be large enough such that ¢™ is a multiple of |F| and \™ = 1. In particular,
@y acts as x 27" on A. By iteration, we have a?" = Y~ ((@"=D/(e=Dsg  Suppose that

a # 0. Since A is an integral domain, we have "1 = y-(d"=D/(e=1)s  In particular, we
have a € A%, hence we can write a = ¢Y “ta; with ¢ € F¥, t € Zf and a; € 1 + F_;A. Then
we deduce that ap=1and (¢ —1)t=((¢"™—-1)/(q— 1))§, which implies s = (¢ — 1), and we
necessarily have A = 1. U

For a € A* and k = Y ki’ € Z[p] with m € Z>g and k; € Z for all 0 < i < m, we
define o* [T, ¢i(aki) € A*. This makes A* a Z[p]-module. By completeness, 1+ F_; A is
a Zp)lpl-module, where Z,y is the localization of Z with respect to the prime ideal (p).

Lemma C.2. Let J,J' C J, \j e F* and 1 < h; <p—2 for all j € J. Consider the map
9 - (A[qu})f N (A[IF?})f

(ai)ieg — <ai — A [ oy oyt m] w(am)) :
Jj—ieJ\J' j—ieJ'\J icT

(i) If J' # J, then 6(a) = 0 implies a = 0.

(ii) If J' = J and X; = 1 for all i, then 0(a) = 0 implies a = p for some pu € F.

(iii) If J' = J\ {jo} for some jo € J and 0 # b € ((FoA\ F.1A) N A[]qu])f, then the equation
0(a) = b has no solution.

(iv) If J' G J and b; € Fip yrj1—p)A N AlF] for all i, then the equation 6(a) = b has at most
one solution. If moreover 1 < h; < p—1— f for all j, then there is a unique solution
which moreover satisfies a; = b; mod F(yi1)1—pA for alli.

Proof. (i). We write A& Hf !\ and pU) & Z hjyip' for all j € J. If 6(a) = 0, then by

iteration we have ag = AY*¢,(ag), where

s Z h) (e —pej_1) Z h9) (e —pej_1) # 0. (C.1)

AV jeJnNg

Claim. Suppose that s = (¢ — 1)t for some ¢ € Z/. Then we have |t;| < p—1 for all j € J and
0#t#+(p—1)

Proof. Since 0 < h9) < (p—2)(1+p+---+p/~1) for all j € J, we deduce from (C.I) that

1 < (P—2)0+p+-—+p N+l _ (p-2)(p+1) <.
qg—1 p—1
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hence [t;] <p—1 for all j € J. We also deduce from (C.I)) that

— =1 (p —
ey < E=BEe e Jo= Dy,

which implies ¢ # £(p — 1). O

By Lemma [C.1] the only possible nonzero solution for ag in A is a scalar multiple of ¥ ¢,
which is not fixed by [F;] since —(Q -l)<t< p—1andt# 0. Hence ap = 0, and we conclude
that a; = 0 for all 4.

(ii). If 6(a) = 0, then by iteration we have ag = ¢,4(ap). By Lemma [CT] we deduce that
ap = p € F, hence a; = p for all 4.

(iii). In this case, the equation 6(a) = b becomes

ai = Y0 p(ag) + b Vie . (C.2)

For 0 # a € A, we say that a has degree m if a € F_, A\ F_, 11)A. We also define deg(0) NS

In particular, a nonzero scalar has degree zero, and ¢ multiplies the degree by p (see (3])). We
choose iy € J such that b;, # 0 (hence deg(b;,) = 0) and let i = ip in (C.2)). Since the degree

of Y]?_E;; 017¢) 55 not a multiple of p, the two terms of the RHS of (C.2)) have different degrees.

Comparing the degrees of both sides of (C.2]), we deduce that deg (a;,) < 0.
Then we let i = iy — 1 in (C.2)). Since deg (a;,) < 0, we have

hjo+in—1(1— .
deg (onj-l-oit)gll( S0)90(@2‘0)) - pdeg(aio) - (p - 1)hj0+i0—1 < mln{deg(ai0)70}'

Comparing the degrees of both sides of (C.2)), we deduce that deg (a;,—1) < deg (a;,).
Then we let i = iy — 2 in (C.2)) and continue this process. We finally deduce that

deg(aq,) = deg(ai,—r) < deg(ai,—f4+1) < -+ < deg(ai—1) < deg(as),

which is a contradiction.

(iv). By (i), the equation #(a) = b has at most one solution. If moreover 1 < h; <p—1—f
for all j € J, since b; € F|J\J/‘(1,p)A for all 7 € J, we have for all : € J

degs (((1d ~0)(1)),) = deg (A [T, e 0¥ ] olbii))

> pdeg(biy1) — [J\ S |(p—1)(p—1-f)
> max {(f +1)(p — 1), deg(biy1) + 1} .

Hence the series a % b+ S22, (id —0)%(b) converges in (A[F; ])f , gives a solution of the equation
and satisfies the required congruence relation. O

Recall from §8 that Homa(D (), A)(1) is an étale (p, O))-module of rank 2/. We denote
by Mat(¢) and Mat(a) (a € O ) the matrices of the actions of ¢ and O on Homa(D4(7), A)(1)
with respect to the basis {z;: J C J} of Theorem B2] whose rows and columns are indexed
by the subsets of J.

Let @ € GLys(A) be the diagonal matrix with Q5 = ijc for J C J (see @) for

r7°). Then the matrices Mat(p)’, Mat(a)’ (a € Of) with respect to the new basis {2 et

XﬁEJC(xJ) :J C J} of Homa(Da(r), A)(1) are given by Mat(p) = Q Mat(p)p(Q)~! and
Mat(a)’ = Q Mat(a)a(Q) L.
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Proposition C.3. (i) We have (see Q) for vj1+1,57)

Y10 H Y*j(rj‘f'l)(l_ﬂo) ’lf JsS C J’ cJ
Mat ()} j41 = it
0 otherwise.
(ii) For a € [Fy], we have Mat(a)’ = I.
(iii) Assume that J; # J. Up to twist by a continuous character O — F*, there exists a

unique O -action on Homy (D4 (7), A)(1) which satisfies (ii) and commutes with ¢ as in
(i). Moreover, the matriz Mat(a)" (a € O ) satisfies for J,J C J

(@) My =0 ' 05
(b) Mat( )J/,J GEJ\J/Kl —p) sz’Q J.

(iv) Assume that J; = J. Up to diagonal matrices B € GLqys(F) such that By j = Bji1,7+1

for all J C T, there exists a unique O -action on Homa(D4(m), A)(1) which satisfies (ii)
and commutes with ¢ as in (i). Moreover, the matriz Mat(a)’ is diagonal for all a € Oj;.

Proof. (i). We have Mat (o) ;.1 = Q. Mat(p) s, 1+10(QJ+1, J+1)" 1. Hence we deduce from
Proposition B3)(i) that Mat(p )J/ J41 7 0if and only if J%° C J' C J, in which case we have (see

@) for ¢’)

Mat(<p)f],"]+1 =vi,0Y"
where the last equality follows from Lemma [D.4(ii) and (73)). By (&I and (52) we have

c J 1 c
=] =Y = (Giaga (s + 1) = 8g9) = (5je0 (0 — 2= 15) + 8110 + 1))

= p(01gs(rjsn +1) = djgs)
= 3jgs(rj +1) = 8417 (p(rj1 + 1)),
which proves the required formula for Mat ()’ 7. J41 using ([@3).

rd° —c"—pé(r(‘”rl)c)

(I (nd L I\T (J+1)¢\ —1 .
YA o (yr ) = s Yt TR ;

(ii). Let a € [Fy]. We deduce from Proposition B3|(ii) and (73) that Mat(a)’ is a diagonal
matrix with

c

_ Je__J Je\ —1
Mat(a)y ; = Qs Mat(a)ssa(Qss) " =Y @ a(Y™ ) =1

(iii) and (iv). For simplicity, we denote by P, the matrix Mat(p)" and we let P, € GLys(A)
(a € OF) be the matrices for the O-action. Since [Fy] fixes the basis {27 : J € J} by (ii), it

also fixes the matrices P,. By the commutativity of the actions of ¢ and Oy, we have
P,a(P,) = Py p(P,). (C.3)
Since (P,) 741 # 0 if and only if J* C J" C J by (i), comparing the (J', J +1)-entries of (C.3)
we get
> (Po)rara(Pp) g g1 = > (Pp)gr,gm+10(FPa) g7 41,041 (C.4)
JssCJ"CJ J//:(J//)sngng//

Claim 1. For j € J we let P, ; & faj M0-9)/(1-9) ¢ 4 + F1_pA, where f, ; def Eijj/a(Yj) €

1+ F_p,A and hU) = zg:ol hjip® as in the proof of Lemma [C.2 with h; def rj+1. For JCJ

we let P, j def H]¢J P, j € 14+ F1_pA. In particular, P, ; is fixed by [F;]. Then for all J C 7,

we have
Poga(Py)ri+1 = (Pyp)si+19(Pa,g+1)-
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Proof. By (i) and by definition, it suffices to show that for all j € 7 we have

Pa,j a <Y'j(rj+1)(1*%9)> _ Y}(TjJrl)(l*‘P)(p(PaJJ’_l).

Since p(Yj41) = Yjp by (73]), it suffices to show that for all j € J we have

h(]) 1— 1 1 h(j+1) 1—
fa,j /( q)a(er] ) _ Y]TJ fi’,j /( Q)7

which follows from the equality phU*+Y) — hl) = (¢ — 1)(r; + 1). O
We define Q, € GLys(A) by (Qu).y,g = (Pa)J/JP;}, which is fixed by [Fx]. Then it suffices

to prove the uniqueness for Q4. Dividing the LHS of (C4) by P, ja(P,) 41 € A* and the
RHS of (C4) by (Py)s,7+19(Pa,j+1) € A* using Claim 1 and (i), we get

")/*7J//
T

JssCJ"CJ Ve, J

V41,7 B (1— i
JI(JysSCIICT! s

(a). We assume that J" ¢ J. We use increasing induction on |J| — |J'| (which ranges from
—f to f) to show that (Q,),,; = 0. By the induction hypothesis, we have (Qq), j» = 0 if
J"G J, and (Qq)gr41,041 = 0 if J” 2 J'. Hence it follows from (C.5)) that

YJ' 41,0 h;(1— —hj(1—
(Qa) g = [HjeJ\J’Yj & LP)H]'EJ’\JY]' ! @)] O(Qa) s +1,7+41- (C.6)
YI+1,J

A similar equality holds replacing (J',J) with (J' +i,J + i) (for all i € J), hence it follows
from Lemma KE(I) (With )‘i = ")/J/+Z'+17J/+Z'/"}/J+Z‘+17J+Z‘) that (Qa)JlJ = 0.

In the case J; = J, which implies J% = J for all J C J, the equation (C.5) is the same as
(C.6). Then as in the previous paragraph, we deduce from Lemma [C.2(i) that (Q,) s = 0 for
all J' £ J.

(b). We assume that J' = J. Then by a similar argument, the equation (C.6]) still holds

and becomes (Qq)s7 = ¢(Qa)s+1,7+1- By Lemma [C2lii), we deduce that (Qq)s7 = &a,s for
some &, ;7 € F* (nonzero since @), is invertible), and we have &, j = £, 7+1. In particular, this
completes the proof of (iv).

Claim 2. If J; # J, then {, ; does not depend on J.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that &, ;j = &, for all J, J’ such that J' = J\ {jo} for some jy € J.
Since (Qq)r.; =0 for J' ¢ J, we deduce from (C.H)) that
_ 7+ Yﬁjo(lﬂo

Y, J’ ) VY, J’
§a,0'Pajo = Jo (Qa)s'+1,041 + Ojog. 1 8a -

Qa) g+ 050, ——
(Qar, jo# s Vi, d VIt+1,J Vo d

A similar equality holds replacing (J', J) with (J' +i,J + i) (hence jj is replaced with jg + 7).
For each i € 7, we let

Ve, J 44

def Y, J +i (

bi = 0jorigt, o a,0+i — Eagr+iPajoti) = o+igt (4,7 — &a,7 Pajoti) -

*,J 41 *,J 41
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Suppose on the contrary that &, j # &, . Since P, ; € 1+ F1_,A for all j, we deduce that
b € (FoA\ F_1 A)N AFa] for all 4, and not all equal to 0 since J5 # J. Then by Lemma [C.2(iii)
(with A\; = vp4iv1,04i/Vitit1,7+i) we deduce a contradiction. O

(c). In the rest of the proof we assume that J; # J. Since &, s does not depend on J by
Claim 2, we denote it by &,. Since (Qg).; = 0 for all J' € J by (a), the assignment a — &,
defines a continuous character of Oy with values in F*. By considering &, 1 p,, we may assume
that £, = 1 for all a € O. To finish the proof of (iii), we use increasing induction on |J \ J'|
to show that for J' C J there is a unique choice of (Qq), 7, which moreover satisfies

% H (1 - Pa,j) mod F(f+1)(1_p)A if J/ D J5S
e

0 mod F(f+1)(1_p)A if J’ 2 J.

(Qa)J’,J =

Since (Qq).J.; = & = 1 by (b) and assumption, the case J' = J is true. Then we assume that
J'G J. Since (Qq) .7 =0 for J' & J by (a), (C3) gives

")/*7J//
Z |: (Qa)J’,J”H]‘eJ\JNPa,j]

JIJJssCJN"CJ ’Y*vJ

VI 1, ha(1—

J//:(J//)SSQJIQJIIQJ 7J+17J

which implies that

")/J/ 17J/ h:(1—
(Qa)J’,J - ﬁ [HjeJ\J/Y} i SO)} (P(Qa)J’Jrl,JJrl = bo, (C8)

where b(] dgf bO,l — b072 with
def ")/J// LJ/ h:(1—
bo1 = > [# <HjeJ\J”Yj ot S0)) @(Qa)J”H,JH] ;

J”:(J”)SSQJ/;JHQJ ny+1vJ

def Ve, J"
b2 S Y [ (QG)J’J”HJ‘GJ\J”PGJ] :

suscrgy b

By the induction hypothesis together with 1—F, ; € Fi_p,A and h; < p—1—f (by [@)), each
term in the summation of by lies in Fy11)(1—p)A unless the term for J" = J, which appears
if and only if J' 2 J*. If J' 2 J%, then we have by € F(f41)1-p)A. Moreover, for each .J”
such that J'UJ* C J” & J, we have J' 2 J% = (J”)*®. Hence by the induction hypothesis,
we deduce that by € Fry1)1-p)A, hence by € Fpy1yq—pA. If J' D J*, then by the induction
hypothesis we have

Vx,J! Vi, J!" Ve, J!
bo=bo1 —bop == — Y [— [Tjesm (1= PaJ)HjeJ\J”PaJ}

Y, J JCICT Ve, d Ve, J"
Y, J’
= [Hje]\]’((l - Pavj) + Pavj) - X (HjeJ”\J/(l - Pa,j)HjeJ\J”Pavj)
T d JICI"GT

Vx,J’
= —W*Jl_‘[je‘]\]/(l _Pa,j) (mod F(f+1)(17p)A)'
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In particular, we have by € Fjp\ yrj(1—p)A since 1 — P, j € F1_p A for all j. For i € J, we define
b; in a similar way as by replacing (J',J) with (J' +4,J + i), and a similar equality as (C.g)
holds replacing (J', J) with (J' +1i,J +4) and by with b;. Then we deduce from Lemma [C.2)(iv)
(with A\; = v p4it1,04i/Vitit1,7+i) that there is a unique solution of (Qg) . s, which satisfies

(Qa)r,g = bo mod Fy 1)) 4.
This completes the proof. ]

Finally, we can determine the Oy -action on Hom(D4(7), A)(1). In the semisimple case,
this is computed explicitly in [BHH™c, Prop. 3.8.3].

Corollary C.4. If J5 # J, then the Of-action on Homu(Da(n), A)(1) is the unique one in
Proposition [C.3(iii) which satisfies Mat(a)’; ; € 1+ F1_pA for alla € O and J C J.

Proof. By the proof of Proposition [C3(iii), there exists a continuous character £ : O — F*
such that for all a € O and J C J we have Mat(a)!; ; = £(a)Pa,y with Py € 1+ F1_pA.
To prove that & is trivial, it suffices to show that Mat(a)fb’@ € 1+ F1_pA. Using the change of
basis matrix () which is diagonal, it suffices to show that Mat(a)gy € a™(1 + F1_,A). Hence it
is enough to prove that a(zy) € a™(1 + Fi_p,A)xy.

We claim that for all i € Z/, we have

g, = Iu,@jgzp_n_l_i (g ? )n vy (Cg)

for any n > 0 such that p" —1 —4 > 0. Indeed, by Proposition 5.4 with J = (), we have
yr—t (29) vy = pggvp, hence using Lemma BI(i) the RHS of (C9) does not depend on n. By

[B4) and ([62) with J = 0, we deduce that (C.9)) is true for i = f. Moreover, using Lemma B.1J(i)
one easily checks that the RHS of (CZ9) satisfies Theorem B.3(ii),(iii) for J = §. Hence by the
uniqueness of xp; (see Theorem and its proof) we deduce that (CC9) is true for all i € Zf.
In particular, xgp; has the same expression as in the semisimple case, see [BHH ¢, (103)].
Then we conclude by the explicit computation for the semisimple case, see [BHH™ ¢, Prop. 3.8.3].

O

Remark C.5. If J; = J, then similar to the proof of Corollary [C.4 and using the ex-
plicit computation in [BHH" ¢, Prop. 3.8.3] for all J, one can show that the O -action on
Homa(Da(m), A)(1) is the unique one in Proposition [C.3(iv) which satisfies Mat(a)]; ; € 1 +
Fi_,A foralla € O and J C J.

D Some relations between constants

In this appendix, we collect some equalities among the various constants defined throughout
this article, whose proofs are elementary. They are used throughout this article.

Lemma D.1. Let J,J' C J satisfying (J — 1) = (J')*. Then for each j € (JAJ') — 1, we
have (see (@) for s7)
25je(JmJ/)nss + (p -2 - 83]) + 5jEJAJ’ = 83»] .
Proof. We assume that j+ 1€ J and j+1¢ J'. Otherwise we have j+1¢ Jand j+1€ J,
and the proof is similar. We separate the following cases.
If j € Jand j € J', then the LHS equals 25j¢Jﬁ+(p—2— (p—3—ry +26j¢J5))+0 =r;j+1,
which equals the RHS.
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Ifj € Jandj¢ J', then the LHS equals 0+ (p—2—(p—3—7;+23;¢; ) +1=1;+2-25;¢; .
Hence it suffices to show that j ¢ J5. Indeed, if j € J5, then j € (J —1)*® = (J')* C J', which
is a contradiction.

If j ¢ Jand j € J', then the LHS equals 04+ (p—2— (p—2—r;)) + 1 = r; + 1, which equals
the RHS.

If j ¢ Jand j ¢ J', then the LHS equals 0+ (p — 2 — (p — 2 — r;j)) + 0 = r;, which equals
the RHS. ]

Lemma D.2. Let J,J' C J satisfying (J—1)* = (J')*, and let m = m (/™)™ J, (JAJ)-1)
(see (28)). Then we have
mj = djer(=1)HE V€ T,

Proof. For j € J, by definition we have
mj = (—1)°4187 (28¢ gy + Oje(y_1ys — Sje a1y + Sjesar) -
If j ¢ J5, then we have

mj = (—1)%+127 (28;c jnp + 0 — djes + Sjesar)
= (=1)%+1¢7 (26;c 50jesr — Sjes + (Bjes + Sjem — 20jes8jeyr)) = Sjeyr(—1)"+187.
If j € J5, then the assumption (J — 1) = (J')* implies that j € J — 1 if and only if j € J',
hence we have
mj = (—1)%+1¢7 (0 + §jes—1 — Sjega—1) + djesnr)

= (=1)%017 (80 — Sjeanr + Sjesar) = Gjey(—1)+187.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma D.3. Keep the assumptions of Proposition [2.8.

s def

(i) Let m def m(i, J,J") and m' = m(, J\ {jo + 2},J") (see (28)). Then we have m = m/

and mj, 11 =mj .4 =0.
(ii) We have (see (I7) for t’(J"))
2ij +t7(J'); = 25 + NI, if § # o + 1
2ijo1+t7 (T )jor1 = o1 + 15 (D.1)

2i;o+1 + tJ\{j0+2}(J,/)jo+1 =p—1="7j41.

(iii) We let ¢,d € ZJ such that

. (J—1)
¢j = Pij1 + 01 1esn(I-1)=S;

0 1gaa—1y= (P — 1) = 8gr (205 + 17 (J);) = 6j=jos10jo11¢;
Y | (1)
Cj = Pljt1 T 9j+1e(I\{jo+2}) A(J—1)
+0j41¢(N\Gor2nAa—1)=(p — 1) = §5¢m <21'§' + tJ\{j°+2}(J")j) = Oj—jo+1055+1¢.-
Then we have c = .

(iv) If moreover 2i; — djcya(j—1)s + 0j—1e50 = 0 for all j € T, then we have ¢ = ¢ > 0 and
YEB) =Y<By #0. In particular, By and By have the same H -eigencharacter.
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Proof. (i). If j # jo+2 or f =1, then by definition we have m; = m} and mj,11 =mj ., = 0.
If j=jo+2and f > 2, using jo+1 € (J — 1) (which implies jo + 2 € J) and jo + 3 # jo + 2,
we have

(_1)6j0+3€Jm90+2 - (_1)6J'o+3€J\{j0+2}m;0+2

= 20jo42 + Ojpr2e((N\Lio+2) -1 ~ do+2e(N\ Lo+ 2D AN Gio+2)-1)= T Djor1e7
=2 (ijo+2 — Gjor1gs + Gjor2e(r—1)=) + Gjorac(i—1) — Ojor2e(s—1)= + jos1¢J0
= 2ijo+2 = Gjorigs + 20jot2e(-1)
= 2ijo+2 = L+ 0jor1er + Ojorae(r—1)= + 1 = Gjorag(s-1)
= 2ijo42 + 0jo10e(1-1)= — Ojot2esa(s-1)= + djot1e
= (—1)%0+3% o,

hence myj,12 =mj 5.

(ii). We prove the case j = jo + 2 and f > 2, the other cases being similar and simpler. We
also assume that jo + 3 € J, the case jo + 3 ¢ J being similar. Then using (@), we have

205 o+ I\ () Ly = 2 iyt p—1- Sj()\i§0+2} + 65 1e
=2 (ijo42 — Ojor1gs + Ojor2ery) P —1— (0D — 2 = Tjo42) + Gjo11¢0
= 2ijor2 — Ojopigs + P —1— (P — 1 —7rjoy2 — 2055 42¢,) + 1
=2ijr2+p—1— 8] 19+ 6jgr1er
= 2ijo4o + t7(J)jo+2-
(iii). By (D.I)) we have ¢; = c} for j # jo + 1, so it remains to prove that cj,+1 = c;.OH. We
assume that jo + 2 € (J — 1)*, the case jo + 2 ¢ (J — 1)* being similar. Then using (@) and

(D.1) we have
ior1 =0 (ijor2 = Ojosrgr +1) + (0 — 2= 71jo11) + 0 = Gjop1er (P — 1 — Tjos1) — Gjot1gs
=D (ijor2 = Ojor1gs + 1) =1+ 841¢0 (P — 1 = 7jo11) — Gjos1gs
= Pijor2 + 0+ (P —1) = 81127 (Tjor1 + 1) = 51125 = Cjot1-

(iv). If j € J’, then by the definition of ¢; and using ;41 > 0, we have
¢j 2> min {sy*l)ssm - 1} —-1>0,

where the last inequality follows from ().
If j ¢ J', then the assumption 24,41 — djt1esA(I—1ys T 0jesr > 0 implies that either ij41 > 1
or j+1¢ JA(J —1)*. By the definition of ¢; and using i;11 > 0, we have if j # jo + 1

¢j > min {p,p — 1} — (2ij + tJ(J,)j) >0,

where the last inequality follows from (I8) and i < f—e’ " By the definition of Cjo+1 and using
ijo+1 = 0 (hence jo+1 ¢ JA(J —1)*) and (D.I)), we have cjo11 > (p—1) — (1jo41+1) =1 >0,
where the last inequality follows from (2I).

By the definition of ¢ and since ¢ > 0, we have

5(.‘]71)55

YB =Y"O M esap-n=Y;”  Thwgrag—u=Y7 | () (X))
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8(.J_1)SS —1 0
Hj+1eJA(J—1)sstj Hj—f—lgéJA(J—l)Ssyjp ] (8 1) UV = R (J-1)=V(J 1)

where the second equality follows from Lemma BI(i) and the last equality follows from Propo-
sition [5.4] applied to J. Similarly, we have (recall that ((J \ {jo +2}) —1)% = (J — 1)%)

(J—1)58

g, (J—1)ss s; -1 0
Hj—i—leJ”’YjJ Hj—f—leéJ’”Yjp }(81)2"1\{3‘0#}

Ha\{Go+2},(J—1)=
= HJ,(J-1)ssV(J—1)ss5

YBy =Y¢By =

where J/ % (J\ {jo+2})A(J —1)* and the last equality follows from Proposition [5.4] applied
to J\ {jo + 2}. In particular, we deduce from Lemma [B.Ifii) that B; and B have the same
H-eigencharacter. O

sh
Lemma D.4. (i) For J C J, we have Xf]af] = X(r,0), where X; def ysae (see (Z8) for r’

and §2 for X1, X(r0); ot and QJSh).

(ii) For Ji,Jo C J such that J; N Jo =0, we have r1V2 — pJ1 g g2 (see (48) for f]).

(iii) For J C J, we have a¢’ = o=’ "=z (see [{f9) for ).

(iv) Let J' C J C J and J" < JA(T —1). Write ¢ & pe? 00D 4 7' — f — )\ and let
3 €{0,1}. Then for all j € J we have (see (I74) for t’(J"))

¢j — 85 2 bjggm {2(5je(y+1)m — Oje(ryn) + t‘],“(J")j] + 871 =p.-

(v) Let J'C J C J. Then for all j € J we have

J! J\J' J
Cj —7“]\ :Cj +5JGJ\J/(])—1—T])

Proof. (i). By definition, we have t/ = r/ +e’ for JC T (see () for t7). Hence it suffices to
show that XJaiJ = X(r,0)- By definition, we have XJaiJ = x\ with (see §2 for x) and s7)

A=Ay +aot =T +10 1))+ @7, —t)) = (7 +2t7,0).

Since 0y = (s/) ® dett’ (see §2)) has the same central character as oy = (r), we deduce that
af’ T2 = gr for all a € IF,, which completes the proof.
(ii). This follows immediately from (GII).

(iii). By (BI) and (52) we have

¢f 41 = = S0y (0= 1= 1)) + 6410 (r + 1) — 850)
+ (Bjaes(ry + 1) = djes) = (Gjes(r; +1) = 5j-1e9)
=pdjgs — (5j¢] +djes)(r; +1)
+ (051¢s +0j1es) (rj + 1) = (0j¢7 + djes) + dj-1es
=pojg; — 14 0j-1c5 = Pojg; — 0j_1¢,-

Hence we have

which proves (iii).
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(iv). We assume that j ¢ J”, the case j € J” being similar and simpler. By definition we
have
2(0jer11ns = Oe(arrnyn) + (7 FHI")j + S pnmg) +6;
< 2(8je(r41)ns — 5je(J'+1)sh) +p—1-(2(f— Oje(yrrym) + 14 Oj=1) +1+1
=p—2f+20cry1)ng —0p=1 <p—2f+2—-06p=1 <p-—f,
where the second inequality follows from (). Since j ¢ J”, we have either j € J'N (J — 1), or

j ¢ J and j ¢ J—1. We give the proof when j € J'N(J — 1), the other case being similar. By
the definition of ¢, ([48)) and ([#9) we have

L _pro—r-o0 ifj+1eJ
T p+ () = f—(rj+1) ifj1¢T
:p_f7

which proves (iv).
(v). By (BI) and (52]) we have

/ J\J'
[ o] = (G 0= 1= 1)+ g (ry + 1) = 8e0r) = (Ojaenn(rj +1) = Sjen )

J J J
— (85ga(0 =1 =75) + 0j1gs(rj +1) = g7)
= (e = 0jeg) (0 — L= 15) + (Ojagr — Gjrens — Ojrags) (rj + 1)
= (e = Sjens — 9jes)
= djens(®—1-1j).

This proves (v). O
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