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On the rank of the multivariable (ϕ,O×
K)-modules associated to

mod p representations of GL2(K)

Yitong Wang∗

Abstract

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

K)-module
DA(π) defined in [BHH+b], extending the results of [BHH+b] and [BHH+c].
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1 Introduction

Let p be a prime number. The mod p Langlands correspondence for GL2(Qp) is completely
known by the work of Breuil, Colmez, Emerton, etc. In particular, Colmez ([Col10]) constructed
a functor from the category of admissible finite length mod p representations of GL2(Qp) to the
category of finite-dimensional continuous mod p representations of Gal(Qp/Qp), using Fontaine’s
category of (ϕ,Γ)-modules ([Fon90]) as an intermediate step. This gives a functorial way to
realize the mod p Langlands correspondence for GL2(Qp).

However, the situation becomes much more complicated when we consider GL2(K) for K a
nontrivial finite extension of Qp. For example, there are many more supersingular representa-
tions of GL2(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(Qp) is that it
satisfies the local-global compatibility ([Eme11]), in the sense that it can be realized in the H1

of towers of modular curves. Motivated by this, we are particularly interested in the mod p
representations π of GL2(K) coming from the cohomology of towers of Shimura curves, see for
example [BHH+23, (1)]. We hope that these representations play a role in the mod p Langlands
correspondence for GL2(K).

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

invariant subspace πK1 of π where K1
def
= 1 + pM2(OK) ([Le19]), and we know that π has

Gelfand–Kirillov dimension [K : Qp] ([BHH
+23], [HW22], [Wan23]). However, the complete

understanding of π still seems a long way off.
In [BHH+b], Breuil-Herzig-Hu-Morra-Schraen constructed an exact functor DA from a nice

subcategory of the category of admissible smooth mod p representations of GL2(K) (which
contains π) to the category of multivariable (ϕ,O×

K)-modules. This functor generalizes Colmez’s
functor. Then the key question is to determine the structure of DA(π) for π 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 π.

To state the main result, we begin with the construction of the functor DA. We let K
be a finite unramified extension of Qp of degree f ≥ 1 with ring of integers OK and residue
field Fq (hence q = pf ). Let F be a large enough finite extension of Fp and fix an embedding

σ0 : Fq →֒ F. We let N0
def
=
(

1 OK
0 1

)

⊆ GL2(OK). Then we have F[[N0]] = F[[Y0, . . . , Yf−1]] with

Yj
def
=
∑

a∈F×
q
σ0(a)

−pj
(

1 [a]
0 1

)

∈ F[[N0]] for 0 ≤ j ≤ f−1, where [a] ∈ O×
K is the Techmüller lift of

a ∈ F×
q . We let A be the completion of F[[N0]][1/(Y0 · · · Yf−1)] with respect to the (Y0, . . . , Yf−1)-

adic topology on F[[N0]]. There is an F-linear action of O×
K on F[[N0]] given by multiplication

on N0
∼= OK , and an F-linear Frobenius ϕ on F[[N0]] given by multiplication by p on N0

∼= OK .
They extend canonically by continuity to commuting continuous F-linear actions of ϕ and O×

K

on A. Then an étale (ϕ,O×
K)-module over A is by definition a finite free A-module endowed

with a semi-linear Frobenius ϕ and a commuting continuous semi-linear action of O×
K such that

the image of ϕ generates everything.
For π an admissible smooth representation of GL2(K) over F with central character, we let

π∨ be its F-linear dual, which is a finitely generated F[[I1]]-module and is endowed with the

mI1-adic topology, where I1
def
=
(

1+pOK OK
pOK 1+pOK

)

⊆ GL2(OK) and mI1 is the maximal ideal of

F[[I1]]. We define DA(π) to be the completion of A⊗F[[N0]] π
∨ with respect to the tensor product
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topology. The O×
K -action on π∨ given by f 7→ f ◦ ( a 0

0 1 ) (for a ∈ O×
K) extends by continuity to

DA(π), and the ψ-action on π∨ given by f 7→ f ◦
(

p 0
0 1

)

induces a continuous A-linear map

β : DA(π) → A⊗ϕ,A DA(π). (1)

Let C be the abelian category of admissible smooth representations π of GL2(K) over F with
central characters such that gr (DA(π)) is a finitely generated gr(A)-module. Then for π in C,
DA(π) is a finite free A-module (see [BHH+b, Cor. 3.1.2.9] and [BHH+c, Remark. 2.6.2]). If
moreover β is an isomorphism, then its inverse β−1 = id⊗ϕ makes DA(π) an étale (ϕ,O×

K)-
module.

Let ρ : GL2(K) → GL2(F) be a continuous representation of the following form up to twist:

ρ|IK
∼=

(

ω
∑f−1

j=0 (rj+1)pj

f ∗

0 1

)

with 2f + 1 ≤ rj ≤ p− 3− 2f ∀ 0 ≤ j ≤ f − 1, (2)

where ωf : IK → F× is the fundamental character of level f (associated to σ0). If f = 1, we
assume moreover that r0 ≥ 4. In particular, we have p ≥ 4f + 4.

Let π be a smooth representation of GL2(K) over F which satisfies

(i) πK1 ∼= D0(ρ) as K×GL2(OK)-representations, where D0(ρ) is the representation of
GL2(Fq) defined in [BP12, §13] and is viewed as a representation of GL2(OK) by infla-
tion, and K× acts on D0(ρ) by the character det(ρ)ω−1, where ω is the mod p cyclotomic
character;

(ii) for any character χ : I → F× appearing in π[mI1 ] = πI1 , we have [π[m3
I1
] : χ] = 1, where

π[m3
I1
] is the set of elements of π annihilated by m3

I1
, and [π[m3

I1
] : χ] is the multiplicity of

χ in the semisimplification of π[m3
I1
] as I-representations.

In particular, (i) and (ii) are satisfied for those π coming from the cohomology of towers of
Shimura curves in a “multiplicity-one” situation ([BHH+23], [HW22], [Wan23]). Our main
result is the following:

Theorem 1.1 (§8). Suppose that ρ and π are as above. Then π is in C, β in (1) is an
isomorphism and

rankADA(π) = 2f .

By [BHH+b, Remark 3.3.2.6(ii)] we know that π is in C. By [BHH+b, Thm. 3.3.2.1] and
localization we know that rankADA(π) ≤ 2f . Theorem 1.1 is proved by [BHH+c, Thm. 3.1.3]
when ρ is semisimple. We generalize the method of [BHH+c] to the non-semisimple case, which
is seriously more delicate.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is by an explicit construction of an A-basis of the dual étale
(ϕ,O×

K)-module HomA(DA(π), A) in the following steps.

Step 1. We construct 2f projective systems (xJ,k)k≥0 of elements of π indexed by the subsets
J ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , f − 1} (see Theorem 6.3). To do this, we first define suitable elements xJ,k ∈
πK1 ∼= D0(ρ) for k ≤ f . Since D0(ρ) is explicit, we can then study the precise relations among
these elements, which enable us to define xJ,k ∈ π for all k inductively. This is the content of
§§4-6 and Appendix A.

Step 2. We prove that xJ,k ∈ π[mkf+1
I1

] for all J ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , f − 1} and k ≥ 0 (see Proposition
8.1, whose proof makes use of condition (ii) and is given in Appendix B), from which we deduce
that each projective system xJ can be regarded as an element of Homcont

F (DA(π),F).
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Step 3. There is a canonical A-linear injection (see [BHH+c, (87)])

µ∗ : HomA(DA(π), A) →֒ Homcont
F (DA(π),F).

We prove that each xJ ∈ Homcont
F (DA(π),F) satisfies a crucial finiteness condition (see Theorem

7.5), which guarantees that it lies in the image of µ∗. Once we prove that xJ ∈ HomA(DA(π), A)
for all J , it is not difficult to conclude that they form an A-basis of HomA(DA(π), A).

Finally, we prove the following generalization of Theorem 1.1. This result is crucially needed
to prove that π is of finite length (in the non-semisimple case) in [BHH+a].

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 9.2). Suppose that ρ and π are as above. Then for π1 a subrepresen-
tation of π, we have

rankADA(π1) =
∣

∣

∣
JH(πK1

1 ) ∩W (ρss)
∣

∣

∣
,

where JH(πK1
1 ) is the set of Jordan–Hölder factors of πK1

1 as a GL2(OK)-representation, ρss is
the semisimplification of ρ, and W (ρss) is the set of Serre weights of ρss defined in [BDJ10, §3].

Organization of the article

In §§2-3, we review the notion of the extension graph and recall some results of [BP12, §2]
that are needed in the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. In §§4-7 and Appendix A, we
explicitly construct some projective systems of elements of π and study their basic properties.
In particular, we prove the crucial finiteness condition in §7. In §8 and Appendix B, we use
these projective systems to construct an explicit basis of DA(π) and finish the proof of Theorem
1.1. In §9, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.2. In Appendix C, we compute the actions of ϕ
and O×

K on DA(π). 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 Qp of Qp. Let K ⊆ Qp be the
unramified extension of Qp of degree f ≥ 1 with ring of integers OK and residue field Fq (hence

q = pf ). We denote by GK
def
= Gal(Qp/K) the absolute Galois group of K and IK ⊆ GK the

inertia subgroup. Let F be a large enough finite extension of Fp. Fix an embedding σ0 : Fq →֒ F

and let σj
def
= σ0 ◦ϕ

j for j ∈ Z, where ϕ : x 7→ xp is the arithmetic Frobenius on Fq. We identify

J
def
= Hom(Fq,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 a ∈ Fq its reduction modulo p.
For a ∈ Fq, we also view it as an element of F via σ0.

For F a perfect ring of characteristic p, we denote by W (F ) the ring of Witt vectors of F .
For x ∈ F , we denote by [x] ∈W (F ) its Techmüller lift.

Let I
def
=

(

O×
K OK

pOK O×
K

)

be the Iwahori subgroup of GL2(OK), I1
def
=
(

1+pOK OK
pOK 1+pOK

)

be the

pro-p Iwahori subgroup, K1
def
= 1 + pM2(OK) be the first congruence subgroup, N0

def
=
(

1 OK
0 1

)

and H
def
=
(

[F×
q ] 0

0 [F×
q ]

)

.
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For P a statement, we let δP
def
= 1 if P is true and δP

def
= 0 otherwise.

Throughout this article, we let ρ : GK → GL2(F) be as in (2) and π be an admissible smooth
representation of GL2(K) over F satisfying the conditions (i),(ii) before Theorem 1.1.

2 Combinatorics of Serre weights

In this section, we review the notion of the extension graph following [BHH+23].

We write i for an element (i0, . . . , if−1) ∈ Zf . For a ∈ Z, we write a
def
= (a, . . . , a) ∈ Zf . For

each j ∈ J , we define ej ∈ Zf to be 1 in the j-th coordinate, and 0 otherwise. For J ⊆ J , we

define eJ ∈ Zf by eJj
def
= δj∈J . We say that i ≤ i′ if ij ≤ i′j for all j. We write

X1(T )
def
=
{

(λ1, λ2) ∈ Z2f : 0 ≤ λ1 − λ2 ≤ p− 1
}

;

Xreg(T )
def
=
{

(λ1, λ2) ∈ Z2f : 0 ≤ λ1 − λ2 ≤ p− 2
}

;

X0(T )
def
=
{

(λ1, λ2) ∈ Z2f : λ1 = λ2

}

.

We define the left shift δ : Zf → Zf by δ(i)j
def
= ij+1 and define π : Z2f → Z2f by π(λ1, λ2)

def
=

(

δ(λ1), δ(λ2)
)

.
A Serre weight of GL2(Fq) is an isomorphism class of an absolutely irreducible represen-

tation of GL2(Fq) over F. For λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ X1(T ), we define

F (λ)
def
=

f−1
⊗

j=0

((

Symλ1,j−λ2,j F2
q ⊗Fq det

λ2,j

)

⊗Fq,σj F
)

.

We also denote it by (λ1 − λ2)⊗ detλ2 . This induces a bijection

F : X1(T )/(p − π)X0(T )
∼
→ {Serre weights of GL2(Fq)}.

We say that a Serre weight σ is regular if σ ∼= F (λ) with λ ∈ Xreg(T ).
For λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ Z2f , we define the character χλ : I → F× by

(

a b
pc d

)

7→ (a)λ1(d)λ2 ,

where a, d ∈ O×
K and b, c ∈ OK . Here, for x ∈ F and i ∈ Zf we write xi

def
= x

∑f−1
j=0 ijpj . In

particular, if λ ∈ X1(T ), then χλ is the I-character acting on F (λ)I1 . We still denote χλ for its

restriction to H. For each j ∈ J we define αj
def
= (ej ,−ej) ∈ Z2f , and for each i ∈ Zf we define

αi def
=
∑f−1

j=0 ijαj ∈ Z2f . We also denote αj and αi the corresponding characters χαj and χαi

when there is no possible confusion. Concretely, we have αi
((

a b
pc d

))

=
(

ad
−1)

∑f−1
j=0 ijpj .

For µ = (µ
1
, µ

2
) ∈ Z2f , we define the extension graph associated to µ by

Λµ
W

def
=
{

b ∈ Zf : 0 ≤ µ
1
− µ

2
+ b ≤ p− 2

}

. (3)

As in [BHH+23, p.16], there is a map

tµ : Λµ
W → Xreg(T )/(p − π)X0(T ),

such that the map b 7→ F (tµ(b)) gives a bijection between Λµ
W and the set of regular Serre

weights of GL2(Fq) with central character χµ|Z , where Z ∼= F×
q is the center of GL2(Fq).
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We let µr
def
= (r, 0) ∈ Z2f with r = (r0, . . . , rf−1) and rj as in (2). For b ∈ Zf such that

−r ≤ b ≤ p− 2− r, we denote σb
def
= F

(

tµr (b)
)

. For ρ as in (2), we let Jρ ⊆ J be as in [Bre14,
(17)]. Then by [Bre14, Prop. A.3] and [BHH+23, (14)] we have

W (ρ) =

{

σb :
bj = 0 if j /∈ Jρ
bj ∈ {0, 1} if j ∈ Jρ

}

. (4)

In particular, ρ is semisimple if and only if Jρ = J . For each J ⊆ J , we define σJ
def
= σaJ with

aJj
def
=











0 if j /∈ J

1 if j ∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J or j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J, j ∈ Jρ

−1 if j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J, j /∈ Jρ.

(5)

In particular, for J ⊆ Jρ we have σJ = σeJ . Then as a special case of [BHH+23, (14)], we have

σJ = (sJ)⊗ dett
J
with

sJj
def
=































rj if j /∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

rj + 1 if j ∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

p− 2− rj if j /∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J

p− 1− rj if j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J, j /∈ Jρ

p− 3− rj if j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J, j ∈ Jρ;

(6)

tJj
def
=























0 if j /∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

−1 if j ∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

rj + 1 if j /∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J or j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J, j ∈ Jρ

rj if j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J, j /∈ Jρ.

(7)

We let χJ
def
= χλJ

with λJ
def
= (sJ + tJ , tJ). Then χJ is the I-character acting on σI1J . For each

I-character χ, we denote by χs its conjugation by the matrix
(

0 1
p 0

)

.

For J ⊆ J and k ∈ Z, we define J + k
def
= {j + k : j ∈ J}. Then we define the semisimple

part of J , the non-semisimple part of J and the shifting index of J to be respectively

J ss def
= J ∩ Jρ, Jnss def

= J \ Jρ = J \ J ss, J sh def
= J ∩ (J − 1) ∩ Jρ ⊆ J ss. (8)

In particular, if ρ is semisimple, then J ss = J and Jnss = ∅ for all J ⊆ J . By (2), we have from
(6) and (8)

2(f − δj∈Jsh) + 1 ≤ 2(f − δj∈Jsh) + 1 + δf=1 ≤ sJj ≤ p− 2− 2(f + δj∈Jsh) ∀ j ∈ J . (9)

Lemma 2.1. Let J ⊆ J and b ∈ Zf such that −
(

2(f − eJ
sh
) + 1

)

≤ b ≤ 2(f + eJ
sh
). Then we

have F
(

tλJ
(b)
)

= σa with aj = (−1)δj+1∈J (bj + δj∈J) + 2δj∈Jsh for all j ∈ J . In particular,

(i) we have σJss = F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with bj = δj∈Jnss for all j ∈ J ;
(ii) we have σ(J−1)ss = F

(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with bj = δj∈J∆(J−1)ss for all j ∈ J ;

(iii) for each J ′ ⊆ J , we have σJ ′ = F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with bj = δj∈J + δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1/∈J∆J′ if j /∈ Jρ,
and bj =

(

δj∈J − δj /∈J ′

)

(−1)δj+1∈J if j ∈ Jρ.

Here we recall that J∆J ′ def= (J \ J ′) ⊔ (J ′ \ J).
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Proof. The assumption on b implies that F (tλJ
(b)) is well-defined. By (5) and a case-by-case

examination we have
aJj = δj∈J(−1)δj+1∈J + 2δj∈Jsh ∀ j ∈ J .

Then by [BHH+23, Lemma 2.4.4] applied to µ = µr and ω = b, we deduce that

aj=a
J
j +(−1)a

J
j+1bj=

(

δj∈J(−1)δj+1∈J +2δj∈Jsh

)

+(−1)δj+1∈J bj=(−1)δj+1∈J (bj+δj∈J)+2δj∈Jsh .

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

3 The principal series

In this section, we recall some results of [BP12, §2].
For j ∈ J , we define

Yj
def
=
∑

a∈F×
q

a−pj
(

1 [a]
0 1

)

∈ F[[N0]].

Then we have F[[N0]] = F[[Y0, . . . , Yf−1]]. For i = (i0, . . . , if−1) ∈ Zf , we set ‖i‖
def
=
∑f−1

j=0 ij and

write Y i for
∏f−1

j=0 Y
ij
j . We recall the following results of [BHH+b, Lemma 3.2.2.1].

Lemma 3.1. For j ∈ J and µ1, µ2 ∈ F×
q , we have

(i) Y p
j

(

p 0
0 1

)

=
(

p 0
0 1

)

Yj+1;

(ii)
(

[µ1] 0
0 [µ2]

)

Yj = (µ1µ
−1
2 )p

j
Yj

(

[µ1] 0
0 [µ2]

)

. In particular, if V is a representation of I and

v ∈ V H=χ, then for i ≥ 0 we have Y iv ∈ V H=χαi
.

Let λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ X1(T ) such that 1 ≤ λ1 − λ2 ≤ p− 2. Let f0, . . . , fq−1, φ be the elements

of Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

λ) defined as in [BP12, §2]. For 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1 we let i
def
=
∑f−1

j=0 ijp
j. Then by

definition and [BHH+b, Lemma 3.2.2.5(ii)] we have

(−1)f−1

[

f−1
∏

j=0
ij !

]

Y p−1−i ( 0 1
1 0 )φ =

{

fi if 0 ≤ i ≤ q − 2

fq−1 − f0 if i = q − 1.
(10)

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

Lemma 3.2. (i) The GL2(OK)-representation Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

λ) is multiplicity-free with con-
stituents {F (tλ(−b)) : 0 ≤ b ≤ 1}. Moreover, the constituent F

(

tλ(−b)
)

corresponds to the
subset {j : bj+1 = 1} in the parametrization of [BP12, §2].

(ii) The elements
{

Y k ( 0 1
1 0 )φ : 0 ≤ k ≤ p− 1, φ

}

form a basis of Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

λ). Moreover,

φ has H-eigencharacter χs
λ and Y k ( 0 1

1 0 )φ has H-eigencharacter χλα
−k = χs

λα
r−k.

(iii) Let τ be the constituent of Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

λ) corresponding to J ⊆ J as in (i) and denote by

Q(χs
λ, J) the unique quotient of Ind

GL2(OK)
I (χs

λ) with socle τ (see [BP12, Thm. 2.4(iv)]).

(a) If J = ∅, then the following H-eigenvectors

{

Y k ( 0 1
1 0 )φ : p− 1− (λ1 − λ2) < k ≤ p− 1, Y p−1−(λ1−λ2) ( 0 1

1 0 )φ+ xφ
}

with x = (−1)‖λ1‖+(f−1)
(
∏f−1

j=0 (λ1,j−λ2,j)!
)−1

∈ F× form a basis of τ inside Q(χs
λ, ∅) =

Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

λ).
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(b) If J 6= ∅, then the following H-eigenvectors

{

Y k ( 0 1
1 0 )φ :

0 ≤ kj ≤ p− 2− (λ1,j − λ2,j) + δj−1∈J if j ∈ J

p− 1− (λ1,j − λ2,j) + δj−1∈J ≤ kj ≤ p− 1 if j /∈ J

}

map to a basis of τ inside Q(χs
λ, 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 (10).

4 On certain H-eigenvectors in D0(ρ)

In this section, we construct some elements in D0(ρ), which is the (finite-dimensional) rep-
resentation of GL2(OK) defined in [BP12, §13] and is identified with πK1 from now on (see
condition (i) above Theorem 1.1). The main result is Proposition 4.2. They will be the first
step in constructing elements of DA(π).

Lemma 4.1. (i) The GL2(OK)-representation D0(ρ) is multiplicity-free with constituents

JH(D0(ρ)) =

{

σb :
bj ∈ {−1, 0, 1} if j /∈ Jρ
bj ∈ {−1, 0, 1, 2} if j ∈ Jρ

}

.

Moreover, there is a decomposition of GL2(OK)-representations D0(ρ) = ⊕J⊆JρD0,σJ
(ρ)

such that for each J ⊆ Jρ, D0,σJ
(ρ) has socle σJ = σeJ and has constituents

JH(D0,σJ
(ρ)) =







σb :
bj ∈ {−1, 0, 1} if j /∈ Jρ
bj ∈ {−1, 0} if j ∈ Jρ \ J
bj ∈ {1, 2} if j ∈ J







. (11)

(ii) The I-representation D0(ρ)
I1 is a direct sum of distinct I-characters. For each J ⊆ J ,

χJ occurs as a direct summand.
(iii) For each J ⊆ J , the character χJ appears in the component D0,σJss (ρ), and the character

χs
J appears in the component D0,σ(J−1)ss

(ρ).

Proof. (i). For J ⊆ Jρ and τ an arbitrary Serre weight, we let ℓ(σJ , τ) ∈ Z≥0 ∪ {∞} be as

in [BP12, §12] and ℓ(ρ, τ)
def
= minJ⊆Jρ ℓ(σJ , τ) ∈ Z≥0 ∪ {∞}. Then by [BP12, Cor. 4.11] and

[BHH+23, Lemma 2.4.4], ℓ(σJ , τ) < ∞ if and only if τ = σb with −1 ≤ b − eJ ≤ 1, in which
case we have ℓ(σJ , τ) = |{j : bj 6= δj∈J}|. In particular, ℓ(ρ, τ) < ∞ if and only if τ = σb with

−1 ≤ b−eJ ≤ 1+eJρ, in which case we have ℓ(ρ, τ) = ℓ(σJ(τ), τ) with J(τ)
def
= {j ∈ Jρ : bj ≥ 1},

and τ is a constituent of D0,σJ(τ)
(ρ) by Proposition [BP12, Prop. 13.4]. Hence for each J ⊆ Jρ,

D0,σJ
(ρ) has constituents τ as above such that J(τ) = J , which agrees with (11). The other

assertions then follow from [BP12, Prop. 13.4] and [BP12, Cor. 13.5].
(ii). By [BP12, Lemma 14.1], the I-representation D0(ρ)

I1 is a direct sum of distinct I-
characters. By the proof of [BP12, Cor. 13.6], it suffices to find I-characters χ such that

σ0 ∈ JH
(

Ind
GL2(OK)
I χs

)

. Then we conclude using [Bre14, Prop. 4.2] and (6).
(iii). The first assertion is clear since σJ lies in the component D0,σJss (ρ) by (11). To prove

the second assertion, we follow the notation of [BP12, §15]. In particular, we let S,S−,S+ ⊆ J
be the subsets associated to ρss and σJ . By definition we have S = J , S− = S+ = ∅, hence by

[BP12, Lemma 15.2] applied to ρss and σJ , we deduce that ℓ
(

ρss, σ
[s]
J

)

= ℓ
(

σeJ−1 , σ
[s]
J

)

. Then by
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[BP12, Lemma 15.3] applied to ρ and σ
[s]
J we deduce that ℓ

(

ρ, σ
[s]
J

)

= ℓ
(

σ(J−1)ss , σ
[s]
J

)

(note that
the Serre weight σmax in the statement of [BP12, Lemma 15.3] is our σJρ), which completes the
proof using [BP12, Prop. 13.4].

For each J ⊆ J we fix a choice of 0 6= vJ ∈ πI1 = D0(ρ)
I1 with I-character χJ , which

is unique up to scalar by Lemma 4.1(ii). The following proposition shows the existence of
certain shifts of the elements vJ . We will apply

(

p 0
0 1

)

to these elements in order to go beyond
πK1 = D0(ρ).

Proposition 4.2. Let J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ i ≤ f − eJ
sh

(see (8) for J sh). Then
there exists a unique H-eigenvector y ∈ D0(ρ) satisfying

(i) Y
ij+1
j y = 0 ∀ j ∈ J ;

(ii) Y iy = vJ .

Moreover, y has H-eigencharacter χJα
−i. The GL2(OK)-subrepresentation of D0(ρ) generated

by y lies in D0,Jss(ρ) and has constituents σb with











bj = δj∈J(= δj∈Jss) if j /∈ Jnss

bj ∈ {0, (−1)δj+1∈J } if j ∈ Jnss, ij = 0

bj ∈ {−1, 0, 1} if j ∈ Jnss, ij > 0.

(12)

We denote this element y by Y −ivJ .

Proof. For each y ∈ D0(ρ) satisfying (i) and (ii), by Lemma 3.1(ii) the I-representation gen-
erated by y is an I/K1-representation with socle χJ and cosocle χJα

−i, and has constituents
χJα

−i′ with 0 ≤ i′ ≤ i, each occurring with multiplicity 1. By [BHH+23, Lemma 6.1.3], such
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
injectionW ′ →֒ D0(ρ). SinceW

′ is indecomposable with I-socle χJ , which appears in D0,σJss (ρ)
by Lemma 4.1(iii), any such injection factors through D0,σJss (ρ).

Claim 1. The GL2(OK)-representation V ′ def
= Ind

GL2(OK)
I (W ′) is multiplicity-free and σJss ∈

JH(V ′).

Proof. By [BP12, Lemma 2.2], Ind
GL2(OK)
I

(

χJα
−i′
)

and Ind
GL2(OK)
I

(

χJα
−i′
)s

have the same

constituents. Since twisting χJ by α−i′ corresponds to shifting by −2i′ in the extension graph,

it follows from Lemma 3.2(i), [BHH+23, Remark 2.4.5(ii)] and (9) that Ind
GL2(OK)
I

(

χJα
−i′
)

is
multiplicity-free and has constituents F

(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with 2i′ ≤ b ≤ 2i′ + 1. Hence the GL2(OK)-
representation V ′ is multiplicity-free and has constituents F

(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with 0 ≤ b ≤ 2i+ 1. By

Lemma 2.1(i) and taking bj = δj∈Jnss we deduce that σJss ∈ JH
(

Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χJ)

)

⊆ JH(V ′).

It follows from Claim 1 that there is a unique (up to scalar) GL2(OK)-equivariant map
f : V ′ → InjGL2(Fq) σJss . We denote by V ′′ the image of f .

Claim 2. The GL2(OK)-representation V ′′ has constituents σb for b as in (12).

Proof. We let τ ,τ ′ be constituents of V ′ such that τ = F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

and τ ′ = F
(

tλJ
(−b + ej0)

)

with 0 < b ≤ 2i + 1, j0 ∈ J and bj0 6= 0. We write b = 2c + ε with 0 ≤ c ≤ i and

9



0 ≤ ε ≤ 1. If εj0 = 1, then both τ and τ ′ are constituents of Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χJα

−c). We deduce
from [BP12, Thm. 2.4] that V ′ has a length 2 subquotient with socle τ and cosocle τ ′. If εj0 = 0,
then we deduce from [HW22, Lemma 3.8] (with j = j0, χ = χJα

−c, J(τ) = {j : εj+1 = 0},
J(τ ′) = J(τ)\{j0−1}) that V ′ has a length 2 subquotient with socle τ ′ and cosocle τ . 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 σ ∈ JH(V ′) point to σ′ ∈ JH(V ′) if V ′ has a length 2 subquotient with socle σ′ and
cosocle σ. By construction, V ′′ is a quotient of V ′ with socle σJss . It follows from the dual
version of [LLHLM20, Prop. 4.1.1] that the constituents of V ′′ are those σ ∈ JH(V ′) which
admit a path towards σJss = F

(

tλJ
(−eJ

nss
)
)

. From the structure of JH(V ′) we deduce that V ′′

has constituents F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with











bj = 0 if j /∈ Jnss

bj ∈ {0, 1} if j ∈ Jnss, ij = 0

bj ∈ {0, 1, 2} if j ∈ Jnss, ij > 0.

Then we conclude (12) by Lemma 2.1 with a case-by-case examination.

Since V ′ is multiplicity-free, it follows from Claim 2 and (11) that f factors through
D0,σJss (ρ). Then by Frobenius reciprocity, we have

dimFHomI

(

W ′,D0,σJss (ρ)|I
)

= dimFHomGL2(OK)

(

V ′,D0,σJss (ρ)
)

= 1.

To complete the proof, it remains to show that any nonzero I-equivariant map W ′ → D0,σJss (ρ)
is injective. Since W ′ has I-socle χJ , it suffices to show that the image of χJ is nonzero. By

Frobenius reciprocity, it suffices to show that the image of the subrepresentation Ind
GL2(OK )
I (χJ)

of V ′ under f is nonzero. This follows from the fact that both Ind
GL2(OK )
I (χJ) and V

′′ contain
σJss as a constituent, and V ′ is multiplicity-free.

Remark 4.3. When Jρ 6= ∅, up to scalars there are more I1-invariants than these vJ for J ⊆ J .
However, Proposition 4.2 does not hold for these extra I1-invariants.

5 The relations between H-eigenvectors

In this section, we study various GL2(OK)-subrepresentations of π generated by the elements
Y −ivJ defined in Proposition 4.2. The main results are Proposition 5.5 and Proposition 5.8.
Then we study the relations between the vectors vJ for J ⊆ J . The main results are Proposition
5.10 and Proposition 5.12.

Recall that we have defined Q(χs
λ, J) for λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ X1(T ) such that 1 ≤ λ1 − λ2 ≤

p − 2 and J ⊆ J in Lemma 3.2(iii). The following lemma is a generalization of [BHH+b,
Lemma 3.2.3.3] (where ρ was assumed to be semisimple).

Lemma 5.1. Let J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ i ≤ f − eJ
sh
.

(i) The GL2(OK)-subrepresentation
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

of π is multiplicity-free with so-
cle σ(J−1)ss = σe(J−1)ss and cosocle σc with

cj = (−1)δj+1/∈J
(

2ij + 1 + δj∈(J−1)ss − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss
)

∀ j ∈ J . (13)

10



(ii) We have

〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

/

∑

0≤i′<i

〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −i′vJ
〉

∼= Q
(

χs
Jα

i, {j : j + 1 ∈ J∆(J − 1)ss, ij+1 = 0}
)

. (14)

(iii) Let m ∈ Zf with each mj between δj∈(J−1)ss and cj (as in (13)). Then there is a unique

subrepresentation I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

of
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

with cosocle σm. In particu-

lar,
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

= I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σc
)

. Moreover, I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

has constituents
σb with each bj between δj∈(J−1)ss and mj, and we have

dimFHomGL2(OK)

(

I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

, π
)

= 1. (15)

Proof. (i). We follow closely the proof of [BHH+b, Lemma 3.2.3.3]. The vectors Y −ivJ and
Y −i′vJ are defined in Proposition 4.2. We let W ′ (resp.W ) be the I-subrepresentation of

π generated by Y −ivJ (resp.
(

0 1
p 0

)

Y −ivJ) and V
def
= Ind

GL2(OK)
I (W ). In particular, W ′ is the

same representation as in the proof of Proposition 4.2. By the proof of [BHH+b, Lemma 3.2.3.3],
we have:

(a) V is multiplicity-free as a GL2(OK)-representation with constituents F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

for 0 ≤
b ≤ 2i+ 1 (they are well-defined by (9));

(b) For each 0 ≤ b ≤ 2i + 1, the unique subrepresentation of V with cosocle F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

has
constituents F

(

tλJ
(−a)

)

for 0 ≤ a ≤ b;

(c) V has a filtration with subquotients Ind
GL2(OK)
I

(

χs
Jα

i′
)

for 0 ≤ i′ ≤ i. Each Ind
GL2(OK)
I

(

χs
Jα

i′
)

has constituents F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with 2i′ ≤ b ≤ 2i′ + 1, and the constituent F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

of

Ind
GL2(OK)
I

(

χs
Jα

i′
)

corresponds to the subset {j : bj+1 is odd} ⊆ J (see Lemma 3.2(i)).

The I-equivariant inclusionW ′ →֒ D0(ρ) in the proof of Proposition 4.2 induces an I-equivariant
inclusion W →֒ π by applying

(

0 1
p 0

)

. By Frobenius reciprocity, this induces a GL2(OK)-

equivariant map V → π with image V
def
=
〈

GL2(OK)
(

0 1
p 0

)

Y −ivJ
〉

=
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

⊆

π. In particular, it follows from (b) that the cosocle of V is F
(

tλJ
(−(2i + 1))

)

= σc with

cj = (−1)δj+1∈J
(

− (2ij + 1) + δj∈J
)

+ 2δj∈Jsh

= (−1)δj+1/∈J
(

2ij + 1− δj∈J + 2(−1)δj+1/∈J δj∈Jsh

)

= (−1)δj+1/∈J
(

2ij + 1 + δj∈(J−1)ss − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss
)

,

where the first equality follows from Lemma 2.1 and the last equality is elementary (for example,
one can separate the cases j ∈ (J − 1)ss and j /∈ (J − 1)ss).

Claim. We have W (ρ) ∩ JH(V ) ⊆ JH
(

Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

J )
)

.

Proof. It suffices to show that for each σ ∈ W (ρ), we have σ = F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

for some b ≤ 1.
We check it for σ∅, the other cases being similar. By Lemma 2.1 (with a = 0), we get bj =
(−1)δj+1∈J

(

2δj∈Jsh

)

+δj∈J . If j /∈ J sh, then bj = δj∈J ≤ 1. If j ∈ J sh, then bj = −2+1 = −1.

Recall that socGL2(OK) π =
⊕

σ∈W (ρ) σ. Assume that σ is in the socle of V , then we have

σ ∈W (ρ)∩ JH(V ) ⊆ JH
(

Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

J)
)

by the claim above. Moreover, the image of the sub-

representation Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

J) of V in π lies in D0(ρ), hence lies in the component D0,σ(J−1)ss
(ρ)

11



by Lemma 4.1(iii) and Frobenius reciprocity, which implies that σ must be σ(J−1)ss , the only
Serre weight of ρ appearing in D0,σ(J−1)ss

(ρ). Since V is multiplicity-free by (a), we deduce that

V is the unique quotient of V with socle σ(J−1)ss .

(ii). By Lemma 2.1(ii), we have σ(J−1)ss = F
(

tλJ
(−eJ∆(J−1)ss)

)

, hence V has constituents
F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with δj∈J∆(J−1)ss ≤ bj ≤ 2ij + 1 for all j (or equivalently, σb with each bj between

δj∈(J−1)ss and cj by Lemma 2.1). By (c), the LHS of (14) is the quotient of Ind
GL2(OK)
I

(

χs
Jα

i
)

whose constituents are F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with max(δj∈J∆(J−1)ss , 2ij) ≤ bj ≤ 2ij + 1, hence it has
irreducible socle F

(

tλJ
(−a)

)

with aj = max(δj∈J∆(J−1)ss , 2ij) by (b). Since aj is odd if and
only if ij = 0 and j ∈ J∆(J − 1)ss, it follows from (c) that the constituent F

(

tλJ
(−a)

)

of

Ind
GL2(OK)
I

(

χs
Jα

i
)

corresponds to the subset {j : j + 1 ∈ J∆(J − 1)ss, ij+1 = 0}.

(iii). Since σm is a constituent of the multiplicity-free representation V by the previous
paragraph, there is a unique subrepresentation of V with cosocle σm, which moreover has
constituents as in the statement by (b). We denote it by I

(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

. By the last paragraph
of the proof of (i), any constituent of I

(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

which is also an element of W (ρ) must
appear in D0,σ(J−1)ss

(ρ), hence has to be σ(J−1)ss . Together with socGL2(OK) π = ⊕σ∈W (ρ)σ, we
deduce that

1 ≤ dimFHomGL2(OK)

(

I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

, π
)

≤ dimFHomGL2(OK)

(

σ(J−1)ss , π
)

= 1,

which completes the proof.

Remark 5.2. For λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ X1(T ), i ∈ Zf
≥0 such that 2i + 1 ≤ λ1 − λ2 ≤ p − 2 and

J ′ ⊆ J , we let W ′ be the I-representation as in the proof of Proposition 4.2 with χJ replaced
by χλ, and we denote by Q

(

χs
λ, χ

s
λα

i, J ′
)

the unique quotient of the GL2(OK)-representation

Ind
GL2(OK)
I

((

0 1
p 0

)

W ′
)

whose socle is the constituent of Ind
GL2(OK )
I (χs

λ) corresponding to J ′.
Then the proof of Lemma 5.1 shows that

〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

∼= Q
(

χs
J , χ

s
Jα

i, (J∆(J−1)ss)−
1
)

.

Corollary 5.3. For each J ⊆ Jρ, we have (see Lemma 5.1(iii) for the notation)

D0,σJ
(ρ) =

∑

(J ′)ss=J

I
(

σJ , σeJ+εJ′

)

=
∑

(J ′)ss=J

I
(

σe(J′)ss , σe(J′)ss+εJ′

)

,

where εJ
′
∈ {±1}f with εJ

′

j
def
= (−1)δj /∈J′ .

Proof. For each J ′ ⊆ J such that (J ′)ss = J , by applying Lemma 5.1(i),(iii) with (J, i) there

being (J ′ + 1, f − e(J
′+1)sh), we see that I

(

σJ , σeJ+εJ′

)

is well-defined. Then the result follows
from Lemma 4.1(i), [BP12, Prop. 13.4] and (15).

The following proposition is a generalization of [BHH+b, Lemma 3.2.3.1] (where ρ was
assumed to be semisimple), which gives a first example of the relations between the vectors
vJ ∈ D0(ρ) and is a special case of Proposition 5.10 below.

Proposition 5.4. For J ⊆ J , there exists a unique element µJ,(J−1)ss ∈ F× such that





∏

j+1∈J∆(J−1)ss

Y
s
(J−1)ss

j

j

∏

j+1/∈J∆(J−1)ss

Y p−1
j





(

p 0
0 1

)

vJ = µJ,(J−1)ssv(J−1)ss . (16)
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Proof. By Lemma 5.1(ii) and its proof, we have
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

vJ
〉

∼= Q
(

χs
J , (J∆(J−1)ss)−1

)

such that
(

0 1
p 0

)

vJ corresponds to the image of φ ∈ Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

J) (see above (10) for φ) in
Q
(

χs
J , (J∆(J − 1)ss) − 1

)

, and the socle is σ(J−1)ss which corresponds to the subset (J∆(J −

1)ss)−1 for Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

J) (see Lemma 3.2(i)). By Lemma D.1 applied to J and J ′ = (J−1)ss,

for j ∈ J∆(J − 1)ss − 1 we have (p − 2− sJj ) + δj−1∈(J∆(J−1)ss)−1 = s
(J−1)ss

j . Then by Lemma

3.2(iii) applied to λ = λJ (and recall that χJ = χλJ
with λJ = (sJ + tJ , tJ)), the LHS of (16)

is nonzero in σ(J−1)ss and is the unique (up to scalar) H-eigenvector in σ(J−1)ss killed by all Yj.
It follows that the LHS of (16) is a nonzero I1-invariant of σ(J−1)ss , hence is a scalar multiple
of v(J−1)ss .

For J, J ′ ⊆ J , we define tJ(J ′) ∈ Zf by

tJ(J ′)j
def
= p− 1− sJj + δj−1∈J ′ , (17)

where sJj is defined in (6). In particular, by (9) we have

1 ≤ tJ(J ′)j ≤ p− 1− 2(f − δj∈Jsh) ∀ j ∈ J . (18)

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

Proposition 5.5. Let J ⊆ J , j0 ∈ J and i ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ i ≤ f − eJ
sh

and ij0+1 = 0.
Suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ J∆(J − 1)ss. Then for each J ′ ⊆ J such that j0 /∈ J ′, we have



Y
δJ′=∅

j′

∏

j /∈J ′

Y
2ij+tJ (J ′)j
j





(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ
)

= 0 ∀ j′ ∈ J . (19)

Proof. The proof is analogous to the one of [BHH+b, Lemma 3.2.3.4]. We assume that J ′ 6=
∅. The case J = ∅ is similar and is left as an exercise. By Lemma 3.1(ii), it suffices to

show that the H-eigencharacter χ
def
= χJα

−i
[
∏

j /∈J ′ α
2ij+p−1−sJj +δj−1∈J′

j

]

does not occur in
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

. By Lemma 5.1(ii), it suffices to show that the H-character χ does

not occur in Vi′
def
= Q

(

χs
Jα

i′ , Ji′
)

for 0 ≤ i′ ≤ i, where Ji′
def
= {j : j + 1 ∈ J∆(J − 1)ss, i′j+1 = 0}.

Note that j0 ∈ Ji′ for all 0 ≤ i′ ≤ i by assumption.

We have χJα
−i′ = χλJ−αi′ (see §2 for the notation). Then by Lemma 3.2(i),(ii),(iii)(b)

applied to λ = λJ − αi′ , the H-eigencharacters that occur in Vi′ are χJα
−i′α−k (coming from

the element Y k
(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −i′vJ
)

), where
{

0 ≤ kj ≤ p− 2− (sJj − 2i′j) + δj−1∈J0 if j ∈ J0

p− 1− (sJj − 2i′j) + δj−1∈J0 ≤ kj ≤ p− 1 if j /∈ J0
(20)

for J0 ⊇ Ji′ . In particular, we have j0 ∈ J0.

Assume χ = χJα
−i′αk for some i′, k as above, then from the definition of χ we have

∑

j /∈J ′

(2ij + p− 1− sJj + δj−1∈J ′)pj −

f−1
∑

j=0

(ij − i′j)p
j ≡

f−1
∑

j=0

kjp
j mod (q − 1),

or equivalently,

∑

j /∈J ′

(ij + i′j + p− 1− sJj + δj−1∈J ′)pj −
∑

j∈J ′

(ij − i′j)p
j ≡

f−1
∑

j=0

kjp
j mod (q − 1). (21)
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Then we define integers ηj ∈ Z for all j ∈ J . For j1 /∈ J ′ (such j1 exists since J ′ 6= ∅), we
let w ∈ {0, . . . , f − 1} (depending on j1) such that j1 + 1, . . . , j1 + w ∈ J ′ and j1 + w + 1 /∈ J ′

(so w = 0 if j1 + 1 /∈ J ′). We define ηj for j = j1 + 1, . . . , j1 + w + 1 as follows:

(i) If ij1+w′ = i′j1+w′ for all 1 ≤ w′ ≤ w (which is automatic if w = 0), then we define ηj
def
= 0

for all j = j1 + 1, . . . , j1 + w + 1;
(ii) Otherwise, we let w0 ∈ {1, . . . , w} be minimal such that ij1+w0 6= i′j1+w0

and we define

ηj
def
=























0 if j = j1 + 1, . . . , j1 + w0 − 1 (and w0 6= 1)

p if j = j1 + w0

p− 1 if j = j1 + w0 + 1, . . . , j1 + w (and w0 6= w)

−1 if j = j1 + w + 1.

(22)

In particular, we have
∑j1+w+1

j=j1+1 ηjp
j ≡ 0 mod (q − 1). When we vary j1 /∈ J ′, we get the

definition of ηj for all j ∈ J . By adding
∑f−1

j=0 ηjp
j to (21) for all j1 /∈ J ′, we get

∑

j /∈J ′

(

ij + i′j + p− 1− sJj + δj−1∈J ′ + ηj
)

pj +
∑

j∈J ′

(

ηj − (ij − i′j)
)

pj ≡

f−1
∑

j=0

kjp
j mod (q− 1). (23)

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 (9)
we have

1 ≤ p− 1− sJj ≤ p− 2− 2(f − δj∈Jsh). (24)

We remark that the first inequality of (24) is weaker than (9), and is needed to prove Remark
5.6. If j /∈ J ′, then using 0 ≤ ij, i

′
j ≤ f − δj∈Jsh , δj−1∈J ′ ∈ {0, 1} and ηj ∈ {−1, 0} since j /∈ J ′,

we deduce from (24) that 0 ≤ (ij + i′j + p − 1 − sJj + δj−1∈J ′ + ηj) ≤ p − 1. If j ∈ J ′, by the
definition of ηj and a case-by-case examination, we deduce that 0 ≤ ηj − (ij − i′j) ≤ 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 ηj = −1 for all j /∈ J ′. By the definition of
ηj for j /∈ J ′ (that is, for j = j1 + w + 1 in (22)), there exists j′ ∈ J ′ such that ηj′ = p, which
implies ηj′ − (ij′ − i′j′) > 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 ηj = 0 for all j /∈ J ′. By the definition of ηj for j /∈ J ′, we
must have ηj = 0 for all j ∈ J , hence ηj − (ij − i′j) cannot be p− 1. This implies J ′ = ∅, which
is a contradiction.

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

kj =

{

ij + i′j + p− 1− sJj + δj−1∈J ′ + ηj if j /∈ J ′

ηj − (ij − i′j) if j ∈ J ′.
(25)

Claim 2. We have j0 − 1 /∈ J ′ and j0 − 1 ∈ J0.

Proof. Since j0 /∈ J ′ and j0 ∈ J0, by (20) and (25) we have

kj0 = ij0 + i′j0 + p− 1− sJj0 + δj0−1∈J ′ + ηj0 ≤ p− 2− sJj0 + 2i′j0 + δj0−1∈J0 . (26)
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By the definition of ηj , if j0 − 1 /∈ J ′, then ηj0 = 0 since j0 /∈ J ′, and thus ηj0 = −1 implies
j0 − 1 ∈ J ′. In particular, we have δj0−1∈J ′ + ηj0 ≥ 0. Then we deduce from (26) that
ij0 + 1 ≤ i′j0 + δj0−1∈J0 , which implies ij0 = i′j0 and j0 − 1 ∈ J0 since i′j0 ≤ ij0 .

Then by (20) we have

kj0−1 ≤ p− 2− (sJj0−1 − 2i′j0−1) + δj0−2∈J0 ≤ p− 1− sJj0−1 + 2i′j0−1. (27)

Suppose that j0 − 1 ∈ J ′, then by (26) and using ij0 = i′j0 and j0 − 1 ∈ J0, we must have
ηj0 = −1. Then by (22) we have ηj0−1 ≥ p − 1, which implies kj0−1 ≥ p − 1 − (ij0−1 − i′j0−1)

by (25). Combining with (27) we deduce that sJj0−1 ≤ ij0−1 + i′j0−1 ≤ 2(f − δj0−1∈Jsh) since

i′ ≤ i ≤ f − eJ
sh
, which contradicts (9). Thus we have j0 − 1 /∈ J ′.

Since Claim 2 proves that j0 − 1 /∈ J ′ and j0 − 1 ∈ J0 assuming j0 /∈ J ′ and j0 ∈ J0, we can
continue this process and finally deduce that J ′ = ∅, which is a contradiction.

Remark 5.6. Let λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ X1(T ), i ∈ Zf
≥0 such that 2i + 1 ≤ λ1 − λ2 ≤ p − 2, and

J, J ′ ⊆ J . Assume that there exists j0 ∈ J such that j0 ∈ J , j0 /∈ J ′ and ij0+1 = 0. We
consider the H-character

χ
def
= χλα

−i ∏

j /∈J ′

α
2ij+p−1−(λ1,j−λ2,j)+δj−1∈J′

j .

Then the same proof as in Proposition 5.5 shows that (see Remark 5.2 for the notation) the

H-character χα
δJ′=∅

j′ does not occur in Q
(

χs
λ, χ

s
λα

i, J
)

for all j′ ∈ J .

For J, J ′ ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ i ≤ f − eJ
sh
, we define m = m(i, J, J ′) ∈ Zf by

mj
def
= (−1)δj+1/∈J (2ij + δj∈(J−1)ss − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′). (28)

In particular, if 2ij − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′ ≥ 0 for all j, then by Lemma 5.1(iii), σm is a con-

stituent of
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

. The following proposition is a generalization of Proposition
5.5.

Proposition 5.7. Let J, J ′ ⊆ J , i ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ i ≤ f − eJ
sh

and m = m(i, J, J ′). We

denote B
def
=
[
∏

j /∈J ′ Y
2ij+tJ (J ′)j
j

] (

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ
)

∈ π. Then we have (see Lemma 5.1(iii) for the
notation)

{

Y
δJ′=∅
j′ B = 0 ∀ j′ ∈ J if 2ij − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′ < 0 for some j

Yj′δJ ′=∅B ∈ I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

∀ j′ ∈ J if 2ij − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′ ≥ 0 for all j.

Proof. Suppose that 2ij − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′ < 0 for some j, then we must have ij = 0,

j ∈ J∆(J − 1)ss and j − 1 /∈ J ′. Hence Y
δJ′=∅

j′ B = 0 by Proposition 5.5 applied to (i, J, J ′) as
above and j0 = j − 1.

Suppose that 2ij − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′ ≥ 0 for all j. By Lemma 5.1(iii) and Remark 5.2,
we have

〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

= I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σb
)

∼= Q
(

χs
J , χ

s
Jα

i, (J∆(J − 1)ss)− 1
)

with bj = (−1)δj+1/∈J (2ij + δj∈(J−1)ss + 1 − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss) for j ∈ J . Since bj = mj if and only

if j − 1 ∈ J ′, to prove Y
δJ′=∅

j′ B ∈ I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

, it suffices to show that for each j0 ∈ J such
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that j0−1 /∈ J ′, the image of Y
δJ′=∅

j′ B in the unique quotient Q of
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

with
socle σe(J−1)ss\{j0}+bj0ej0

is zero.

By Lemma 3.2(i), we have Q ∼= Q
(

χs
Jα

ij0
j0
, χs

Jα
i, J ′′

)

with J ′′ def=
(

(J∆(J−1)ss)−1
)

∪{j0−1}.

Since (i−ij0ej0)j0 = 0, j0−1 /∈ J ′ and j0−1 ∈ J ′′, it follows from Remark 5.6 (with λ = λJα
−ij0
j0

,

i replaced with i− ij0ej0 and j0 replaced with j0−1) that the H-eigencharacter of Y
δJ′=∅

j′ B does

not occur in Q, hence Y
δJ′=∅

j′ B maps to zero in Q.

The following proposition studies the overlaps between different GL2(OK)-subrepresentations
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

of π. This phenomenon is new in the non-semisimple case.

Proposition 5.8. Let J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ i ≤ f − eJ
sh
. Let j0 ∈ J such that

j0 + 1 ∈ (J − 1)nss and ij0+1 = 0. Let J ′ ⊆ J such that j0 ∈ J ′ if j0 + 1 ∈ J and j0 /∈ J ′ if

j0 + 1 /∈ J . We let J ′′ def
= J ′∆{j0 + 1} and let i′ ∈ Zf be such that i′j = ij if j 6= j0 + 2 and

i′j0+2 = ij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′ + δj0+2∈(J−1)ss . Then we have

Y
δj0+1/∈J

j0+1





∏

j /∈J ′

Y
2ij+tJ (J ′)j
j





(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ
)

=
µJ,(J−1)ss

µJ\{j0+2},(J−1)ss
Y

δj0+1/∈J

j0+1





∏

j /∈J ′′

Y
2i′j+tJ\{j0+2}(J ′′)j
j





(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′vJ\{j0+2}

)

, (29)

where µJ,(J−1)ss and µJ\{j0+2},(J−1)ss are defined in Proposition 5.4, and we let Y −i′vJ\{j0+2}
def
=

0 if i′j < 0 for some j ∈ J .

Note that the assumption j0+1 ∈ (J − 1)nss implies
(

(J \{j0 +2})− 1
)ss

= (J − 1)ss, hence

µJ\{j0+2},(J−1)ss is defined in Proposition 5.4. We claim that i′ ≤ f−e(J\{j0+2})sh , which implies

that Y −i′vJ\{j0+2} is well-defined by Proposition 4.2. Indeed, if j 6= j0+2 or j = j0+2 /∈ (J−1)ss,
then we have

i′j ≤ ij ≤ f − δj∈Jsh ≤ f − δj∈(J\{j0+2})sh .

If j0 + 2 ∈ (J − 1)ss, then the assumption j0 + 1 ∈ (J − 1)nss implies j0 + 2 ∈ J and thus
j0 + 2 ∈ J sh, hence we have

i′j0+2 ≤ ij0+2 + 1 ≤ f − δj0+2∈Jsh + 1 = f = f − δj0+2∈(J\{j0+2})sh .

We denote by B1 (resp.B2) 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 §D for its proof (see Lemma
D.3).

Lemma 5.9. Keep the assumptions of Proposition 5.8.

(i) Let m
def
= m(i, J, J ′) and m′ def

= m(i′, J \ {j0 + 2}, J ′′) (see (28)). Then we have m = m′

and mj0+1 = m′
j0+1 = 0.

(ii) We have (see (17) for tJ(J ′))

2ij + tJ(J ′)j = 2i′j + tJ\{j0+2}(J ′′)j if j 6= j0 + 1;

2ij0+1 + tJ(J ′)j0+1 = rj0+1 + 1;

2i′j0+1 + tJ\{j0+2}(J ′′)j0+1 = p− 1− rj0+1.

(30)

16



(iii) If 2ij − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′ ≥ 0 for all j ∈ J , then B1, B2 are nonzero and have the
same H-eigencharacter.

Proof of Proposition 5.8. As in the proof of Proposition 5.5, the H-eigencharacters that occur

in
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

are those in Q
(

χs
Jα

i′′ , Ji′′
)

for 0 ≤ i′′ ≤ i (where Ji′′
def
= {j : j + 1 ∈

J∆(J − 1)ss, i′′j+1 = 0}), which are χJα
−i′′α−k, where

{

0 ≤ kj ≤ p− 2− (sJj − 2i′′j ) + δj−1∈J0 if j ∈ J0

p− 1− (sJj − 2i′′j ) + δj−1∈J0 ≤ kj ≤ p− 1 if j /∈ J0
(31)

for J0 ⊇ Ji′′ . By Lemma 3.2(iii), unless J0 = ∅ and kj = p − 1 − (sJj − 2i′′j ) for all j, the H-

eigencharacter in (31) comes from the element Y k
(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −i′′vJ
)

∈
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −i′′vJ
〉

.
Suppose that 2ij − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′ < 0 for some j. By Lemma 5.9(i) and using

(

(J \ {j0 + 2}) − 1
)ss

= (J − 1)ss, we have

2i′j − δj∈(J\{j0+2})∆((J\{j0+2})−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′′ < 0

for the same j. Then by Proposition 5.7(i) applied to (i, J, J ′) and (i′, J \{j0+2}, J ′′) we deduce
that B1 = B2 = 0 (if i′ � 0 then B2 = 0 by definition), which proves (29). So in the rest of the
proof we assume that 2ij − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′ ≥ 0 for all j, which implies that

2i′j − δj∈(J\{j0+2})∆((J\{j0+2})−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′′ ≥ 0

for all j. In particular, this implies i′ ≥ 0. Then by Proposition 5.7(ii) applied to (i, J, J ′)
and (i′, J \{j0+2}, J ′′) we deduce that B1, B2 ∈ I

(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

= I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm′

)

(see Lemma

5.9(i)), which is a subrepresentation of
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

and of
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −i′vJ\{j0+2}

〉

.

(i). We suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ J , hence j0 ∈ J ′. In this case, we claim that it suffices to
prove (29) for J ′ = J , that is (using (30))

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ
)

=
µJ,(J−1)ss

µJ\{j0+2},(J−1)ss
Y

p−1−rj0+1

j0+1

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′vJ\{j0+2}

)

, (32)

where i′j = ij if j 6= j0 + 2 and i′j0+2 = ij0+2 + δj0+2∈(J−1)ss . Indeed, once (32) is proved, we

multiply both sides of (32) by
∏

j /∈J ′ Y
2ij+tJ (J ′)j
j . If j0 + 1 ∈ J ′, then using (30) we obtain (29)

for J ′. If j0 + 1 /∈ J ′, then using (30) together with Lemma 3.1(i) applied to j = j0 + 1 we
obtain (29) for J ′.

Then we prove (32). Since B1, B2 ∈ I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

⊆
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

have com-
mon H-eigencharacter χJα

−i (see Lemma 5.9(iii)), it suffices to show that the H-eigencharacter
χJα

−i only appears once in
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

, which implies B1 = B2 by Lemma 5.9(iii).
Since j0 + 1 ∈ J , the assumptions j0 + 1 ∈ (J − 1)nss and ij0+1 = 0 imply that j0 ∈ Ji′′ for all
i′′ as in (31). In particular, we have j0 ∈ J0. As in the proof of Proposition 5.5, the equation
(21) then becomes

−

f−1
∑

j=0

(ij − i′′j )p
j ≡

f−1
∑

j=0

kjp
j mod (q − 1), (33)

which is congruent to
∑f−1

j=0

(

p− 1− (ij − i′′j )
)

pj modulo (q − 1). If ij 6= i′′j for some j, then we
must have kj0 = p− 1− (ij0 − i′′j0). Since j0 ∈ J0, by (31) we have

kj0 = p− 1− (ij0 − i′′j0) ≤ p− 2− (sJj0 − 2i′′j0) + δj0−1∈J0 ≤ p− 1− (sJj0 − 2i′′j0).
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Hence sJj0 ≤ ij0 + i′′j0 ≤ 2(f − δj0∈Jsh), which contradicts (9). Therefore, we must have ij = i′′j
for all j and the LHS of (33) equals 0. Since j0 ∈ J0, by (31) and (9) we have kj0 < p − 1. It
follows from (33) that kj = 0 for all j.

(ii) We suppose that j0 + 1 /∈ J (which implies f ≥ 2), hence j0 /∈ J
′. We prove (29) by the

following steps.

Step 1. We prove (29) for J ′ = J \ {j0}.
Using (30), it is enough to prove that

Y
2ij0+p−sJj0
j0

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ
)

=
µJ,(J−1)ss

µJ\{j0+2},(J−1)ss

[

Y
2ij0+p−sJj0
j0

Y
p−1−rj0+1

j0+1

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′vJ\{j0+2}

)

,

(34)
where i′j = ij if j 6= j0 + 2 and i′j0+2 = ij0+2 + δj0+2∈(J−1)ss . Since ij0+1 = i′j0+1 = 0, by

Lemma 3.1(i) applied to j = j0 and Proposition 4.2, if we apply Y
sJj0

−2ij0
j0

to either side of (34)

we get zero. Moreover, B1, B2 ∈ I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

⊆
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

have common H-

eigencharacter χ
def
= χJα

−iα
2ij0+p−sJj0
j0

(see Lemma 5.9(iii)). Hence it suffices to show that up to

scalar there exists a unique H-eigenvector C ∈
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

satisfying Y
sJj0

−2ij0
j0

C =
0 with H-eigencharacter χ, which implies B1 = B2 by Lemma 5.9(iii).

As in the proof of Proposition 5.5 (in the case J ′ = J \{j0} with the same definition of ηj),
for each i′′ such that 0 ≤ i′′ ≤ i, the equation χ = χJα

−i′′αk has at most one solution for k as
in (31), which is given by (see (25) and since j0 − 1 ∈ J ′)

{

kj0 = ij0 + i′′j0 + p− sJj0 + ηj0
kj = ηj − (ij − i′′j ) if j 6= j0.

(35)

It follows from (31) that C is a linear combination of the elements C ′ def
= Y k

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −i′′vJ
)

∈
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −i′′vJ
〉

with distinct i′′ such that 0 ≤ i′′ ≤ i and k as in (35), each of which

has nonzero image in the quotient Q of
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −i′′vJ
〉

isomorphic to Q
(

χs
Jα

i′′ , Ji′′
)

(see Lemma 5.1(ii)).

We claim that for i′′ 6= i, the element Y
sJj0

−2ij0
j0

C ′ ∈
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −i′′vJ
〉

also has

nonzero image in Q ∼= Q
(

χs
Jα

i′′ , Ji′′
)

. Then we deduce from Lemma 5.1(ii) that the coefficients
of C ′ with i′′ 6= i in the linear combination for C must be zero, which concludes the proof of
(34).

Now we prove the claim. We let J0 be the subset corresponding to the H-eigencharacter
of C ′ = Y k

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −i′′vJ
)

in (31). Suppose that j0 ∈ J0. Then by Claim 2 in the proof of
Proposition 5.5, we deduce from j0 ∈ J0 and j0 /∈ J ′ that j0 − 1 /∈ J ′, which is a contradiction
since J ′ = J \{j0}. Hence we must have j0 /∈ J0. By the definition of ηj in the case J ′ = J \{j0}
(see (22)), we have either ηj0 = −1 or ηj0 = 0. Moreover, if ηj0 = 0, then the definition of ηj
implies that i′′j = ij for all j 6= j0, hence i

′′
j0
< ij0 since i′′ 6= i. In particular, in either case

we deduce from (35) that kj0 < 2ij0 + p − sJj0 , hence (sJj0 − 2ij0) + kj0 ≤ p − 1. Then using

j0 /∈ J0, the H-eigencharacter of Y
sJj0

−2ij0
j0

C ′ still appears in (31) (with the corresponding i′′

and J0 unchanged), hence has nonzero image in Q ∼= Q
(

χs
Jα

i′′ , Ji′′
)

.

Step 2. We prove (29) for all J ′ such that j0 /∈ J ′ and j0 − 1 ∈ J ′.
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We multiply both sides of (34) by Yj0+1

[
∏

j /∈J ′∪{j0}
Y

2ij+tJ (J ′)j
j

]

. Since j0 − 1 ∈ J ′, we

deduce that tJ(J ′)j0 is the same as in Step 1. If j0 + 1 ∈ J ′, then using (30) we obtain (29) for
J ′. If j0 + 1 /∈ J ′, then using (30) together with Lemma 3.1(i) applied to j = j0 + 1 we obtain
(29) for J ′.

Step 3. We prove (29) for all J ′ such that j0 /∈ J ′ and j0 − 1 /∈ J ′.

We multiply both sides of (34) by Yj0+1

[
∏

j /∈J ′∪{j0}
Y

2ij+tJ (J ′)j
j

]

. Similarly to Step 2 but us-

ing j0−1 /∈ J ′, we get Yj0B1 = Yj0B2. Moreover, B1, B2 ∈ I
(

σ(J−1)ss , σm
)

⊆
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

have H-eigencharacter χ
def
= χJαj0+1α

−i
[
∏

j /∈J ′ α
2ij+p−1−sJj +δj−1∈J′

j

]

. Hence it suffices to show
that there is no nonzero H-eigenvector C ∈ I(σ(J−1)ss , σm) with H-eigencharacter χ satisfying
Yj0C = 0, which implies B1 −B2 = 0.

The rest of the proof is similar to the one of Step 1, and is left as an exercise. Here the
analogous assertion j0 /∈ J0 is guaranteed by the fact that C ∈ I(σ(J−1)ss , σm) and using Lemma
2.1.

The following Proposition is a generalization of Proposition 5.4 and gives more relations
between the vectors vJ ∈ D0(ρ).

Proposition 5.10. Let J, J ′ ⊆ J such that (J ′)nss 6= J (i.e. (J ′, Jρ) 6= (J , ∅)) and satisfying

{

(J − 1)ss = (J ′)ss

(J ′)nss ⊆ (J − 1)nss∆(J ′ − 1)nss.
(36)

Then there exists a unique element µJ,J ′ ∈ F×, such that





∏

j+1∈J∆J ′

Y
sJ

′

j

j

∏

j+1/∈J∆J ′

Y p−1
j





(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e(J∩J′)nss

vJ

)

= µJ,J ′vJ ′ , (37)

where Y −e(J∩J′)nss

vJ is defined in Proposition 4.2.

Proof. If f = 1, then the assumption implies J ′ = (J − 1)ss and (J ∩ J ′)nss = ∅, and the
proposition is already proved in Proposition 5.4. Hence in the rest of the proof we assume that
f ≥ 2. We denote by B the LHS of (37).

Claim 1. The element B is nonzero and has H-eigencharacter χJ ′ .

Proof. By Lemma 5.1(ii), the representation
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −e(J∩J′)nss

vJ
〉

has a quotient Q

isomorphic to Q
(

χs
Jα

e(J∩J′)nss

, J ′′′
)

with J ′′′ def
=
(

(J∆(J − 1)ss) \ (J ∩ J ′)nss
)

− 1. By the proof
of Lemma 5.1, Q has constituents F

(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with

max
(

δj∈J∆(J−1)ss , 2δj∈(J∩J ′)nss
)

≤ bj ≤ 2δj∈(J∩J ′)nss + 1. (38)

We claim that σJ ′ is a constituent of Q and corresponds to the subset J ′′ def
= (J∆J ′) − 1

for Ind
GL2(OK)
I

(

χs
Jα

e(J∩J′)nss )

(see Lemma 3.2(i)). Indeed, by Lemma 2.1(iii), we have σJ ′ =
F
(

tλJ
(−b)

)

with

bj =

{

δj∈J + δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1/∈J∆J′ if j /∈ Jρ
(

δj∈J − δj /∈J ′

)

(−1)δj+1∈J if j ∈ Jρ.
(39)
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We need to check that bj satisfies (38). We assume that j /∈ Jρ, the case j ∈ Jρ being similar.
By (36), we have j ∈ J ′ implies j + 1 ∈ J∆J ′. Hence we have δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1/∈J∆J′ = δj∈J ′ , and
from (38) it suffices to show that

max
(

δj∈J , 2δj∈J∩J ′

)

≤ δj∈J + δj∈J ′ ≤ 2δj∈J∩J ′ + 1,

which is easy. Then we prove the second assertion. By Lemma 3.2(i) applied to λ = λJ −

αe(J∩J′)nss

, it suffices to show that bj = 2δj∈(J∩J ′)nss + 1 if and only if j ∈ J∆J ′. Once again we
assume that j /∈ Jρ, and the case j ∈ Jρ is similar. Then it suffices to show that δj∈J + δj∈J ′ =
2δj∈J∩J ′ + 1 if and only if j ∈ J∆J ′, which is easy.

By Lemma D.1, for j ∈ J ′′ we have
(

p − 2 − (sJj − 2δj∈(J∩J ′)nss)
)

+ δj−1∈J ′′ = sJ
′

j . Then

by Lemma 3.2(iii) applied to λ = λJ − αe(J∩J′)nss

, we deduce that the image of B in Q ∼=

Q
(

χs
Jα

e(J∩J′)nss

, J ′′′
)

is a nonzero I1-invariant of σJ ′ . In particular, B is nonzero and has H-
eigencharacter χJ ′ .

Claim 2. The element B is K1-invariant.

Proof. First we claim that m
(

e(J∩J
′)nss , J, J ′′

)

= aJ
′
(see (28) for m and (5) for aJ

′
). Indeed,

using Lemma D.2 it suffices to show that δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1/∈J = aJ
′

j for j ∈ J . If j ∈ Jρ, then
the assumption (J − 1)ss = (J ′)ss implies that j ∈ J − 1 if and only if j ∈ J ′, hence we have
δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1/∈J = δj∈J ′(−1)δj /∈J′ = δj∈J ′ , which equals aJ

′

j by (5). If j /∈ Jρ, then j ∈ J
′ implies

j + 1 ∈ J∆J ′ by the second formula of (36), hence we have δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1/∈J = δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1∈J′ ,
which equals aJ

′

j by (5).

By Proposition 5.7(ii) applied to i = e(J∩J
′)nss and with J ′ there being J ′′, we deduce that

Yj′

[

∏

j+1/∈J∆J ′Y
2δj∈(J∩J′)nss+tJ (J ′′)j
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e(J∩J′)nss

vJ

)

∈ I(σ(J−1)ss , σJ ′) ⊆ D0,σ(J−1)ss
(ρ)

(40)
for all j′ ∈ J , where the last inclusion follows from the fact that σJ ′ is a constituent of
D0,σ(J−1)ss

(ρ) (which follows from Lemma 4.1(iii) and (36)). Since sJ
′

j ≥ 1 and 2δj∈(J∩J ′)nss +

tJ(J ′′)j ≤ p − 2 for all j by (9), (18) and f ≥ 2, multiplying (40) by a suitable power of Y we
deduce that B ∈ D0,σ(J−1)ss

(ρ), hence is K1-invariant.

Claim 3. We have Yj0B = 0 for all j0 ∈ J .

Proof. (i). Suppose that j0 + 1 /∈ J∆J ′ and j0 + 1 /∈ (J ∩ J ′)nss. By Proposition 4.2, we have

Yj0+1

(

Y −e(J∩J′)nss

vJ
)

= 0. Hence it follows from Lemma 3.1(i) applied to j = j0 that Yj0B = 0.
(ii). Suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ J∆J ′, which equals J∆

(

(J ′)ss∆(J ′)nss
)

=
(

J∆(J ′)ss
)

∆(J ′)nss.
Hence for each j ∈ J∆J ′, we have either j ∈ J∆(J ′)ss, j /∈ (J ′)nss or j /∈ J∆(J ′)ss, j ∈ (J ′)nss,
and in the latter case we have j + 1 ∈ J∆J ′ by (36). In particular, since (J ′)nss 6= J , there
exists 0 ≤ w ≤ f − 1 such that j /∈ J∆(J ′)ss, j ∈ (J ′)nss for j = j0 + 1, . . . , j0 + w and
j0 + w + 1 ∈ J∆(J ′)ss, j0 + w + 1 /∈ (J ′)nss.

By (36) we have j0 + w + 1 ∈ J∆(J ′)ss = J∆(J − 1)ss. Then by proposition 5.5 applied

to i = e(J∩J
′)nss , j0 replaced by j0 + w and J ′ replaced by J ′′ − 1 with J ′′ def

= (J∆J ′) \ {j0 +
1, . . . , j0 +w + 1}, and possibly multiplying (19) by Yj0+w+1, we have

Yj0+w+1

[

∏

j+1/∈J ′′Y
2δj∈(J∩J′)nss+p−1−sJj +δj∈J′′

j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e(J∩J′)nss

vJ

)

= 0.
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Since 2δj∈(J∩J ′)nss +p−1− sJj + δj∈J ′′ ≤ p−1 for all j by (9), to prove that Yj0B = 0, it suffices
(from the formula of B) to show that

sJ
′

j + δj=j0 = 2δj∈(J∩J ′)nss + p− 1− sJj + δj∈(J∆J ′)\{j0+1,...,j0+w+1} + δj=j0+w+1

for j + 1 ∈ (J∆J ′) \ J ′′, that is j = j0, . . . , j0 + w. This follows from Lemma D.1 with J, J ′ as
above noting that j = j0 + w + 1 and j ∈ {j0, . . . , j0 +w} imply that j = j0 and w = f − 1.

(iii). Suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ (J ∩ J ′)nss, then by Lemma 3.1(i) applied to j = j0 and using
j0 + 1 /∈ J∆J ′, we have

Yj0B =

[

∏

j+1∈J∆J ′Y
sJ

′

j

j

∏

j+1/∈(J∆J ′)∪{j0+1}Y
p−1
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e(J∩J′)nss\{j0+1}
vJ

)

. (41)

As in (ii) (with the difference that j0 + 1 /∈ J∆J ′), there exists 1 ≤ w ≤ f − 1 such that
j /∈ J∆(J ′)ss, j ∈ (J ′)nss for j = j0+2, . . . , j0+w and j0+w+1 ∈ J∆(J ′)ss, j0+w+1 /∈ (J ′)nss.
The rest of the proof then follows exactly as in (ii) except that we take i = e(J∩J

′)nss\{j0+1} and
J ′′ =

(

(J∆J ′) \ {j0 + 2, . . . , j0 + w + 1}
)

∪ {j0 + 1}.

From Claim 2 and Claim 3 we deduce that B is I1-invariant. Since B 6= 0 has H-
eigencharacter χJ ′ by Claim 1 and since D0(ρ)

I1 is multiplicity-free by Lemma 4.1(ii), we
conclude that B is a scalar multiple of vJ ′ , which completes the proof.

Remark 5.11. For J ⊆ J , we define the right boundary of J by ∂J
def
= {j ∈ J : j + 1 /∈ J} .

Then the second formula in (36) is equivalent to

(∂J ′)nss ⊆ (J − 1)nss ⊆
(

(J ′ \ ∂J ′)c
)nss

.

If Jρ = ∅, then we define x∅,r
def
= µ−1

∅,∅Y
p−1−r

(

p 0
0 1

)

v∅ so that Y rx∅,r = v∅ by (16) applied to

J = ∅. This agrees with the definition of x∅,r given in Theorem 6.3 below (see (C.9)). Then we
have the following complement of Proposition 5.10, which together with Proposition 5.10 gives
all possible relations between the vectors vJ ∈ D0(ρ).

Proposition 5.12. Assume that Jρ = ∅. Then for ∅ 6= J ⊆ J , there exists a unique element
µJ,J ∈ F× such that





∏

j+1/∈J

Y
p−1−rj
j





(

p 0
0 1

)

vJ = µJ,J vJ + µJ,∅x∅,r,

where µJ,∅ is defined in Proposition 5.4.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1(ii) and its proof, the isomorphism Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

∅)
∼=
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

v∅
〉

identifies the element φ ∈ Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

∅) (see §3) with
(

0 1
p 0

)

v∅, which is a scalar multiple of
vJ since χJ = χs

∅ when Jρ = ∅. Hence by Lemma 3.2(iii)(a) applied to λ = λ∅, any nonzero
element in the I-cosocle of σ∅ is a linear combination of vJ and x∅,r with nonzero coefficients.

By Lemma 5.1(i),(ii) and its proof, the representation
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

vJ
〉

∼= Q
(

χs
J , J − 1

)

has socle σ∅, and identifies
(

0 1
p 0

)

vJ with the image of φ ∈ Ind
GL2(OK)
I (χs

J) in Q
(

χs
J , J − 1

)

.

Since J 6= ∅, we deduce from Lemma 3.2(iii)(b) applied to λ = λJ that the element B
def
=

[
∏

j+1/∈J Y
p−1−rj
j

] (

p 0
0 1

)

vJ is nonzero and lies in the I-cosocle of σ∅, henceB = µJ,J vJ+µ′J,∅x∅,r
for some µJ,J , µ

′
J,∅ ∈ F× by the previous paragraph. Finally, by applying Y r to B and using

Y rvJ = 0 since vJ is I1-invariant, we deduce from Proposition 5.4 (with Jρ = J = ∅) that
µ′J,∅ = µJ,∅.

21



Lemma 5.13. Let J1, J2, J3, J4 ⊆ J such that the pairs (J1, J3), (J1, J4), (J2, J3), (J2, J4) satisfy
the assumptions of either Proposition 5.10 or Proposition 5.12 (here we say that (J, J ′) satisfies
the assumption of Proposition 5.12 if Jρ = ∅, J 6= ∅ and J ′ = J ). Then we have

µJ1,J3
µJ1,J4

=
µJ2,J3
µJ2,J4

, (42)

where each term of (42) is defined in either Proposition 5.10 or Proposition 5.12.

Proof. First we suppose that Jρ = ∅ and J4 = J . If J3 = J , then (42) is clear. If J3 6= J , then
by the proof of Proposition 5.12 and using that the I-cosocle of σ∅ has dimension 1 over F, the
ratio µJ,J /µJ,∅ does not depend on J , hence we can replace J4 = J by J4 = ∅.

From now on, we assume that all the pairs (J1, J3), (J1, J4), (J2, J3), (J2, J4) satisfy the
assumptions of Proposition 5.10. In particular, we have (J1 − 1)ss = (J2 − 1)ss = J ss

3 = J ss
4 .

Using that µJi,J3/µJi,J4 = (µJ1,J3/µJi,Jss
4
)/(µJi,J4/µJi,Jss

4
) for i = 1, 2 with each term defined in

Proposition 5.10, we may assume that J4 = J ss
4 ⊆ Jρ.

Then using Remark 5.11, the assumption (36) for the pairs (J1, J3), (J1, J4), (J2, J3), (J2, J4)
is equivalent to

(∂J3)
nss ⊔ J4 ⊆ Ji − 1 ⊆

(

(J3 \ ∂J3)
c
)nss

⊔ J4 (43)

for i = 1, 2. By choosing a sequence J0, J1, . . . , Jr ⊆ J for some r ≥ 0 such that J0 = J1,
Jr = J2, |J

i∆J i−1| = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ r and

(∂J3)
nss ⊔ J4 ⊆ J i − 1 ⊆

(

(J3 \ ∂J3)
c
)nss

⊔ J4

for 0 ≤ i ≤ r, it suffices to prove the proposition with J1, J2 as in (43) such that (J1 − 1) =
(J2 − 1) ⊔ {j0 + 1} for some j0 ∈ J . In particular, we have j0 + 1 ∈ (J1 − 1)nss (since
(J1 − 1)ss = (J2 − 1)ss = J4) and j0 + 1 /∈ J3.

(i). Suppose that j0 ∈ J1 − 1. By Proposition 5.10 applied to (J1, J3), we have

[

∏

j+1∈J1∆J3
Y

s
J3
j

j

∏

j+1/∈J1∆J3
Y p−1
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e(J1∩J3)
nss

vJ1

)

= µJ1,J3vJ3 . (44)

Since j0 + 1 ∈ J1 and j0 + 1 /∈ (J1 ∩ J3)
nss (since j0 + 1 /∈ J3), by Proposition 5.8 applied to

(i, J, J ′) =
(

e(J1∩J3)
nss
, J1,J

)

with j0 as above together with (30) (and note that (J1−1)ss = J4),
we have

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e(J1∩J3)
nss

vJ1

)

=
µJ1,J4
µJ2,J4

Y
p−1−rj0+1

j0+1

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′vJ2

)

(45)

with

i′
def
= e(J1∩J3)

nss
+ δj0+2∈J4ej0+2

=
(

e(J2∩J3)
nss

+ δj0+2∈Jnss
3
ej0+2

)

+ δj0+2∈Jss
3
ej0+2 = e(J2∩J3)

nss
+ δj0+2∈J3ej0+2, (46)

where the second equality uses J1 \ J2 = {j0 + 2} and J ss
3 = J4. We assume that j0 + 2 ∈ J3,

the case j0 + 2 /∈ J3 being similar. Since j0 + 1 /∈ J3, we have sJ3j0+1 = p − 2 − rj0+1 by (6).
Combining (44) and (45), we have

µJ1,J3vJ3 =
µJ1,J4
µJ2,J4

[

∏

j+1∈J1∆J3
Y

s
J3
j

j

∏

j+1/∈J1∆J3
Y p−1
j

]

Y
p−1−rj0+1

j0+1

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′vJ2

)

=
µJ1,J4
µJ2,J4

[

∏

j+1∈J2∆J3
Y

s
J3
j

j

∏

j+1/∈J2∆J3
Y p−1
j

]

Y
rj0+1

j0+1 Y
p−1−rj0+1

j0+1

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′vJ2

)
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=
µJ1,J4
µJ2,J4

[

∏

j+1∈J2∆J3
Y

s
J3
j

j

∏

j+1/∈J2∆J3
Y p−1
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e(J2∩J3)
nss

vJ2

)

=
µJ1,J4
µJ2,J4

µJ2,J3vJ3 ,

where the second equality uses j0 + 2 ∈ J1, j0 + 2 /∈ J2, j0 + 2 ∈ J3 (hence j0 + 2 /∈ J1∆J3
and j0 + 2 ∈ J2∆J3) and sJ3j0+1 = p − 2 − rj0+1, the third equality follows from Lemma 3.1(i)
applied to j = j0 + 1 and (46) using j0 + 2 ∈ J3, and the last equality follows from Proposition
5.10 applied to (J2, J3). Therefore, we have µJ1,J3 = (µJ1,J4/µJ2,J4)µJ2,J3 , which completes the
proof.

(ii). Suppose that j0 /∈ J1 − 1 (which implies f ≥ 2). Similar to (i), by Proposition 5.8
applied to (i, J, J ′) =

(

e(J1∩J3)
nss
, J1,J \ {j0}

)

with j0 as above together with (30), we have

[

Yj0+1Y
2δj0∈(J1∩J3)

nss+p−s
J1
j0

j0

]

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ
)

=
µJ1,J4
µJ2,J4

[

Yj0+1Y
2δj0∈(J1∩J3)

nss+p−s
J1
j0

j0

]

Y
p−1−rj0+1

j0+1

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′vJ\{j0+2}

)

,

where i′ = e(J2∩J3)
nss

+ δj0+2∈J3ej0+2. We claim that
[
∏

j+1∈J1∆J3
Y

s
J3
j

j

∏

j+1/∈J1∆J3
Y p−1
j

]

is a

multiple of Yj0+1Y
2δj0∈(J1∩J3)

nss+p−s
J1
j0

j0
. Indeed, since sJ3j0+1 ≥ 1 and 2δj0∈(J1∩J3)nss+p−s

J1
j0

≤ p−1
by (9), the claim follows from the fact that j0 +1 /∈ J1, j0 +1 /∈ J3 (hence j0 +1 /∈ J1∆J3) and
j0 + 1 6= j0. 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 µJ,J ′ to all J, J ′ ⊆ J such that (J − 1)ss =
(J ′)ss as follows:











µJ,J ′
def
=

µ((J ′)ss⊔(∂J ′)nss)+1,J ′µJ,(J ′)ss

µ((J ′)ss⊔(∂J ′)nss)+1,(J ′)ss
if (Jρ, J

′) 6= (∅,J )

µ∅,J
def
=

µ∅,∅µJ ,J

µJ,∅
if Jρ = ∅

(47)

(and µJ,J as in Proposition 5.12 if Jρ = ∅ and J 6= ∅), where each term on the RHS of (47)
are defined in either Proposition 5.10 or Proposition 5.12. Then the equation (42) holds for
arbitrary J1, J2, J3, J4 ⊆ J such that (J1 − 1)ss = (J2 − 1)ss = J ss

3 = J ss
4 . In particular, for

J, J ′ such that (J − 1)ss = (J ′ − 1)ss, the quantity µJ,J ′′/µJ ′,J ′′ does not depend on J ′′ for
(J ′′)ss = (J − 1)ss and we denote it by µJ,∗/µJ ′,∗. Similarly, for J, J ′ such that J ss = (J ′)ss, the
quantity µJ ′′,J/µJ ′′,J ′ does not depend on J ′′ for (J ′′−1)ss = J ss and we denote it by µ∗,J/µ∗,J ′ .

6 Projective systems in π

In this section, we define certain projective systems xJ,i of elements of π indexed by J ⊆ J
and i ∈ Zf , see Theorem 6.3. They will give rise to a basis of the A-module DA(π). The
definition of these elements is much more involved than in the semisimple case (compared with
[BHH+c, (104)]).

Definition 6.1. Let J ⊆ J .

(i) We define rJ ∈ Zf by

rJj
def
=























0 if j /∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

−1 if j ∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

rj + 1 if j /∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J

rj if j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J.

(48)
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(ii) We define cJ ∈ Zf by

cJj
def
=























p− 1 if j /∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

rj + 1 if j ∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

p− 2− rj if j /∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J

0 if j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J.

(49)

(iii) We define εJ ∈ {±1} by (see Remark 5.11 for ∂J)

εJ
def
=

{

(−1)f−1 if Jρ = ∅, J = J

(−1)|(J\∂J)
nss| otherwise.

(50)

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

rJj = δj+1∈J(rj + 1)− δj∈J ; (51)

cJj = δj /∈J(p − 2− rj) + δj+1/∈J(rj + 1). (52)

(ii) The definition of cJ is a variant of [BHH+c, (95)] (where ρ was assumed to be semisimple).
Also, by (2) we have 0 ≤ cJ ≤ p− 1.

Theorem 6.3. There exists a unique family of elements
{

xJ,i : J ⊆ J , i ∈ Zf
}

of π satisfying
the following properties:

(i) For each J ⊆ J , we have xJ,f = Y −(f−eJ
sh
)vJ (defined in Proposition 4.2).

(ii) For each J ⊆ J , i ∈ Zf and k ∈ Zf
≥0, we have Y kxJ,i = xJ,i−k.

(iii) For each J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf , we have (see Proposition 5.10 and (47) for µJ+1,J ′)

(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i =
∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′xJ ′,pδ(i)+cJ+rJ\J′ .

Remark 6.4. The extra term eJ
sh

in Theorem 6.3(i) has the advantage that the constants cJ

and rJ in Theorem 6.3(iii) work for arbitrary Jρ.

Remark 6.5. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ f . Assume that Theorem 6.3 is true for |J | ≤ k. Then by Theorem

6.3(ii),(iii), for all |J | ≤ k, i ∈ Zf and ℓ ∈ Zf
≥0 we have

Y ℓ
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i =
∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′xJ ′,pδ(i)+cJ+rJ\J′
−ℓ. (53)

Moreover, the LHS and each term of the summation in (53) are H-eigenvectors with common

H-eigencharacter χJα
eJ

sh
+ℓ−i, see the proof of Corollary 6.10(ii) below.

Proof of Theorem 6.3. We define the elements xJ,i ∈ π by increasing induction on |J | and on
maxj ij . For each J ⊆ J and i ≤ f , we define (see Proposition 4.2)

xJ,i
def
=

{

Y −(i−eJ
sh
)vJ if i ≥ eJ

sh

0 otherwise.
(54)

Then we let |J | = k for 0 ≤ k ≤ f and maxj ij = m > f . Assume that xJ,i is defined for
|J | ≤ k − 1 and all i ∈ Zf , and for |J | = k and maxj ij ≤ m− 1. We write i = pδ(i′) + cJ − ℓ

24



for the unique i′, ℓ ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p − 1. Then we claim that maxj i
′
j < maxj ij = m.

Indeed, for each j we have

i′j+1 =
(

ij − cJj + ℓj
)

/p ≤
(

m− 0 + (p− 1)
)

/p < m/p+ 1 < m, (55)

where the last inequality uses m > f ≥ 1. Then we define xJ,i by the formula

εJµJ+1,JxJ,i
def
= Y ℓ

(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i′ −
∑

Jss⊆J ′$J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′xJ ′,i+rJ\J′ , (56)

where each term on the RHS of (56) is defined by the induction hypothesis (hence a priori (56)
holds for all J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf such that maxj ij > f).

Lemma 6.6. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ f . Assume that Theorem 6.3 is true for |J | ≤ k − 1. If (56) holds
for |J | = k and i = f , then Theorem 6.3 is true for |J | = k.

Proof. By (54) and Proposition 4.2, Theorem 6.3(ii) is true for all J ⊆ J and i ≤ f . Then we

let J ⊆ J such that |J | = k. We define c′J ∈ Zf by

c′Jj
def
=























p− 1− f if j /∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

rj + 1− f if j ∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

p− 2− rj − f if j /∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J

p− f if j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J.

(57)

In particular, by (2) we have 0 ≤ c′J ≤ p− 1, and by (57) and (49) we have

f = pδ
(

eJ∩(J+1)
)

+ cJ − c′J . (58)

Since (56) holds for J as above and i = f by assumption, using (58) we have

εJµJ+1,JxJ,f = Y c′J
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,eJ∩(J+1) −
∑

Jss⊆J ′$J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′xJ ′,f+rJ\J′ . (59)

For each i ≤ f , we write i = pδ(i′) + cJ − ℓ as in (56). In particular, comparing with (58) we

have i′ ≤ eJ∩(J+1). By Lemma 3.1(i) and Theorem 6.3(ii) (applied with (J, i, k) there replaced
by
(

J + 1, eJ∩(J+1), eJ∩(J+1) − i′
)

and using eJ∩(J+1) ≤ f) we deduce that

Y f−i
[

Y c′J
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,eJ∩(J+1)

]

= Y ℓ
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i′ . (60)

Since Theorem 6.3(ii) is true for |J | ≤ k−1, by applying Y f−i to (59) and using (60) we deduce
that (56) is true for J as above and i ≤ f , hence for all i ∈ Zf by definition.

Then we use increasing induction on maxj ij to prove that Theorem 6.3(ii) is true (for J as
above, which satisfies |J | = k). We already know that Theorem 6.3(ii) is true for i ≤ f . Then

for each i ∈ Zf and k ∈ Zf
≥0, if we write i− k = pδ(i′′) + cJ − ℓ′ for the unique i′′, ℓ′ ∈ Zf such

that 0 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ p− 1, then we have

Y kεJµJ+1,JxJ,i = Y k



Y ℓ
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i′ −
∑

Jss⊆J ′$J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′xJ ′,i+rJ\J′





= Y ℓ′
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i′′ −
∑

Jss⊆J ′$J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′xJ ′,i−k+rJ\J′
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= εJµJ+1,JxJ,i−k,

where the first and the third equality follow from (56), and the second equality follows in a
similar way as (60) using the induction hypothesis. This shows that Y kxJ,i = xJ,i−k.

Finally, by taking i such that ℓ = 0 in (56), we conclude that Theorem 6.3(iii) is true (for J
as above).

Assume that Theorem 6.3 is true for |J | ≤ k − 1. By Lemma 6.6, it suffices to prove that
(56) is true for |J | = k and i = f . For J ⊆ J , we denote (see (57) for c′J)

zJ
def
= Y c′J

(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,eJ∩(J+1) = Y c′J
(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e(J∩(J+1))nss

vJ+1

)

∈ π;

wJ
def
=

∑

Jss⊆J ′$J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′xJ ′,f+rJ\J′ ∈ π.
(61)

Then by (59), it is equivalent to proving that for |J | = k we have

zJ − wJ = εJµJ+1,JxJ,f = εJµJ+1,JY
−(f−eJ

sh
)vJ . (62)

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

Lemma 6.7. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ f . Assume that Theorem 6.3 is true for |J | ≤ k − 1. Then for
|J | ≤ k, we have zJ , wJ ∈ D0(ρ).

Proof. (i). First we prove that zJ ∈ D0(ρ). Let i
def
= e(J∩(J+1))nss , J ′′

1
def
= J∆(J − 1) and

m
def
= m(i, J+1, J ′′

1 ) (see (28)). By Lemma D.2 applied with (J, J ′) there replaced by (J+1, J),
we have mj = δj∈J(−1)δj /∈J = δj∈J for all j ∈ J . Then by Proposition 5.7(ii) applied to
(i, J + 1, J ′′

1 ), we have for all j′ ∈ J

Y
δJ′′

1 =∅

j′

[

∏

j /∈J ′′
1
Y

2ij+tJ+1(J ′′
1 )j

j

]

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ+1

)

∈ I
(

σJss , σeJ
)

= I
(

σJss , σeJss+eJnss

)

⊆ D0,σJss (ρ),

where the last inclusion follows from Corollary 5.3. To prove that zJ ∈ D0(ρ), it suffices to
show that for all j ∈ J we have

c′Jj ≥ δj /∈J ′′
1

(

2ij + tJ+1(J ′′
1 )j
)

+ δJ ′′
1 =∅.

This is a consequence of Lemma D.4(iv) applied with J ′ = J and δ = 0, and (58).

(ii). Next we prove that wJ ∈ D0(ρ). To do this, we prove by increasing induction on
|J ′| that xJ ′,f+rJ\J′ ∈ D0(ρ) for each J ′ such that J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J (which implies (J ′)ss = J ss).

Let i
def
= e(J

′+1)∩J − e(J
′+1)sh = e((J

′+1)∩J)nss (using (J ′)ss = J ss), J ′′
2

def
= J ′∆(J − 1) and

m
def
= m(i, J ′ +1, J ′′

2 ) (see (28)). By Proposition 5.7(ii) applied to (i, J ′ +1, J ′′
2 ), we have for all

j′ ∈ J

Y
δJ′′

2
=∅

j′

[

∏

j /∈J ′′
2
Y

2ij+tJ
′+1(J ′′

2 )j
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ ′+1

)

∈ I
(

σ(J ′)ss , σm
)

. (63)

By Lemma D.2 applied with (J, J ′) there replaced by (J ′ + 1, J), we have mj = δj∈J(−1)δj /∈J′

for all j ∈ J . Then a case-by-case examination using J ss ⊆ J ′ ⊆ J shows that mj − δj∈(J ′)ss

equals 0 if j ∈ Jρ and equals δj∈J(−1)δj /∈J′ if j /∈ Jρ. Hence by Corollary 5.3 we deduce that
I
(

σ(J ′)ss , σm
)

⊆ D0,σ(J′)ss
(ρ).
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We let c ∈ Zf be as in Lemma D.4(iv). On one hand, since Y −ivJ ′+1 = xJ ′+1,e(J
′+1)∩J by

(54), multiplying (63) by a suitable power of Y and using Lemma D.4(iv) (with δ = 0) we
deduce that

Y c
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ ′+1,e(J
′+1)∩J ∈ D0(ρ).

On the other hand, since |J ′| ≤ k−1 by assumption, by (53) applied to J ′ and using (J ′)ss = J ss

we have

Y c
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ ′+1,e(J′+1)∩J =
∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J ′

εJ ′′µJ ′+1,J ′′x
J ′′,
(

pδ(e(J′+1)∩J)+cJ′+rJ′\J′′−c
)

=
∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J ′

εJ ′′µJ ′+1,J ′′x
J ′′,
(

rJ
′\J′′

+f+rJ\J′
)

=
∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J ′

εJ ′′µJ ′+1,J ′′xJ ′′,f+rJ\J′′ ,

where the second equality follows from the definition of c and the last equality follows from
Lemma D.4(ii). By the induction hypothesis, we have xJ ′′,f+rJ\J′′ ∈ D0(ρ) for all J

ss ⊆ J ′′ $ J ′.

It follows that xJ ′,f+rJ\J′ ∈ D0(ρ), which completes the proof.

Lemma 6.8. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ f . Assume that Theorem 6.3 is true for |J | ≤ k − 1. Then for
|J | ≤ k, we have (see Remark 5.11 for ∂J)

Y
f+1−δ

j0∈Jsh

j0
zJ =







∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J\{j0+1}

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′x
J ′,
(

rJ\J′
+f−(f+1−δ

j0∈Jsh)ej0

) if j0 + 1 ∈ Jnss

0 if j0 + 1 /∈ Jnss;

Y f−eJ
sh

zJ =











µJ+1,JvJ , if Jnss = (∂J)nss

0, if Jnss 6= (∂J)nss and Jnss 6= J

µJ,JvJ + µJ,∅x∅,r, if Jnss = J .

Proof. (i) We prove the first equality. Using the decomposition

J =
(

Jc ∩ (J + 1)c
)

⊔
((

(J + 1)∆J ss
)

∪ Jnss
)

⊔ (J + 1)sh, (64)

we separate the proof into the following five cases.

(a). Suppose that j0 /∈ J and j0+1 /∈ J , which implies j0 /∈ J
sh. Since j0+1 /∈

(

J∩(J+1)
)nss

,
by Lemma 3.1(i) applied to j0 and Proposition 4.2 we have

Y p
j0

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e(J∩(J+1))nss

vJ+1

)

= 0. (65)

Since c′Jj0 = p− 1− f by (57), we deduce from (61) and (65) that Y f+1
j0

zJ = 0.

(b). Suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ (J + 1)sh, which implies j0 + 1 /∈
(

J ∩ (J + 1)
)nss

. In particular,
the equality (65) still holds as in (a). Since c′Jj0 = p − f by (57), we deduce from (61) and (65)

that Y
f+1−δ

j0∈Jsh

j0
zJ = 0.

(c). Suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ (J + 1)∆J ss and j0 + 1 /∈ Jnss, which implies f ≥ 2 and
j0 ∈ J∆(J − 1). In particular, we have j0 /∈ J sh. By (6) we have

sJ+1
j − 2δj∈(J∩(J+1))nss =

{

(

rj + δj−1∈J

)

− 0 if j /∈ J
(

p− 1− rj − δj−1/∈J − 2δj∈(J+1)ss
)

− 2δj∈(J+1)nss if j ∈ J
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=

{

rj + δj−1∈J∆(J−1) if j /∈ J

p− 3− rj + δj−1∈J∆(J−1) if j ∈ J.

We let i
def
= e(J∩(J+1))nss and J ′′ def

=
(

J∆(J − 1)
)

\ {j0}. In particular, we have ij0+1 = 0. Then
by (17), for j 6= j0 we have

δj /∈J ′′

(

2ij + tJ+1(J ′′)j
)

= δj /∈J ′′

(

2δj∈(J∩(J+1))nss + p− 1− sJ+1
j + δj−1∈J ′′

)

=











p− 1− rj − δj=j0+1 if j /∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

rj + 2− δj=j0+1 if j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J

0 otherwise,

(66)

and 2ij0 + tJ+1(J ′′)j0 equals p− 1− rj if j0 /∈ J (which implies j0 + 1 ∈ J), and equals rj +2 if
j0 ∈ J (which implies j0+1 /∈ J). In particular, by (57) we have 2ij0 + t

J+1(J ′′)j0 = f +1+ c′Jj0 .
By Proposition 5.5 applied to (i, J +1, J ′′) with j0 as above, taking j′ = j0 +1 in (19) when

J ′′ = ∅ and multiplying Y
δJ′′ 6=∅

j0+1 when j0 + 1 /∈ J ′, we deduce that

[

Y
f+1+c′Jj0
j0

∏

j /∈J,j+1/∈JY
p−1−rj
j

∏

j∈J,j+1∈JY
rj+2
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ+1

)

= 0. (67)

Comparing (61) and (67), to prove Y f+1
j0

zJ = 0, it is enough to show that

c′Jj ≥

{

p− 1− rj if j /∈ J, j + 1 /∈ J

rj + 2 if j ∈ J, j + 1 ∈ J,
(68)

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

(d). Suppose that j0 /∈ J and j0 + 1 ∈ Jnss, which implies f ≥ 2 and j0 ∈ J∆(J − 1). In

particular, we have j0 /∈ J sh. We let i
def
= e(J∩(J+1))nss and J ′′ def=

(

J∆(J−1)
)

\{j0}. In particular,
we have ij0+1 = 0. As in (c), the equality (66) still holds and we have 2ij0 + tJ+1(J ′′)j0 =
f + 1 + c′Jj0 . We denote

Z
def
=

∏

j+1/∈J,j+2/∈J

Y
p−1−rj
j

∏

j+1∈J,j+2∈J

Y
rj+2
j ∈ F[[N0]].

Then by Proposition 5.8 applied to (i, J +1, J ′′) with j0 as above, using (30) and together with
Lemma 3.1(i) applied to j0 + 1 if moreover j0 + 1 /∈ J ′′, we have

[

Yj0+1Y
f+1+c′Jj0
j0

Z

]

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ+1

)

=
µJ+1,∗

µ(J+1)\{j0+2},∗
Y

p−1−rj0+1

j0+1

[

Yj0+1Y
f+1+c′Jj0
j0

Z

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′v(J+1)\{j0+2}

)

, (69)

where i′
def
= i + δj0+2∈Jssej0+2. Then using (68) together with c′Jj0+1 ≥ 1 by (57) and (2), we

deduce from (61) and (69) that

Y f+1
j0

zJ =
µJ+1,∗

µ(J+1)\{j0+2},∗

[

Y f+1
j0

Y
p−1−rj0+1

j0+1 Y c′J
]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′v(J+1)\{j0+2}

)

. (70)

Since we have
i′ + e((J+1)\{j0+2})sh = i+ e(J+1)sh = eJ∩(J+1),
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by (54) we have Y −i′v(J+1)\{j0+2} = x(J+1)\{j0+2},eJ∩(J+1) . Then by (53) applied to J \ {j0 + 1}

and i = eJ∩(J+1), and using j0 + 1 /∈ J ss, we deduce from (70) that

Y f+1
j0

zJ =
µJ+1,∗

µ(J+1)\{j0+2},∗





∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J\{j0+1}

µ(J+1)\{j0+2},J ′xJ ′,c(J ′)



=
∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J\{j0+1}

µJ+1,J ′xJ ′,c(J ′)

with c(J ′) ∈ Zf such that

c(J ′)j = pδj+1∈J∩(J+1) + c
J\{j0+1}
j + r

(J\{j0+1})\J ′

j − c′Jj − (p− 1− rj0+1)δj=j0+1 − (f + 1)δj=j0

= c
J\{j0+1}
j + r

(J\{j0+1})\J ′

j − cJj − (p− 1− rj0+1)δj=j0+1 + f − (f + 1)δj=j0

= r
(J\{j0+1})\J ′

j + r
{j0+1}
j + f − (f + 1)δj=j0

= r
J\J ′

j + f − (f + 1)δj=j0 ,

where the second equality follows from (58), the third equality follows from Lemma D.4(v)
applied to J ′ = J \ {j0 +1}, and the last equality follows from Lemma D.4(ii). This proves the
desired formula.

(e). Suppose that j0 ∈ J and j0 + 1 ∈ Jnss. The proof is similar to (d), except that we take

i
def
= e(J∩(J+1))nss\{j0+1} and J ′′ def= J .

(ii). We prove the second equality. By (61) we have

Y f−eJ
sh

zJ = Y f−eJ
sh
+c′J

(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,eJ∩(J+1)

= Y cJ+(p−1)eJ
sh
(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y e(J∩(J+1))nss+1
xJ+1,eJ∩(J+1)

)

(71)

= Y cJ+(p−1)eJ
sh
(

p 0
0 1

)

x
J+1,e(J

sh+1) , (72)

where the second equality follows from (58) and Lemma 3.1(i), and the last equality follows
from (54) and the equality

(

J ∩ (J + 1)
)

\
(

(J ∩ (J − 1))nss + 1
)

= J sh + 1.
Suppose that Jnss = (∂J)nss, or equivalently

(

J ∩ (J − 1)
)nss

= ∅. Then using (6) and (49),
a case-by-case examination shows that

cJ + (p− 1)eJ
sh

=

{

sJj if j ∈ J∆(J − 1)

p− 1 if j /∈ J∆(J − 1).

We also have xJ+1,eJ∩(J+1) = Y −e(J∩(J+1))nss

vJ+1 by (54). Then by Proposition 5.10 applied to

(J + 1, J), we deduce from (71) that Y f−eJ
sh

zJ = µJ+1,JvJ .
Suppose that Jnss 6= (∂J)nss and Jnss 6= J , which implies J ss⊔(∂J)nss $ J . Then by Lemma

A.6 applied to (J, J) and using r∅ = 0 by (48), we deduce from (72) that Y f−eJ
sh

zJ = 0.
Suppose that Jnss = J , or equivalently (J, Jρ) = (J , ∅), which implies J + 1 = J and

J sh = ∅. Then by Proposition 5.12 applied to J and using cJ = 0 by (49), we deduce from (72)

that Y f−eJ
sh

zJ = µJ,JvJ + µJ,∅x∅,r.
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Lemma 6.9. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ f . Assume that Theorem 6.3 is true for |J | ≤ k − 1. Then for
|J | ≤ k, we have

Y
f+1−δ

j0∈Jsh

j0
wJ =







∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J\{j0+1}

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′x
J ′,
(

rJ\J′
+f−(f+1−δ

j0∈Jsh)ej0

) if j0 + 1 ∈ Jnss

0 if j0 + 1 /∈ Jnss;

Y f−eJ
sh

wJ =











0 if Jnss = (∂J)nss

(−1)|(J\∂J)
nss|+1µJ+1,JvJ if Jnss 6= (∂J)nss and Jnss 6= J

(

1 + (−1)f
)

µJ,JvJ + µJ,∅x∅,r if Jnss = J .

Proof. (i). We prove the first equality. By definition and Theorem 6.3(ii) (applied to J ′ such
that J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J , which implies |J ′| ≤ k − 1), we have

Y
f+1−δ

j0∈Jsh

j0
wJ =

∑

Jss⊆J ′$J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′x
J ′,
(

rJ\J′
+f−(f+1−δ

j0∈Jsh )ej0

).

By Corollary A.5, we have x
J ′,
(

rJ\J′+f−(f+1−δ
j0∈Jsh )ej0

) = 0 if J ss ⊆ J ′ ⊆ J and j0 +1 /∈ J \ J ′.

Then we easily conclude.

(ii). We prove the second equality. We assume that Jnss 6= J , the case Jnss = J being
similar. Then by Theorem 6.3(ii) (applied to J ′ such that J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J) and Proposition A.7(i)
we have

Y f−eJ
sh

wJ =
∑

Jss⊆J ′$J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′x
J ′,rJ\J′+eJsh =





∑

Jss⊔(∂J)nss⊆J ′$J

(−1)|(J
′\∂J)nss|



µJ+1,JvJ

=

{

0 if Jnss = (∂J)nss

(−1)|(J\∂J)
nss|+1µJ+1,JvJ if Jnss 6= (∂J)nss,

where the last equality follows as in (A.23).

In particular, by Lemma 6.8 and Lemma 6.9 with a case-by-case examination, we have

Y
f+1−δ

j∈Jsh

j (zJ − wJ) = 0 ∀ j ∈ J ;

Y f−eJ
sh

(zJ − wJ) = εJvJ .

Then (62) is a consequence of Lemma 6.7 and Proposition 4.2. This proves the existence of
the family {xJ,i : J ⊆ J , i ∈ Zf}. Finally, the uniqueness is clear from the construction. This
completes the proof of Theorem 6.3.

Corollary 6.10. Let J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf . Then H acts on xJ,i (possibly zero) by the character

χ′
Jα

−i, where χ′
J

def
= χJα

eJ
sh

(see §2 for χJ).

Proof. We prove the result by increasing induction on |J | and maxj ij . If i ≤ f , then the
claim follows from (54) and Proposition 4.2. Next we assume that maxj ij > f and write
i = pδ(i′) + cJ − ℓ for the unique i′, ℓ ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p − 1. In particular, we
have maxj i

′
j < maxj ij (see 55). By the induction hypothesis and Lemma 3.1(ii), H acts on

Y ℓ
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i′ by the character

χ′
J+1α

−i′+ℓ = χ′
J+1α

−pδ(i′)+ℓ = χ′
Jα

rJ−rJ+1−pδ(i′)+ℓ = χ′
Jα

−cJ−pδ(i′)+ℓ = χ′
Jα

−i,
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where the second equality follows from Lemma D.4(i) and the third equality follows from Lemma
D.4(iii). By the induction hypothesis, for each J ′ such that J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J , H acts on xJ ′,i+rJ\J′

by the character

χ′
J ′α−i−rJ\J′

= χ′
Jα

rJ−rJ
′
−i−rJ\J′

= χ′
Jα

−i,

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 xJ,i by the character χ′

Jα
−i.

7 The finiteness condition

In this section, we prove the crucial finiteness condition for the family of elements (xJ,i)J,i
of Theorem 6.3 to give rise to a basis of DA(π). The main result is Theorem 7.5. The proof is
by induction on i, the base case being a consequence of the vanishing result: Proposition A.4.

Lemma 7.1. Let J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf . Suppose that xJ ′,i = 0 for all |J ′| ≤ |J |. Then we have
xJ,pδ(i)+cJ = 0.

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

0 =
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i =
∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J

εJ ′µJ+1,J ′xJ ′,pδ(i)+cJ+rJ\J′ .

By the induction hypothesis, for all J ′ $ J we have xJ ′,pδ(i)+cJ′ = 0. Since cJ
′
≥ cJ + rJ\J

′

by Lemma D.4(v), we deduce from Theorem 6.3(ii) that xJ ′,pδ(i)+cJ+rJ\J′ = 0 for all J ′ $ J .
Hence we conclude that xJ,pδ(i)+cJ = 0.

Proposition 7.2. Let i ∈ Zf satisfying

(i) ‖i‖ ≤ f ;
(ii) ij ≤ −1 for some j ∈ J .

Then we have xJ,i = 0 for all J ⊆ J .

Proof. If f = 1, then we conclude using (54). From now on we assume that f ≥ 2. We use
increasing induction on maxj ij . If i ≤ f , then the lemma follows from (54). Then we assume

that maxj ij > f and let J0 ⊆ J . We write i = pδ(i′) + cJ0 − ℓ for the unique i′, ℓ ∈ Zf such
that 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p − 1. In particular, we have maxj i

′
j < maxj ij (see (55)). Since cJ0 ≥ 0 by (49),

we also have
‖i′‖ =

(

‖i‖ − ‖cJ0‖+ ‖ℓ‖
)

/p ≤ (f − 0 + (p − 1)f)/p = f.

Suppose that i′j < 0 for some j. Then by the induction hypothesis, we have xJ,i′ = 0 for all

J ⊆ J (in particular, for all |J | ≤ |J0|). Since pδ(i
′) + cJ0 ≥ i, we deduce from Lemma 7.1 and

Theorem 6.3(ii) that xJ0,i = 0.
Suppose that i′j ≥ 0 for all j, which implies ij ≥ −(p−1) for all j. Since ‖i‖ ≤ f , we deduce

that ij ≤ (f − 1)(p − 1) + f for all j. We write minj ij = −m′ with 1 ≤ m′ ≤ p − 1 and fix
j0 ∈ J such that ij0 = −m′. Then we let n ∈ Zf with nj0+1 = 0, nj = m′ for j 6= j0 + 1 if
1 ≤ m′ ≤ 2f − 2, and nj = 2f − 1 for j 6= j0+1 if 2f − 1 ≤ m′ ≤ p− 1. In particular, n satisfies
the conditions in Definition A.2(ii) for J0 and j0. By Proposition A.4 applied to J0 and j0 we
have xJ0,aJ0(n)−ej0+1

= 0 (see Definition A.2 for aJ0(n)). Then the result follows from Theorem

6.3(ii) and the Claim below.

Claim. We have aJ0(n)− ej0+1 ≥ i.
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Proof. We assume that 1 ≤ m′ ≤ 2f − 2, the case 2f − 1 ≤ m′ ≤ p − 1 being similar. Since
‖i‖ ≤ f and ij ≥ −m′ for all j, we deduce that ij ≤ (f − 1)m′ + f for all j. Hence it suffices to
show that

{

aJ0(n)j0 ≥ −m′

aJ0(n)j − δj=j0+1 ≥ (f − 1)m′ + f if j 6= j0.

By Definition A.2(ii), we have aJ0(n)j0 = 0 ≥ −m′ if j0 ∈ J sh
0 , and aJ0(n)j0 = tJ0j0 (0)−nj0 =

−m′ (since nj0+1 = 0) if j0 /∈ J sh
0 . For j 6= j0, by Definition A.2(i),(ii) we have

aJ0(n)j − δj=j0+1 = tJ0j (m′)− nj − δj=j0+1

= p[m′/2] + δ2∤m′

(

δj+1/∈J(rj + 1) + δj+1∈J(p − 1− rj)
)

− (nj + δj=j0+1)

≥ (4f + 4)[m′/2] + δ2∤m′(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 [x] the largest integer which is smaller than or equal to x. This proves the
claim.

Corollary 7.3. Let J ⊆ J , i ∈ Zf and k ∈ Zf
≥0.

(i) If ‖k‖ > ‖i‖ − |J sh|, then we have Y kxJ,i = 0.

(ii) If ‖k‖ = ‖i‖ − |J sh| and Y kxJ,i 6= 0, then we have k = i− eJ
sh
.

Proof. By Theorem 6.3(ii) we have Y kxJ,i = xJ,ℓ with ℓ
def
= i−k. In both cases, we have ‖ℓ‖ ≤ f

since |J sh| ≤ f . If ℓ ≥ 0, then we have ℓ ≤ f , and the result follows from (54). If ℓ � 0, then
the result follows from Proposition 7.2.

Proposition 7.4. Let m ∈ Z≥0 and i ∈ Zf satisfying

(i) ‖i‖ ≤ pm + f − 1;
(ii) ij ≤ −pm for some j ∈ J .

Then we have xJ,i = 0 for all J ⊆ J .

Proof. We prove the result by increasing induction on m. For m = 0, this is exactly Proposition
7.2. Then we let m ≥ 1 and fix J ⊆ J . We write i = pδ(i′) + cJ − ℓ for the unique i′, ℓ ∈ Zf

such that 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p− 1 and fix j0 ∈ J such that ij0 ≤ −pm. Since cJ ≥ 0 by (49), we have

‖i′‖ =
(

‖i‖ − ‖cJ+1‖+ ‖ℓ‖
)

/p ≤
(

(pm + f − 1)− 0 + (p − 1)f
)

/p = pm−1 + f − 1/p,

which implies ‖i′‖ ≤ pm−1 + f − 1. We also have

i′j0+1 =
(

ij0 − cJ+1
j0

+ ℓj0

)

/p ≤
(

− pm − 0 + (p− 1)
)

/p = −pm−1 + (p− 1)/p,

which implies i′j0+1 ≤ −pm−1. By the induction hypothesis, we have xJ ′,i′ = 0 for all J ′ ⊆ J .

Since pδ(i′) + cJ ≥ i, we conclude from Lemma 7.1 and Theorem 6.3(ii) that xJ,i = 0.

Theorem 7.5 (Finiteness condition). For J ⊆ J andM ∈ Z, the set
{

i ∈ Zf : xJ,i 6= 0, ‖i‖ =M
}

is finite.

Proof. We choose m large enough such that pm + f − 1 ≥ M . If ij0 ≤ −pm for some j0, then
by Proposition 7.4 we have xJ,i = 0. Otherwise, we have ij > −pm for all j. Together with the
restriction ‖i‖ =M , this set is finite.
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8 An explicit basis of HomA(DA(π), A)

In this section, we construct an explicit basis of HomA(DA(π), A). In particular, we prove
that DA(π) has rank 2f , see Theorem 8.2. As a corollary, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.

First we recall the definition of the ring A and the A-module DA(π). We let mN0 be the
maximal ideal of F[[N0]]. Then we have F[[N0]] = F[[Y0, . . . , Yf−1]] and mN0 = (Y0, . . . , Yf−1).

Consider the multiplicative subset S
def
= {(Y0 · · ·Yf−1)

n : n ≥ 0} of F[[N0]]. Then A
def
= F̂[[N0]]S

is the completion of the localization F[[N0]]S with respect to the mN0-adic filtration

Fn (F[[N0]]S) =
⋃

k≥0

1

(Y0 · · ·Yf−1)k
m

kf−n
N0

,

where mm
N0

def
= F[[N0]] if m ≤ 0. We denote by FnA (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×
K

on F[[N0]] given by multiplication on N0
∼= OK , and an F-linear Frobenius ϕ on F[[N0]] given

by multiplication by p on N0
∼= OK . They extend canonically by continuity to commuting

continuous F-linear actions of ϕ and O×
K on A which satisfies (for each j ∈ J )

ϕ(Yj) = Y p
j−1;

[a](Yj) = ap
j
Yj ∀ a ∈ F×

q .
(73)

We let π∨ be the F-linear dual of π, which is a finitely generated F[[I1]]-module and is endowed
with the mI1-adic topology, where mI1 is the maximal ideal of F[[I1]]. We define DA(π) to be the
completion of F[[N0]]S ⊗F[[N0]]π

∨ with respect to the tensor product topology. The O×
K -action on

π∨ given by f 7→ f ◦( a 0
0 1 ) (for a ∈ O×

K) extends by continuity to DA(π), and the ψ-action on π∨

given by f 7→ f◦
(

p 0
0 1

)

induces a continuous A-linear map β : DA(π) → A⊗ϕ,ADA(π). Moreover,
DA(π) is a finite free A-module by [BHH+b, Remark 3.3.2.6(ii)], [BHH+b, Cor. 3.1.2.9] and
[BHH+c, Remark. 2.6.2].

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

µ∗ : HomA(DA(π), A) →֒ Homcont
F (DA(π),F). (74)

By [BHH+c, Prop. 3.2.3], Homcont
F (DA(π),F) is identified with the set of sequences (xk)k≥0 with

xk ∈ π and

(i) Y 1xk = xk−1 for all k ≥ 1;

(ii) there exists d ∈ Z such that xk ∈ π[mfk+d+1
I1

] for all k ≥ 0 (where π[mj
I1
]
def
= 0 if j ≤ 0),

and the A-module structure on Homcont
F (DA(π),F) is given as follows: for a ∈ A and x =

(xk)k≥0 ∈ Homcont
F (DA(π),F), we have a(x) = (yk)k≥0 with

yk = (Y ℓ−ka)xℓ (75)

for ℓ≫k 0. See [BHH+c, Remark 3.8.2] for the explanation of (75).

For v ∈ π, we define deg(v)
def
= min{n ≥ −1 : v ∈ π[mn+1

I1
]} ∈ Z≥−1 as in [BHH+c, §3.5].

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

Proposition 8.1. For J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf such that i ≥ eJ
sh
, we have deg

(

xJ,i
)

= ‖i‖ − |J sh|.
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For J ⊆ J , we define the sequence xJ = (xJ,k)k≥0 by xJ,k
def
= xJ,k, which is defined in

Theorem 6.3. Since xJ,k ∈ π
[

m
kf−|Jsh|+1
I1

]

for all k ≥ 0 by Proposition 8.1, we have xJ ∈

Homcont
F (DA(π),F). Then we have the following generalization of [BHH+c, Thm. 3.7.1] (where

ρ was assumed to be semisimple).

Theorem 8.2. The sequences {xJ : J ⊆ J} are contained in the image of the injection

µ∗ : HomA(DA(π), A) → Homcont
F (DA(π),F)

and form an A-basis of HomA(DA(π), A). In particular, DA(π) is a free A-module of rank 2f .

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

First, the proof of loc.cit. using Theorem 7.5 shows that each sequence xJ ∈ Homcont
F (DA(π),F)

comes from an element of HomA(DA(π), A), and we still denote it by xJ .

For each J ⊆ J , we define another sequence x′J =
(

x′J,k
)

k≥0
by x′J,k

def
= x

J,k+eJsh . In

particular, we have x′J,0 = vJ by (54). By (75) we have x′J = Y −eJ
sh

xJ , which implies that

x′J ∈ Homcont
F (DA(π),F) and comes from an element of HomA(DA(π), A) (recall Y −eJ

sh

∈ A),
and we still denote it by x′J .

Since Y −eJ
sh

is invertible in A, to prove that {xJ , J ⊆ J} form an A-basis of HomA(DA(π), A),
it suffices to show that {x′J , J ⊆ J } form an A-basis of HomA(DA(π), A). As in the proof of
[BHH+c, Thm. 3.7.1], it suffices to show that the elements {gr(x′J) : J ⊆ J} form a grA-basis
of HomgrA(grDA(π), grA).

Since πI1 = D0(ρ)
I1 is multiplicity-free by Lemma 4.1(ii) (see the assumptions on π above

Theorem 1.1), there exist unique I-eigenvectors v∗J ∈ (πI1)∨ = gr0(π
∨) for J ⊆ J such that

〈vJ , v
∗
J ′〉 = δJ=J ′ . As in the proof of [BHH+c, Lemma 3.7.2], we know that grDA(π) is a free

grA-module, and that there exists a surjection of grA-modules

⊕

J⊆J

grA։ grDA(π), (76)

sending the standard basis element indexed by J on the left to the image of v∗J in grDA(π) (still
denoted v∗J). To complete the proof, it is enough to show that 〈gr(x′J), v

∗
J ′〉 = δJ=J ′y−1 in grA

for all J, J ′ ⊆ J , which implies that the surjection (76) is an isomorphism. The argument here
is completely analogous to that of [BHH+c, Thm. 3.7.1], using Corollary 7.3 and Proposition
8.1.

By definition, DA(π) is a finite free (ψ,O×
K)-module over A in the sense of [BHH+b,

Def. 3.1.2.1]. Then the construction of [BHH+c, §3.2] makes HomA(DA(π), A)(1) a (ϕ,O×
K)-

module, which is étale if and only if β as in (1) is an isomorphism. Here for D a (ϕ,O×
K)-module

over A, we write D(1) to be D with the action of ϕ unchanged and the action of a ∈ O×
K multi-

plied by NFq/Fp
(a). Then by [BHH+c, Lemma 3.8.1(ii)] and [BHH+c, (114)], under the injection

(74) the actions of ϕ and O×
K on HomA(DA(π), A)(1) can be expressed in terms of sequences

as follows:

(i) for k ≥ 0 and pℓ ≥ k, we have

(ϕ(xJ ))k = (−1)f−1Y pℓ−k
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ,ℓ; (77)
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(ii) for a ∈ O×
K , k ≥ 0 and ℓ≫k 0, we have

(a(xJ ))k =
a(Y ℓ)

Y k
( a 0
0 1 ) xJ,ℓ. (78)

We denote by Mat(ϕ) and Mat(a) (a ∈ O×
K) the matrices of the actions of ϕ and O×

K on
HomA(DA(π), A)(1) with respect to the basis {xJ : J ⊆ J } of Theorem 8.2, whose rows and
columns are indexed by the subsets of J . For J, J ′ ⊆ J such that (J − 1)ss = (J ′)ss, we let

γJ,J ′
def
= (−1)f−1εJ ′µJ,J ′, (79)

where εJ ′ is defined in (50) and µJ,J ′ is defined in (47). Then by definition and the sentence after
(47), for J1, J2, J3, J4 ⊆ J such that (J1 − 1)ss = (J2 − 1)ss = J ss

3 = J ss
4 we have γJ1,J3/γJ1,J4 =

γJ2,J3/γJ2,J4 . We define γ∗,J/γ∗,J ′ for J ss = (J ′)ss in a similar way as µ∗,J/µ∗,J ′ .
We give a preliminary result on the actions of ϕ and O×

K on HomA(DA(π), A)(1) which
suffices to finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. We refer to Appendix C for a more detailed study.

Proposition 8.3. (i) We have (see (49) for cJ and (48) for rJ\J
′
)

Mat(ϕ)J ′,J+1 =

{

γJ+1,J ′Y −(cJ+rJ\J′
) if J ss ⊆ J ′ ⊆ J

0 otherwise.

(ii) For a ∈ [F×
q ], Mat(a) is a diagonal matrix with Mat(a)J,J = ar

Jc

.

Proof. (i). Let J ⊆ J . For k ≥ 0 and pℓ ≥ k, by (77) and (53) we have

(ϕ(xJ+1))k = (−1)f−1Y pℓ−k
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,ℓ =
∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J

(−1)f−1εJ ′µJ+1,J ′x
J ′,
(

pℓ+cJ+rJ\J′−(pℓ−k)
)

=
∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J

γJ+1,J ′xJ ′,cJ+rJ\J′+k.

Then using (75) one easily checks that

ϕ(xJ+1) =
∑

Jss⊆J ′⊆J

γJ+1,J ′Y −(cJ+rJ\J′
)(xJ ′),

which proves (i).

(ii). Let J ⊆ J and a ∈ [F×
q ]. By Corollary 6.10(ii) we have

( a 0
0 1 ) xJ,i = χ′

J

(

( a 0
0 1 )

)

a−ixJ,i = ar−rJ−ixJ,i = ar
J−rJ−ixJ,i = ar

Jc
−ixJ,i,

where the second equality follows from Lemma D.4(i), the third equality follows from (48), and
the last equality follows from Lemma D.4(ii). Then for k ≥ 0, by (78) we have

(a(xJ))k =
a
(

Y k
)

Y k
( a 0
0 1 )xJ,k = ak

(

ar
Jc

−kxJ,k

)

= ar
Jc

xJ,k,

where the second equality follows from (73). Using (75), we conclude that a(xJ) = ar
Jc

(xJ),
which proves (ii).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 8.2, π is in C and DA(π) has rank 2f . Moreover, by Propo-
sition 8.3(i) we have Mat(ϕ) ∈ GL2f (A), hence HomA(DA(π), A) is an étale (ϕ,O×

K)-module
over A, which implies that β as in (1) is an isomorphism.
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9 On the subrepresentations of π

In this section, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.2, see Theorem 9.2. This theorem is
crucially needed to prove that π is of finite length in the non-semisimple case in [BHH+a]. As
a corollary, we prove that π is generated by D0(ρ) under the assumption that π∨ is essentially
self-dual of grade 2f in the sense of [BHH+b, (176)] (which is satisfied for those π coming from
the cohomology of towers of Shimura curves by [HW22, Thm. 8.2]), see Corollary 9.3, which
gives another proof of [HW22, Thm. 1.6] (but under a stronger genericity condition).

Lemma 9.1. Let π1 be a subrepresentation of π. Then there exists a set S of subsets of J
which is stable under J 7→ J − 1, and is moreover stable under taking subsets if Jρ 6= J , such
that

JH(πK1
1 ) ∩W (ρss) =

{

σeJ : J ∈ S
}

;

JH(πK1
1 ) =

{

σb ∈ JH
(

D0(ρ)
)

: {j : bj ≥ 1} ∈ S
}

,
(80)

where ρss is the semisimplification of ρ, σb and eJ are defined in §2, and see Lemma 4.1(i) for
JH
(

D0(ρ)
)

.

Proof. We recall from Corollary 5.3 that for each J ⊆ J we have εJ ∈ {±1}f with εJj = (−1)δj /∈J .
We also recall from (5) that σJ = σeJ for J ⊆ Jρ.

Claim 1. If σeJ ∈ JH(πK1
1 ) for some J ⊆ J , then πK1

1 contains I
(

σe(J−1)ss , σe(J−1)ss+εJ−1

)

and

I
(

σeJss , σeJss+εJ
)

(see Lemma 5.1(iii) for the notation).

Proof. We prove the claim by increasing induction on |J |. Fix J ⊆ J and assume that σeJ ∈

JH(πK1
1 ). Since πK1

1 is a GL2(OK)-subrepresentation of πK1 = D0(ρ) and σeJ ∈ JH
(

D0,σJss (ρ)
)

by Lemma 4.1(i), we deduce from Corollary 5.3 that πK1
1 contains I

(

σeJss , σeJ
)

, which is a

subrepresentation of I
(

σeJss , σeJss+εJ
)

by Lemma 5.1(iii). In particular, for each J ′ ⊆ J such

that J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J , we have σeJ′ ∈ JH(πK1
1 ). Then by the induction hypothesis and using

(J ′)ss = J ss, we deduce that πK1
1 contains I

(

σeJss , σeJss+εJ′

)

. In particular, by Lemma 5.1(iii),

JH(πK1
1 ) contains all σb with











bj = δj∈Jss if j /∈ Jnss

bj ∈ {0,−1} if j ∈ Jnss, j /∈ J ′

bj ∈ {0, 1} if j ∈ Jnss, j ∈ J ′.

By varying J ′ such that J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J and using σeJ ∈ JH(πK1
1 ), we deduce that JH(πK1

1 )
contains σb with

{

bj = δj∈Jss if j /∈ Jnss

bj ∈ {−1, 0, 1} if j ∈ Jnss.

Hence we have Y −1vJ ∈ πK1
1 by Proposition 4.2.

By Lemma 5.1(i),(iii), we have

〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −1vJ
〉

= I
(

σe(J−1)ss , σe(J−1)ss+c

)

⊆ π1 (81)

with cj = (−1)δj+1/∈J
(

3 − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss
)

. Since εJ−1
j = (−1)δj+1/∈J and 3 − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss ≥ 1, we

deduce from (81) and Corollary 5.3 that

I
(

σe(J−1)ss , σe(J−1)ss+εJ−1

)

⊆ π1 ∩ π
K1 = πK1

1 , (82)
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which proves the first part of the claim.
By Lemma 5.1(iii) and (82), we have σeJ−1 ∈ JH(πK1

1 ). Continuing the above process with

J replaced with J − 1 and so on, we deduce that πK1
1 contains I

(

σe(J−i)ss , σe(J−i)ss+εJ−i

)

for all
i ≥ 0. In particular, the second part of the claim follows by taking i = f since J − f = J .

Claim 2. Suppose that Jρ 6= J . If σeJ ∈ JH(πK1
1 ) for some J ⊆ J , then σeJ′ ∈ JH(πK1

1 ) for

all J ′ ⊆ J .

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that |J \ J ′| = 1 and write J \ J ′ = {j0}
for some j0 ∈ J . Since Jρ 6= J , by replacing (J, J ′, j0) with (J + i, J ′ + i, j0 + i) for some
0 ≤ i ≤ f − 1 using Claim 1, we may assume that j0 /∈ Jρ, which implies J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J . Then
we have σeJ′ ∈ JH(πK1

1 ) by the first paragraph of the proof of Claim 1.

We let S
def
=
{

J ⊆ J : σeJ ∈ JH(πK1
1 )
}

. Then by Claim 1 and Claim 2, S is stable
under J 7→ J − 1, and is moreover stable under taking subsets if Jρ 6= J . By (4), we have
W (ρss) =

{

σeJ : J ⊆ J
}

, hence the first formula of (80) follows from the definition of S.
Then by Claim 1, we have

π′
def
=
∑

J∈S

I
(

σeJss , σeJss
+εJ
)

⊆ πK1
1 ⊆ πK1 = D0(ρ). (83)

Since JH(π′) =
{

σb ∈ JH
(

D0(ρ)
)

: {j : bj ≥ 1} ∈ S
}

by Lemma 5.1(iii), to prove the second
formula of (80), 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 σb ∈ πK1
1 ⊆

D0(ρ) such that J0
def
= {j : bj ≥ 1} /∈ S. By Corollary 5.3, πK1

1 must contain I
(

σ
eJ

ss
0
, σb
)

, which

contains σeJ0 as a constituent by Lemma 5.1(iii). This contradicts the definition of S.

Theorem 9.2. Let π1 be a subrepresentation of π. Then we have

rankADA(π1) =
∣

∣

∣
JH(πK1

1 ) ∩W (ρss)
∣

∣

∣
.

Proof. Recall from Theorem 8.2 that HomA(DA(π), A) has rank 2f with A-basis {xJ : J ⊆ J},
where xJ is defined before Theorem 8.2. Let S be the set of subsets of J in Lemma 9.1. It
suffices to show that {xJ : J ∈ S} form an A-basis of HomA(DA(π1), A) →֒ HomA(DA(π), A).

First we prove that xJ is an element of HomA(DA(π1), A) for all J ∈ S. By Proposition 4.2,

for all J ∈ S and 0 ≤ i ≤ f − eJ
sh
, the element Y −ivJ ∈ D0(ρ) lies in the subrepresentation

of D0(ρ) with constituents σb for b as in (12). Hence we have Y −ivJ ∈ πK1
1 for all J ∈ S

and 0 ≤ i ≤ f − eJ
sh

by the second equality in (80), which implies that xJ,i ∈ π1 for all
J ∈ S and i ≤ f by (54). Since S is stable under J 7→ J − 1, and is moreover stable under
taking subsets if Jρ 6= J , using (56), an increasing induction on |J | and on maxj ij shows that
xJ,i ∈ π1 for all J ∈ S and i ∈ Zf (if Jρ = J then we have J ss = J for all J ⊆ J and we
only use increasing induction on maxj ij). By the definition of xJ and Proposition 8.1, we have
xJ ∈ Homcont

F (DA(π1),F) for all J ∈ S. Then as in the proof of 8.2, we deduce from Theorem
7.5 that xJ ∈ HomA(DA(π1), A) for all J ∈ S.

Next we prove that any element of HomA(DA(π1), A) is an A-linear combination of xJ for
J ∈ S. Suppose on the contrary that

∑m
i=1 aJixJi ∈ HomA(DA(π1), A) for Ji /∈ S distinct and

aJi ∈ A \ {0}. We let J0 be a maximal (under inclusion) element among those Ji such that
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deg(aJi)− |∂Ji| is minimal for 1 ≤ i ≤ m (see the proof of Lemma C.2(iii) for the definition of
the degree and see Remark 5.11 for ∂Ji). Up to rescaling

∑m
i=1 aJixJi by a suitable λY s ∈ A×

with λ ∈ F× and s ∈ Zf , we may assume that

aJ0 = Y −eJ0\∂J0 +
(

terms of degree ≥ −|J0 \ ∂J0| and not in FY −eJ0\∂J0
)

, (84)

which has degree −|J0 \ ∂J0|, hence we have deg(aJ0)− |∂J0| = −|J0|. Then by the assumption
on J0, we have

{

deg(aJi) ≥ −|J0|+ |∂Ji|+ 1 = −
(

|Ji \ ∂Ji| − |Ji \ J0| − 1
)

if Ji % J0

deg(aJi) ≥ −|J0|+ |∂Ji| ≥ −f if Ji + J0.
(85)

We define the following GL2(OK)-subrepresentation of D0(ρ) (see Corollary 5.3):

V
def
=











∑

J+J0

I
(

σeJss , σeJss
+εJ
)

if Jρ 6= J

∑

J 6=J0

I
(

σeJss , σeJss+εJ
)

=
⊕

J 6=J0

D0,σJ
(ρ) if Jρ = J ,

By Lemma 5.1(iii), V has constituents σb with {j : bj ≥ 1} + J0 if Jρ 6= J , and {j : bj ≥ 1} 6= J0
if Jρ = J . In particular, since J0 /∈ S and S is stable under taking subsets if Jρ 6= J , we deduce
from the second equality in (80) that πK1

1 ⊆ V .

Claim. We have the following properties:

(i) If J + J0 and ‖i‖ ≤ f , then xJ,i ∈ V .
(ii) If J % J0 and ‖i‖ ≤ |J \ ∂J | − |J \ J0| − 1, then xJ,i ∈ V .
(iii) If J = J0 and ‖i‖ ≤ |J0 \ ∂J0|, then we have xJ,i ∈ V if i 6= eJ0\∂J0 , and xJ,eJ0\∂J0 ∈

D0(ρ) \ V .

Proof. (i). By (54), we may assume that i ≥ eJ
sh
, in which case we have xJ,i = Y −i′vJ ∈ D0(ρ)

with i′
def
= i − eJ

sh
, which is defined in Proposition 4.2 since 0 ≤ i′ ≤ f − eJ

sh
. We let σb ∈

JH
(

D0(ρ)
)

be an arbitrary constituent of the GL2(OK)-subrepresentation of D0(ρ) generated
by xJ,i. Then by (12) we have

{j : bj ≥ 1} ⊆ J ss ⊔
{

j ∈ Jnss : i′j > 0
}

⊔
{

j : j ∈ (∂J)nss : i′j = 0
}

= J \
{

j ∈ (J \ ∂J)nss : i′j = 0
}

⊆ J.
(86)

In particular, if J + J0, then we deduce from (86) that {j : bj ≥ 1} + J0, hence σb is a
constituent of V , which proves that xJ,i ∈ V .

(ii). By (86), we also have

∣

∣{j : bj ≥ 1}
∣

∣ ≤ |J | −
∣

∣

{

j ∈ (J \ ∂J)nss : i′j = 0
}
∣

∣ ≤ |J | −
(

|(J \ ∂J)nss| − ‖i′‖
)

, (87)

where the second inequality becomes an equality if and only if i′ = eJ1 for some J1 ⊆ (J \∂J)nss,
which is equivalent to i = eJ2 for some J sh ⊆ J2 ⊆ J \ ∂J . If ‖i‖ ≤ |J \ ∂J | − |J \ J0| − 1, which
implies ‖i′‖ ≤

∣

∣(J \∂J)nss
∣

∣−|J \J0|−1, then we deduce from (87) that
∣

∣{j : bj ≥ 1}
∣

∣ ≤ |J0|−1,
which implies {j : bj ≥ 1} + J0, hence σb is a constituent of V , which proves that xJ,i ∈ V .

(iii). Suppose that J = J0 and ‖i‖ ≤ |J0 \ ∂J0|. Then by (87) we have

∣

∣{j : bj ≥ 1}
∣

∣ ≤ |J0| −
(

|(J0 \ ∂J0)
nss| − ‖i′‖

)

= |J0| −
(

|J0 \ ∂J0| − ‖i‖
)

≤ |J0|,
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and at least one inequality is strict if i 6= eJ0\∂J0 , in which case we have {j : bj ≥ 1} + J0,
hence σb is a constituent of V . This proves xJ0,i ∈ V if ‖i‖ ≤ |J0 \ ∂J0| and i 6= eJ0\∂J0 .

Finally, the GL2(OK)-subrepresentation of D0(ρ) generated by Y −e(J0\∂J0)
nss

vJ0 has σeJ0 as a
constituent by (12), hence it follows from (54) and the description of the constituents of V that

xJ0,eJ0\∂J0 = Y −e(J0\∂J0)
nss

vJ0 ∈ D0(ρ) \ V .

Using (74), we identify
∑m

i=1 aJixJi ∈ HomA(DA(π1), A) as (zk)k≥0 ∈ Homcont
F (DA(π1),F),

which is a sequence of elements of π1. By writing each aJi ∈ A as an infinite sum of monomials in
Y together with (84) and (85), we deduce from (75), [BHH+c, Remark 3.8.2] and the definition
of xJi that the zeroth term z0 of the sequence

∑m
i=1 aJixJi is a linear combination of xJ,i

satisfying the assumptions of (i),(ii),(iii) of the claim above and with exactly one of the terms
equals xJ0,eJ0\∂J0 , hence is an element of D0(ρ) \ V . By definition, we also have z0 ∈ π1, hence

z0 ∈ π1 ∩D0(ρ) = πK1
1 ⊆ V , which is a contradiction.

Corollary 9.3. Assume moreover that π∨ is essentially self-dual of grade 2f in the sense of
[BHH+b, (176)]. Then as a GL2(K)-representation, π is generated by D0(ρ).

Proof. We use the notation of [BHH+b, Prop. 3.3.5.3]. By Theorem 1.1 and the proof of
[BHH+b, Prop. 3.3.5.3(i)], we deduce that dimF((X))D

∨
ξ (π

′) = mp0(π
′∨) for any subquotient π′

of π. By Theorem 9.2 and [BHH+b, Remark 3.3.5.4(ii)], we deduce that D∨
ξ (π

′) 6= 0 for π′ a

subrepresentation of π. Then the proof of [BHH+b, Prop. 3.3.5.3(iii)] shows that D∨
ξ (π

′) 6= 0

for π′ a quotient of π, see [BHH+b, Remark 3.3.5.4(i)]. Then we can conclude as in the proof
of [BHH+b, Thm. 3.3.5.5].

Appendix

A Some vanishing results

In this appendix, we give a careful study of the elements xJ,i defined in §6 for small i. In
particular, we use the results of §5 to prove that many of these elements are zero. The main
results are Proposition A.4, Corollary A.5 and Proposition A.7. The results of this appendix
are needed in the proof of Theorem 6.3, and to prove the finiteness results in §7.

We refer to Definition 6.1 for rJ , cJ ∈ Zf and εJ ∈ {±1}, and refer to (54) and (56) for the
definition of xJ,i ∈ π.

Lemma A.1. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ f . Assume that Theorem 6.3 is true for |J | ≤ k. Let J ⊆ J with
|J | ≤ k, j0 ∈ J and i ∈ Zf . Suppose that j0 /∈ J , j0+1 /∈ J and ij0 < 0. Then we have xJ,i = 0.

Proof. We prove the result by increasing induction on |J | ≤ k and on maxj ij (the base case
being |J | = −1, which is automatic). We let J ⊆ J such that |J | ≤ k and i ∈ Zf . If i ≤ f , then

the lemma follows directly from (54). If maxj ij > f , then we write i = pδ(i′)+ cJ+1− ℓ for the
unique i′, ℓ ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p − 1. In particular, we have maxj i

′
j < maxj ij (see (55)).

Since ij0 < 0 and cJ+1
j0

= p − 1 by (49), we have i′j0+1 < 0, hence by the induction hypothesis

on maxj ij we deduce that xJ+1,i′ = 0. For each J ′ $ J , by (48) we have ij0 + r
J\J ′

j0
= ij0 < 0,

hence by the induction hypothesis on |J | we deduce that xJ ′,i+rJ\J′ = 0 for J ′ $ J . Then by

(56) we conclude that xJ,i = 0.

To prove more vanishing results, we need some variants of [BHH+c, Lemma 3.4.2] and
[BHH+c, Lemma 3.4.4] (where ρ was assumed to be semisimple). Since there could be overlaps
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between different GL2(OK)-subrepresentations
〈

GL2(OK)
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y −ivJ
〉

of π (see Proposition
5.8), we need to be more precise about the region where the elements xJ,i vanish. This motivates
the following somewhat technical definition.

Definition A.2. Let J ⊆ J .

(i) Let j ∈ J and x ∈ Z. We write x = 2n + δ with n ∈ Z and δ ∈ {0, 1}. Then we define

tJj (x)
def
= np+ δ

(

δj+1/∈J(rj + 1) + δj+1∈J(p − 1− rj)
)

.

(ii) Let n ∈ Zf . Suppose that there exists j0 ∈ J such that

(a) nj0+1 = 0;
(b) 1 ≤ nj ≤ 2f − δj∈J if j 6= j0 + 1,

then we define aJ(n) ∈ Zf by

aJ(n)j
def
=

{

tJj0(nj0+1) = 0 if j = j0 and j0 ∈ J sh

tJj (nj+1)− nj otherwise.

Lemma A.3. Let J ⊆ J , n ∈ Zf and j0 ∈ J as in Definition A.2(ii). Let J ′ ⊆ J such that
j0 + 1 /∈ J \ J ′. Suppose that either j0 /∈ J sh or J ss ∪ {j0 + 1} ⊆ J ′, then we have (see §2 for
eJ\J

′
)

aJ(n) + rJ\J
′
= aJ

′(

n+ eJ\J
′)

.

Proof. Since j0 + 1 /∈ J \ J ′, we have
(

n + eJ\J
′)

j0+1
= nj0+1 + δj0+1∈J\J ′ = 0. By definition,

we also have for j 6= j0 + 1

1 ≤ nj ≤ nj + δj∈J\J ′ ≤ (2f − δj∈J) + δj∈J\J ′ = 2f − δj∈J ′ .

Hence aJ
′(

n+ eJ\J
′)

is well-defined.
First we suppose that j0 /∈ J sh. We need to prove that for each j ∈ J we have

tJj (nj+1)− nj + r
J\J ′

j = tJ
′

j

(

nj+1 + δj+1∈J\J ′

)

− (nj + δj∈J\J ′).

Since r
J\J ′

j = δj+1∈J\J ′(rj + 1) − δj∈J\J ′ by (48) (see (51) below), it suffices to show that for
each j ∈ J we have

tJj (nj+1) + δj+1∈J\J ′(rj + 1) = tJ
′

j

(

nj+1 + δj+1∈J\J ′

)

. (A.1)

We fix j ∈ J and write nj+1 = 2n + δ with n ∈ Z and δ ∈ {0, 1}. If δ = 0, then we have (as
δj+1∈J\J ′δj+1∈J ′ = 0)

tJ
′

j

(

nj+1 + δj+1∈J\J ′

)

= np+ δj+1∈J\J ′

(

δj+1/∈J ′(rj + 1) + δj+1∈J ′(p − 1− rj)
)

= np+ δj+1∈J\J ′(rj + 1)

= tJj (nj+1) + δj+1∈J\J ′(rj + 1).

If δ = 1, then we have

tJj (nj+1) + δj+1∈J\J ′(rj + 1) = np+ δj+1/∈J(rj + 1) + δj+1∈J(p− 1− rj) + δj+1∈J\J ′(rj + 1)

= np+ δj+1/∈J ′(rj + 1) + δj+1∈J(p− 1− rj);

tJ
′

j

(

nj+1 + δj+1∈J\J ′

)

= np+ δj+1/∈J ′(rj + 1) + δj+1∈J ′(p − 1− rj)

+ δj+1∈J\J ′

(

δj+1/∈J ′(p− 1− rj) + δj+1∈J ′(rj + 1)
)

= np+ δj+1/∈J ′(rj + 1) + δj+1∈J ′(p − 1− rj) + δj+1∈J\J ′(p− 1− rj)

= np+ δj+1/∈J ′(rj + 1) + δj+1∈J(p− 1− rj).
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Then it remains to show that aJ(n)j0 + r
J\J ′

j0
= aJ

′(

n + eJ\J
′)

j0
when j0 ∈ J sh and J ss ∪

{j0 + 1} ⊆ J ′ ⊆ J . By assumption we have j0 ∈ (J ′)sh, hence by definition we have aJ(n)j0 =
aJ

′(

n + eJ\J
′)

j0
= 0. By assumption we also have j0, j0 + 1 ∈ J ′, hence j0, j0 + 1 /∈ J \ J ′ and

r
J\J ′

j0
= 0 by (48). This completes the proof.

Proposition A.4. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ f . Assume that Theorem 6.3 is true for |J | ≤ k. Let J ⊆ J with
|J | ≤ k. Let n ∈ Zf and j0 ∈ J be as in Definition A.2(ii). Then we have xJ,aJ (n)−ej0+1

= 0.

Proof. If f = 1, then we have aJ(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 ∈ Zf and J ′ ⊆ J be the unique pair such that

nj = 2ij − δj∈J+1 + δj /∈J + δj−1∈J ′ (A.2)

for all j ∈ J . In particular, we have i ≤ f since nj ≤ 2f − δj∈J for all j ∈ J .

Claim 1. We let i′
def
= i− e(J+1)sh . Then we have for all j ∈ J

nj = 2i′j − δj∈(J+1)∆Jss + δj /∈Jnss + δj−1∈J ′ . (A.3)

Indeed, this follows from (A.2) and the following computation:

− 2δj∈(J+1)sh − δj∈(J+1)∆Jss + δj /∈Jnss

= −2δj∈J+1δj∈Jss −
(

δj∈J+1 + δj∈Jss − 2δj∈J+1δj∈Jss

)

+
(

δj /∈J − δj∈Jss

)

= −δj∈J+1 + δj /∈J .

Claim 2: We let c ∈ Zf such that (see (17) for tJ+1(J ′)j)

cj = pij+1 + cJj − δj /∈J ′

(

2i′j + tJ+1(J ′)j
)

. (A.4)

If either j0 /∈ J sh or j0 ∈ J ′, then we have
{

cj ≥ aJ(n)j − 1 if j = j0 + 1, j0 + 1 ∈ J ′ and j0 + 1 /∈ J

cj ≥ aJ(n)j otherwise.
(A.5)

Proof. Indeed, by (6) and a case-by-case examination we have

2i′j + tJ+1(J ′)j = 2ij + p− 1−
(

sJ+1
j + 2δj∈(J+1)sh

)

+ δj−1∈J ′

= 2ij + δj /∈J(p− 1− rj) + δj∈J(rj + 1)− δj∈J+1 + δj−1∈J ′ .
(A.6)

If j ∈ J ′, then by definition and a case-by-case examination we have

tJj (nj+1) = tJj
(

2ij+1 − δj∈J + δj+1/∈J + 1
)

= tJj
(

2ij+1 + δj /∈J + δj+1/∈J

)

= pij+1 + δj /∈J(p− 1− rj) + δj+1/∈J(rj + 1).
(A.7)

Combining (52), (A.6) and (A.7) we deduce that

cj − aJ(n)j = nj − δj /∈J ≥ −δj=j0+1,j0+1/∈J ,

unless when j = j0 and j0 ∈ J sh, in which case we have cj0 − aJ(n)j0 = −δj0 /∈J = 0. If
j /∈ J ′, then by assumption we have either j 6= j0 or j0 /∈ J sh. By definition and a case-by-case
examination we have

tJj (nj+1) = tJj
(

2ij+1 − δj∈J + δj+1/∈J

)

= pij+1 − δj∈J(rj + 1) + δj+1/∈J(rj + 1). (A.8)
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Combining (52), (A.2), (A.6) and (A.8) we deduce that cj = aJ(n)j .

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

(a). Suppose that j0 /∈ J and j0 + 1 /∈ J (which implies j0 /∈ J sh). Since nj0+1 = 0 and
nj0 > 0 by assumption (recall that f ≥ 2), we have

(

aJ(n)− ej0+1

)

j0
= −nj0 − 0 < 0. Then we

deduce from Lemma A.1 that xJ,aJ(n)−ej0+1
= 0.

(b). Suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ (J + 1)∆J ss and j0 + 1 /∈ Jnss (which implies j0 /∈ J sh). Using
(A.3), we deduce from nj0+1 = 0 that i′j0+1 = 0 and j0 /∈ J ′, and deduce from i ≤ f that

0 ≤ i′ ≤ f − e(J+1)sh . By Proposition 5.5 applied to
(

i′, J + 1, J ′
)

with j0 as above, we have

Y
δJ′=∅
j0+1

[

∏

j /∈J ′Y
2i′j+tJ+1(J ′)j
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′vJ+1

)

= 0. (A.9)

Multiplying (A.9) by Y
δj0+1/∈J′

j0+1 when J ′ 6= ∅ and using (54), we deduce that

Y
δj0+1/∈J′

j0+1

[

∏

j /∈J ′Y
2i′j+tJ+1(J ′)j
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i = 0.

Then by (53) we have (see (A.4) for c)

∑

Jss⊆J1⊆J

εJ1µJ+1,J1xJ1,
(

c+rJ\J1−δj0+1/∈J′ej0+1

) = 0. (A.10)

By (A.5) we have c ≥ aJ(n) − δj0+1∈J ′\Jej0+1 ≥ aJ(n) − δj0+1∈J ′ej0+1. Moreover, for each
J1 ⊆ J such that J ss ⊆ J1 ⊆ J , we have j0 + 1 /∈ J \ J1 (since j0 + 1 /∈ Jnss), hence by Lemma
A.3 (recall that j0 /∈ J sh) we have aJ(n) + rJ\J1 = aJ1

(

n + eJ\J1
)

. In particular, multiplying
(A.10) by a suitable power of Y and using Theorem 6.3(ii) (applied to J1 such that J ss ⊆ J1 ⊆ J)
we deduce that

∑

Jss⊆J1⊆J

εJ1µJ+1,J1xJ1,aJ1(n+eJ\J1)−ej0+1
= 0.

By the induction hypothesis, we have xJ1,aJ1(n+eJ\J1)−ej0+1
= 0 for all J ss ⊆ J1 $ J , hence we

conclude that xJ,aJ (n)−ej0+1
= 0.

(c). Suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ Jnss. Using (A.3), we deduce from nj0+1 = 0 that i′j0+1 = 0,
and j0 ∈ J ′ if and only if j0 + 1 ∈ J + 1. Then we deduce from (A.3) and i ≤ f that

0 ≤ i′ ≤ f − e(J+1)sh . By Proposition 5.8 applied to
(

i′, J + 1, J ′
)

with j0 as above, we have
(see the end of §5 for µJ1,∗/µJ2,∗)

Y
δj0 /∈J

j0+1

[

∏

j /∈J ′Y
2i′j+tJ+1(J ′)j
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′vJ+1

)

=
µJ+1,∗

µ(J+1)\{j0+2},∗
Y

δj0 /∈J

j0+1

[

∏

j /∈J ′′Y
2i′′j +t(J+1)\{j0+2}(J ′′)j
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −i′′v(J+1)\{j0+2}

)

,

where i′′
def
= i′ − δj0+1∈J ′ej0+2 + δj0+2∈Jssej0+2 and J ′′ def

= J ′∆{j0 + 1}. As in (b), using (54),
(53) and j0 + 1 /∈ J ss, we deduce that

∑

Jss⊆J1⊆J

εJ1µJ+1,J1xJ1,
(

c+rJ\J1−δj0 /∈Jej0+1

)
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=
∑

Jss⊆J2⊆J\{j0+1}

εJ2µJ+1,J2xJ2,
(

c′+r(J\{j0+1})\J2−δj0 /∈Jej0+1

), (A.11)

where c is defined in (A.4) and c′j
def
= pi′′′j+1 + c

J\{j0+1}
j − δj /∈J ′′

(

2i′′j + t(J+1)\{j0+2}(J ′′)j
)

with

i′′′
def
= i′′ + e((J+1)\{j0+2})sh = i′′ + e(J+1)sh − δj0+2∈Jssej0+2

= i′ + e(J+1)sh − δj0+1∈J ′ej0+2 = i− δj0+1∈J ′ej0+2.

Claim 3: We have c′ = c+ r{j0+1}.

Proof. By (30) we have cj = c′j for j 6= j0 and j 6= j0 + 1. If j = j0, then by (30) and (49) we

deduce that c′j0 − cj0 = c
J\{j0+1}
j0

− cJj0 = rj0 + 1. If j = j0 + 1, we assume that j0 + 2 ∈ J , the
case j0 + 2 /∈ J being similar. Then by (30) and (49) we deduce that

c′j0+1 = p
(

ij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′

)

+ (p − 2− rj0+1)− δj0+1∈J ′(p− 1− rj0+1)

= pij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′(rj0+1 + 1)− (δj0+1/∈J ′ − 1 + δj0+1∈J ′)(p − 1− rj0+1)− 1

= pij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′(rj0+1 + 1)− 1 = cj0+1 − 1.

The claim then follows from (48).

By Lemma D.4(ii), for each J2 ⊆ J \{j0 +1} we have r{j0+1}+ r(J\{j0+1})\J2 = rJ\J2 , hence
the RHS of (A.11) cancels with the terms in the LHS of (A.11) for the J1 such that j0 +1 /∈ J1.
Since j0+1 ∈ J , and j0 ∈ J ′ whenever j0 ∈ J sh, by (A.5) we have c ≥ aJ(n). Moreover, for each
J1 ⊆ J such that J ss∪{j0+1} ⊆ J1 ⊆ J , by Lemma A.3 we have aJ(n)+rJ\J1 = aJ1

(

n+eJ\J1
)

.
Then multiplying (A.11) by a suitable power of Y and using Theorem 6.3(ii) we deduce that

∑

Jss∪{j0+1}⊆J1⊆J

εJ1µJ+1,J1xJ1,aJ1 (n+eJ\J1)−ej0+1
= 0.

By the induction hypothesis, we have xJ1,aJ1 (n+eJ\J1)−ej0+1
= 0 for all J ss ∪ {j0 + 1} ⊆ J1 $ J ,

hence we conclude that xJ,aJ (n)−ej0+1
= 0.

(d). Suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ (J + 1)sh. By (A.3) we have i′j0+1 = −1 and j0 ∈ J ′, hence
xJ+1,i = 0 by (54). Then by (53), we have

0 =
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i =
∑

Jss⊆J1⊆J

εJ1µJ+1,J1xJ1,pδ(i)+cJ+rJ\J1 . (A.12)

By (A.5) we have pδ(i) + cJ ≥ c ≥ aJ(n) − ej0+1. Moreover, for each J1 ⊆ J such that
J ss ⊆ J1 ⊆ J , by assumption we have j0 + 1 ∈ (J + 1)sh ⊆ J ss ⊆ J1. Then as in (c), we deduce
from (A.12), Lemma A.3 and Theorem 6.3(ii) that

∑

Jss⊆J1⊆J

εJ1µJ+1,J1xJ1,aJ1(n+eJ\J1)−ej0+1
= 0.

By the induction hypothesis, we have xJ1,aJ1(n+eJ\J1)−ej0+1
= 0 for all J ss ⊆ J1 $ J , hence we

conclude that xJ,aJ (n)−ej0+1
= 0.
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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 ′ ⊆ J
with |J | ≤ k and J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J ⊆ J . Let j0 ∈ J such that j0 + 1 /∈ J \ J ′. Then we have
x
J ′,
(

rJ\J′
+f−(f+1−δ

j0∈Jsh)ej0

) = 0.

Proof. If f = 1, then the assumption is never satisfied. Hence in the rest of the proof we assume
that f ≥ 2. We let n ∈ Zf such that nj0+1 = 0, nj0 = 1+ δj0∈J\J ′ and nj = 2 for j 6= j0, j0 +1.
In particular, n satisfies the conditions in Definition A.2(ii) for J ′ and j0. Since |J ′| ≤ k − 1
by assumption, we deduce from Proposition A.4 applied to J ′ and j0 that xJ ′,aJ′(n)−ej0+1

= 0.

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

Claim. We have
aJ

′
(n)− ej0+1 ≥ rJ\J

′
+ f −

(

f + 1− δj0∈Jsh

)

ej0 .

Proof. If either j 6= j0, j0 − 1, or j = j0 − 1 and j0 ∈ J \ J ′, then we have nj+1 = 2. Hence

aJ
′
(n)j − δj=j0+1 = tJ

′

j (2)− nj − δj=j0+1

≥ p− 2− 1 ≥ (p− 2− 2f) + f ≥ rj + 1 + f ≥ r
J\J ′

j + f,

where the third inequality follows from (2) and the last inequality follows from (48).

If j = j0 − 1 and j0 /∈ J \ J ′, then we have nj0 = 1, and r
J\J ′

j0
≤ 0 by (48). Hence

aJ
′
(n)j0−1 − δj0−1=j0+1 = tJ

′

j0−1(1)− nj0−1 − δj0−1=j0+1

≥
(

δj0 /∈J ′(rj0−1 + 1) + δj0∈J ′(p− 1− rj0−1)
)

− 2− 1

≥ (2f + 2)− 3 ≥ f ≥ r
J\J ′

j0−1 + f,

where the second inequality follows from (2).

Finally, we let j = j0. Since j0 + 1 /∈ J \ J ′, by (48) we have r
J\J ′

j0
= −δj0∈J\J ′ . If j0 /∈ J sh,

then we have (using nj0+1 = 0)

aJ
′
(n)j0 − δj0=j0+1 = tJ

′

j0 (0)− nj0 = −nj0 = −δj0∈J\J ′ − 1 = r
J\J ′

j0
+ f − (f + 1).

If j0 ∈ J sh, then J sh ⊆ J ss ⊆ J ′ implies j0 ∈ J ′, hence j0 /∈ J \ J ′, which implies r
J\J ′

j0
= 0.

Then we have
aJ

′
(n)j0 − δj0=j0+1 = 0 = r

J\J ′

j0
+ f − f,

which completes the proof.

Lemma A.6. Let J, J ′ ⊆ J such that J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss $ J ′ ⊆ J (see Remark 5.11 for ∂J) and
Jnss 6= J . Then we have

Y cJ
′
+(p−1)eJ

sh
−rJ\J′

(

p 0
0 1

)

x
J ′+1,e(J

sh+1) = 0. (A.13)

Proof. Our assumption implies f ≥ 2. By Lemma D.4(v), the LHS of (A.13) is well-defined
(since cJ ≥ 0) and it suffices to show that

[

Y cJ+(p−1)eJ
sh
∏

j∈J\J ′Y
p−1−rj
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

x
J ′+1,e(J

sh+1) = 0. (A.14)
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We let i
def
= eJ

sh+1 − e(J
′+1)sh . If i � 0, then by (54) we have x

J ′+1,eJsh+1 = 0, which proves

(A.14). From now on we assume that i ≥ 0, which implies (J ′ + 1)sh ⊆ J sh + 1. Then we claim
that

(J ′)nss ∩
(

J ss − 1
)

= ∅. (A.15)

Otherwise, there exists j1 ∈ (J ′)nss such that j1 + 1 ∈ J ss = (J ′)ss, which implies j1 + 1 ∈
(J ′ + 1)sh ⊆ J sh + 1. Hence j1 ∈ J sh, which is a contradiction since j1 /∈ Jρ.

Since Jnss 6= J by assumption, we divide Jnss into a disjoint union of intervals not adjacent
to each other. Since (∂J)nss $ (J ′)nss ⊆ Jnss by assumption, we choose an interval I as above
such that (J ′ \ ∂J)nss ∩ I 6= ∅ and denote by j0 the right boundary of I. Since j0 + 1 /∈ Jnss by
construction, we have either j0+1 ∈ J ss = (J ′)ss, which implies j0 /∈ J

′ by (A.15), or j0+1 /∈ J ,
which implies j0 ∈ (∂J)nss ⊆ J ′. In particular, in both cases we have j0 /∈ (J ′ \ ∂J)nss and
j0 + 1 ∈ (J ′ + 1)∆(J ′)ss.

(a). First we suppose that j0 + 1 /∈ J , which implies j0 ∈ (∂J)nss ⊆ J ′. We let 1 ≤
w ≤ f − 1 be minimal such that j0 − w ∈ (J ′ \ ∂J)nss. By the construction of I we have
j0 − w, j0 − w + 1, . . . , j0 ∈ Jnss and j0 − w + 1, . . . , j0 − 1 /∈ J ′. Then by (6) we have if w ≥ 2

sJ
′+1

j =











p− 2− rj if j = j0

rj if j = j0 − w + 2, . . . , j0 − 1 (and w ≥ 3)

rj + 1 if j = j0 − w + 1,

(A.16)

and sJ
′+1

j0
= p− 1− rj0 if w = 1.

Then we let J ′′ def
= J \ {j0 − w + 1, . . . , j0}. For each j = j0 − w + 1, . . . , j0 + 1 we have

j − 1 /∈ Jρ by construction, hence j /∈ J sh + 1, which implies ij ≤ 0 and hence ij = 0 (since
i ≥ 0). Then by (17) and (A.16) we have

2ij + tJ
′+1(J ′′)j = p− 1− sJ

′+1
j + δj−1∈J ′′

=

{

rj + 1 if j = j0

p− 1− rj if j = j0 −w + 1, . . . , j0 − 1 (and w ≥ 2).

By Proposition 5.5 applied to (i, J ′ + 1, J ′′) with j0 as above and using (54), we have
[

Y
rj0+1
j0

∏j0−1
j=j0−w+1Y

p−1−rj
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

x
J ′+1,e(Jsh+1) = 0.

Since j0−w+1, . . . , j0−1 ∈ J \J ′, to prove (A.14) it is enough to show that cJj0+(p−1)δj0∈Jsh ≥
rj0 + 1, which follows from (49) since j0 ∈ J and j0 + 1 /∈ J .

(b). Then we suppose that j0 + 1 ∈ J ss = (J ′)ss, which implies j0 /∈ J ′. We use the same
definition of w, J ′′ as in (a). In particular, we still have j0 − w, j0 − w + 1, . . . , j0 ∈ Jnss and
j0 − w + 1, . . . , j0 − 1 /∈ J ′. Then by (6) and (17) we have

sJ
′+1

j =

{

rj if j = j0 − w + 2, . . . , j0

rj + 1 if j = j0 − w + 1

and 2ij + tJ
′+1(J ′′)j = p − 1 − rj for j = j0 − w + 1, . . . , j0. By Proposition 5.5 applied to

(i, J ′ + 1, J ′′) with j0 as above and using (54), we have
[

∏j0
j=j0−w+1Y

p−1−rj
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

x
J ′+1,e(Jsh+1) = 0.

Since j0 − w + 1, . . . , j0 ∈ J \ J ′, this completes the proof of (A.14).
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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 ss ⊆ J ′ $ J .

(i) If Jnss 6= J , then we have (see the end of §5 for µ∗,J/µ∗,J ′)

εJ ′x
J ′,rJ\J′+eJsh =

{

0, if J ′ + J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss

(−1)|(J
′\∂J)nss| µ∗,J

µ∗,J′
vJ , if J ′ ⊇ J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss.

(ii) If Jnss = J (i.e. (J, Jρ) = (J , ∅), which implies k = f) and J ′ 6= ∅, then we have

εJ ′xJ ′,rJ\J′ = (−1)|J
′|+1 µ∗,J

µ∗,J ′
vJ .

Proof. (i). We let Jnss 6= J and separate the following cases:

(a). Suppose that J ′ + J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss. Since J ′ ⊇ J ss, we have J ′ + ∂J . Then we let
j0 ∈ ∂J (i.e. j0 ∈ J and j0 + 1 /∈ J) and j0 /∈ J ′. This implies j0 ∈ J \ J ′ and j0 + 1 /∈ J \ J ′,

hence r
J\J ′

j0
= −1 by (48). We also have j0 /∈ J sh. Then we deduce from Lemma A.1 that

x
J ′,rJ\J′+eJsh = 0.

(b). Suppose that J ss⊔(∂J)nss ⊆ J ′ $ J . We use increasing induction on
∣

∣J ′ \
(

J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss
)
∣

∣,
which equals |(J ′ \ ∂J)nss|.

First we assume that J ′ = J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss. By Proposition 5.10 applied to (J ′ +1, J), we have

µJ ′+1,JvJ =

[

∏

j∈J0
Y

sJj
j

∏

j /∈J0
Y p−1
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

(

Y −e((J
′+1)∩J)nss

vJ ′+1

)

=

[

∏

j∈J0
Y

sJj
j

∏

j /∈J0
Y p−1
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ ′+1,eJ1 ,

(A.17)

where the second equality follows from (54) and

J0
def
=
(

(J ′ + 1)∆J
)

− 1 = J ′∆(J − 1) =
(

J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss
)

∆
(

(J − 1)ss ⊔ (J − 1)nss
)

=
(

J∆(J − 1)
)ss

⊔
(

(∂J)∆(J − 1)
)nss

=
(

J∆(J − 1)
)ss

⊔
(

J ∪ (J − 1)
)nss

;

J1
def
=
(

(J ′ + 1) ∩ J
)nss

⊔ (J ′ + 1)sh =
(

(J ′ + 1) ∩ Jnss
)

⊔
(

(J ′ + 1) ∩ (J ′)ss
)

=
(

(J ′ + 1) ∩ Jnss
)

⊔
(

(J ′ + 1) ∩ J ss
)

= (J ′ + 1) ∩ J =
(

J ′ ∩ (J − 1)
)

+ 1.

We write s ∈ Zf with sj
def
= sJj if j ∈ J0 and sj

def
= p− 1 if j /∈ J0.

Claim. We have
peJ1−1 + cJ

′
− s = rJ\J

′
+ eJ

sh
. (A.18)

Proof. Fix j ∈ J . We assume that j ∈ Jρ, the case j /∈ Jρ being similar. In particular, we have
j ∈ J ′ if and only if j ∈ J , which implies

pδj∈J1−1 − δj∈Jsh = (p − 1)δj∈J∩(J−1). (A.19)

Since j ∈ J ′ if and only if j ∈ J , and j ∈ J0 if and only if j ∈ J∆(J − 1), by (48), (49) and (6)
with a case-by-case examination we have

r
J\J ′

j = δj+1∈J\J ′(rj + 1);

cJ
′

j = δj /∈J ′(p− 2− rj) + δj+1/∈J ′(rj + 1) = δj /∈J(p− 2− rj) + δj+1/∈J ′(rj + 1);

sj = δj /∈J(p− 2− rj) + δj+1/∈J(rj + 1) + (p− 1)δj∈J∩(J−1).

(A.20)
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Combining (A.19) and (A.20) we get (A.18).

By (53) applied to J ′ + 1 and using (J ′)ss = J ss, we deduce from (A.17) that

µJ ′+1,JvJ =
∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J ′

εJ ′′µJ ′+1,J ′′x
J ′′,
(

peJ1−1+cJ′+rJ
′\J′′

−s
)

=
∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J ′

εJ ′′µJ ′+1,J ′′x
J ′′,
(

rJ\J′
+rJ

′\J′′
+eJsh

)

=
∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J ′

εJ ′′µJ ′+1,J ′′x
J ′′,rJ\J′′

+eJsh ,

where the second equality follows from (A.18) and the last equality follows from Lemma D.4(ii).
We know from (a) that x

J ′′,rJ\J′′
+eJsh = 0 for J ss ⊆ J ′′ $ J ′, hence we conclude that

εJ ′µJ ′+1,J ′x
J ′,rJ\J′

+eJsh = µJ ′+1,JvJ ,

which proves (i) when J ′ = J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss.

Next we assume that J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss $ J ′ $ J . By Lemma A.6, (53) applied to J ′ + 1 and
using (J ′)ss = J ss, we have

0 = Y cJ
′
+(p−1)eJ

sh
−rJ\J′

(

p 0
0 1

)

x
J ′+1,e(Jsh+1)

=
∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J ′

εJ ′′µJ ′+1,J ′′x
J ′′,
(

peJsh+cJ′+rJ
′\J′′

−
(

cJ′+(p−1)eJsh−rJ\J′
))

=
∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J ′

εJ ′′µJ ′+1,J ′′x
J ′′,rJ\J′′

+eJsh ,

where the last equality follows from Lemma D.4(ii). We know from (a) that x
J ′′,rJ\J′′

+eJsh = 0

for J ′′ + J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss, hence we have

∑

Jss⊔(∂J)nss⊆J ′′⊆J ′

εJ ′′µJ ′+1,J ′′x
J ′′,rJ\J′′+eJsh = 0. (A.21)

By the induction hypothesis, we have for J ss ⊔ (∂J)nss ⊆ J ′′ $ J ′

εJ ′′x
J ′′,rJ\J′′

+eJsh = (−1)|(J
′′\∂J)nss| µ∗,J

µ∗,J ′′
vJ . (A.22)

Moreover, if we denote m
def
= |(J ′ \ ∂J)nss|, then (by the definition of µ∗,J/µ∗,J ′′) we have

∑

Jss⊔(∂J)nss⊆J ′′$J ′

(−1)|(J
′′\∂J)nss| µ∗,J

µ∗,J ′′
µJ ′+1,J ′′ =





∑

(J ′′\∂J)nss$(J ′\∂J)nss

(−1)|(J
′′\∂J)nss|



µJ ′+1,J

=

[

m−1
∑

i=0

(−1)i
(

m

i

)

]

µJ ′+1,J = (−1)m+1µJ ′+1,J .

(A.23)
Combining (A.21), (A.22) and (A.23), we conclude that

εJ ′x
J ′,rJ\J′+eJsh = (−1)|(J

′\∂J)nss| µ∗,J
µ∗,J ′

vJ ,
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which proves (i).

(ii). Let (J, Jρ) = (J , ∅) and ∅ 6= J ′ 6= J . The proof is by increasing induction on |J ′|
and is similar to (i), but using Proposition 5.12 instead of Proposition 5.10. We leave it as an
exercise.

B The degree function

In this appendix, we study the degree function on π and give a proof of Proposition 8.1, see
Proposition B.4. It guarantees that the elements xJ,i defined in §6 give rise to elements in the
dual module HomA(DA(π), A), and is needed to prove Theorem 8.2.

Let Z1
∼= 1 + pOK be the center of I1. Since π has a central character, Z1 acts trivially on

π. We still denote by mI1 the maximal ideal of F[[I1/Z1]] when there is no possible confusion.
For 0 ≤ j ≤ f − 1, we view Yj as an element of F[[I1/Z1]] and we define

Zj
def
=
∑

λ∈F×
q

λ−pj
(

1 0
p[λ] 1

)

∈ F[[I1/Z1]].

Since Zj commutes with each other, for i ∈ Zf
≥0 we write Zi for

∏f−1
j=0 Z

ij
j . For 0 ≤ j ≤ f − 1,

we denote by yj, zj ∈ gr(F[[I1/Z1]]) (the graded ring for the mI1-adic filtration) the associated
elements of Yj , Zj ∈ F[[I1/Z1]]. We define the gr(F[[I1/Z1]])-module

gr(π)
def
=
⊕

n≥0

π[mn+1
I1

]/π[mn
I1 ].

By the proof of [BHH+23, Cor. 5.3.5] using condition (ii) on π (see above Theorem 1.1) and
taking F-linear dual, the gr(F[[I1/Z1]])-module gr(π) is annihilated by the ideal (yjzj , zjyj; 0 ≤

j ≤ f − 1), hence becomes a graded module over R
def
= gr(F[[I1/Z1]])/(yjzj , zjyj ; 0 ≤ j ≤ f − 1),

which is a commutative ring, isomorphic to F[yj, zj ]/(yjzj ; 0 ≤ j ≤ f − 1) with yj , zj of degree
−1 (see [BHH+23, Thm. 5.3.4]). For v ∈ π, as in [BHH+c, §3.5] we define

deg(v)
def
= min{n ≥ −1 : v ∈ π[mn+1

I1
]} ∈ Z≥−1.

We denote gr(v) ∈ π[m
deg(v)+1
I1

]/π[m
deg(v)
I1

] ⊆ gr(π) if v 6= 0 and gr(v) = 0 if v = 0 the associated
graded element of v.

Lemma B.1. Let v ∈ π with deg(v) = d ≥ 0.

(i) For j ∈ J , we have deg(Yjv) ≤ deg(v) − 1. If moreover d > 0, then the equality holds if
and only if yj gr(v) = gr(Yjv) 6= 0 in gr(π). Similar statements hold for Zj .

(ii) There exists a, b ∈ Zf
≥0 satisfying ‖a‖+ ‖b‖ = d such that 0 6= Y aZbv ∈ πI1 .

(iii) We have deg
((

p 0
0 1

)

v
)

≤ pd+ (p− 1)f .

Proof. (i). This follows from the fact that yj, zj ∈ R has degree −1.
(ii). If d = 0, then the statement is trivial, so we let d > 0. Since y0, . . . , yf−1, z0, . . . , zf−1

form an F-basis of the degree −1 part of R, which equals mI1/m
2
I1
, there exists one of them,

say yj, such that yj gr(v) 6= 0 (otherwise, gr(v) is annihilated by mI1/m
2
I1

in gr(π), so mI1v ⊆

π[md−1
I1

], i.e. v ∈ π[md
I1
], a contradiction). By (i), we have deg(Yjv) = d − 1. If d − 1 > 0,

continue this process to Yjv ∈ π and so on.
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In particular, there existW1, . . . ,Wd ∈ {Y0, . . . , Yf−1, Z0, . . . , Zf−1} such thatW1 · · ·Wd v ∈
π has degree 0 and w1 · · ·wd gr(v) 6= 0 in gr(π), where wi ∈ R is the associated graded element
of Wi for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. We let W ′

1, . . . ,W
′
d be a permutation of W1, . . . ,Wd such that W ′

1 · · ·W
′
d is

of the form Y aZb as in the statement. Since R is commutative, we have w′
1 · · ·w

′
d gr(v) 6= 0 in

gr(π). As a consequence, W ′
1 · · ·W

′
d v 6= 0 and has degree zero by (i), hence belongs to πI1 .

(iii). By (ii), it suffices to show that Y aZb
(

p 0
0 1

)

v = 0 for all a, b ∈ Zf
≥0 such that ‖a‖+‖b‖ ≥

pd + (p − 1)f + 1. We write a = pc + ℓ for the unique c ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p − 1. One easily

checks that Zj

(

p 0
0 1

)

=
(

p 0
0 1

)

Zp
j−1 for all j ∈ J . Together with Lemma 3.1(i), we have

Y aZb
(

p 0
0 1

)

v = Y ℓY pc
(

p 0
0 1

)

Zpδ(b)v = Y ℓ
(

p 0
0 1

)

Y δ−1(c)Zpδ(b)v.

Since deg(v) = d, using (i) it suffices to show that ‖δ−1(c)‖+ ‖pδ(b)‖ > d. Indeed, we have

‖δ−1(c)‖+ ‖pδ(b)‖ = ‖c‖+ p‖b‖ = (‖a‖ − ‖ℓ‖)/p + p‖b‖

≥ (‖a‖ − (p− 1)f)/p + p‖b‖ ≥ (‖a‖ + ‖b‖ − (p− 1)f)/p ≥ (pd+ 1)/p > d,

which completes the proof.

Recall that we have constructed xJ,i ∈ π for J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf in Theorem 6.3.

Lemma B.2. Let J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf such that i ≥ eJ
sh

(see §2 for eJ
sh

and note that

‖eJ
sh
‖ = |J sh|).

(i) If zj gr(xJ,i) = 0 for all j ∈ J , then we have deg(xJ,i) = ‖i‖ − |J sh|.
(ii) If deg(xJ,i) > ‖i‖ − |J sh|, then there exists j0 ∈ J such that deg(xJ,i+ej0

) ≥ deg(xJ,i) + 2.

Proof. (i). By the second paragraph of the proof of [BHH+c, Prop. 3.5.1], there exists a ∈ Zf
≥0

such that 0 6= Y axJ,i ∈ πI1 and deg(xJ,i) = ‖a‖. By Theorem 6.3(ii) and (56), we have

Y i−eJ
sh

xJ,i = x
J,eJsh = vJ 6= 0, hence ‖a‖ = deg(xJ,i) ≥ ‖i‖ − |J sh| by Lemma B.1(i). Then by

Corollary 7.3(i),(ii), we must have a = i− eJ
sh
, hence deg(xJ,i) = ‖i‖ − |J sh|.

(ii). By (i), there exists j0 ∈ J such that zj0 gr(xJ,i) 6= 0. Since Yj0xJ,i+ej0
= xJ,i by Theorem

6.3(ii), we have deg(xJ,i+ej0
) ≥ deg(xJ,i) + 1 by Lemma B.1(i). Assume on the contrary that

deg(xJ,i+ej0
) = deg(xJ,i) + 1, then by Lemma B.1(i) we have yj0 gr(xJ,i+ej0

) = gr(xJ,i), hence
zj0yj0 gr(xJ,i+ej0

) = zj0 gr(xJ,i) 6= 0. This is a contradiction since zj0yj0 = 0 in R.

Lemma B.3. For J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf such that i ≤ f + 1, we have xJ,i ∈ π
K1 .

Proof. By Theorem 6.3(ii), it suffices to show that xJ,f+1 ∈ πK1 .

Recall that c′J ∈ Zf is defined in (57), which satisfies 1 ≤ c′J ≤ p− 1 by (2). By the proof
of Lemma 6.7 except that we apply Lemma D.4(iv) with δ = 1 instead of δ = 0, we have

(i) Y c′J−1
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,eJ∩(J+1) ∈ πK1 ;

(ii) xJ ′,f+1+rJ\J′ ∈ πK1 for each J ′ ⊆ J such that J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J (see (48) for rJ\J
′
).

Moreover, by (58) we have (see (49) for cJ)

f + 1 = pδ
(

eJ∩(J+1)
)

+ cJ − (c′J − 1).

Hence we deduce from (56) (with i = f + 1) that xJ,f+1 ∈ π
K1 .

The following proposition is a generalization of [BHH+c, Prop. 3.5.1] (where ρ was assumed
to be semisimple).
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Proposition B.4. For J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf , we have deg
(

xJ,i
)

≤ ‖i‖ − |J sh|. If moreover

i ≥ eJ
sh
, then we have deg

(

xJ,i
)

= ‖i‖ − |J sh|.

Proof. First we make the following observation. Let J ⊆ J andm ≥ 1. Assume that deg(xJ,i) =

‖i‖ − |J sh| for all eJ
sh

≤ i ≤ m, then we have deg(xJ,i) ≤ ‖i‖ − |J sh| for all i ≤ m. Indeed, by
Theorem 6.3(ii) we have xJ,i = Y m−ixJ,m, hence deg(xJ,i) ≤ (‖m‖−|J sh|)−‖m−i‖ = ‖i‖−|J sh|

by Lemma B.1(i). In particular, we only need to prove the result for i ≥ eJ
sh
.

We prove the result by increasing induction on |J | and on maxj ij . For J ⊆ J and i ∈ Zf

such that eJ
sh

≤ i ≤ f+1, by Lemma B.3 we have ZjxJ,i = 0 for all j ∈ J , hence zj gr(xJ,i) = 0

for all j ∈ J . By Lemma B.2(i) we deduce that deg(xJ,i) = ‖i‖ − |J sh|.
Then we let 0 ≤ k ≤ f − 1 and m ≥ f + 1. Assume that the result is true for

(a) |J | ≤ k − 1 and i ∈ Zf ;
(b) |J | = k and maxj ij ≤ m,

we prove the result for |J | = k and i ≥ eJ
sh

such that maxj ij = m+ 1.

Claim. For J ⊆ J such that |J | = k and i ∈ Zf such that maxj ij ≤ pm, we have

deg(xJ,i) ≤ ‖i‖+ (p − 1)f.

Proof. We write i = pδ(i′) + cJ − ℓ for the unique i′, ℓ ∈ Zf such that 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p − 1 (see (49)

for cJ). Then we claim that maxj i
′
j ≤ m. Indeed, for each j we have

i′j+1 =
(

ij − cJj + ℓj
)

/p ≤
(

pm− 0 + (p− 1)
)

/p < m+ 1,

hence i′j+1 ≤ m. Since |J +1| = |J | = k, by (b) we have deg(xJ+1,i′) ≤ ‖i′‖− |(J +1)sh| ≤ ‖i′‖.
Then by Lemma B.1(i),(iii) we have

deg
(

Y ℓ
(

p 0
0 1

)

xJ+1,i′

)

≤ p‖i′‖+ (p− 1)f −‖ℓ‖ = ‖i‖−‖cJ‖+ (p− 1)f ≤ ‖i‖+ (p− 1)f, (B.1)

where the last inequality uses cJ ≥ 0. For J ′ ⊆ J such that J ss ⊆ J ′ $ J , by (a) we have (see
(48) for rJ\J

′
)

deg
(

xJ ′,i+rJ\J′

)

≤ ‖i‖+ ‖rJ\J
′
‖ − |(J ′)sh| ≤ ‖i‖+ (p− 1)f, (B.2)

where the last inequality uses r
J\J ′

j ≤ p − 1 for all j ∈ J by (2). Combining (56), (B.1) and
(B.2), we deduce that deg(xJ,i) ≤ ‖i‖+ (p− 1)f .

Assume on the contrary that deg(xJ0,i(1)) ≥ ‖i(1)‖−|J sh
0 |+1 for some |J0| = k and i(1) ≥ eJ

sh

such that maxj i
(1)
j = m+1. By Lemma B.2(ii), there exists i(2) = i(1)+ej1 for some j1 ∈ J such

that deg
(

xJ0,i(2)
)

≥ ‖i(1)‖− |J sh
0 |+3 = ‖i(2)‖− |J sh

0 |+2. Moreover, we have maxj i
(2)
j ≤ m+2.

Similarly, there exists i(3) = i(2)+ej2 for some j2 ∈ J such that deg
(

xJ0,i(3)
)

≥ ‖i(3)‖−|J sh
0 |+3,

which moreover satisfies maxj i
(3)
j ≤ m + 3. Continue this process, there exists i((p−1)m) ∈ Zf

such that maxj i
((p−1)m)
j ≤ pm and

deg
(

xJ0,i((p−1)m)

)

≥ ‖i((p−1)m)‖ − |J sh
0 |+ (p− 1)m.

By the Claim above, we also have

deg
(

xJ0,i((p−1)m)

)

≤ ‖i((p−1)m)‖+ (p− 1)f.

This is a contradiction since m ≥ f + 1 and |J sh
0 | ≤ f ≤ p− 2 by (2).
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C The actions of ϕ and O×
K on HomA(DA(π), A)

In this appendix, we determine the actions of ϕ and O×
K on HomA(DA(π), A)(1). The main

results are Proposition C.3 and Corollary C.4. Here the O×
K-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 O×

K -action. The results of this appendix
will be used in [Wan].

Lemma C.1. Let a ∈ A, λ ∈ F× and s ∈ Zf such that a = λY sϕq(a). If s = (q − 1)t for some
t ∈ Zf and λ = 1, then we have a ∈ FY −t. Otherwise, we have a = 0.

Proof. Let m > 0 be large enough such that qm is a multiple of |F| and λm = 1. In particular,
ϕm
q acts as x 7→ xq

m
on A. By iteration, we have aq

m
= Y −((qm−1)/(q−1))sa. Suppose that

a 6= 0. Since A is an integral domain, we have aq
m−1 = Y −((qm−1)/(q−1))s. In particular, we

have a ∈ A×, hence we can write a = cY −ta1 with c ∈ F×, t ∈ Zf and a1 ∈ 1 + F−1A. Then
we deduce that a1 = 1 and (qm − 1)t = ((qm − 1)/(q − 1))s, which implies s = (q − 1)t, and we
necessarily have λ = 1.

For a ∈ A× and k =
∑m

i=0 kiϕ
i ∈ Z[ϕ] with m ∈ Z≥0 and ki ∈ Z for all 0 ≤ i ≤ m, we

define ak
def
=
∏m

i=0 ϕ
i(aki) ∈ A×. This makes A× a Z[ϕ]-module. By completeness, 1 + F−1A is

a Z(p)[ϕ]-module, where Z(p) is the localization of Z with respect to the prime ideal (p).

Lemma C.2. Let J, J ′ ⊆ J , λj ∈ F× and 1 ≤ hj ≤ p− 2 for all j ∈ J . Consider the map

θ :
(

A[F×
q ]
)f

→
(

A[F×
q ]
)f

(ai)i∈J 7→

(

ai − λi

[

∏

j−i∈J\J ′

Y
hj(1−ϕ)
j

∏

j−i∈J ′\J

Y
−hj(1−ϕ)
j

]

ϕ(ai+1)

)

i∈J

.

(i) If J ′ 6= J , then θ(a) = 0 implies a = 0.
(ii) If J ′ = J and λi = 1 for all i, then θ(a) = 0 implies a = µ for some µ ∈ F.

(iii) If J ′ = J \ {j0} for some j0 ∈ J and 0 6= b ∈
(

(F0A \ F−1A) ∩A
[F×

q ]
)f
, then the equation

θ(a) = b has no solution.

(iv) If J ′ $ J and bi ∈ F|J\J ′|(1−p)A ∩ A[F×
q ] for all i, then the equation θ(a) = b has at most

one solution. If moreover 1 ≤ hj ≤ p − 1 − f for all j, then there is a unique solution
which moreover satisfies ai ≡ bi mod F(f+1)(1−p)A for all i.

Proof. (i). We write λ
def
=
∏f−1

i=0 λi and h
(j) def

=
f−1
∑

i=0
hj+ip

i for all j ∈ J . If θ(a) = 0, then by

iteration we have a0 = λY sϕq(a0), where

s
def
=

∑

j∈J\J ′

h(j)(ej − pej−1)−
∑

j∈J ′\J

h(j)(ej − pej−1) 6= 0. (C.1)

Claim. Suppose that s = (q− 1)t for some t ∈ Zf . Then we have |tj | ≤ p− 1 for all j ∈ J and
0 6= t 6= ±(p− 1).

Proof. Since 0 ≤ h(j) ≤ (p− 2)(1 + p+ · · ·+ pf−1) for all j ∈ J , we deduce from (C.1) that

|tj| ≤
(p− 2)(1 + p+ · · ·+ pf−1)(p + 1)

q − 1
=

(p− 2)(p + 1)

p− 1
< p,
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hence |tj| ≤ p− 1 for all j ∈ J . We also deduce from (C.1) that

∣

∣‖t‖
∣

∣ ≤
(p − 2)(1 + p+ · · ·+ pf−1)(p− 1)f

q − 1
= (p − 2)f,

which implies t 6= ±(p− 1).

By Lemma C.1, the only possible nonzero solution for a0 in A is a scalar multiple of Y −t,
which is not fixed by [F×

q ] since −(p− 1) < t < p− 1 and t 6= 0. Hence a0 = 0, and we conclude
that ai = 0 for all i.

(ii). If θ(a) = 0, then by iteration we have a0 = ϕq(a0). By Lemma C.1, we deduce that
a0 = µ ∈ F, hence ai = µ for all i.

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

ai = λiY
hj0+i(1−ϕ)
j0+i ϕ(ai+1) + bi ∀ i ∈ J . (C.2)

For 0 6= a ∈ A, we say that a has degreem if a ∈ F−mA\F−(m+1)A. We also define deg(0)
def
= ∞.

In particular, a nonzero scalar has degree zero, and ϕ multiplies the degree by p (see (73)). We
choose i0 ∈ J such that bi0 6= 0 (hence deg(bi0) = 0) and let i = i0 in (C.2). Since the degree

of Y
hj0+i0

(1−ϕ)

j0+i0
is 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 (ai0) ≤ 0.
Then we let i = i0 − 1 in (C.2). Since deg (ai0) ≤ 0, we have

deg
(

Y
hj0+i0−1(1−ϕ)

j0+i0−1 ϕ(ai0)
)

= p deg(ai0)− (p− 1)hj0+i0−1 < min{deg(ai0), 0}.

Comparing the degrees of both sides of (C.2), we deduce that deg (ai0−1) < deg (ai0).
Then we let i = i0 − 2 in (C.2) and continue this process. We finally deduce that

deg(ai0) = deg(ai0−f ) < deg(ai0−f+1) < · · · < deg(ai0−1) < deg(ai0),

which is a contradiction.

(iv). By (i), the equation θ(a) = b has at most one solution. If moreover 1 ≤ hj ≤ p− 1− f
for all j ∈ J , since bi ∈ F|J\J ′|(1−p)A for all i ∈ J , we have for all i ∈ J

deg
(

(

(id−θ)(b)
)

i

)

= deg
(

λi

[

∏

j−i∈J\J ′Y
hj(1−ϕ)
j

]

ϕ(bi+1)
)

≥ p deg(bi+1)− |J \ J ′|(p− 1)(p − 1− f)

≥ max {(f + 1)(p − 1),deg(bi+1) + 1} .

Hence the series a
def
= b+

∑∞
k=1(id−θ)

k(b) converges in
(

A[F×
q ]
)f
, gives a solution of the equation

and satisfies the required congruence relation.

Recall from §8 that HomA(DA(π), A)(1) is an étale (ϕ,O×
K)-module of rank 2f . We denote

by Mat(ϕ) and Mat(a) (a ∈ O×
K) the matrices of the actions of ϕ andO×

K on HomA(DA(π), A)(1)
with respect to the basis {xJ : J ⊆ J} of Theorem 8.2, whose rows and columns are indexed
by the subsets of J .

Let Q ∈ GL2f (A) be the diagonal matrix with QJ,J = Y rJ
c

for J ⊆ J (see (48) for

rJ
c
). Then the matrices Mat(ϕ)′, Mat(a)′ (a ∈ O×

K) with respect to the new basis {x′′J
def
=

Y −rJ
c

(xJ) : J ⊆ J} of HomA(DA(π), A)(1) are given by Mat(ϕ)′ = QMat(ϕ)ϕ(Q)−1 and
Mat(a)′ = QMat(a)a(Q)−1.
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Proposition C.3. (i) We have (see (79) for γJ+1,J ′)

Mat(ϕ)′J ′,J+1 =







γJ+1,J ′

∏

j /∈J

Y
(rj+1)(1−ϕ)
j if J ss ⊆ J ′ ⊆ J

0 otherwise.

(ii) For a ∈ [F×
q ], we have Mat(a)′ = I.

(iii) Assume that Jρ 6= J . Up to twist by a continuous character O×
K → F×, there exists a

unique O×
K-action on HomA(DA(π), A)(1) which satisfies (ii) and commutes with ϕ as in

(i). Moreover, the matrix Mat(a)′ (a ∈ O×
K) satisfies for J, J ′ ⊆ J

(a) Mat(a)′J ′,J = 0 if J ′ * J ;
(b) Mat(a)′J ′,J ∈ F|J\J ′|(1−p)A if J ′ ⊆ J .

(iv) Assume that Jρ = J . Up to diagonal matrices B ∈ GL2f (F) such that BJ,J = BJ+1,J+1

for all J ⊆ J , there exists a unique O×
K-action on HomA(DA(π), A)(1) which satisfies (ii)

and commutes with ϕ as in (i). Moreover, the matrix Mat(a)′ is diagonal for all a ∈ O×
K .

Proof. (i). We have Mat(ϕ)′J ′,J+1 = QJ ′,J ′ Mat(ϕ)J ′,J+1ϕ(QJ+1,J+1)
−1. Hence we deduce from

Proposition 8.3(i) that Mat(ϕ)′J ′,J+1 6= 0 if and only if J ss ⊆ J ′ ⊆ J , in which case we have (see

(49) for cJ)

Mat(ϕ)′J ′,J+1 = γJ+1,J ′Y r(J
′)c

Y −(cJ+rJ\J′
)ϕ
(

Y r(J+1)c)−1
= γJ+1,J ′Y rJ

c
−cJ−pδ(r(J+1)c),

where the last equality follows from Lemma D.4(ii) and (73). By (51) and (52) we have

rJ
c

j − cJj − pr
(J+1)c

j+1 =
(

δj+1/∈J(rj + 1)− δj /∈J
)

−
(

δj /∈J(p− 2− rj) + δj+1/∈J(rj + 1)
)

− p
(

δj+1/∈J(rj+1 + 1)− δj /∈J
)

= δj /∈J(rj + 1)− δj+1/∈J

(

p(rj+1 + 1)
)

,

which proves the required formula for Mat(ϕ)′J ′,J+1 using (73).

(ii). Let a ∈ [F×
q ]. We deduce from Proposition 8.3(ii) and (73) that Mat(a)′ is a diagonal

matrix with

Mat(a)′J,J = QJ,J Mat(a)J,Ja(QJ,J)
−1 = Y rJ

c

ar
Jc

a
(

Y rJ
c
)−1

= 1.

(iii) and (iv). For simplicity, we denote by Pϕ the matrix Mat(ϕ)′ and we let Pa ∈ GL2f (A)
(a ∈ O×

K) be the matrices for the O×
K -action. Since [F×

q ] fixes the basis {x′′J : J ⊆ J} by (ii), it

also fixes the matrices Pa. By the commutativity of the actions of ϕ and O×
K , we have

Pa a(Pϕ) = Pϕ ϕ(Pa). (C.3)

Since (Pϕ)J ′,J+1 6= 0 if and only if J ss ⊆ J ′ ⊆ J by (i), comparing the (J ′, J+1)-entries of (C.3)
we get

∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J

(Pa)J ′,J ′′ a(Pϕ)J ′′,J+1 =
∑

J ′′:(J ′′)ss⊆J ′⊆J ′′

(Pϕ)J ′,J ′′+1ϕ(Pa)J ′′+1,J+1. (C.4)

Claim 1. For j ∈ J we let Pa,j
def
= f

h(j)(1−ϕ)/(1−q)
a,j ∈ 1 + F1−pA, where fa,j

def
= ap

j
Yj/a(Yj) ∈

1 + F1−pA and h(j) =
∑f−1

i=0 hj+ip
i as in the proof of Lemma C.2 with hj

def
= rj + 1. For J ⊆ J

we let Pa,J
def
=
∏

j /∈J Pa,j ∈ 1 + F1−pA. In particular, Pa,J is fixed by [F×
q ]. Then for all J ⊆ J ,

we have
Pa,J a(Pϕ)J,J+1 = (Pϕ)J,J+1ϕ(Pa,J+1).
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Proof. By (i) and by definition, it suffices to show that for all j ∈ J we have

Pa,j a
(

Y
(rj+1)(1−ϕ)
j

)

= Y
(rj+1)(1−ϕ)
j ϕ(Pa,j+1).

Since ϕ(Yj+1) = Y p
j by (73), it suffices to show that for all j ∈ J we have

f
h(j)/(1−q)
a,j a

(

Y
rj+1
j

)

= Y
rj+1
j f

ph(j+1)/(1−q)
a,j ,

which follows from the equality ph(j+1) − h(j) = (q − 1)(rj + 1).

We define Qa ∈ GL2f (A) by (Qa)J ′,J = (Pa)J ′,JP
−1
a,J , which is fixed by [F×

q ]. Then it suffices

to prove the uniqueness for Qa. Dividing the LHS of (C.4) by Pa,J a(Pϕ)J,J+1 ∈ A× and the
RHS of (C.4) by (Pϕ)J,J+1ϕ(Pa,J+1) ∈ A× using Claim 1 and (i), we get

∑

Jss⊆J ′′⊆J

[

γ∗,J ′′

γ∗,J
(Qa)J ′,J ′′

∏

j∈J\J ′′Pa,j

]

=
∑

J ′′:(J ′′)ss⊆J ′⊆J ′′

[

γJ ′′+1,J ′

γJ+1,J

(

∏

j∈J\J ′′Y
hj(1−ϕ)
j

∏

j∈J ′′\JY
−hj(1−ϕ)
j

)

ϕ(Qa)J ′′+1,J+1

]

. (C.5)

(a). We assume that J ′ * J . We use increasing induction on |J | − |J ′| (which ranges from
−f to f) to show that (Qa)J ′,J = 0. By the induction hypothesis, we have (Qa)J ′,J ′′ = 0 if
J ′′ $ J , and (Qa)J ′′+1,J+1 = 0 if J ′′ % J ′. Hence it follows from (C.5) that

(Qa)J ′,J =
γJ ′+1,J ′

γJ+1,J

[

∏

j∈J\J ′Y
hj(1−ϕ)
j

∏

j∈J ′\JY
−hj(1−ϕ)
j

]

ϕ(Qa)J ′+1,J+1. (C.6)

A similar equality holds replacing (J ′, J) with (J ′ + i, J + i) (for all i ∈ J ), hence it follows
from Lemma C.2(i) (with λi = γJ ′+i+1,J ′+i/γJ+i+1,J+i) that (Qa)J ′,J = 0.

In the case Jρ = J , which implies J ss = J for all J ⊆ 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 (Qa)J ′,J = 0 for
all J ′ 6= J .

(b). We assume that J ′ = J . Then by a similar argument, the equation (C.6) still holds
and becomes (Qa)J,J = ϕ(Qa)J+1,J+1. By Lemma C.2(ii), we deduce that (Qa)J,J = ξa,J for
some ξa,J ∈ F× (nonzero since Qa is invertible), and we have ξa,J = ξa,J+1. In particular, this
completes the proof of (iv).

Claim 2. If Jρ 6= J , then ξa,J does not depend on J .

Proof. It suffices to show that ξa,J = ξa,J ′ for all J, J ′ such that J ′ = J \ {j0} for some j0 ∈ J .
Since (Qa)J ′,J = 0 for J ′ * J , we deduce from (C.5) that

(Qa)J ′,J + δj0 /∈Jρ
γ∗,J ′

γ∗,J
ξa,J ′Pa,j0 =

γJ ′+1,J ′

γJ+1,J
Y

hj0
(1−ϕ)

j0
ϕ(Qa)J ′+1,J+1 + δj0 /∈Jρ

γ∗,J ′

γ∗,J
ξa,J .

A similar equality holds replacing (J ′, J) with (J ′ + i, J + i) (hence j0 is replaced with j0 + i).
For each i ∈ J , we let

bi
def
= δj0+i/∈Jρ

γ∗,J ′+i

γ∗,J+i

(

ξa,J+i − ξa,J ′+iPa,j0+i

)

= δj0+i/∈Jρ

γ∗,J ′+i

γ∗,J+i

(

ξa,J − ξa,J ′Pa,j0+i

)

.
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Suppose on the contrary that ξa,J 6= ξa,J ′ . Since Pa,j ∈ 1 + F1−pA for all j, we deduce that

bi ∈ (F0A\F−1A)∩A
[F×

q ] for all i, and not all equal to 0 since Jρ 6= J . Then by Lemma C.2(iii)
(with λi = γJ ′+i+1,J ′+i/γJ+i+1,J+i) we deduce a contradiction.

(c). In the rest of the proof we assume that Jρ 6= J . Since ξa,J does not depend on J by
Claim 2, we denote it by ξa. Since (Qa)J ′,J = 0 for all J ′ * J by (a), the assignment a 7→ ξa
defines a continuous character of O×

K with values in F×. By considering ξ−1
a Pa, we may assume

that ξa = 1 for all a ∈ O×
K . To finish the proof of (iii), we use increasing induction on |J \ J ′|

to show that for J ′ ⊆ J there is a unique choice of (Qa)J ′,J , which moreover satisfies

(Qa)J ′,J ≡







γ∗,J′

γ∗,J

∏

j∈J\J ′

(1− Pa,j) mod F(f+1)(1−p)A if J ′ ⊇ J ss

0 mod F(f+1)(1−p)A if J ′ + J ss.

Since (Qa)J,J = ξa = 1 by (b) and assumption, the case J ′ = J is true. Then we assume that
J ′ $ J . Since (Qa)J ′,J = 0 for J ′ * J by (a), (C.5) gives

∑

J ′∪Jss⊆J ′′⊆J

[

γ∗,J ′′

γ∗,J
(Qa)J ′,J ′′

∏

j∈J\J ′′Pa,j

]

=
∑

J ′′:(J ′′)ss⊆J ′⊆J ′′⊆J

[

γJ ′′+1,J ′

γJ+1,J

(

∏

j∈J\J ′′Y
hj(1−ϕ)
j

)

ϕ(Qa)J ′′+1,J+1

]

, (C.7)

which implies that

(Qa)J ′,J −
γJ ′+1,J ′

γJ+1,J

[

∏

j∈J\J ′Y
hj(1−ϕ)
j

]

ϕ(Qa)J ′+1,J+1 = b0, (C.8)

where b0
def
= b0,1 − b0,2 with

b0,1
def
=

∑

J ′′:(J ′′)ss⊆J ′$J ′′⊆J

[

γJ ′′+1,J ′

γJ+1,J

(

∏

j∈J\J ′′Y
hj(1−ϕ)
j

)

ϕ(Qa)J ′′+1,J+1

]

;

b0,2
def
=

∑

J ′∪Jss⊆J ′′$J

[

γ∗,J ′′

γ∗,J
(Qa)J ′,J ′′

∏

j∈J\J ′′Pa,j

]

.

By the induction hypothesis together with 1−Pa,j ∈ F1−pA and hj ≤ p−1−f (by (2)), each
term in the summation of b0,1 lies in F(f+1)(1−p)A unless the term for J ′′ = J , which appears
if and only if J ′ ⊇ J ss. If J ′ + J ss, then we have b0,1 ∈ F(f+1)(1−p)A. Moreover, for each J ′′

such that J ′ ∪ J ss ⊆ J ′′ $ J , we have J ′ + J ss = (J ′′)ss. Hence by the induction hypothesis,
we deduce that b0,2 ∈ F(f+1)(1−p)A, hence b0 ∈ F(f+1)(1−p)A. If J

′ ⊇ J ss, then by the induction
hypothesis we have

b0 = b0,1 − b0,2 ≡
γ∗,J ′

γ∗,J
−

∑

J ′⊆J ′′$J

[

γ∗,J ′′

γ∗,J

γ∗,J ′

γ∗,J ′′

∏

j∈J ′′\J ′(1− Pa,j)
∏

j∈J\J ′′Pa,j

]

=
γ∗,J ′

γ∗,J

[

∏

j∈J\J ′

(

(1− Pa,j) + Pa,j

)

−
∑

J ′⊆J ′′$J

(

∏

j∈J ′′\J ′(1− Pa,j)
∏

j∈J\J ′′Pa,j

)

]

=
γ∗,J ′

γ∗,J

∏

j∈J\J ′(1− Pa,j)
(

mod F(f+1)(1−p)A
)

.
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In particular, we have b0 ∈ F|J\J ′|(1−p)A since 1− Pa,j ∈ F1−pA for all j. For i ∈ J , we define
bi in a similar way as b0 replacing (J ′, J) with (J ′ + i, J + i), and a similar equality as (C.8)
holds replacing (J ′, J) with (J ′ + i, J + i) and b0 with bi. Then we deduce from Lemma C.2(iv)
(with λi = γJ ′+i+1,J ′+i/γJ+i+1,J+i) that there is a unique solution of (Qa)J ′,J , which satisfies

(Qa)J ′,J ≡ b0 modF(f+1)(1−p)A.

This completes the proof.

Finally, we can determine the O×
K -action on HomA(DA(π), A)(1). In the semisimple case,

this is computed explicitly in [BHH+c, Prop. 3.8.3].

Corollary C.4. If Jρ 6= J , then the O×
K-action on HomA(DA(π), A)(1) is the unique one in

Proposition C.3(iii) which satisfies Mat(a)′J,J ∈ 1 + F1−pA for all a ∈ O×
K and J ⊆ J .

Proof. By the proof of Proposition C.3(iii), there exists a continuous character ξ : O×
K → F×

such that for all a ∈ O×
K and J ⊆ J we have Mat(a)′J,J = ξ(a)Pa,J with Pa,J ∈ 1 + F1−pA.

To prove that ξ is trivial, it suffices to show that Mat(a)′∅,∅ ∈ 1 + F1−pA. Using the change of
basis matrix Q which is diagonal, it suffices to show that Mat(a)∅,∅ ∈ ar(1 + F1−pA). Hence it
is enough to prove that a(x∅) ∈ ar(1 + F1−pA)x∅.

We claim that for all i ∈ Zf , we have

x∅,i = µ−n
∅,∅Y

pn−1−i
(

p 0
0 1

)n
v∅ (C.9)

for any n ≥ 0 such that pn − 1 − i ≥ 0. Indeed, by Proposition 5.4 with J = ∅, we have

Y p−1
(

p 0
0 1

)

v∅ = µ∅,∅v∅, hence using Lemma 3.1(i) the RHS of (C.9) does not depend on n. By
(54) and (62) with J = ∅, we deduce that (C.9) is true for i = f . Moreover, using Lemma 3.1(i)
one easily checks that the RHS of (C.9) satisfies Theorem 6.3(ii),(iii) for J = ∅. Hence by the
uniqueness of x∅,i (see Theorem 6.3 and its proof) we deduce that (C.9) is true for all i ∈ Zf .

In particular, x∅,i has the same expression as in the semisimple case, see [BHH+c, (103)].
Then we conclude by the explicit computation for the semisimple case, see [BHH+c, Prop. 3.8.3].

Remark C.5. If Jρ = J , then similar to the proof of Corollary C.4 and using the ex-
plicit computation in [BHH+c, Prop. 3.8.3] for all J , one can show that the O×

K-action on
HomA(DA(π), A)(1) is the unique one in Proposition C.3(iv) which satisfies Mat(a)′J,J ∈ 1 +

F1−pA for all a ∈ O×
K and J ⊆ 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 ′ ⊆ J satisfying (J − 1)ss = (J ′)ss. Then for each j ∈ (J∆J ′) − 1, we
have (see (6) for sJ)

2δj∈(J∩J ′)nss + (p− 2− sJj ) + δj∈J∆J ′ = sJ
′

j .

Proof. We assume that j + 1 ∈ J and j + 1 /∈ J ′. Otherwise we have j + 1 /∈ J and j + 1 ∈ J ′,
and the proof is similar. We separate the following cases.

If j ∈ J and j ∈ J ′, then the LHS equals 2δj /∈Jρ +(p− 2− (p− 3− rj +2δj /∈Jρ))+0 = rj +1,
which equals the RHS.
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If j ∈ J and j /∈ J ′, then the LHS equals 0+(p−2−(p−3−rj+2δj /∈Jρ))+1 = rj+2−2δj /∈Jρ.
Hence it suffices to show that j /∈ Jρ. Indeed, if j ∈ Jρ, then j ∈ (J − 1)ss = (J ′)ss ⊆ J ′, which
is a contradiction.

If j /∈ J and j ∈ J ′, then the LHS equals 0+ (p− 2− (p− 2− rj))+ 1 = rj +1, which equals
the RHS.

If j /∈ J and j /∈ J ′, then the LHS equals 0 + (p − 2 − (p − 2 − rj)) + 0 = rj, which equals
the RHS.

Lemma D.2. Let J, J ′ ⊆ J satisfying (J−1)ss = (J ′)ss, and letm = m
(

e(J∩J
′)nss , J, (J∆J ′)−1

)

(see (28)). Then we have
mj = δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1/∈J ∀ j ∈ J .

Proof. For j ∈ J , by definition we have

mj = (−1)δj+1/∈J
(

2δj∈(J∩J ′)nss + δj∈(J−1)ss − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj∈J∆J ′

)

.

If j /∈ Jρ, then we have

mj = (−1)δj+1/∈J
(

2δj∈J∩J ′ + 0− δj∈J + δj∈J∆J ′

)

= (−1)δj+1/∈J
(

2δj∈Jδj∈J ′ − δj∈J + (δj∈J + δj∈J ′ − 2δj∈Jδj∈J ′)
)

= δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1/∈J .

If j ∈ Jρ, then the assumption (J − 1)ss = (J ′)ss implies that j ∈ J − 1 if and only if j ∈ J ′,
hence we have

mj = (−1)δj+1/∈J
(

0 + δj∈J−1 − δj∈J∆(J−1) + δj∈J∆J ′

)

= (−1)δj+1/∈J
(

δj∈J ′ − δj∈J∆J ′ + δj∈J∆J ′

)

= δj∈J ′(−1)δj+1/∈J .

This completes the proof.

Lemma D.3. Keep the assumptions of Proposition 5.8.

(i) Let m
def
= m(i, J, J ′) and m′ def

= m(i′, J \ {j0 + 2}, J ′′) (see (28)). Then we have m = m′

and mj0+1 = m′
j0+1 = 0.

(ii) We have (see (17) for tJ(J ′))

2ij + tJ(J ′)j = 2i′j + tJ\{j0+2}(J ′′)j if j 6= j0 + 1;

2ij0+1 + tJ(J ′)j0+1 = rj0+1 + 1;

2i′j0+1 + tJ\{j0+2}(J ′′)j0+1 = p− 1− rj0+1.

(D.1)

(iii) We let c, c′ ∈ Zf such that

cj = pij+1 + δj+1∈J∆(J−1)sss
(J−1)ss

j

+ δj+1/∈J∆(J−1)ss(p− 1)− δj /∈J ′

(

2ij + tJ(J ′)j
)

− δj=j0+1δj0+1/∈J ;

c′j = pi′j+1 + δj+1∈(J\{j0+2})∆(J−1)sss
(J−1)ss

j

+ δj+1/∈(J\{j0+2})∆(J−1)ss (p− 1)− δj /∈J ′′

(

2i′j + tJ\{j0+2}(J ′′)j

)

− δj=j0+1δj0+1/∈J .

Then we have c = c′.
(iv) If moreover 2ij − δj∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj−1∈J ′ ≥ 0 for all j ∈ J , then we have c = c′ ≥ 0 and

Y cB1 = Y cB2 6= 0. In particular, B1 and B2 have the same H-eigencharacter.
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Proof. (i). If j 6= j0 +2 or f = 1, then by definition we have mj = m′
j and mj0+1 = m′

j0+1 = 0.
If j = j0 +2 and f ≥ 2, using j0 +1 ∈ (J − 1)nss (which implies j0 +2 ∈ J) and j0 +3 6= j0 +2,
we have

(−1)δj0+3/∈Jm′
j0+2 = (−1)δj0+3/∈J\{j0+2}m′

j0+2

= 2i′j0+2 + δj0+2∈((J\{j0+2})−1)ss − δj0+2∈(J\{j0+2})∆((J\{j0+2})−1)ss + δj0+1∈J ′′

= 2
(

ij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′ + δj0+2∈(J−1)ss
)

+ δj0+2∈(J−1)ss − δj0+2∈(J−1)ss + δj0+1/∈J ′

= 2ij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′ + 2δj0+2∈(J−1)ss

= 2ij0+2 − 1 + δj0+1∈J ′ + δj0+2∈(J−1)ss + 1− δj0+2/∈(J−1)ss

= 2ij0+2 + δj0+2∈(J−1)ss − δj0+2∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj0+1∈J ′

= (−1)δj0+3/∈Jmj0+2,

hence mj0+2 = m′
j0+2.

(ii). We prove the case j = j0 +2 and f ≥ 2, the other cases being similar and simpler. We
also assume that j0 + 3 ∈ J , the case j0 + 3 /∈ J being similar. Then using (6), we have

2i′j0+2 + tJ\{j0+2}(J ′′)j0+2 = 2i′j0+2 + p− 1− s
J\{j0+2}
j0+2 + δj0+1∈J ′′

= 2
(

ij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′ + δj0+2∈Jρ

)

+ p− 1− (p − 2− rj0+2) + δj0+1/∈J ′

= 2ij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′ + p− 1−
(

p− 1− rj0+2 − 2δj0+2∈Jρ

)

+ 1

= 2ij0+2 + p− 1− sJj0+2 + δj0+1∈J ′

= 2ij0+2 + tJ(J ′)j0+2.

(iii). By (D.1) we have cj = c′j for j 6= j0 + 1, so it remains to prove that cj0+1 = c′j0+1. We
assume that j0 + 2 ∈ (J − 1)ss, the case j0 + 2 /∈ (J − 1)ss being similar. Then using (6) and
(D.1) we have

c′j0+1 = p
(

ij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′ + 1
)

+ (p − 2− rj0+1) + 0− δj0+1∈J ′(p− 1− rj0+1)− δj0+1/∈J

= p
(

ij0+2 − δj0+1/∈J ′ + 1
)

− 1 + δj0+1/∈J ′(p− 1− rj0+1)− δj0+1/∈J

= pij0+2 + 0 + (p− 1)− δj0+1/∈J ′(rj0+1 + 1)− δj0+1/∈J = cj0+1.

(iv). If j ∈ J ′, then by the definition of cj and using ij+1 ≥ 0, we have

cj ≥ min
{

s
(J−1)ss

j , p − 1
}

− 1 ≥ 0,

where the last inequality follows from (9).
If j /∈ J ′, then the assumption 2ij+1− δj+1∈J∆(J−1)ss + δj∈J ′ ≥ 0 implies that either ij+1 ≥ 1

or j + 1 /∈ J∆(J − 1)ss. By the definition of cj and using ij+1 ≥ 0, we have if j 6= j0 + 1

cj ≥ min
{

p, p− 1
}

−
(

2ij + tJ(J ′)j
)

≥ 0,

where the last inequality follows from (18) and i ≤ f−eJ
sh
. By the definition of cj0+1 and using

ij0+1 = 0 (hence j0 +1 /∈ J∆(J − 1)ss) and (D.1), we have cj0+1 ≥ (p− 1)− (rj0+1 +1)− 1 ≥ 0,
where the last inequality follows from (2).

By the definition of c and since c ≥ 0, we have

Y cB1 = Y pδ(i)

[

∏

j+1∈J∆(J−1)ssY
s
(J−1)ss

j

j

∏

j+1/∈J∆(J−1)ssY
p−1
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

) (

Y −ivJ
)
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=

[

∏

j+1∈J∆(J−1)ssY
s
(J−1)ss

j

j

∏

j+1/∈J∆(J−1)ssY
p−1
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

vJ = µJ,(J−1)ssv(J−1)ss ,

where the second equality follows from Lemma 3.1(i) and the last equality follows from Propo-
sition 5.4 applied to J . Similarly, we have (recall that ((J \ {j0 + 2}) − 1)ss = (J − 1)ss)

Y cB2 = Y c′B2 =
µJ,(J−1)ss

µJ\{j0+2},(J−1)ss

[

∏

j+1∈J ′′′Y
s
(J−1)ss

j

j

∏

j+1/∈J ′′′Y
p−1
j

]

(

p 0
0 1

)

vJ\{j0+2}

= µJ,(J−1)ssv(J−1)ss ,

where J ′′′ def= (J \ {j0 +2})∆(J − 1)ss and the last equality follows from Proposition 5.4 applied
to J \ {j0 + 2}. In particular, we deduce from Lemma 3.1(ii) that B1 and B2 have the same
H-eigencharacter.

Lemma D.4. (i) For J ⊆ J , we have χ′
Jα

rJ = χ(r,0), where χ
′
J

def
= χJα

eJ
sh

(see (48) for rJ

and §2 for χJ , χ(r,0), α
i and eJ

sh
).

(ii) For J1, J2 ⊆ J such that J1 ∩ J2 = ∅, we have rJ1∪J2 = rJ1 + rJ2 (see (48) for rJ).

(iii) For J ⊆ J , we have αcJ = αrJ+1−rJ (see (49) for cJ).

(iv) Let J ′ ⊆ J ⊆ J and J ′′ def
= J ′∆(J − 1). Write c

def
= peJ

′∩(J−1) + cJ
′
− f − rJ\J

′
and let

δ ∈ {0, 1}f . Then for all j ∈ J we have (see (17) for tJ(J ′))

cj − δj ≥ δj /∈J ′′

[

2
(

δj∈(J ′+1)∩J − δj∈(J ′+1)sh
)

+ tJ
′+1(J ′′)j

]

+ δJ ′′=∅.

(v) Let J ′ ⊆ J ⊆ J . Then for all j ∈ J we have

cJ
′

j − r
J\J ′

j = cJj + δj∈J\J ′(p− 1− rj).

Proof. (i). By definition, we have tJ = rJ + eJ
sh

for J ⊆ J (see (7) for tJ). Hence it suffices to

show that χJα
tJ = χ(r,0). By definition, we have χJα

tJ = χλ with (see §2 for χλ and sJ)

λ = λJ + αtJ = (sJ + tJ , tJ) + (tJ ,−tJ) = (sJ + 2tJ , 0).

Since σJ = (sJ) ⊗ dett
J
(see §2) has the same central character as σ∅ = (r), we deduce that

as
J+2tJ = ar for all a ∈ Fq, which completes the proof.
(ii). This follows immediately from (51).
(iii). By (51) and (52) we have

cJj + rJj − rJ+1
j =

(

δj /∈J(p− 1− rj) + δj+1/∈J(rj + 1)− δj /∈J
)

+
(

δj+1∈J(rj + 1)− δj∈J
)

−
(

δj∈J(rj + 1)− δj−1∈J

)

= pδj /∈J −
(

δj /∈J + δj∈J
)

(rj + 1)

+
(

δj+1/∈J + δj+1∈J

)

(rj + 1)−
(

δj /∈J + δj∈J
)

+ δj−1∈J

= pδj /∈J − 1 + δj−1∈J = pδj /∈J − δj−1/∈J .

Hence we have

αcJ+rJ−rJ+1
=
∏

j /∈J

αp
j

∏

j−1/∈J

α−1
j =

∏

j /∈J

αj+1

∏

j−1/∈J

α−1
j = 1,

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
(

δj∈(J ′+1)∩J − δj∈(J ′+1)sh
)

+
(

tJ
′+1(J ′′)j + δJ ′′=∅

)

+ δj

≤ 2
(

δj∈(J ′+1)∩J − δj∈(J ′+1)sh
)

+
(

p− 1− sJ
′+1

j + 1
)

+ 1

≤ 2
(

δj∈(J ′+1)∩J − δj∈(J ′+1)sh
)

+ p− 1−
(

2(f − δj∈(J ′+1)sh) + 1 + δf=1

)

+ 1 + 1

= p− 2f + 2δj∈(J ′+1)∩J − δf=1 ≤ p− 2f + 2− δf=1 ≤ p− f,

where the second inequality follows from (9). Since j /∈ J ′′, we have either j ∈ J ′ ∩ (J − 1), or
j /∈ J ′ and j /∈ J − 1. We give the proof when j ∈ J ′ ∩ (J − 1), the other case being similar. By
the definition of c, (48) and (49) we have

cj =

{

p+ 0− f − 0 if j + 1 ∈ J ′

p+ (rj + 1)− f − (rj + 1) if j + 1 /∈ J ′

= p− f,

which proves (iv).
(v). By (51) and (52) we have

cJ
′

j − r
J\J ′

j − cJj =
(

δj /∈J ′(p− 1− rj) + δj+1/∈J ′(rj + 1)− δj /∈J ′

)

−
(

δj+1∈J\J ′(rj + 1)− δj∈J\J ′

)

−
(

δj /∈J(p − 1− rj) + δj+1/∈J(rj + 1)− δj /∈J
)

=
(

δj /∈J ′ − δj /∈J
)

(p− 1− rj) +
(

δj+1/∈J ′ − δj+1∈J\J ′ − δj+1/∈J

)

(rj + 1)

−
(

δj /∈J ′ − δj∈J\J ′ − δj /∈J
)

= δj∈J\J ′(p− 1− rj).

This proves (v).
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(330):281–509, 2010.

[Eme11] Matthew Emerton. Local-global compatibility in the p-adic Langlands programme
for GL2/Q. preprint, 2011.

[Fon90] Jean-Marc Fontaine. Représentations p-adiques des corps locaux. I. In The
Grothendieck Festschrift, Vol. II, volume 87 of Progr. Math., pages 249–309.
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