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BLOCK DECOMPOSITIONS FOR p-ADIC CLASSICAL GROUPS AND THEIR

1.1.

INNER FORMS

DAVID HELM, ROBERT KURINCZUK, DANIEL SKODLERACK, AND SHAUN STEVENS

ABsTrRACT. For an inner form G of a general linear group or classical group over a non-archimedean
local field of odd residue characteristic, we decompose the category of smooth representations
on Z[1/p, pupo ]-modules by endo-parameter. We prove that parabolic induction preserves these
decompositions, and hence that it preserves endo-parameters. Moreover, we show that the de-
composition by endo-parameter is the Z[1/p]-block decomposition; and, for R an integral domain,
introduce a graph whose connected components parameterize the R-blocks, in particular including
the cases R = Z; and R = F, for £ # p. From our description, we deduce that the Z,-blocks
and Fy-blocks of G are in natural bijection, as had long been expected. Our methods also apply
to the trivial endo-parameter (i.e., the depth zero subcategory) of any connected reductive p-adic
group, providing an alternative approach to results of Dat and Lanard in depth zero. Finally, un-
der a technical assumption (known for inner forms of general linear groups) we reduce the R-block
decomposition of G to depth zero.
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1. INTRODUCTION
In [5], Bernstein shows that the abelian category Repe(G) of smooth representations on complex

vector spaces of a p-adic connected reductive group G decomposes as a direct product Repq(G) =
[TRepc(s), of full abelian indecomposable subcategories Repg(s) indexed by inertial classes of su-
percuspidal representations of Levi subgroups of G. If we replace C with an arbitrary algebraically
closed field of characteristic £ # p and consider ¢-modular representations of G, or more ambitiously
consider the category Repg (G) representations of G over an arbitrary integral domain R in which p
is invertible, such a decomposition remains unknown.

This is the p-adic analogue of Brauer’s theory of blocks in the modular representation theory of
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finite reductive groups, which has found numerous applications in finite group theory, and can be
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difficult to compute as soon as the order of the finite group is not invertible in R (and is simple
when R = C with each irreducible representation contributing a block).

The blocks of Repg (G) correspond bijectively with the primitive idempotents of the centre 3 (G)
of the category. There are homomorphisms 37, ,,,(G) — 3k (G) for K any algebraically closed field of
characteristic different to p. As such, the integral centre 32[1 /p] (G) and its idempotents glue together
information on the C-theory and the /-modular theory for ¢ # p.

1.2. Recently, there has been renewed interest in computing block decompositions of Repg (G), the
category of smooth representations on R-modules for arbitrary Z[1/p]-algebras R, partly motivated by
conjectured categorical forms of the local Langlands correspondence and local Langlands in families,
see for example [30] and [24].

In the following cases, complete block decompositions are known:

(i) Repg,(GLy(F)) due to Vignéras [63]; and Repyy g, (GLn(F)) due to the first author [33].
(ii) Repg,(GLm (D)), where D is an F-central division algebra, due to Sécherre and the fourth
author [51].
(ili) Repzpy/ng)(G) — the banal case — due to Dat, Moss and the first and second authors [21],

where Ng is the product of all primes which divide the pro-order of a compact open subgroup
of G.

However all of these results rely on the uniqueness of supercuspidal support of an irreducible repre-
sentation of a (p-adic or finite) group on an Fy-vector space in the various special cases. Along similar
lines, Cui shows uniqueness of supercuspidal support for SL,, (F) [19], and gives a fine decomposition
of Repg, (SLy(F)), which on the supercuspidal subcategory Repg, (SLy (F))* she refines to the block
decomposition [17], and recently in the tame case [18] to the block decomposition.

For symplectic p-adic groups, however, uniqueness of (mod ¢) supercuspidal support fails in general,
a counterexample for Spg(F,) when ¢ | ¢*> + 1 was given by Dudas 23] which was lifted to a coun-
terexample for p-adic Spg(F) by Dat in [22]. Conversely, for a p-adic classical group, in the special
case where one has uniqueness of supercuspidal support in associated finite classical groups, to follow
the approach taken in [39] to try to lift this uniqueness to the p-adic classical group one needs to
start that “endo-parameters are compatible with parabolic induction”, a consequence of the first main
theorem of this paper.

1.3. Partial decompositions of the category have been given in other cases: Let R be a Z[pp», 1/p]-
algebra and G be a connected reductive p-adic group. In [62, T 5.8] and [26, Appendix]|, Vignéras and
Dat prove that there is a decomposition of Repg (G) as a direct product of full subcategories

Repg(G) = H RepR,r(G)7
reQ

according to the depth of a representation.
The depth zero factor has been further studied: Using Deligne-Lusztig theory, Lanard has produced
fine decompositions of the full abelian subcategory Repy, o(G) of depth zero representations [10, 11]

on Zs-modules, and in many cases Dat and Lanard [27] have shown that Repzy/,1,0(G) is a Z[1/p]-
block. As one might expect and our results show, the case of positive depth is more complex; for
example, the depth r factor Repz, ,,.(G) is far from a 7Z[1/p]-block. However, granted the finer
decomposition by “endo-parameter” we find for inner forms of general linear and classical groups,
one might hope for a reduction to depth zero showing an arbitrary Z[1/p]-block parameterized by an
endo-parameter is equivalent (as categories) to a depth zero block in a related group — see Conjecture
8.14 for a precise conjecture which is known (at least with R = ;) for inner forms of general linear
groups by Chinello [15]. This conjecture should be compatible with a “reduction to the tame case”
via the local Langlands programme, and makes explicit on the representation theory side conjectures
of Dat [21].



BLOCK DECOMPOSITIONS FOR p-ADIC CLASSICAL GROUPS AND THEIR INNER FORMS 3

1.4. Let R be a Z[pup=, 1/p]-algebra, and G an inner form of a p-adic general linear group of a classical
p-adic group (symplectic, special orthogonal, or unitary) with p # 2.

From the constructions of [37] and [54], we have a fine invariant of an R-representation called its
endo-parameter; in positive depth this is a sophisticated refinement of the depth of an R-representation.
Our first main result then computes the Z[1/p]-block decomposition for inner forms of classical groups:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 6.10, Corollary 8.11). Let R be a Z[pp=,1/p]-algebra, and G be an inner
form of a p-adic general linear group (for any p), or of a p-adic classical group with p not 2. We have
a decomposition of categories

Repg (G) = HRQPR(t)

where the product is taken over all endo-parameters for G and Repg(t) denotes the full subcategory of
representations all of whose irreducible subquotients have endo-parameter t. Moreover:

(i) This decomposition is the Z[1/p]-block decomposition;
(ii) The compactly induced representation P(t) ® R (of Definition 6.9) is a finitely generated
projective generator of Repg(t);
(iii) Parabolic induction and restriction are compatible with these decompositions.

1.5.  Our proof of the decomposition Repg(G) = [], Repg(t) is loosely based on the proof of the
decomposition by depth, and requires us to establish certain rigidity properties of semisimple char-
acters (in particular we introduce and study “m-realizations” of endo-parameters in Section 4) and
to extend intertwining computations and the construction of Heisenberg representations associated
to semisimple characters to the setting of arbitrary Z[up=,1/p]-algebras. This is accomplished in
Section 5. Working in the setting of an R, = Z[u,r, 1/p] algebra R (for some fixed ), it is possible
to approach certain properties (such as exhausting the category by semisimple characters) with our
global coefficient ring R locally by studying representations with coeflicients over the localizations
of R. Of course, one can have non-isomorphic modules over a global ring with everywhere isomorphic
localizations, so one has to proceed with due care, and we recall or establish the basic global-local
(coefficients) representation theory needed for our applications in Section 2.2.

1.6. Given the decomposition by endo-parameter, valid for any Z[u,=, 1/p]-algebra, the next natural
question is how to refine it to produce the block decomposition in various cases of interest. Our method
here also showing that the decomposition by endo-parameter is the Z[1/p]-block decomposition.

For an integral domain R/Z[u,«~, 1/p], to each endo-factor using the representation theory of finite
general linear and classical groups over R (or associated reductive finite groups in depth zero) we
associate a graph we call the (fine) (t,R)-graph whose connected components parametrize the blocks
of Repg(t) and which associates to each block a finitely generated projective generator which is a
summand of P(t) ®R. For example, our method gives a process to compute the ¢-block decomposition
of Repz, (G) for a prime £ # p, and the statement that Repz, ,(t) is a 7Z[1/p]-block is equivalent to

the (P(t),Z[1/p])-graph being connected. More precisely, we show:

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 8.7). Suppose that either G is an inner form of a p-adic general linear group
(for any p), or of a p-adic classical group with p not 2, or that G is any reductive p-adic group and t
is trivial (i.e., the depth zero case).

(i) The blocks of Repg(t) are in natural bijection with the connected components of the (t,R)-
graph.

(ii) Moreover, the projective module defined as the direct sum over the vertices in a connected
component of the (t,R)-graph is a finitely generated projective generator of an R-block, and
running over the connected components defines the decomposition of P(t) ® R into R-blocks.

We decompose our explicitly constructed progenerator for Repg () into summands which constitute
the vertices in the (t,R)-graph and draw an edge between two such summands Iy, Iy if there is a
non-zero morphism IT; — IIy (or equivalently there is a non-zero morphism Il — II4).
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To compute when vertices are in the same connected component our approach is via type theory
over C. The first aim of the theory of types over C is to construct a compactly induced progenera-
tor ind§ (\) for a Bernstein factor Repe(s) where (J,\) is a pair — called an s-type — consisting of a
compact open subgroup J of G and an irreducible smooth representation A of J. This is accomplished
for classical groups in [43], inner forms of general linear groups in [50], and inner forms of classical
groups in [57]. Our progenerator P(t) (Definition 6.9) is constructed as a finite direct sum P indi; (ms)

where J! is a finite index pro-p subgroup of J; which is a “J-group” used in the construction of types,
and 7 is an irreducible representation of J1. The vertices in our graph are the representations indi (P)
where P is an indecomposable summand of indii (n:). Suppose for simplicity here that R is contained
in C, then we show that there is a non-zero morphism indi (P) — indJG], (P') if and only if indi (P)®C
and ind§, (P’') ® C have nonzero components in a common Bernstein block.

This gzives a recipe to compute the R-block decomposition from the R-block decomposition of the
finite reductive groups J;/J} and from the understanding of when two s-types parameterize the same
Bernstein component over C. (In fact, as we choose our s-types following the recipes of [13, 57| starting
with the 7;, and the n; are chosen related to each other, this question is weaker than knowing when
two arbitrary s-types parameterize the same Bernstein component.). In the special case of inner forms
of general linear groups, our results allow one to give different proofs of the known decompositions of
(i) and (ii) as well as in these cases computing the block decomposition over other integral domains.

1.7. Under a technical hypothesis, on choosing compatible extensions of the n; to J; with strong
intertwining properties, in Theorem 8.16 we reduce the block decomposition to computing the block
decomposition in depth zero of a related group.

This technical hypothesis follows from standard arguments for inner forms of general linear groups
(the details will appear in [57]). For inner forms of classical groups we also expect this technical
hypothesis to be addressed in broad generality in the work in progress of [57].

1.8. The second aim of the theory of types over C, having constructed a type (J,\) for a Bern-
stein block is to compute the associated Hecke algebra H(J,\) = Endg(q; (ind§(\)) and its module
category H(J,\)-mod. By standard category theory, the Bernstein block is then isomorphic to the
category of (right) modules over 7(J, A) and one has “completely” described the block. In the setting
of R-representations over general Z[1/p]-algebras, one can pursue an analogous strategy, however the
projective generators of blocks are in general much larger and, other than particularly simple cases,
we expect it best to first pursue a strategy of reduction to depth zero (i.e., establish Conjecture 8.14),
and then further reduction to the unipotent block setting as predicted by [21].

1.9. We finally turn to the interpretation of our results on the block decomposition over Z[1/p] in
terms of Langlands parameters, where we list some direct consequences of our results and of conjectures
in the area. In this section we only consider the stable block decomposition, i.e., the finest coarsening
of the block decomposition where L-equivalent C-representations are in the same component.

Using the ramification theorem for Sp,,, (F) of the fourth author, Blondel, and Henniart, we can
rephrase the stable block decomposition in terms of restriction to wild inertia, see Corollary 9.7. Part
of the motivation for this work is to approach conjectures relating categories of sheaves on moduli
spaces of Langlands parameters to representations of p-adic groups, first decomposing both sides
and studying the potentially simpler task of matching these decompositions and approaching the
conjectures block by block. In Section 9.1, in the semisimple setting we turn this around, assume a
conjecture local Langlands in families, and deduce properties on endo-parameters from this; properties
which we hope to approach directly in future work.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we set notation, and develop some basic results on repre-
sentations of p-adic groups over Z[1/p]-algebras. Section 3 recalls the theory of endo-parameters of
[37, 54] in a special case (which is sufficient for this paper and most applications). Section 4 intro-
duces “m-realizations” of endo-parameters and proves some technical lemmas (including a finiteness
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lemma) we will require later. Section 5 develops the theory of semisimple characters and Heisen-
berg representations integrally. Section 6 establishes our basic decomposition of Repz[upx)l /pl (G) by
endo-parameter. Section 7 recalls and develops results on beta extensions of Heisenberg representa-
tions over an algebraically closed field K of characteristic different to p, and recalls the construction
of types for Bernstein blocks when K has characteristic zero. In Section 8, we prove our results on
block decompositions. Section 9 is a non-technical section which explains connections between our
decompositions and the local Langlands programme. Finally, we have three appendices which fill in
gaps in the literature:

- Appendix A connects our definition of endo-parameter to that in [54];

- Appendix B extends results on semisimple characters and Heisenberg representations to
inner forms of general linear groups (in some previous works only simple characters and their
Heisenberg representations are considered in this case);

- Appendix C is used in Section 7 to improve the definition of beta extensions for classical
groups and their quarternionic forms so that the definition now uses the strong simplicial
structure on an apartment of the Bruhat—Tits building of the classical group, rather than its
weak simplicial structure coming from the building of the underlying general linear group.
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EP/V018744/1. The second author was supported by EPSRC grant EP/V001930/1 and the Heilbronn
Institute for Mathematical Research. The third author was supported by a Shanghai 2021 ‘Science and
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Lanard, Vanessa Miemietz, Peter Schneider, and Vincent Sécherre for useful conversations, and Jean-
Frangois Dat for useful conversations and for sharing details of his current work on decompositions
for tame groups with us.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. For a non-archimedean local skew-field D we write op for the ring of integers of D, pp
for the unique maximal ideal of op, and kp for the residue field op/pp.

2.2. Smooth R-representations. Let R be a commutative ring (with identity) and H a locally
profinite group. We call a smooth representation of H on an R-module an R-representation. The
basic theory of R-representations is developed in Vignéras’ book [62]. In particular, R-representations
of H form an abelian category, we denote by Repg(H), [62, I 4.2]; and for R-representations 7y, ma
of H we write Homg[g (71, 72) for the R-module of morphisms 711 — 5 in this category. We call
an R-representation irreducible if its only R-subrepresentations are 0 and itself; in particular, 0 is not
considered an irreducible R-representation. A simple application of Zorn’s lemma shows that every
non-zero finitely generated R-representation of H has an irreducible quotient.

In this section we collect a few simple lemmas which allow us to approach certain questions on R-
representations over Dedekind domains locally, and which do not appear in the standard source [62].

Lemma 2.1. Let 7 be an irreducible R-representation of H on an R-module V', and let
A={reR:rv =0 for alve ¥}

denote the annihilator of ¥ as an R-module. Then
(i) The annihilator A is a prime ideal of R.
(ii) The action of R factors through R/A and m is torsion-free and irreducible as an R/A-
representation.
(i) Let K(A) denote the field of fractions of R/A. Then m ® K(A) is an irreducible K(A)-

representation which is naturally isomorphic to ™ as an R/ A-representation via v — v ® 1.
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Proof. The annihilator A is clearly an ideal, and as 7 is irreducible as an R-representation A is a
prime ideal (if mre = A, then as r2¥ is an R-subrepresentation of 7 it is zero, in which case r
annihilates ¥, or ¥ in which case r; annihilates ¥; and as 7 is non-zero it is not the whole of R).
As 7 is irreducible, am = 7 for all & € R\ A, hence multiplication by « is invertible on ¥ and we
write a~! for the inverse of o as an R-module endomorphism. Hence 7 is torsion-free as an R/A-
representation. Moreover, v — v ® 1 defines an isomorphism 7 — 7 @ K(A) as v ® % =af~! (v) ®1;
and 7 ® K(A) is irreducible as a K(A)-representation as any proper H-stable subspace defines a
proper H-stable R/.A-subspace of . O

We make use of this simple lemma in the special case of Dedekind domains where we have:

Corollary 2.2. Let R be a Dedekind domain with field of fractions K. Let m be an irreducible R-
representation of H. Then, either:

(i) 7 is torsion-free as an R-module, the morphism # — m ® K given by v — v ® 1 is an
isomorphism of R-modules, and 7 ® K is an irreducible K-representation of H; or,

(i) there exists a unique non-zero mazimal ideal | € m-Spec(R) which annihilates w, and 7 is an
irreducible (R/l)-representation of H.

If R is a Dedekind domain, then for any H as above there are always irreducible R-representations
fitting into the second case of the Corollary (take the trivial R/l-representation for example (or any irre-
ducible R/l-representation)). However, there might not exist torsion-free irreducible R-representations
(as one easily sees if H is a finite group and R is not a field). The discrete group H = Q* acting
on Q by multiplication, gives an example of a torsion-free irreducible Z-module, but our interest lies
in reductive p-adic groups where we have:

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a reductive p-adic group. Let R be a Noetherian integral domain with infinitely
many prime ideals such that any nonzero prime ideal is mazximal, and field of fractions K. Let w
an irreducible R-representation of G, then there exists a non-zero maximal ideal of R annihilating ©
(i.e., ™ has torsion).

Proof. Suppose 7 is an R-torsion-free irreducible R-representation of G. Let G° denote the F-points
of the connected component of the underlying algebraic group of G — the connected reductive p-adic
group. Then G/GO is finite, and as such 7 |go is finitely generated and has an irreducible quotient 7°.
Let ¥ be the underlying R-module of 7%, and #/# the quotient defining the underlying R-module
of m. If ¥ /# was not torsion free, then there would exist » € R mapping ¥ into a proper stable
subspace of ¥, which is not possible as 7 is irreducible. Hence 7° is R-torsion-free, and we are reduced
to the setting where G is a connected reductive p-adic group. Moreover, without loss of generality, we
can invert p in our ring R.

Choose a compact open pro-p subgroup U of G such that 7 is a quotient of indS(l). Then indS(l)
is finitely generated projective and we have an equivalence of categories between the category of
smooth R-representations which are quotients of direct sums of copies of ind%(l) and the category
of R[U\G/U]-modules. In particular, the image of 7 is an R-torsion-free simple R[U\G/U]-module
which we denote by M.

We set H = R[U\G/U]. By [25] (see also [24, Theorem 1.2]), H is a finitely generated module over
its centre 3 which is a finitely generated R-algebra. Any R-endomorphism of M is either zero or an
isomorphism, so this says that non-zero elements of R act invertibly on M. On the other hand, M is
generated by one element as an H-module, so is finitely generated as a 3-module. This means that M
admits a quotient M’ that is simple as a 3-module. The same argument shows that non-zero elements
of R induce isomorphisms of M’ with M’.

The action of 3 on M’ factors through the quotient of a maximal ideal m, so we obtain an injective
map R — 3 — 3/m. So, as R is Jacobson (cf. [29, Theorem 10] and [58, Tag 00G4]), 3/m is an integral
extension of R. This is absurd, because R is not a field. 0
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Suppose R is a local ring, G a reductive p-adic group, and suppose the maximal split central torus
of G has positive rank. Then one easily constructs R-torsion-free unramified characters of G, from
which one can build more torsion free representations of other reductive p-adic groups.

Via considering certain lattices in representations of G over number fields with rings of integers R,
we will also consider a collection of R-torsion-free (reducible) representations of (locally) compact
groups, where we will use the following simple lemma:

Lemma 2.4. Let R be a Dedekind domain with field of fractions K, and w1, 7o be R-representations
of H which are torsion free as R-modules, and such that 7o is finitely generated as an R-representation.
Suppose ¢ : m1 — wo a morphism of R-representations of H such that

PR1:m K 5 meK
d®1:m ®(R/m) = m ® (R/m);
are isomorphisms, for all m € m-Spec(R). Then ¢ is an isomorphism.

Proof. As m; are torsion free, m; — m; ® K, and in particular ¢ is injective as ¢®1 : 11 QK — mo @K is
injective. Let Cy denote the cokernel of ¢. If it is non-zero then it has an irreducible quotient II as 5
is finitely generated. By Lemma 2.2, there exists k € {K,R/m : m € m- Spec(R)}, such that I ® k is
non-zero, so the cokernel is non-zero after tensoring with k by right-exactness of tensor. But right-
exactness of tensor again shows that Cy®k = Cyg1 where Cyg; is the cokernel of @1 : m @k — Mm@k,
and we know that the latter is zero — a contradiction. 0

We return to the setting of a general commutative ring R, where we have:

Lemma 2.5 ([24, Lemma A.1]). Suppose that there exists a compact open subgroup of H of invertible
pro-order in R. Let w be a finitely generated projective R-representation of H, R’ a commutative R-
algebra, and ™ an R-representation of H. Then the natural map

Hompp (7, 7') @ R' — Homp/ () (r @ R, 7' @ R')
fRr =1 (f®1) defines an isomorphism of R'-modules.

Finally, to construct representations of p-adic groups via compact induction from explicitly con-
structed representations of compact open subgroups; inverting p in our coefficient rings we find that
these are finitely generated projective utilizing the following simple lemma:

Lemma 2.6. Let R be a (commutative) Z[1/p]-algebra. Let p be an irreducible (smooth) representation
of a pro-p compact open subgroup H of G on a projective R-module. Then p is a projective R[H]-
module, and indg (p) a finitely generated projective representation of G.

Proof. As compact induction from an open subgroup is left adjoint to an exact functor (restriction),
and preserves finite type, the final statement follows from the previous.

Let K be a compact open subgroup of H on which p is trivial. Then Homgg) (indg (1r), p) # 0,
where 1g denotes the trivial character of K on the free R-module R. Choose any non-zero morphism ¢,
then as p is a projective R-module, we can split ¢ as an R-module homomorphism via a morphism s,
and then as p is invertible in R we can average this splitting over H/K to obtain a splitting as R[H/K]-
modules:

su=[H:KI™ Y R(h)osop(h™),
heH/K
where R(h) denotes the right regular action on ind%(lR). Hence indg(lR) = p@® p'. Moreover,
as Hompg ) (indi(1g), —) =~ Homgw (p, —) x Hompgj(p', —) as functors we can reduce to show-
ing ind%(lR) is projective, and as compact induction preserves projectivity to 1r is a projective

representation of K. Projectivity of the trivial representation of K under our hypotheses is [62, I 4.9
(a)] O
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2.3. Primitive idempotents of the centre and blocks. Let 3r(G) denote the centre of Repg (G),
it is a commutative unital ring which acts on every smooth R-representation. Suppose ¢ : R — R/ is
a morphism of commutative rings, then we have a morphism

(2.7) ¢* : 3r(G) — 3r/(G)

which is induced from the functor Repg/(G) — Repy (G) sending a smooth R’-representation to the
smooth R-representation with the same action of G and the action of R from the morphism R — R/,
cf. [24, Section 2].

An idempotent e € 3g(G) induces a canonical decomposition of every smooth representation

m=er®(1—e)m,

and a corresponding canonical decomposition of morphisms in the category; in other words defines a
decomposition Repg (G) = eRepg(G) x (1 — e)Repr (G) (and conversely, such a decomposition gives
rise to a central idempotent). Note that, given a morphism of rings R — R/, via (2.7), a decomposition
of Repg (G) induces a decomposition of Repg. (G).
Lemma 2.8 (|26, Lemma A.3] and [24, Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.4]).
(i) Suppose ¢ is a monomorphism, then ¢* : 3r(G) — 3r/(G) is a monomorphism.
(ii) We have a decomposition
3r(G) = [] 3r(G)n
reD(G)
where
- D(G) € Q7 denotes the subset of rational numbers for which there is a smooth R-
representation of G of the given depth; and
- 3r(G), = e,3r(G) denotes the centre of the category of smooth R-representations of
depth r, corresponding to a depth r idempotent e, € 3Ir(G).
Moreover, for each r € D(G), we have an (explicit) finitely generated projective generator P,
of Repr (G), = e, Repr(G).
(iii) Suppose R is Noetherian and R’ a flat (commutative) R-algebra. Then the natural map is an
isomorphism
SR(G)n ® R/ = SR’(G)n
For r € Q*, we write Repr (G)<z = [ [ren(c) Repr(G).-

r<x

Definition 2.9. (i) Suppose e € 3r(G) is a primitive idempotent. Then the subcategory eRepg (G)
is called an R-block of Repg(G).
(i) Suppose 1 € 3r(G) decomposes 1 =}, e; into a sum of primitive idempotents e; € 3r(G),
then the corresponding decomposition

Repg (G) = HeiRepR(G),
i€l
is called the R-block decomposition.

Note that, for a given R, a priori the block decomposition of Repg (G) may not exist. However, for
a noetherian ring, the depth n centre is noetherian:

Theorem 2.10 ([24, 25]). Let R be a noetherian Z[1/p]-algebra, and r € D(G). Then 3r(G), is a
finitely generated R-algebra.

And it follows that, in these cases, the R-block decomposition exists:

Corollary 2.11. Let R be a noetherian Z[1/p]-algebra.

(i) Then the R-block decomposition exists.
(ii) Moreover, for r € D(G), e,Repr(G) is a finite product of R-blocks.
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2.4. Generic irreducibility and parabolic inductions over algebraically closed fields. Sup-
pose K is an algebraically closed field of characteristic £ # p. For a reductive p-adic group M = M(F),
we let
M?® = {ge M: x(g) € op for all F-rational characters of M},

an open normal subgroup of M. Note that, M/M?° is a free abelian group of rank equal to the rank of
a maximal split torus in the centre of M. Recall a K-character of M is called unramified if it is trivial
on M°. A famous result of Bernstein when ¢ = 0, we have the following generic irreducibility theorem
of parabolic inductions:

Theorem 2.12 (Generic irreducibility, [25, Corollary 1.5]). Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G with
Levi factor M, and o be an irreducible K-representation of M. Then the parabolically induced rep-
resentation iSLP(U)() is irreducible for x in a Zariski-dense open subset of the K-torus of unramified
characters of M.

For ¢ an irreducible K-representation of M, we consider ind}j. () ~ 0 ® indyi. (1) ~ o @ K[M/M°]
as a K[M/M°]-representation of M and as a family of K-representations of M: A closed K-point
of K[M/M°] corresponds to a K-algebra morphism ¢ : K[M/M°] — K, and hence an unramified
character xy : M — K*, and we have

indMo (O') ®K[M/M°],¢ K~ o® X5

and can consider ind}j. (o) as a family of irreducible K-representations of M. Then il\G/[_’P(a@K[M/MO])
is a K[M/M®°]-representation, and

il\GLP(U ® K[M/M?]) ®xm/me),e K =~ z'S[,P(U(@ X)
which is irreducible for a Zariski-dense open subset K-points of K[M/M°] by generic irreducibility.

Proposition 2.13. An element of 3k (G) acts on iy; p(c @K[M/M°]) by multiplication by an element
of K[M/M°].

Proof. The proof of [5, 1.17] also applies here, to show that Endgpm/mei[a (iﬁp(a ® K[M/M°])) ~
K[M/M°] as a consequence of generic irreducibility and Schur’s lemma (note that, when £ s 0, an
unramified twist of o is defined over F,). Now 3k (G) acts on iSLP(U ® K[M/M°]) via a central
endomorphism in Endgg (iﬁp(a ® K[M/M?])), and as this endomorphism is central it commutes
with multiplication by elements of K[M/M°] (as they define K[G]-endomorphisms) and hence defines
an element of Endgnvejia) (iny p(0 @ K[M/M°])) ~ K[M/M?]. O

2.5. The Bernstein centre and finitely generated projectives over an algebraically closed
field of characteristic zero. Suppose for this section that K is an algebraically closed field of
characteristic zero. Then the K-block decomposition and the centre of the category of smooth K-
representations has a relatively simple description, due to Bernstein:

Theorem 2.14 (Bernstein [5]). (i) The K-block decomposition is given by
Repk (G) = H Repg (s),
EE‘BK(G)

where Bk (G) denotes the set of inertial classes of supercuspidal supports for G, and (the
representations in) Repy (s) consist of all (smooth) K-representations all of whose irreducible
subquotients have supercuspidal support in s.

(ii) Let s € B(G). For any choice of representative (M, o) of s, and any parabolic P of G
with Levi factor M the representation Pp , = iﬁ)P(indMo (0)) is a finitely generated projective
generator for Repk (G)s.

(i) Let s € Bk(G). Fizing a finitely generated projective generator Pp , = iﬁ)P(indMo (0)) as
above for Repy (s), identifies the centre 3k (s) of Repk(s) with

KM/



10 DAVID HELM, ROBERT KURINCZUK, DANIEL SKODLERACK, AND SHAUN STEVENS

where Hy is the finite group of unramified characters of M fizing o up to isomorphism,
and Wy ={weW: MY =M, (M,0") € [M,c]u}.

In particular, Bernstein’s description shows that the centre 3k (s) is a (commutative) noetherian
domain. Let s € Bk (G). We write nn = 7, for the unique generic point of Spec(3k(s)), and given a
representation 7 in Repy (s), we write , for its localization at 7, i.e., m, = T®K(n), where K(7) is the
field of fractions of 3k(s). To the inertial class s = [M, o], we can associate the class sy = [M, 0] €
B (M). We write 7 for the unique generic point of Spec(3k(sm)), and given a representation 7w
in Repg(sm), we write 7y for its localization at 7, ie., 3 = © ® K(7]), where K(7)) is the field of
fractions of 3k (sm).

Lemma 2.15. Let s € Bk (G), and P be a (non-zero) finitely generated projective representation
in Repk(s).
(i) The modules P and Endg[g)(P) are 3k (s)-torsion free.
(ii) We have P, ®x ) K(7) =~ 7" for some irreducible K(7))[G]-representation .
(iii) The endomorphism algebra Endk[q (P) has no non-trivial central idempotents.
(iv) If P' is a (non-zero) finitely generated projective representation in Repy(s), then

HOHIK[G] (P, P,) # 0.

Proof. (i) The representation Pp , = zﬁyp(indﬁo (o)) is 3k (s)-torsion free, because ind}j. (o) is a
torsion free 3k (snm)-module and parabolic induction is exact. Hence P is 3k (s)-torsion free,
as it is a summand of a direct sum of copies of Pp ..

(ii) As localization is exact P, < (Pp ,®™),, and it suffices to prove the statement for Pp ,. We
have

(PP,U)U QK (n) K(7) ~i

~ 'ﬁyp(indﬁo (0)) @3, (s) K(7)
~ i§ p(indype (0) ®k ) K(7))
~ zﬁyp(indﬁo (0)7) k) K(7)

as 3k (sm) ®3,(s) K(n) = K(7). Now zﬁyp(indﬁo (0)#) is absolutely irreducible as a K(7)[G]-
module by generic irreducibility. Moreover,

i p(Indyio (0)7) @k K(7) ~ i5 p(indye (0)7) @k () K1) @k () K(7))-

And as K(7)/K(n) is a finite Galois extension of degree d = W/, K(7) ®k ;) K(7) ~ K(7)?
and the result follows.

(iii) By torsion freeness, Endk[q)(P) injects into its localization at the generic point of Spec(3x (s)),
which is a central simple algebra by the last part, and thus has no nontrivial central idem-
potents.

(iv) Take m such that P and P’ are summands of (Pp,)®™, and consider these modules as
modules over the Hecke algebra Endyq)((Pp,o)®™). After localizing at the generic point
of 3k (s) this latter algebra is a central simple algebra, and hence has a single indecomposable
module; P, P, (and Pp ) are simply direct sums of copies of this indecomposable. The result

is thus immediate.
O

2.6. A lemma of Vignéras. Let H be an arbitrary locally compact totally disconnected group. We
will use the following lemma of [62]:

Lemma 2.16 ([62, 1 8.1]). Suppose R is an algebraically closed field. Let K;, K’ be compact mod-centre
open subgroups of H for i in some finite set 1, let m be a smooth R-representation of H. Suppose that
(i, W) are submodules of |k, that 7' is an irreducible subquotient of w|k:, and that w is generated

by @,c; #i. Then there exist i € 1, h € H such that 7' is a subquotient of IndﬁjﬁhKi hri.
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Note that the proof of ibid. is written for a single K;, but the proof works just as well for an
arbitrary collection of K;. In particular, if the pro-order of the subgroup K’ is invertible in R, then
its smooth representations are semisimple and we deduce:

Corollary 2.17. Suppose R is an algebraically closed field. Under the hypotheses of Lemma 2.16,
suppose that the pro-order of K’ is invertible in R. Then, for the same i € I, we have Ig(7',7;) # 0.

In particular, we will use Corollary 2.17 when K’ is a pro-p group, which is another reason why we
invert p in our coeflicient rings.

2.7. Parahoric subgroups in reductive p-adic groups. Let F be a facet of the extended Bruhat-
Tits building of G, and G} denote the compact open subgroup of G which is the pointwise fixator of
F. It has pro-p unipotent radical G% with

1->Gr—>GE->ME—1

with M} the F4-points of a reductive group M; defined over F,. Letting M denote the IF,-points of
the connected component of M’}L-, the parahoric subgroup Gr associated to JF is the preimage of Mz
in Gr. The quotient GL/Gz ~ ME/Mz is a finite abelian group.

Note that, in some of our references the reduced Bruhat-Tits building of G is favoured instead of
the extended building. In this case, following Bruhat-Tits as in [35], G° is denoted G(F)!, and if for =
in the extended building we let T denote its image in the reduced building, then we have

Gl =G(F)L, G, =G(F):.

T
In particular, we deduce from [35, Lemma 2.2.16, Theorem 4.2.17] that if = is a vertex, then Ngo (G}) =
Gr.

The parahoric subgroups containined in Gz are in bijection with the parabolic subgroups of Mz
(cf. [10, Proposition 5.1.32]) : we write G q for the parahoric subgroup which is the inverse image
of the parabolic subgroup Q of Mz under the map Gx — Mgx. There is thus a facet F’ such
that Gz = Gr q and Q has a Levi decomposition Q = Mz x U.

The image QT of G%, in M} (contains and) normalizes U which is the image of GL,, and QT has a
“Levi decomposition” Qt = M}, x U. We will need a supercuspidal support map on these potentially
disconnected reductive finite groups:

Lemma 2.18 (Existence of “supercuspidal support”). Let % be an irreducible representation of M}}
over a sufficiently large field. Then there exists a facet F' corresponding to a parabolic subgroup Q
of Mz, and an irreducible representation 7+ of M}, such that,

(i) 7t has supercuspidal restriction to Mz (i.e., the projective cover of 7% is cuspidal);
+
(i) 7 4s a subquotient of indgf ().
Proof. Let m be an irreducible subrepresentation of 7% |y,. Let (L, 7) be in the supercuspidal support

of m, and Q denote a parabolic subgroup of Mx with Levi factor L and unipotent radical U. Let G’x
be the parahoric corresponding to Q.

.
The representation 7 is a (sub)quotient of indllt/l/[; (7), hence a subquotient of
+ + +
indﬁi oindl\Q/If (1) ~ indgf oindg (7).

Now Q =Mz x Uand QT = MJ]Z, x U, and 7 is trivial on U, hence 7" is a subquotient of
+ MT,
indgy? oindy”! 7,

+
]:/

.
T such that 7= is a subquotient of indg[f ().

M
thus there exists an irreducible subquotient 7+ of ind

M7, . .
As 71 is a subquotient of indM; ' 7, by Mackey theory 7 restricts to a sum of conjugates of 7 and
hence 7" has supercuspidal restriction. O
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2.8. Forms of classical groups. We fix F/F,, a Galois extension of non-archimedean local fields of
degree one or two with residual characteristic p, and e € {£, 0}, such that

(I) F=F,ife=0and

(I1) 2¢pife=0.

We write  for the generator of the of the Galois group of F/F,.

We denote by Div(F/F,,¢) the set of pairs (D, ( )p) consisting of a skew-field D of finite degree d

with center F and an F,-linear endomorphism ( )p of D extending  such that

e ( )p isidp in Case (I) and
e ()p is an orthogonal or unitary anti-involution on D in Case (IT). Note that in this case D
has at most degree 2, and if D has degree 2 then F = F,.

We will still write for ( )p if there is no cause of confusion.

A Hermitian space for (F/Fo,¢) is a pair (V,h) together with a pair (D, ( )p) € Div(F/F,,¢) such
that V is a finite dimensional right D-vector space and h is an e-hermitian form h : VxV — D
with respect to , in particular h is the zero map in Case (I) and non-degenerate in Case (II). We
write Herm(F/F,, €) for the set of Hermitian spaces for (F/Fo,¢).

We fix a pair (D, ( )p) € Div(F/F,,¢) and a Hermitian space (V, h) for (F/F,,¢).
We consider the following subgroups of G := GLp(V): The group

U(V,h) = {ge GLp(V) : h(gv,gw) = h(v,w) for all v,w € V}
of isometries of (V,h). and

G U(V,h) nSLp(V) ifh#0and D=F =F, and e = +
1 UV, h) else

Therefore G will be the set of rational points of an F,-form of a general linear, symplectic, or special
orthogonal group. Note that in the Case (IT) if D # F then every element of U(V,h) has reduced
norm 1 over F.

We let ¥ = (o) denote an abstract cyclic group of order 2, which we will let act on various objects.
The element o acts trivial on G if & = 0 and as the inverse of the adjoint anti-involution of h if h is
non-zero. In particular,

U(V,h) = G=.

We denote the set of D-endomorphisms of V by A. The square root of the F-dimension of A is
called the F-degree (or for short just the degree) of A, denoted by degp(A).

2.9. Parahoric subgroups for forms of classical groups. For inner forms of (products of) classical
p-adic groups and general linear groups, we use the (self-dual) op-lattice function model of the Bruhat—
Tits building and use (interchangeably with the notation we introduced for a general reductive p-
adic group) the following notation for parahoric subgroups: for A an op-lattice function in V we
write P(A) for the compact open subgroup stabilizing A, and write P(A)° for the parahoric subgroup
associated to A with pro-p unipotent radical P1(A). In particular, if A is a vertex then P(A) = G}
and P(A)° = Gx. We write PSt(A) for the fixator of the minimal facet A containing A.

3. ENDO-PARAMETERS

We recall the theory of self-dual semisimple characters, endo-equivalence, and endo-parameters. We
adopt slightly different notation and terminology to [37] and [55], because we wish to later consider
inner forms of p-adic classical groups and general linear groups simultaneously and we can by-pass
some of the technicalities as we will not need the full theory (we only use the special case of full
semisimple characters).
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3.1. Semisimple characters and intertwining for G, following [37] and [55]. We fix an algebraic
closure F of F.

Definition 3.1. Let 5 = > . _; 3; be a finite sum with 3; € F such that the minimal polynomials of 3;
and (3; over F differ for ¢ # j. We call 3 full semisimple if it satisfies a technical condition: its critical
exponent kr(B) < 0 is negative (for the definition of kr () in this generality see [37, §5.4]).

Let 8 = >,; Bi be a full semisimple element. We set E = F[/], a semisimple F-algebra, E = @, E;
with E; = F[3;] fields. Let 2(8) denote the class of all triples (V, ¢, A) where
(i) V is a right D-vector space;
(ii) ¢ : E — A is an F-embedding;
(iii) A is a p(og)-op-lattice sequence.

Following the approach of Bushnell, Henniart, and Kutzko, as in [37], we associate to (V, ¢, A) €
2(8) a compact open pro-p subgroup H (¢(8), A) of G = Autp (V) and a set € (A, p(8)) of characters
of ﬁl(go(ﬁ),A) which we call semisimple characters for G. Note that, this is a special case of the
construction; these characters are called full semisimple characters in [37] and [55].

Welet €(8) = U v p,n)e20s €A (B)) and, for fixed V, we put (8, V) = Uy o 4)e2(s) € (A, 0(8)).
Then the collection of all semisimple characters for G = Autp (V) is (V) = | J 5 €(B), where the union
is over all full semisimple elements (.

Remark 3.2. In [55, Definition 6.6], the third author defines the endo-equivalence class € of a
semisimple stratum. If one of the strata in € is of the form [A,n,0,o(8)], for (V,p,A) € 2(3) then
for every stratum A = [A’;n,0,7] € € there is a tuple (V/,¢', A’) € 2(B) such that A is equivalent
(as strata) to [A,n,0, ¢ (B)], by [55, Proposition 4.30] and [54, Theorem 6.6].

Corresponding to the decomposition 8 = Y. _; 8;, we have:

i€l

e a decomposition V = @, V; (called the associated splitting of ¢(3))

e a decomposition A = @,_; A;, where A;(k) = A(k) n'V; (we say that the decomposition of V
splits A);

e endomorphisms rings A; := Endp(V;) and B; = Endg,gp(V;);

e natural embeddings H!(¢(3;), A;) — H!(¢(8), A), and restriction maps

%(Au SD(B)) - %(Aiu @(Bz))u 0 — 91' =0 |ﬁ1(80(,8i),1\i) .

We call the 6; the simple block restrictions of 6.
Given (V, ¢, A), (V' ¢/, A') € 2(8), there are natural bijections

TN A’ ¢ CK(A, SD(B)) - %(Alv @/(ﬁ))v

called transfer maps ([37, Lemma 9.3] and [55, §6.2]), and we collect semisimple characters into families
following [11, 37]:

i€l

Definition 3.3. A pss-character supported on (3 is a function © : 2(8) — €(8) whose values are
related by transfer:

@(V/, (p/, A/) = TA/7A)¢/)¢@(V, @D, A)

We call a value of © a realization; thus, by definition, © is determined by any one of its realizations.

Let 8’ be another full semisimple element and set E' = F[’]. Let ©,©’ be pss-characters supported
on f3, ' respectively.

Definition 3.4. We say that © and ©’ are endo-equivalent if there exist realizations of © and ©' on
a common F-vector space V which intertwine in G.

By [37, Theorem 9.9] and [55, Theorem 6.18], endo-equivalence is an equivalence relation and we
call the equivalence classes semisimple endo-classes. If 6 is a realization of a pss-character © then we
define the endo-class of 6 to be the endo-class of ©. The degree of a semisimple endo-class is [F[5] : F]
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where § is any full semisimple element which supports a pss-character of this endo-class; this is well-
defined by [37, Proposition 6.2] because we are dealing only with full semisimple characters — it is for
this reason that we don’t need to assume the degrees of the pss-characters are equal in Definition 3.4.

We call a semisimple character or endo-class simple if it is defined by a semisimple element 5 which
generates a field extension F[S]/F (i.e. I is a singleton in the notation above), by [37, Theorem 9.9(i)]
this is well defined. Write &(F) for the set of all simple endo-classes of simple characters for inner
forms of general linear groups over F.

Definition 3.5. An endo-parameter t for G is a formal sum t = Zceg’(F) mec, with m, € Z>9,
satistying 3} c g p) me deg(c) = degp(A) and d | mc deg(c), for c e &(F).

By [37, Theorem 12.9] and [55, Theorem 7.2], the set of intertwining classes of semisimple characters
for G is in canonical bijection with the set of endo-parameters for G. The bijection is given as
follows: let 6 be a semisimple character for CN}, let 6; be the simple block restrictions of 6, and let ¢;
the endo-classes of §;. Then we map the intertwining class of 6 to the endo-parameter ty defined

by tg = >y degg, (Bi)cs.

3.2. Semisimple characters and intertwining for G, following [37, §8] and [54, §6.1]. We
now expand the scope of the last section to include inner forms of classical groups and define endo-
parameters for h. In contrast to previous works, we include semisimple characters for inner forms of
general linear groups in this framework as the special case where h = 0 (i.e., Case (I)), to allow us to
state our results in future sections uniformly.

Recall that we have fixed F/F, and € € {+£, 0}.

Definition 3.6. We say that a full semisimple element f3 is e-self-dual, or just self-dual, if the gener-
ator of Gal(F/F,) extends to an involution on F[3] such that 8 = (—1)3. Note that, when ¢ = 0
this imposes no extra condition on a full semisimple element.

Let 8 be an e-self-dual full semisimple element. Then the involution  induces an action of o on
the indexing set I of 5 = Y., 3;, which decomposes as

I=1, Ul UL

with 17 the o-fixed orbits, I a set of representatives for the the orbits of size 2, and I = o(I). We
write E = F[3] and E, for the set of -fixed points on E.
In this case, as in [37] or similarly in [54, §7.1], we let 2/, .(8) denote the class of all triples ((V, k), ¢, A)
where
e (V,h) is an e-hermitian space for (F/F,,¢),
o (V.p,A) e 2(8),
e and ¢, A are h-self-dual.
Note that this does not give any extra condition on ¢, A if h is zero so that Zp/p, o(8) = 2(5).

If (V,h), ¢, A) € Zp)p, o (B), then Itll(cp(ﬁ), A) is B-stable and, with G = Gy, the associated classical
group, we write
H' (p(8),A) = H'(¢(8),A) n G.
When h = 0, then H((8), A) = H!((B), A).
The group X acts on €' (A, ¢(3)) with fixed points €'(A, p(3))* — the set of self-dual semisimple char-
acters —and we define the set of characters €}, (A, ¢(83)) of H (¢(8), A) by restriction from €'(A, p(3))*.

A self-dual semisimple character is called elementary character if the set 1 U I has cardinality one.
For fixed (V,h) and associated classical group G, we write:

e %(h) for the union over all h-self dual full semisimple elements 3, of all the sets €' (A, ¢(8))*
such that ((V,h), ¢, A) is an element of 2p/p, .(5);

e ©_(h) for the union over all h-self dual full semisimple elements 3, of all the sets 63 (A, ¢(5))
such that ((V,h), ¢, A) is an element of 2p/p, ().
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We call the elements of € (h) semisimple characters for G (this depends only on the group G, not
on h). Tt is useful to have the notion of a parametrization of a semisimple character:

Definition 3.7. For a character _ € 63, (A, p(3)) we call the data ((V,h), ¢, A, B) a parametrization
of _. Having chosen a parametrization ((V,h), ¢, A, 8) for 0_ we define the restrictions of _ by

0. e O-1H1(e(8),0) ~Autn (V) iel?
( _)Z L 0 ; I I
—lH1 (0(8), M) A (Autp (V) x Autp (Vi) 04 € L U1

To ¢(p) is attached the following Levi subgroup of G.

[ G (Autp(Xiere Vi) x [ Lier, o1 Autp(Vi)) , if b is non-zero
M(g(8), G) = { [Lie; Autp(V;), if h is zero :

For a Levi subgroup M of G we write 6_ y; for the restriction of 6_ to H(¢(8), A) n M.

Recall also that, if two semisimple characters 6_, 6’ € €_(h) with respective parametrizations ((V, ), ¢, A, )
and ((V,h), ¢, A’ 8") intertwine in G then there is a canonical bijection ¢ : I — I', called a matching
(see [56, Theorem 10.1], [37, Theorem 8.8]). Moreover, from [54, Theorem 6.5, Corollary 6.15] we
have:

Lemma 3.8. Let0_,0" € €_(h) be semisimple characters with respective parametrizations ((V, h), ¢, A, 8)
and (V,h), o', N, 8"). If 0_,0" intertwine in G then M((B),G) is conjugate in G to M(¢'(8'), G).

3.3. Endo-parameters for h. We let the group ¥ act on & (F) by the action defined in [37, Definition
12.13], and we write (& (F)/3) for the set of orbits.

More precisely, we define the ¥-action on the endo-class of a ps-character © by using a realization
of © in a split general linear group and then applying [37, Definition 12.10]. An orbit O in (& (F)/X)
corresponds to the endo-class of an elementary character 8. The orbit O is the set of simple endo-
classes of the simple block restrictions of . We say O is attached to 6.

To define endo-parameters for G we need to introduce an extra datum. For t € (&(F)/X) we
associate a set W(f)D) () of Witt types which, if ¢ is an orbit of size 2 or if ¢ = 0, identifies with
a singleton. When ¢ # 0 and ¢ is an orbit of size 1, say consisting of the endo-class of ©, then we
can choose © to be supported on a full self-dual simple element  and then W(—)D7 .(t) is in canonical

bijection to the Witt group W.(( )g ®r ( )p), see [54, §7.2, Proposition 7.4, Definition 7.6]. This
Witt-group is (non-canonically) isomorphic to the Witt group W, (E/E,) if both D and E are different
from F. Otherwise, this Witt group is canonically isomorphic to W, (E/E,) (if D = F) or to W.((' )p)
(it E = F).

This definition was introduced for D = F in [37, §13 after Remark 12.20], see WT(QO) there.
For D # F, see [54, §7.4] and the definition of W, _ there. But there is a subtlety to take into account:
In [54, §7.4] the third author attaches to an endo-class of an elementary character a set of Witt-
types. Thus we need to prove that every orbit in & (F)/X is attached to an elementary character for
an e-Hermitian form with respect to the fixed datum (D, ( )p). We give the proof and the precise
statement in Appendix A.1l.

There is a transfer map A}, from W (t) to W(F/F,) (see [37, § 3.5] and [74, § 7.2])

Definition 3.9. An endo-parameter t for h is a formal sum t = Zte(&(F)/Z) my(t, we), where my; € Z=°
and we € W) (1), satisfying

(1) d | mydeg(c), forall cete (8(F)/%),
2
(2) Z ng deg(c) = degp(A) with ny := e+ degg, (we),
cete(&(F)/X) | |

where deg,, (w;) is the anisotropic degree of wy,

(3) D1 Af(wr) = [h] in We(F/F).
te(&(F)/5)
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Remarks 3.10. (i) We have the obvious forgetful map, from endo-parameters for h to endo-
parameters for G, given by forgetting Witt types:

Z m(t, we) — Z nc,

te(&(F)/2) cete(6(F)/%)

with n; given in Definition 3.9(2). Endo-parameters for G obtained in this way are called un-
refined endo-parameters for h.

(ii) Suppose that G is not special orthogonal or D # F. Then an endo-parameter for (G, h) is
defined to be an endo-parameter for h.

(iii) Suppose that G is special orthogonal and D = F. An endo-parameter for (G, h) is a pair,
consisting of an endo-parameter defined as in 3.9 (an endo-parameter for k) and possibly an
additional sign - see [37, Definition 12.33].

(iv) In the case ¢ = 0, an endo-parameter for G is the endo-parameter given in Definition 3.5,
because the Witt type wy is just a dummy variable with no further information.

For e # 0, by [37, Theorem 12.29 and Corollary 12.34] and [54, Theorem 7.17], the set of intertwining
classes of semisimple characters for G is in canonical bijection with the set of endo-parameters for (G, h)
(see ibid. for the description of this map; this bijection depends on the hermitian form h, not only
on the group G). On the other hand, when ¢ = 0, by the references after Definition 3.5, the set
of intertwining classes of semisimple characters for G is in canonical bijection with the set of endo-
parameters for G.

It now follows from Lemma 3.8 that an endo-parameter t determines a G-conjugacy class of Levi
subgroups, namely the class containing M(p(3), G) for any parametrization ((V,h),p, A, 3) of any
semisimple character _ with endo-parameter t. We write M(t) for (a representative of) this conjugacy
class.

3.4. Parabolic induction and restriction maps for endo-parameters. Let P be a Levi subgroup
of G and P = M x N a Levi decomposition of P. We have non-normalized parabolic induction
and restriction functors, we denote by i§ : Repr(M) — Repgr(G) and r§ : Repr(G) — Repg (M)
respectively. Here we define maps of endo-parameters, which we will later show are compatible with
parabolic induction and restriction.

We write M = H;:O M;, with My a classical group (or trivial), and M; general linear groups.

Definition 3.11. An endo-parameter t for M is a tuple (t;)5_, of endo-parameters t; for M.

Let t = (t;)7_y be an endo-parameter for M and choose realizations 6 ; of t;. Then 0_ v =
®§:1 0_; is a semisimple character for M, and by [43, Proposition 5.1], [54, Theorems 6.6 and
6.10], we can choose a semisimple character §_ for G with 6_|yy = 6_ . We let i$(t) denote the
endo-parameter for G with realization §_. This is independent of the choice of 6_, as any two
choices for 6_ \; intertwine in M (by definition) so, since the corresponding semisimple characters 6_
are decomposed with respect to (M, P) for any parabolic P with Levi M, these realizations 6_ also
intertwine so give the same endo-parameter zl\Gd (t). Moreover, parabolic induction of endo-parameters
is clearly transitive.

Conversely, let t now be an endo-parameter for G. We define r§;(t) by

i (t) = {endo-parameters ty for M : t = i} ()}

Set Wyt = Ng(M)/M. In general, r{i(t) will not consist of a single Wys-conjugacy class of endo-
parameters for M, but is a (possibly empty) finite set of Wy-conjugacy classes.

There is one case of particular interest, namely when M = M(t). If 6_ is any semisimple character
with endo-parameter t, and parametrization ((V,h),¢, A, ) such that M = M(p(8),A), then the
restriction 0_ \1 := 6_|nm is a semisimple character for M, and we write ty for its corresponding
endo-parameter for M. The G-conjugacy class of this is independent of the choice of 6_ by [54,
Theorem 6.5, Corollary 6.15], and clearly ty € 7§ (t). We call the G-conjugacy class of the pair (M, ty)
the support of t.
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4. M-REALIZATIONS OF ENDO-PARAMETERS

We fix (G, h) as introduced in §2.8, and an endo-parameter t for (G, h).
Definition 4.1. A realization of t for (G, h) is a semisimple character for G of endo-parameter t.

Given a parametrization ((V,h), @, A, ) of a semisimple character 0_ of G, we write G g, for the
centralizer of () in G, and similarly B, g for the centralizer of ¢() in A, so that B = @, Bs.
There is then an embedding of Bruhat-Tits buildings

which is affine, G,(g)-equivariant, and respects the Moy—Prasad filtrations, see [52, Theorem 7.2]
based on [8, Theorem II.1.1, Lemma II.3.1] and [9, Theorem 6.3, §9]. Note that by Bruhat-Tits
building we always mean the enlarged building. The image of j,(g) corresponds to the set of h-self-
dual og-op-lattice functions.

To A corresponds a parahoric subgroup of Gy which we denote by P(As)°,with pro-p unipotent
radical Py (A, (g)), and we write P(A,g)) for the full fixator of the point A.

We compose j,(g) with the canonical map B(G) — B,..4(G) (which sends a lattice function to its
translation class) to obtain a map

(4.3) o) B(Gys)) = Brea(G)
which is affine, G g)-equivariant, and respects Moy—Prasad filtrations. In the following cases, this
map is uniquely determined by these three properties:

e if I is a singleton and € = 0, by [8, Theorem II.1.1], and
e if [ =17 and ¢ # 0 and the center of G, (g) is compact, by [52, Theorem 11.3|.

Of most importance are the realizations of t on a maximal parahoric of the centralizer of an
embedded full semisimple element. We denote by C(H) the centre of a group H.

Definition 4.4. An m-realization of t for (G,h) is a realization of t which is in a set of semisim-
ple characters 7, (A, p(83)) for G such that C(Gyz))/C(M(p(83),G)) is compact and P(A,))° is a
maximal parahoric subgroup of G ().

The property of being an m-realization of t can be verified by any parametrization:

Proposition 4.5 (cf. [37, Propositions 11.3]). Let 0_ be an m-realization of t for (G,h) and let
((V,h), ¢, N, B") be a parametrization of 6. Then C(Gyrgy)/C(M(¢'(8'),G)) is compact and the
group (Gyr(s)} is a mazimal parahoric subgroup of Gy (g -

The technical idea for the proposition lies in the following lemma. For 6 a semisimple character,
we write Ig(0) for the set of elements of G which intertwine 6 with itself.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose h = 0 and let 0 € € (A, o(B)) and 8’ € C(A, ' (B)) be transfers and suppose
that F[S] is a field. Suppose further that 1 intertwines 6 with 6. Then 6 and 8’ coincide.

Proof. By Skolem—Noether there is an element g € G = G such that 9p = ¢’. Then g intertwines 6
with . Thus we have

1=s'gbs, s ela(0') nPi(A), s€la(f) nPi(A), be Gya),
by [54, Theorem 6.7(ii)]. On the residue fields conjugation by the elements 1 and g give the same map

kero(8)) = Frie )]

Thus, by [55, Proposition 4.39], we can assume without loss of generality that g is an element of P(A),
so that b € P(A) n G,(5). In particular, g normalizes the lattice sequence A and conjugates ¢(3)
to ¢'(83), so also conjugates H!(¢(83), A) to HY(¢'(B), A); it follows that ' = 96. Since b also normal-
izes 0, we get 0 = 10 = 5959 = <9/ = ¢, O
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Proof of Proposition 4.5. Let ((V,h),p, A, 3) be a parametrization for §_ given as in Definition 4.4.
By [55, Corollary 5.17] together with the proof of [54, Proposition 6.9] there is an element in the
normalizer of #_ in G which maps the associated splitting of ¢ (3) to the associated splitting of ¢'(5').
We therefore assume without loss of generality that ¢(3) and ¢’(5’) have the same associated splitting
and the matching is the identity. Thus we can reduce to the cases (h = 0 and |I| = 1) and (h # 0
and I7 =1).

We start with the second case (h # 0 and 17 = I): If we are in the case that h is orthogonal
giving SO(1,1)(F) (which is isomorphic to GL;(F) = F*) then every semisimple character for G is
an m-realization for its endo-parameter. So let us suppose that we are not in this particular case.
Then, by [61, §7] and [53, §10.3] the center of G(4/) is compact and P(Ag))° is a maximal parahoric,
because #_ is contained in a cuspidal irreducible representation of G.

We now prove the first case (h = 0 and |I| = 1): At first C(Gy/(5))/C(M(¢'(8'),G)) is compact
because F[#'] is a field. By intertwining, see [55, Proposition 5.31], we have that F[5]/F and F[5']/F
share the same degrees and inertia degrees. Thus we only have to show

(4.7) I(@(B), M)/TH(#(B), A) = J(p(B), ') /T (0(8), \)

as groups, because the first one is isomorphic to a general linear group over a finite field.
By [55, Proposition 5.42] there are an element y € A (the Lie algebra of G = G) and an element g € G
such that + generates a field and

C(A,y) = (A 0(B), €A y) =CW, ¢ (5))
and 6 is its transfer between those sets. So we can reduce to the following two cases: A = A’;
and § = ' (with possibly A # A’).

If A = A’ then (4.7) follows, because J(—,A) = Ig(0) n P(A) with pro-p-radical J'(—, A). So
suppose 3 = ', A # A’ and 6 is its transfer from A to A’. The normalizer of 6 is contained in
the normalizer of A because P(A,(s)) is a maximal compact subgroup of G,gy. Thus F[¢'(8)]*
normalizes A. By Lemma 4.6 the character § and its transfer to €' (A, ¢'(8)) coincide. Thus by the
case of equal lattice sequences above we can reduce to the case ¢ = ¢', i.e. it is sufficient to prove the
result in the case

0 e G (A, p(B) nE (N, 0(B)).
The domain of 6 is equal to H' (¢(3), A) and H' (¢(3), A'). Intersecting with G, (g implies

P1(Ap(s) = P1(Ay )

and therefore the corresponding hereditary orders b(A) and b(A’) in B, () have the same radical and
therefore coincide. This finishes the proof. O

We are going to study the G-conjugacy classes of m-realizations of t for (G, k). Unfortunately, in
the case of non-simple endo-parameters there are infinitely many conjugacy classes. So we consider a
coarser partition than G-conjugacy. We will see that this partition is finite.

Definition 4.8. We call two realizations §_, 0" € €_(h) of t essentially G-conjugate if they intertwine
in G and there are parametrizations ((V, h), ¢, A, 8) and ((V, k), ¢, A’, 5’) for _ and 6, respectively,
and an element g € G such that

(i) gVi = V¢, for alli eI, and
(i) 9(0_ m(p(p),0)) = 9l—,M(<p’(/3’),G) (see Definition 3.7).
where ¢ : I — T’ is the matching given by the intertwining of 6_,6’ .

Proposition 4.9. FEssential G-conjugacy is an equivalence relation on €—(h).

We call the equivalence classes of Proposition 4.9 essential G-conjugacy classes.

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the following claim:
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Let (V,h), ¢, A, B) and (V,h),¢', N, 3') be parametrizations of 6_ € €,(G). Then
there is g € G such that gV; = V), for alli € 1, and 9(0_ \ip(8),6)) = 0— M(0'(87),G)
where ( : 1 — 1 is the matching given by the intertwining of 6_ with itself.

Without loss of generality we can assume that there is an element z € G such that z¢(8)z~! = /(8
and such that 6_ is the transfer of 0_ from %, (A, p(8)) to €1L(A, ¢’ (8)) — see |54, Theorem 6.6, 6.10].
By [54, Theorem 6.7(ii) (6.8)] when e = 0 and [54, Theorem 6.12(ii) (6.14)] when & % 0, we have

Ia(0-) = (S(&'(8),A) 0 G)(2Gys) N G)(S(9(B),A) N G),

where S(¢(8), A) is a certain compact open subgroup of G whose definition can be found in [55, before
Proposition 5.15]. In particular, since 1 intertwines 6_, we can write

1 =wuzbv, ue S(¢'(B),AN)nG, veS(p(B),AN)nG, zbe Gn xé@w).
Then zb normalizes 6_ because 1, u,v do. Therefore g = zb fulfils the desired property. O

Theorem 4.10. There are finitely many essential G-conjugacy classes of m-realizations of t for (G, h).
To prove the theorem we need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.11. Let ((V,h),p, A, B) be a parametrization of a semisimple character of G with T = 1.
Let A’ be a self-dual lattice sequence split by the associated splitting of ¢(B) and of the same F-period
as A. Suppose that, for all i € 1, the lattice sequence A, is a translate of A;. Then A is a translate
of \.
Proof. As A and A’ are self-dual, and by the hypothesis, there exist [, k, k; € Z, for i € I, such that

() AGY# = A(—j +0)

(i) () = N+ ),

(i) Ai(j) = MG + ki),
for all integers j, where #;, denotes the duality on lattices induced by h. Therefore k; = %=t

2
independent of 1. O

Proof of Theorem 4.10. Let 6_ € %,(A,9(8)) be an m-realization of t for (G,h). All other m-
realizations of t for (G, h) intertwine with #_ in G and we can therefore conjugate the associated
splittings to the splitting of ¢(8) by an element of G, by [54, Theorem 6.7(i) and 6.12(i)], which
reduces us to the case where I = I° and M(¢(8),G) = G. Thus if » = 0 then we have |I|] = 1
and if b # 0 we have I = 7. We have to show that there are finitely many G-conjugacy classes of
m-realizations of t for (G, h). Note that there are only finitely many G-orbits of points ' = [A’] in the
reduced building B,.4(G) for which there exists an m-realization 6" € 6, (A, ¢'(8")) of t for (G, h)
such that, under the embedding (4.3), the point 2’ is the image of a point attached to a maximal
parahoric subgroup of G, (g; indeed, such a point z' = (2)ic1, 2 € Brea(Autp(Vy)), fulfils extra
conditions on the barycentric coordinates: for example, the barycentric coordinates of x} have to be
of the form m with 0 < ¢ < 2¢(E;/F), by the formula in [, Lemma I1.3.1]. Thus we have only
a finite number of G n Autp(V;)-orbits for points a}. Lemma 4.11 then provides the finiteness of the
number of G-orbits for points z’.

We consider the point in 9B,.4(G) corresponding to A given by the chosen parametrization of §_.
Every m-realization 6" € 6, (A, ¢’ (8')) intertwines with 6_ in G. So we obtain a map

C@/ : kE — ao/al,

by [55, Lemma 5.51], where ag is the hereditary order corresponding to A and a; its radical. Two
m-realizations §_ € €5,(A, ¢'(8')) and 0” € €, (A, ¢"(5")) of t for (G, h) are G-conjugate if (o = (o,
by [55, Theorem 1.5] when & = 0, and by [54, Theorem 1.1] (quaternionic case), [56, Theorem 10.3]
(symplectic and unitary case) and [37, Theorem 10.4, see Remark 10.5] (special orthogonal case)
when ¢ # 0. The number of field embeddings of kg into ag/a; is finite, because both sets are finite.
This finishes the proof. O
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Lemma 4.12. Suppose t is an endo-parameter for (G,h) and put M = M(t), the Levi subgroup
associated to t (well-defined up to G-conjugacy), and set tm as in 3.4. The essential G-conjugacy
classes of m-realizations of t are in bijection with the M-conjugacy classes of m-realizations of tyr.

Proof. Let 6_ be an m-realization of t from ((V,h),p, A, 3), so that (by conjugating in G) we can
assume M(p(8),G) = M. Then 6_ ) = 6_ |v is a semisimple character for M and determines an
endo-parameter ty;, and 6_ ) is an m-realization of tyr.

Now suppose 6 is another m-realization of t, from ((V,h),¢’, A’, 8'); again, by conjugating in
G, we can assume M(p(8),G) = M. Then we similarly get an endo-parameter ty; for M, which is
Ng (M)-conjugate to ty. In fact, by changing our conjugation in G, we can assume ty = ty — this is
the same as conjugating so that the matching between 6_ and 6’_ is the identity map.

By definition, 6’ is essentially G-conjugate to #_ if and only if there is g € G such that IM = M
and 90_ \p = 0\, that is, if and only if there is g € Ng (M) such that 96_ i = 6’ ;. But any such g
must come from the matching between 6_,6” so in fact is in M. Thus 6 is essentially G-conjugate
to 0 if and only if 6_ 5 is M-conjugate to 6 ;. O

5. HEISENBERG REPRESENTATIONS

5.1. Heisenberg representations and semisimple characters over Z[1/p, uy=]. Let 8 be a self-
dual full semisimple element, and ((V,h),¢,A) € Zg/p, (). Then also attached to this datum,

see [61, 3.2], [55, Definition 5.4], and [53, §4], are X-stable compact open subgroups jl(gp(ﬂ),A) <
J(p(B),A) of G containing H(¢(8), A), and we write

Jl((p(ﬁ)vA) = jl((p(ﬁ)vA) NG, J(SD(B%A) = j(@(ﬁ)vA) NG,

for the associated compact open subgroups of G. The group J!(¢(B),A) is pro-p, and normal
in J(¢(B),A) with

J(@(B), A)/TH(2(B8), A) = (G())a/ (Gs)) s

a finite reductive group.

Let 0_ € 61(A,»(8)) be a self-dual semisimple character. Then there exists a unique irreducible
C-representation n_ of J'(¢(8), A) which contains §_, by [61, Proposition 3.5], Lemma B.4 and |53,
Proposition 4.3]. These representations are called Heisenberg C-representations, and this definition is
extended to algebraically closed fields in [38].

5.1.1. Integral semisimple characters. Let K be a compact open (pro-p) normal subgroup of H (p(), A)
such that all (C-valued) semisimple characters in %5 (A, p(8)) are trivial on K. We fix r sufficiently
large, so that all characters of all pro-p subgroups of P(A) trivial on K take values in Z[u,]. In
particular, for 6 € 6, (A, ¢(8)), we can choose an integral model of 6 as a free Z[u,r]-module of rank
one, on which H(p(8), A) acts via

0 : H'(p(8),A) — Z[pyr]*.

Let R be a Z[p,r]-algebra. We set fg = 6 ® R which gives the natural action of 8 on a free R-module
of rank one. In particular, if R is an algebraically closed field of characteristic different to p, g agrees
with the previous definitions of semisimple characters.

We write €3, r(A, p(8)) for the set of R-valued semisimple characters, or “semisimple R-characters”,
obtained from (A, ¢(8)) by considering the natural integral structure in each semisimple character
as described above (for the fixed Z[u,-]-algebra structure on R).

We record the following properties:

Lemma 5.1. Let R be a Z[u,r]-algebra, and O € €, r(A, (B)).

(i) The underlying R-module of 0g is a free R-module of rank one.
(ii) If p is invertible in R, Or is a projective R[H!(¢(8), A)]-module.
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(ili) Suppose ppr ® 1 has order p” in R*. Then the natural map
Cgh,Z[upr] (A7 (P(ﬁ)) - %}LR(Au SD(B))

is a bijection.
Proof. The first and final properties follow immediately from our construction, and the second property

from Lemma 2.6. O

Proposition 5.2. Let Ro, = Z[1/p, p1pr], and R be an Ry ,-algebra. For g € G, the intertwining of 6
is given by

R ifgeJYp(B), N)Gys I (@(B), A);

Homg(m1 (p(8),0) 1! (0(8),0)9] (O (0r)7) = {0 otherise.

Proof. By Lemma 2.5, it suffices to consider the case Rg,. Again, by Lemma 2.5, we have

Homg, , (11 (p(8),0)nH! ((8),0)7] (ORo...» (ORo.,.)?) @ C = Home i (4(8),4) nH1 (0(8),0)9] (O, (Bc)?).-

And by the complex setting of [60, Proposition 3.27], [55, Proposition 5.15], [54, Theorem 6.12] we
have

Homgpu (o(8),0)~H1 (0(8).4)9] (Oc, (0c)?) ~ C.
if g € JH((B), A)Gy(s)d' (¢(8),A) and is zero otherwise.
As HomRo,T[Hl(cp(B),A)r\Hl(ga(ﬂ),A)g](QRO,M (GRO,T)Q) c HOmRO,T (eRo,rv (HRO’T)Q) >~ RO,Tv it is a torsion-
free Rg r-module, and
Homg, , (11 (p(8),0)nH (0(8),8)9] (ORo 5 (OR,,.)7) <> Homg, | (11 (4(8).8) nH (0(8),0)9] (ORo 5 (OR, .. )7) @ C

and hence it is zero if g ¢ J'(¢(83), A)Gy 53" (0(8), A).
Suppose then g € H' (¢(8), A)Gy5H (¢(8), A). Then, as Oc is a character on the vector space C,
the Hom-space is non-zero if and only if the restrictions of the morphisms

fc : H' (p(B),A) — C*
(6c)? - H' (p(B), A)? — C*
to H' ((8), A)nH! (¢(B), A)? are equal. In particular, by definition, the restrictions of O, . and (6, )?
to H' (¢(83), A) n H'(p(8),A)¢ are equal, and hence for g € J'(¢(8), A)G g5 I (¢(3), A) we have
Homg,, , (11 (4(8),0)~H! (0(8).0)9](ORo s (OR,,.)?) = Endr, , (Or, .., (OR,,,.)?) =~ Ro,r
as the underlying Ro,,-modules of g, , , (fr, . )? are free of rank one over Ry,. O
5.1.2. Integral Heisenberg representations. One can also choose a natural integral model for a Heisen-

berg representation, as we now explain by revisiting the construction of Heisenberg representations.
We continue with the above notation, 5 is a self-dual full semisimple element, and ((V,h),p,A) €

QF/FQ,s(ﬂ)'
Lemma 5.3. (i) The derived subgroup of J*(¢o(B),A) satisfies

[T (0(8), A), I (0(8), A)] < H' (#(B), A).
(ii) The quotient J*(o(B), A)/H(p(B),A) is an elementary p-group.

Proof. Let L/F be a maximal unramified field extension in D. We write J!, H', J}, H{ for the
subgroups

Jl(@(ﬂ)aA)v Hl(‘P(ﬁ)vA)a Jl(‘/)(ﬂ) ®F 17A)a Hl(‘/)(ﬁ) r 17A)

of G and G ® L, respectively. By [55, Proposition 5.6] we have H! = H} n G and therefore J!/H!
identifies with a subgroup of J{ /H]. The first assertion follows from [60, Corollary 3.12] and the
second assertion from [60, Lemma 3.11 (ii) and (iv)]. O
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Hence the pairing

ko = J'(¢(B), A)/H' (9(8), A) x T (2(8), A)/H (¢(8), A) — Zlppr]
(J1,J2) = 041, 2]
takes values in the p-th roots of unity u, (as J'(p(8), A)/H*(¢(B), A) is an elementary p-group). Iden-
tifying, the cyclic group of p-th roots of unity with F, then by [60, Proposition 3.28], [19, Proposition
3.9], Lemma B.4, and [53, Lemma 4.2|, the pairing kg defines a non-degenerate symplectic form on
the F,-vector space J'(p(83),A)/H(¢(B8),A). Choose a polarization of J(p(8), A)/H (0(B8),A) =
W, @ W_ with respect to this form. The inverse image J*(¢(8), A)+ of Wy in J*(¢(B),A) defines a
maximal abelian subgroup of J'(x(8), A)/H!(¢(B),A), and we choose an extension of 6 to a charac-
ter 04 : J1(0(B),A)+ — Z[py]* acting on the same free Z[u,-|-module as 6.
For any Z[u,-]-algebra R, we then define
gt A
e = nr(Wy,04) = indy, (700D (04) @R
to be the Heisenberg R-representation associated to (W, 6. ). The following lemma is straightforward:

Lemma 5.4. (i) Suppose R is an algebraically closed field of characteristic different from p,
then nr defines the unique isomorphism class of Heisenberg R-representations of previous
works, and in particular ng is irreducible.

(ii) The underlying R-module of nr is free of rank

[TH(e(8),A) - I ((8), A) 4] = [T ((B), A) - H ((5), A)] 2.
(iii) If p is invertible in R, then any Heisenberg R-representation is projective.
iv) If p is invertible in R, then the isomorphism class of nr(Wy, 04 ) is independent of the choice
n +5 U+
of Wy, 04), and Endgpyr (o(sy,0)] (MR (W4, 04)) is free of rank one over R.

Proof. The first two statements are straightforward. The R-representation 0, ® R is projective by
Lemma 2.6, and hence 7R is projective as compact induction from an open subgroup preserves pro-
jectivity. The final statement obviously reduces to the case Ro, = Z[1/p, ptpr] (using Lemma 2.5 for
the statement about endomorphism algebras).

By Mackey theory, we have a Ry -module decomposition

HomRo,r[Jl(V’(ﬁ)yA)] (nRo,r (WJra 9+)7 nRo,r (Wg—v 9;))
=~ @ Hompy ,[12(5(8),4) s (31 (0(8). 4,01 (O (0%)7)

where for J'(¢(8), A)’, the prime denotes the subgroup defined by the maximal isotropic subspace W, .

As in the proof of Proposition 5.2, if any of these Hom-spaces are non-trivial, then they are free Rg ,-

modules of rank one. Hence, Homg,  [y1(x(8),4)] (TRo., W+, 0+), 1R, . (W, 0)) is a free Rg -module.
By Lemma 2.5,

Homg, ,(71(o(8),0)] (TRo,, Wit s 01), 1R, (W], 01)) ® C
~ Homgy (o(8),0) (mcWa, 04),mc (W), 6)) ~ C,
and in particular the integral Hom-space is non-zero, and as it is a free R ,-module, the Hom-space

is a free Ry -module of rank one.
Choose any generator ¢ of the Hom-space as a Rg .-module, then

d) ® 1: nRo,r (W+, 0+) &® C— nRo,r(WSra 9/+) ® Ca
is an isomorphism, as any non-zero morphism is by part (i). Moreover, as C/K is faithfully flat, it
follows that

(b &® 1: nRo’r(W‘F? 9+) ® K- nRo,r(W;—a 91}—) ® Kv

is an isomorphism.
Moreover, for any maximal ideal m € m- Spec(Ry ) consider the morphism

(b@ 1: T]RO’T(W‘F) 0+) ®R/m - nRo,r(W;—a 91}—) ®R/m
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Now Homg /m[s1 (,(8),4)] (MR/m Wa 5 04), R /m WV, 07, ) is free of rank one over R/m (say by Lemma 2.5

again), and by faithfully flat descent from F, ~ R/m (and part (i)), any non-zero morphism is an iso-
morphism. Moreover, ¢®1 is non-zero because it generates Homg, , (31 ((8),4)] (R0, W45 04), MR, . W, 0,))

as an Ro,,-module and hence generates

Homg, , (31 (o(8),0)] (MRo.» Wi, 01), 1Ry, W5, 0))OR/m =~ Hompg jm[y1 (o(8),4)] (18/m Wi 5 01), nrym (WS, 0))

as an Ry, /m-module.
It follows from Lemma 2.4, that ¢ is an isomorphism. O

By [61, Proposition 3.5], Proposition B.8, [53, Proposition 4.3], we deduce that Heisenberg R-
representations enjoy the following intertwining properties:

Corollary 5.5. Let R be a Ro,-algebra, and nr be a Heisenberg R-representation constructed as
above. For g € G, the intertwining of n is given by

R if g€ J'(0(B), N)Gy(s)d  (¢(B), A);

Homg(y1 (o(8),0)~31 (4(8),0)9] (IR, TIR) = {o otherwise.

Proof. Suppose g is in the intertwining. Then as ng = indjigzggg’ﬁL(HQ, by Mackey theory we

have an R-module decomposition Homgyi (4, (8),a)~ 31 (o(8),A)9] (1R, NG ) into a direct sum of Hom-spaces
between characters, and again we find only one space is non-zero by extending scalars to C where we
know the intertwining. The rest follows mutatis mutandis the proof of Proposition 5.2. O

5.2. Heisenberg representations and parabolic induction. We continue with the notation of
the previous section, so that § is a self-dual full semisimple element, and ((V,h), ¢, A) € Zp/p, (5).
We also take Rg . = Z[1/p, p1pr], for r sufficiently large, and assume throughout this section that R is
an Rg ,-algebra.

Let V.= D,cs V) be a decomposition of V which is properly subordinate to [A,n, 0, o(8)] if h = 0
and properly self-dual subordinate to the stratum if h # 0, in the sense of [53, Definition 8.(ii), 8.2]
(cf. [61, Definition 5.1]). Let M = G n (J]Autp (V%)) be the Levi subgroup of G defined by this
decomposition, and P = MN be any parabolic subgroup of G with Levi factor M, and P° = MN® the
opposite parabolic subgroup of P, so that P n P° = M. Associated to the decomposition, we also get
a decomposition of the stratum as a sum of semisimple strata [AU), n() 0, o(80))].

In this situation, let 6 € 6,(A, ¢(8)) which we consider as a character 6 : H' (p(8),A) — Z[p,r]*
acting on a free module of rank one over R. Then 0 |1 (,(8),4)~N> 0 [H1(4(8),a)~Ne are trivial, and

0 |1 (p(8).0) = Q) 0,

decomposes into a product of semisimple characters U) e ‘Kh(A(j),cp(ﬁ(j))) (which we consider as
acting on the same free rank one R-module as ). In the following, we abbreviate H! = H!(p(5), A)
etc.

Lemma 5.6. (i) The subspaces (J1 A N)/(H! A N) and (J' A N°)/(H* n N°) of JL/H! are both
totally isotropic for the form kg and orthogonal to (J' A M)/(H' n M).
(ii) The restriction of kg to (J' AM)/(H' A M) = []JY(BY), AW /H (o(BY)), AU)) is the orthog-
onal sum of the pairings ko -
(iii) We have an orthogonal sum decomposition

JUH' = (' nM)/(H' nM))® ((J' nN)/(H' A N) x (J} A N°)/(H' A N°)).
Proof. Follows from a mild adaptation of [14, 7.2.3] and [61, Lemma 5.6]. O
We now choose our totally isotropic subspace W, of J!/H! with respect to the decomposition
of (iii): we choose a totally isotropic subspace Wy + of the image of (J' n M) in J'/H! and take Wy
the image of (J! A N) in J!/H!
W+ = WM,+ ®WN-,+'
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Then write J ﬂr for the pre-image in J! of W, . Moreover, by (ii), we can decompose

Wt = [Wy).+
where W,;) ;. is a totally isotropic subspace of J*(3(), AW)/H!(3U), AW) with respect to k), and
choosing extensions 953) of 89 to J1 (B, AL)) | acting on the same free R-module of rank one as #0),
we let Oy 4 = ®9§rj). We also write 6, for the extension of  to J% which is trivial on J' n N and
agrees with Oy 4 on JL A M = [[J1(BU), AW)),.
We set _
nr(Ww,+, 0,4 ) = ®77R(W(j),+79£3))-
By Lemma 5.4 the isomorphism class of nr (Wi, +,0m,+), which we denote by nu g, is independent
of the choice of Wy 4+ and 6y 4. Letting
Jp = (H' A N°)(J' A P),

we define np R(Wwm 4,00 ), to be the unique representation of JL on the space of nr(Whi +,0m +)
(which is a free R-module of rank [(J' A M) : (H' A M)]/2) on which J* A M acts via nr (Whr.+, 0.+ )
and J' n N and H' n N° act trivially; this does indeed define a representation because we can also

1
realise it as indjlf (64). It follows from Lemma 5.4 that its isomorphism class, which we denote by 7p g,

+

is independent of the choice of polarization. Moreover, by transitivity of induction, we have
. IR A £ .t
nr =~ ind i (04) =~ ind}} ind}7 (04) ~ indj: (e R).-
+ P + P
The main result we will need on Heisenberg representations is:

Theorem 5.7. For any parabolic subgroups P, P’ with common Levi factor M, we have isomorphisms:
(5.8) ind§i (r) = ind§) (7p r) =~ indp, (ind}i n;(Mv,R))-

In particular, the isomorphism classes of indJGlg (np.r) and indS (ind}, \;(miR)) are independent of
the choice of parabolic.

Proof. The first morphism is just transitivity of induction. As indj}l (nr) is independent of the para-
bolic P, so too is the isomorphism class of indilj (np,r), and it suffices to prove the second isomorphism
for P’ = P°. Fix an R-valued Haar measure on N, then we have a morphism

W - ind$, (- p) — ind$ (ind} -y (- 21)

1
[ m JNO f(nx)dn,

where we choose to normalize our morphism by |J n N°| (as in the complex case) which is a power of
p. Note, over an algebraically closed field, the pair (J5,n— p) is a G-cover of (J' n M,n_ u) relative
to P. When h # 0 and D = F this is deduced in [38, Theorem 9.3] from the construction of covers
of [61], following an idea of Minguez and Sécherre. The same argument works in the other cases
starting with the input being the construction of covers of [50, 57]. Hence by [6, Théoréme 2|, ¥ ® K
is an isomorphism for all algebraically closed fields fields, and hence ¥ defines an isomorphism by
Lemma 2.4. O

Proposition 5.9. Let 6_, 0" be essentially G-conjugate m-realizations of an endo-parameter t for (G, h).
Let n—,n"_ be Heisenberg representations associated to 0_,0" on J*,J'V (defined after having fived
parametrizations). Then

ind$i (n_) ~ ind$ ().

Proof. By conjugating we may assume that there are realizations ((V, h), ¢, A, 8) and ((V, h), ¢’ A, 8)
for 6_ and ¢’ which have the same splitting, in particular we have M(p(8),G) = M(¢'(8), G),
which we abbreviate to M, and for which the matching ( is the identity and such that the restric-
tions 0_ |y~ = 0 |m~pn coincide. In particular, we have M n Ji, = M n J'L, noting that M n J! is
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the pro-p-radical of the the maximal compact subgroup of the normalizer of |y g in M. Thus the
Heisenberg extensions n_ n and 1’ 1 also coincide and the result follows immediately from (5.8). O

6. ENDO-SPLITTING

Let Repy(G) denote the abelian category of smooth R-representations of G. We fix our base
ring Ro = Z[1/p, up=], which contains all values of all semisimple characters over C, and base
rings Ro,» = Z[1/p, ppr] which contain all values of all semisimple characters over C of depth < d(r),
so Ro = JRo,-

Definition 6.1. Let R be a Z[1/p]-algebra, m be a smooth R-representation of G, 3 be a collection
of finitely generated projective smooth R-representations of compact open subgroups of G, and H a
full abelian subcategory of Repgy (G). We say that ¥ ezhausts H if for any smooth R-representation
of G contained in H there exists (K, p) € ¥ such that Homgxk)(p, 7) # 0.

We begin by extending a result of Dat, that semisimple characters for G exhaust the category of
smooth representations:

Proposition 6.2 ([26, Propositions 7.5 & 8.5], Theorem B.1, [53, Theorem 3.1]). (i) Suppose R
is an Ro,.-algebra. The collection of semisimple R-characters for G of depth < d(r) ex-
hausts Repg (G)<a(r)-

(ii) Suppose R is an Ro-algebra. The collection of semisimple R-characters for G exhausts Repg (G).

For classical groups with R = Ry this is proved by Dat in ibid., in the other references this is proved
for smooth C-representations and for smooth Fy-representations of G for primes £ # p. So we give a
simple proof showing how to reduce the general case to the case of Fy-representations (we do not need
the case of C-representations here).

Proof of Proposition 6.2. First, we prove this in restricted depth < d(r) for Rg,-representations.
Every smooth Ry ,-representation has an irreducible subquotient, so by projectivity of § we can
reduce to the case of irreducible Ry ,-representations of G.

Let 7 be an irreducible Rg ,-representation. By Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.3%, there exists a
unique maximal ideal m of Ro, which annihilates 7, and we let R = Ry ,/m an algebraic closure of
the finite field R ,/m (which has characteristic # p). As in the same corollary 7 ® (Rg,/m) is an
irreducible (Rg,./m)-representation, and hence 7 ® R is a non-zero R-representation of G and thus
contains a semisimple R-character @ for G by the references cited above. Let 6 be a semisimple Ry .-
character (by definition acting on a free R-module of rank one) lifting § (possible by construction of
semisimple characters - see Lemma 5.1). Then, by Lemma 2.5,

HomRO’T[Hl](H, T)®R ~ HOIHR[Hl](g, T®R) # 0,

hence 7 contains 6.
If 7 is a smooth R-representation where R is an Ry ,-algebra, then we have an isomorphism

(6.3) Hompg[y11(0 ®r,, R, ™) ~ HOmRO’T[Hl](e, TRo.,.)
¢ (Yt P(t@1)]
[y : t @7 — r9h(t)] — 2,
and so the first part follows. The second part follows from the first. O

Corollary 6.4. Let (m,?) be a smooth R-representation of G. Then m is generated by the sum of all
its 0-isotypic components, where the sum is over all semisimple R-characters 6 for G.

In fact, we could avoid using this lemma and consider the (empty by this lemma) torsion free case in the same way
we consider the torsion case.
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Proof. Let # be the R-subrepresentation of ¥ generated by the sum of the f-isotypic components of
¥ over all semisimple R-characters 6. For each self-dual semisimple character @, since the #-isotypic
functor is exact, ¥? = #% and (¥ /#')? = 0. Thus ¥ /# contains no self-dual semisimple characters,
and by Proposition 6.2 it is zero. 0

Definition 6.5. Let t be an endo-parameter for G. A smooth R-representation 7 of G is of class t if
every semisimple character for G contained in 7 has endo-parameter t.

Lemma 6.6. Let (m,7) be a smooth R-representation of G. If 7 is of class t then it is generated
by the sum of its 8-isotypic components, where the sum is over all semisimple characters 6 for G of
endo-parameter t.

Proof. 1f 7 is of class t, let # be the R-subrepresentation of ¥ generated by the sum of the 8-isotypic
components of ¥, for 6 of endo-class t. By the same argument as in the proof of Corollary 6.4, we
find ¥V =%. O

Proposition 6.7. A smooth representation m is of class t if and only if it is generated by the sum of
its O¢-isotypic components, where the sum is over a set of representatives for the essential G-conjugacy
classes of m-realizations 0; of t.

Proof. Let m, denote the depth < r summand of n. The semisimple character 6 ®g, . R is an m-
realization if and only if # is an m-realization, and using Equation 6.3 we can reduce to considering
the setting R = Ry, and 7 = ;.

Suppose 7 is generated by the sum of its 6¢-isotypic components over a set of representatives for
the essential G-conjugacy classes of m-realizations 6 of t. Let 6 be a semisimple character in 7. As
the #’-isotypic function is exact, there exists an irreducible subquotient 7’ of m containing #’. By
Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, there exists a unique maximal ideal m of Ro, annihilating 7/, and

7/m contains the Fy-valued semisimple character g =0 /m. By Corollary 2.17, 0 intertwines with
some 0y = 0;/m, and hence ' has endo-parameter t, and 7 is of class t.

Conversely, suppose 7 is of class t. By Lemma 6.6, it is generated by the sum of its #-isotypic com-
ponents, for 6 of endo-parameter t. Writing 77, for the subspace generated by the sum of its 8¢-isotypic
components over a set of representatives for the essential G-conjugacy classes of m-realizations 6, of t,
we see that ¥//¥;, is of class t but contains no m-realization of t. If ¥/¥;, is non-zero then it has
an irreducible subquotient with the same property. Thus it suffices to show that if 7 is irreducible of
class t then it contains an m-realization of t. Moreover, by Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, as in the
proof of Proposition 6.2, we can reduce to considering the cases R = Fy, £ # p.

Thus let 7 be irreducible of class t and let 8 € €, (A, ¢(8)) be any semisimple character of endo-
parameter t such that #% # 0. Then #" = ¥ # 0, where 7 is the unique Heisenberg representation
of JX(¢(B), A) containing 6.

Choose Ay € B(Gy(p)) a vertex of the facet containing A (strong simplicial structure) such that
(Gys)),, is a maximal parahoric subgroup in G, 5. We will show that 7 contains the transfer 6/
of 6 to Apr. By [01, Lemma 2.8], there exists A" € B(G,(gy) such that (G,(g))3, and (G, (g))3 coincide
and Gy,, 2 Gas. Moreover, by [01, Lemma 2.10] there exists a sequence in B(G,g))

A=ARAg,...,Ay= A

such that (Gy,(s))3, = (Gu))a = (Gyp))i and either Ga, < Ga,_, or G, 2 Ga,_,. In fact we
choose A; close enough to A;_; such that the above inclusions are satisfied for the corresponding
hereditary orders. Let #’,6; be the transfer of 6 to A’ and A;, respectively, for 0 < 7 < t. Simi-
larly, we write n7, 7, 7; for the Heisenberg representations associated to 6y, 6, 6; respectively, and
abbreviate J}, = J'(¢(8), Ap) and similarly J'*, J}.
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For 0 < i < t, suppose first that Ga, = Ga,_, so that G} 2 G}._ . By [61, Proposition 3.7], [53,

i—1
Gi, . LGa, .. .
Proposition 4.5] and Proposition B.9, we have indJlAl (mi—1) ~ 1ndJ1Al (n;) is irreducible, hence
i—1 k3
al . GA.
) _ % tnd, ™ (nit)

in
vy >yt

Therefore, #™ is non-zero if and only if #"~* is non-zero. The same result holds when G, 2 Ga,_,,
by inducing instead to G}Xiil. Thus, iterating this procedure along the path A = Ag,..., Ay = A/, we
find that ¥ is non-zero. A
By [61, Proposition 3.7] etc. again, there is a unique irreducible representation 7y, of Ji, =
1 1
(Gy(s))aJ}s which extends nas and such that indj},i" (n') ~ indelA/ (Mar) is irreducible. Hence, we
M
repeat the above argument to show that 1" is non-zero if and only if #1™ is non-zero. In particular,
we deduce that #" = 9 is non-zero, as required. 0

Note that, a smooth R-representation 7 of G is of class t if and only if every irreducible subquotient
of 7 is of class t, since semisimple characters are projective. Hence we make the following definition:

Definition 6.8. We let Repg(t) denote the full abelian subcategory of Repg(G) consisting of all
representations of endo-parameter t. We call Repg (t) an endo-factor of Repg(G).

We will soon see that endo-factors are indeed direct factors of the category Repg(G).

Definition 6.9. Let P(t) denote the following projective representation
r
P() = Pind§i n,
i=1

where {(H} = H'(B;,A;),0;) : 1 <i < r}is a set of representatives for the set of essential G-conjugacy
classes of m-realizations of t and (J},7;) is the unique Heisenberg representation of J} = J(B;, A;)
containing 6;.

The isomorphism class of P(t) is independent of the choice of representatives by Proposition 5.9.
We now prove our main theorem endo-splitting the category Repg(G):

Theorem 6.10. Let R be a Z[pp=,1/p]-algebra and G be as in §2.8.

(i) We have a decomposition of categories
Repg (G) = HRQPR(t)
t

where the product is taken over all endo-parameters for G.

(ii) The representation P(t) is a finitely generated projective generator of Repg(t).

(iii) Parabolic induction and restriction are compatible with these decompositions: let P be a
parabolic subgroup of G with Levi decomposition P = MN, t be an endo-parameter for G,
and ty an endoparameter for M. Then

ig : Repg (tm) — RepR(il(\}/I(tM))’

rs : Repp (t) — Repp (i (1)),
where Repg (1 (1)) denotes the product HtMerﬁ(t) Reppg (tm)-

Proof. (i) Let (m, ¥') be a smooth R-representation of G and, for each self-dual semisimple endo-
class t, denote by ¥(t) the subspace generated by the 6-isotypic components of ¥ for 6 of endo-
class t. By Corollary 6.4, ¥ is generated by its 6-isotypic components hence ¥ = >3, 7 (t).
Finally, if 7 is of class t and 7’ is of class t/, then the image of any non-zero morphism in
Homg(m,7") is of class t and ', hence t = t', ¥ = @, ¥ (t), and Repg(G) = [ [, Repg (1).
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(ii) The representation P(t) is finitely generated as compact induction from an open subgroup
preserves finite generation. It is projective as ind?; is left adjoint to restriction to J} which
is an exact functor. Finally, the functor X — Homg (P(t),X) is faithful by Propositions 5.9
and 6.7.

(iii) Let tz be an endo-parameter in M. Let {(Hy;;,0nm,i) : 1 < i <7} be a set of representatives
of the essentially conjugacy classes of m-realizations of ty;. Let (J 11\/1)1», nM,i) be the Heisenberg
representation of M containing (Hll\/“, 0ni). For each 4, as in Theorem 5.7,

ind% (i) ~ indg(indg/{(w(ﬁ)yA)M (nM,i))

where the 7; have endo-parameter zl\Gd (tm). By exactness of parabolic induction, it takes Repg (tum)
to Repy (i€ (tan)).

By Frobenius reciprocity, we obtain the statement for parabolic restriction rgz Suppose,
for contradiction, that r§ (P(t))(ts) # 0 for some ty ¢ r§i(t). Then Homy (rS (P(t)), #) # 0
for a representation # of class ty (in fact, as r§ preserves finite generation [25, Corollary
1.5], we could suppose that # is irreducible, but we avoid using this fact). By Frobenius
reciprocity, Homy (P(t),45 (%)) # 0; hence i§(#) has endo-parameter t and hence # has
endo-parameter in r{j(t) which is absurd.

O

Lemma 6.11. Suppose t is an endo-parameter for (G,h) and put M = M(t), the Levi subgroup
associated to t (well-defined up to G-conjugacy), and let P be a parabolic subgroup of G with Levi
factor M. Then we have an isomorphism of finitely generated projective generators of Repg(t)

P(t) ~ indgy p(Q(tn)),
where Q(ty) is the sum over M-conjugacy classes of m-realizations of ty of indlﬁ/I (n=m)-

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.12 and Theorem 5.7. g

7. BETA EXTENSIONS AND TYPES FOR BERNSTEIN BLOCKS

Let t be an endo-parameter for (G, k) and (0, 8) a full semisimple pair for t and set E = F[§]. Let
P(t) = (D indj: ()
i=1

be a progenerator of Repyy/, . .1 (t) as constructed in the last section. In this section, we collect results
which will allow us to decompose P(t)®K, where K is an algebraically closed field of characteristic ¢ #
p. It follows from a simple cohomology calculation (cf. [14, 5.2.4], [61, Theorem 4.1]) in characteristic
zero, and either by an analogous argument or a simple reduction modulo ¢ argument for positive
characteristic, that 1; ® K extends to an irreducible K-representation of J; = J(p(5), A;). If we now
choose extensions x; of n; ® K, then we can write

T
P(t) ®K ~ P ind§ (r; ®indJ; (1)),
i=1 ¢
and decompose this further using finite group theory and the decomposition of K[J!/J!] into blocks,
or the finer decomposition into projective indecomposables. However for

(i) the construction of types for Bernstein blocks it is useful to choose extensions with strong
intertwining properties, this leads to the notion of “beta extensions”;

(ii) for questions related to understanding when the i-th and j-th component share an irreducible
subquotient over K, we need to choose beta extensions x; and ; “compatibly”.
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7.1. Beta extensions. Let 6 be an m-realization of t for (G, h) and choose for § a parametriza-
tion ((V,h), o, A, B) so that 6 € Cp(A, ©(8)), in particular P°(Ag) is a maximal parahoric subgroup
of Gg. For any self-dual og-lattice sequence Y via the transfer map we have a semisimple character
Or = Tax,4(8)(f) and a Heisenberg extension ny of J& = J*(p(8),T) the pro-p-radical of Jy =
J(p(B), ). We denote by P5*(Tg) the pointwise fixator of the facet Tr (under the strong simplicial
structure, as in 2.9) containing T in the building of Gg.

7.1.1. Eztensions of Heisenberg extensions. Suppose T and Y’ are og-lattice sequences satisfying
P°(Tg) € P°(Tg).
As P1(Tg) € P*Y(Tg) < P(Y%), they both normalize J*(¢(8), Y’) and we can form the subgroups
I¥ =P (Te)I (0(8), ), and Jx v/ := P1(Te)J' (9(8), T),
of J(¢(B), T). We let J§ = J¥ 1 and also use the notation J*'(¢(f), T) where we want to emphasize
the dependence on ¢(8). Thus we have the following chain of subgroups of Jy:
Jy S Iy S Iy S JE S Iy

Suppose P(T) < P(Y’), then by [61, Proposition 3.7], Proposition B.9, |53, Proposition 4.5], there
exists a unique irreducible representation ny v extending ny to J lr,T/ such that 9y v/ and ny induce
equivalent irreducible representations on P1(T). We denote

ext(Y, T') := {extensions of ny v to J¥ v/},
and ext(YT) = {extensions of ny to J§} = ext(Y,T).

7.1.2. The mazimal case. Let ' be an og-lattice sequence corresponding to a minimal parahoric sub-
group P°(T'g) of Gg contained in the maximal parahoric subgroup P°(Ag). Then J 11 A is a pro-p Sylow
subgroup of Jy. By [61, Theorem 4.1] (the same proof works in the other cases, cf. [53, Proposition
6.1(1)]), nr, A extends to Ju, and we call any extension of np s to Ja a beta extension of n (this definition
is independent of the choice of T"). We write

beta(A) := {beta extensions of 7 to Ja}.

Any two beta extensions of 7 differ by a character of P(Ag)/P1(Ag) which is trivial on the subgroup
generated by all its unipotent subgroups. Note that beta(A) is the set of those representations of J%
with restriction to J# , contained in ext(T, A).

Remark 7.1. Our definition of the “maximal case” for beta extensions is more restrictive than that of
[61], [53] who allow non-maximal parahoric subgroups for P°(Ag) (and non-m-semisimple realizations),
but where the full stabilizer is a maximal compact in their definition of the “maximal case”. We restrict
to just maximal parahoric subgroups as we wish to have stronger compatibility properties, prefer less
choice between the extensions we eventually define, and for our application there is no need to extend
as far as in [61], [53].

7.1.3. The nmon-mazimal case: compatibility. For A an og-lattice sequence in V, we write dg(A),
and bg(A) for the associated hereditary og and op-orders in Autggp(V) and Autp (V) respectively.

Suppose now that Y is a self-dual og-lattice sequence with associated parahoric subgroup P°(Tg)
of G contained in the maximal parahoric P°(Ag).
Lemma 7.2. There exists a natural bijection

bya: ext(Y) — ext(T, A)

which can be characterized as follows: Let ko € ext(Y), then there exists a sequence of (self-dual) og-
lattice sequences
(7.3) T="07"q,..., T =A
satisfying
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(i) forall0 <i <, P°(Yg) =P°(Y;g) (which implies P5*(Y; g) = P5*(Yg)), and
(ii) for all 0 < i <1, ag(T;) S do(Air1) or do(Y;) 2 do(Asr1) (which implies P1(Y;) = P1(Tit1)
or P1(T;) < P1(Y;41) respectively).
And choosing such a sequence, for i <1, there exist unique representations k; € ext(Y;) and a unique
representation k; € ext(Y,Y;), such that:

(i) fori<l—1,ifa(Y;) € a(Y;y1), then

P (TE)P1(Y)) s APPH(TR)PI(T;)
1ndJ¥i B (k) > lndJsTcME B (Kiv)

else if a(T;41) < a(Yy), then

. PS(TR)Py (Y . PS(TR)Py (Y
deSTt( B)P1( “1)(/%‘) 2deSTt( B)P1( l+1)(f€i+1)~
i i+1

(i) the representation k; satisfies

st st
indpst (TE)Pl(Tl,l)(Hl_l) ~ indpst (TE)Pl(TH)(M)
JTZ—I JTsz
and we set by p (ko) = K.
Proof. The proof follows the arguments given in [53, §6] and [61, Lemma 4.3], replacing their maximal
condition with ours and their use of J-groups with the J**-groups we introduce in this paper. g

Definition 7.4. An extension ky € ext(Y) is called a beta extension relative to A if there exists a
(maximal) beta extension x € beta(A) such that

by a(kr) =K o,

and if this is the case we say that kv and k are compatible.

Lemma 7.5. Let 0 be an m-realization of t for (G,h) with parameterization ((V,h), o, A, 3), and
let = € beta(A). Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G = J3/JL corresponding to a parahoric sub-
group PS*(Tg) of PS*(Ag), and self-dual og-lattice sequence Yg, and set M = J5t/J%. Then, for
any K-representation p of M,

ind% (ky ® p) ~ ind%\t (k® indg(p)).

Proof. We choose a sequence of self-dual og-lattices as in (7.3), and «; as in Lemma 7.2 so that x; =
K If i <l—1, then as k; and k;+1 induce equivalent representations of a subgroup of G,

J%,A.
transitivity of induction along the path allows one to deduce an isomorphism between ind%t (kr ® p)
and ind% (k1—1 ® p). Indeed, if do(T;) S dp(A;+1) then we have
-1
. .G . .G . PY(TE)PL (Y,
lIldJErti (Iii @p) ~ 1ndpst(~rE)p1(yi)(lndJ%( E)P1( )(Iil ®p))
e . PS(TE)P (Y,
~ 1ndpst(~rE)P1(Ti)(1ndJ%< )P )(Klz) ® m
. . PY(TE)PL (Y, .
~ mdgst(rE)le)(lndJsTy( BP0 (5,0) @ ) ~ md%tm (Kit1 ® p),

where p extends p to P5*(Yg)P1(T;) by trivial extension to P1(Y;). The analogous argument reversing
the roles of ¢ and 7 + 1 gives the other required isomorphism when ao(Y;) 2 dg(A;41)-
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At the final step in the path, similarly (noting T; = A) we have

P (YE)P1(Yi—1)

indJG?f:l—l (Iil,1 ® p) ~ indSSt(TE)Pl(TZ—l) (indJEftl,I (Hlfl) ® Z)/)
. . P(TE)P (Y-
= lndgst(TE)Pl(Tzfl)(lndJE‘fyilE) o 1)(’%) ® ﬁ)
. . PSY(YTR)P1(T;—
~ lndSSt(TE)Pl(Tlfl)(lndJSt( B)P1 (T 1)(I<,®p))

7,

. 4G e I el . .G
~ ind (de%Tl (k® p)) ~ indji: (k @ indg (p)),
where p extends p to P*(Tg)P1(T;—1). The composition of all these isomorphisms gives the required
statement. g

7.1.4. Compatible families of beta extensions.

Definition 7.6. (i) Let 6 be an m-realization of t for (G, h) with parameterization ((V, h), ¢, A, 3).
Let C be a chamber in the building of Gz and {A;} denote a set of og-lattice sequences
which form a complete set of representatives for the Gg-conjugacy classes of the vertices
in the closure of C (without repetition). We call a collection of kmax; of beta extensions
of 0; = Ta.,;,5(0) a compatible family of beta extensions if

(a) whenever T is an og-lattice sequence in C such that P(YTg)° < P(A;g)° n P(A;g)° for
a pair A;, A; in our chosen set of representatives, we have

b’},lAi (Hmax.,i |psc(TE)J1(@(5)7Ai)) = b»})lAj (Iimaxyj |Pst(’rE)J1(LP(5)_’A],)),

(b) if Aj, Aj are op-lattice sequences in C, and A; = g- A; for g € G, then fmax,j = Fjpayi-

From properties (a) and (b), a compatible family of beta extensions defines a beta extension
at every point in the building.

(ii) We say that a beta extension k of a Heisenberg representation 7 has full intertwining if Ig (k) =
I¢(n), and that a compatible family of beta extensions has full intertwining if all beta exten-
sions in the family have full intertwining.

Conjecture 7.7. Let 6 be an m-realization of t, then there exists a compatible family of beta extensions
of 0 with full intertwining.

Remark 7.8. (i) For inner forms of general linear groups the existence of a compatible family of
beta extensions is straightforward as there is a unique class of maximal parahoric subgroup,
and full intertwining can be shown in this case following the original method of [14] for beta
extensions of simple characters of GL,, (F). The details will appear in the forthcoming work of
[57]. Tt is currently not known if compatible families exist for inner forms of classical groups
with p 5 2 or if there are always beta extensions with full intertwining (though we expect
many cases will be covered in forthcoming work of [57]).

(ii) As further evidence towards Conjecture 7.7, in the tame setting, rephrasing into the Bushnell-
Kutzko language of this paper, Fintzen-Kaletha—Spice in [31] construct canonical(!) (max-
imal) beta extensions of the Heisenberg representations they consider and prove that they
have full intertwining.

7.2. Types for Bernstein blocks. As in Section 2.5, write Bk (G) for the set of inertial classes of
supercuspidal supports for G.

Definition 7.9. Suppose K is an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let s € Bk (G). A
pair (U, X), with U a compact open subgroup of G, and ¥ an irreducible representation of U, is called
an s-type if ind{ (¥) is a (finitely generated projective) generator of Repy (s).

For classical p-adic groups, GL,,(D), and quarternionic forms of classical groups, we have a con-
struction of types for Bernstein blocks of Miyauchi-Stevens [13], Sécherre-Stevens [50], Skodlerack-Ye
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[57], and in depth zero for an arbitrary connected reductive group, Morris in [45] has constructed
types for Bernstein blocks.

Let s € Bk (G) with representative (M, p). This determines a supercuspidal inertial class sy €
Bk (M) with representative (M, p).

A Levi subgroup M in G decomposes as a product M = [[M; of (inner forms) of general linear
groups, or of (inner forms) of general linear groups and (an inner form) of a classical group. We
define an (m-semisimple) semisimple stratum in M, to be a direct sum of (m-semisimple) semisimple
stratum in the corresponding M;, and define the groups, characters, Heisenberg representations, and
beta extensions, associated to stratum in M by taking the appropriate product or tensor product
over 1.

The construction of cuspidal representations has been extended to all algebraically closed fields of
characteristic ¢ # p and we have:

Theorem 7.10 (Depth zero [15, (4], Classical groups [61, 38|, GL,,(D) [48, 42|, inner forms of
classical [53]). Let K be an algebraically closed field of characteristic £ # p, and p be an irreducible
cuspidal K-representation of M. There exists

(i) in positive depth, an m-semisimple stratum [A, n,0,¢(8)] for M, a beta extension x to J(p(5), A)
of a semisimple character for [A,n,0,¢(8)];
(ii) in depth zero we set E = F, and let k be the trivial character of a mazximal parahoric sub-
group My, which we denote by J(0, A) with pro-p unipotent radical J1(0,A) for uniformity;
(iii) and, in both cases, an irreducible supercuspidal representation oy of MAE/M}\E, and an
extension Sy of S = kv @ ont to Ny(J(@(8),A));
such that, p ~ ind%[M(J(@(ﬁ)_’A))(iM). Moreover, if £ = 0, then the pair (J(p(8),A), Xnm) is an sy-type
Jor sn = [M, plur.

The construction of covers allows one to construct a s-type, as we now explain again working in
the broader setting of algebraically closed fields of characteristic £ # p:

Let P = MN be a parabolic subgroup of G. Let p be an irreducible cuspidal K-representation
of M. Then we can choose a semisimple stratum A = [A,n,0,¢(8)] for G and a semisimple char-
acter § € €(8,A) such that the decomposition of V associated to M is properly subordinate to A,
and 6 |H1(¢(5)1A)ﬁM is an m-semisimple character contained in p. We set

Jp = Jp(@(8), A) = H (0(8), A) (I (#(B), A) N P).
From Appendix C Proposition C.11 or [45] in the depth zero case,

Jp = H'(0(8), A)(J(¢(B), A) N P),

and hence agrees with the Jp group considered in [13], [57].
Let k be a beta extension to J**(p(8),A). We form the natural representation xp of Jp on the

Z(%’(ﬁ)v/\)(ﬁp)

space of (J*(¢(8), A) n U)-fixed vectors in x. Then sp extends np and indg ~ K.

Theorem 7.11 (Depth zero [15], Classical groups [13], GLy,(D) [50], inner forms of classical [57]).
Under the above notation, writing Xp = kp ® op, we have

(1) (Jp,Xp) is a G-cover of (Jm, Xm) relative to P.

(ii) (Jp,Xp) is a s-type.
7.3. Supercuspidal support of types. We use the notation of Section 2.7 in depth zero:

Proposition 7.12. Let K be an algebraically closed field of characteristic £ # p. Suppose we have a
pair (J,k ® m) consisting of an irreducible representation £ ® w of a compact open subgroup J of G
constructed in the following fashion:

(i) (Depth zero case) J = G} where x is a vertex in the Bruhat-Tits building of G, and 7 is an
irreducible representation of M = G} /GL.
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(ii) (Positive depth case) there is an m-realization 6 of t for (G, h) with parameterization ((V, h), o, A, 3),
and (J, k@) = (J(¢(B), A), k®m) where k is a beta extension of 8, and 7 is an irreducible K-
representation of J(p(B),A)/I (¢(B),\) over an algebraically closed field of characteristic
zero.
Then there exists a pair (Jp, Xp) constructed in Theorem 7.11, which in particular is an s-type if £ = 0,
such that ind§ (k ® 7) is a subquotient of ind?/P (Zp).

Proof. This follows from the construction of s-types explained in the last section, together with Lemma
2.18, and Lemma 7.5 in positive depth. g

Definition 7.13. Under the same notation of the Proposition, we say that (Jp,¥p) is in the super-
cuspidal support of (J,k® ).

7.4. s-types and Bernstein projective generators. We continue in the setting of an algebraically
closed field K of characteristic not equal to p. We have the parabolically induced representation

Ipk = indf p(ind)}, (Sm)) ~ ind§, (Sp),
the last isomorphism by [6, Théoréme 2], which if K is algebraically closed of characteristic zero is
a finitely generated projective generator of Repy(s) for the inertial class of (M, my) where my ~
ind_]MM (3) is an irreducible supercuspidal K-representation of M and Jy = Ny (Jum). We can also
consider (letting K have any characteristic not p again)

HBcrn = ZII?/I,P(indMO (WM)) = ZIIE;/I,P(TH\/I ®Xuniv);

which if K has characteristic zero is Bernstein’s finitely generated projective generator of Repy (s).

Lemma 7.14 (|4, Appendix B| when char(K) = 0). The induced representation ind%dh: (M) is an
irreducible summand of T\ |me.

Proof. By Mackey Theory, the restriction of my to M° decomposes into a finite sum

m e @ (ind) (Z),
JMMO\M
as Ji/[ N M° = Jf;,[ because:
(i) for G classical, one can reduce to a single GL.(F) block of a Levi subgroup, where we
have EXJ; n GL,(F)° = (E* n GL,(F)°)J; = J;, as GL,(F)° = {g € GL,.(F) : det(g) € o5 }.
(ii) for an inner form of a classical or general linear group, the equality follows similarly with the
reduced norm replacing the determinant.
(iii) for depth zero representations, Jyy = Ny(M) for z a vertex in the Bruhat-Tits building of M,
and in this case Ny (M) n M° = Ny (M) = M} from results of Bruhat-Tits referenced in

Section 2.7.
It remains to show that ind}}/lh: (3m) is irreducible, which follows from Vignéras’ simple criterion for
irreducibility [64, Lemma 4.2], analogous to the construction of cuspidal representations — cf. [38,
Theorem 12.1]. O

Letting pyo = ind}}/lh: (XMm), we can consider the finitely generated representation

.G 1M
I = ing,p (Indyge (ome )
by exactness of induction it is a summand of IIgey, and if K has characteristic zero is also a finitely
generated projective generator of Repk(s) (cf. [12, Section 8]).

Proposition 7.15 ([4, Appendix B] when char(K) = 0). The finitely generated representations Ipk
and IT' are isomorphic. Hence IIgk is a summand of Igerm.

Proof. As the modulus character of dp is an unramified character of M, the first statement follows
from the lemma and transitivity of induction. And the second statement follows. O
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8. BLOCK DECOMPOSITIONS VIA TYPE THEORY

Let t be an endo-parameter for (G, h) and (0, 8) a full semisimple pair for t. Then we have a direct
factor Repz, ,,(t) subcategory of Repz, ,,(G), with progenerator a finite sum

P(t) = @ind% (m4),
where the sum is over a set of representatives for the G-essential classes of m-realizations 6; of t
for (G, h), which by conjugating in G if necessary, we can assume that J! = J}(p(B),A;), 0 €
Ch(Ai, p(B)), for a fixed embedding ¢ : F[5] < Endp(V) (cf. [54, Theorem 4.13]) and with A; in
a fixed chamber in the building of G-
We also allow the trivial endo-parameter t = Og of any reductive p-adic group G, corresponding to
the depth zero subcategory of Repz[1 /o] (G), with progenerator a finite sum

P = @ indéi(1)
zeVert
where the sum is over a set of representatives for the G-conjugacy classes of vertices in the Bruhat-Tits
building of G, which by conjugating if necessary, we can suppose all lie in the same chamber.

Let r be sufficiently large for t so that all the n; are defined over Ry, = Z[1/p, pupr] (or in the
depth zero case, we let r = 0). In particular, the idempotent cutting out Repz /) (t) is defined
over Z[1/p, ppr].

In this section R denotes a commutative Z[1/p, pi,r]-algebra, and we study the R-block decom-
position of Repg(t). We further suppose that R is a domain, in particular the field of fractions K’
of R is flat over R, and we fix an algebraic closure K of K. The key examples we consider in-
clude: R = Z[1/p, ppr], R = Z[1/p], R = W(F,), R = Zy, and R = Fy for ¢ # p.

8.1. The fine and coarse graphs. We choose a decomposition indji (n ®R) ~ ®j Fz‘,j into pro-

jective indecomposable representations ﬁw-, and set P;; := indi (ﬁi,j)- By exactness of compact
induction, @, j P, ; defines a decomposition of P(t)®R into finitely generated projective modules P; ;.

Remark 8.1. (i) If R is Artinian then, setting H a compact open normal subgroup of J; such
that n;|p is trivial, the group ring R[J;/H] is Artinian. This guarantees the uniqueness up
to isomorphism of the summands P; ; in the decomposition of indgi (7 ®R) (by the Krull-
Schmidt theorem). While similar uniqueness statements hold for various local rings (see for
example [40]), they fail in general [17], so depending on the context this may be a choice of
decomposition we are making.

(ii) For our applications, the decomposition indgz m®R)~P j P, ; into projective indecompos-

able representations can be replaced by any decomposition indgi (7 ®R) ~ P11, ; satistying,

for all j, that there are no non-trivial central idempotents of Endgy,j(Il; ;). We can use any
such decomposition to parametrize the R-blocks following the methods in this section and
construct finitely generated projective generators of the R-blocks. Different choices of decom-
position can lead to different decompositions of the finitely generated projective generators
we construct as direct sums of finitely generated projective representations.

Choose a beta extension /, of 7; ® Q, then it is defined over S[1/p] where S is the ring of integers
of a number field, by [20].

Lemma 8.2. Suppose R is an S[1/p]-algebra, and set k; = K, @ R. Let indji(l) = @; Qi be a

decomposition of indii(l) into projective indecomposable representations of J;/J}. Then
indjé (i ®R) ~ @ ki @ Qi g,
J

defines a decompostion of indji (7 ® R) into projective indecomposable representations.
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Proof. We have
indii (m ®R) ~ K; ® indgi(l) ~ 6—) ki @ Qi g,
J

and it suffices to show that the x; ® Q;; are indecomposable. Suppose that, for some j, we have a
non-trivial decomposition x; ® Q; ; = II; @ Ila. Then applying Homgp;1y(ki, —), as Q; ; |5 is trivial
and Endgp11(n:) ~ R (Corollary 5.5), we have

Qi — Homgyj1)(ki, ki ® Qi,5)

W= Qg 1V — VR W,
where J;/J} acts on Homgjy (ki ki ® Qi) viaj- f=jo f 037! And we find
Qi,j jad HOIIIR[J}] (Iii, Hl (—B Hg) jad HOIIIR[J}] (FLZ', Hl) (—B HOIHR[JH (FLZ', Hg)
as representations of J;/ J%, and each hom-space is non-zero as II; and Il are n;-isotypic. [l

Definition 8.3. (i) We define the fine (t,R)-graph Gp = (V,E) for t over R by its vertex
set V = {P; ;}i; and drawing an edge between P; ; and Py ; if either

HOHlR[G] (Pi,j; P’i/,j') # 0 or HOHlR[G] (P,L'/J-/7 PZJ) # 0.

(ii) We define the coarse (t, R)-graph Gp = (V, E) for t over R by its vertex set V = {P; ;}; ; and
drawing an edge between P; ; and Py ; if P; ; ® K and Py ;; @ K have direct summands lying
in the same K-block.

Remark 8.4. (i) To avoid repetition in the projective generators we will construct from our
graphs, if a representation appears (up to isomorphism) with multiplicity greater than one in
the decomposition indji m®R)~P j ﬁi, j, then we can identify the corresponding vertices
in the (t, R)-graphs. '

(ii) In the setting of Lemma 8.2, a natural decomposition of R[J;/J}], rather than choosing a de-
composition of R[J;/J}] into projective indecomposable modules, is the block decomposition
of R[J;/J}] which exists as R is an integral domain (any decomposition of 1 into infinitely
many orthogonal idempotents in the centre of R[J;/J}] would give such a decomposition
in K[J;/J}] which is Noetherian, a contradiction).

(iii) To obtain Lemma 8.2 over a smaller base ring S, using the theory of the Weil representation
(cf., [31]) we expect one can construct an extension of 7; to J;, then one could proceed with
this extension or twist by a character of J;/J} to obtain a beta extension (in which case one
would need to extend our ring Ro , by these character values).

Proposition 8.5. (i) The fine (t,R)-graph is a subgraph of the coarse (t,R)-graph.
(ii) Suppose R is a characteristic zero domain. Then the fine (t,R)-graph and the coarse (t,R)-
graph coincide.

Proof. By Mackey’s decomposition, as K’ is flat over R and K (faithfully) flat over K’,
(8.6) Homg(q)(P; j, Pr ) ® K = Homgq)(Pi,; ® K, Py i ® K).

Since the projectives P; ; and Py j» are torsion free, this shows that there is a nonzero map from F; ; to
Py ;o if and only if there is such a map from P; ; ® K to Py  ® K. And we deduce the first statement.

So suppose R is a characteristic zero domain. From Lemma 2.15 (iv), we see that if P; ; and Py j are
joined by an edge of the coarse graph, then there is a nonzero element of Homgq)(Pi,; ® K, Py j ®K).
By Equation 8.6, the latter is the same as Homg[g) (P ;, Py ;) ® K, so P; j and Py j are joined by an
edge of the fine graph as well. O

8.2. Computing the coarse graph. The advantage of the coarse graph is that using type theory
we can give an explicit recipe to compute it.
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8.2.1. Characteristic zero domains. As in Section 7.2, we can index the Bernstein K-blocks by types,
and using this parameterisation write down which blocks over K appear in each projective P; ; ® K.
(i) For each i, we choose a beta extension x; of 7; over K. This allows us to decompose
indji i) K ~ k; ® indji (1®K) ~ @ Ki ® w@dim(”);
¢ ¢ melrrk (J;/J})
and
Pi,j RK ~ @ 1ndi (Hi ® 7'1')(97717r ;
we[P;,; QK]

where m, is the multiplicity of 7 in P; ; ® K.

(ii) For each pair (J;, x; ® m), we let (J;q,/iq ® p) be in its supercuspidal support (where Q

and p depend on 7) — cf., Section 7.3. Then
Pi,j XK — 6—) indi,Q (FLZ')Q ® p)®m"
Te[P;,; QK]
as a direct summand, and each (J; q,ki,q ® p) is a type for a Bernstein block over K as
recalled in Section 7.2.

(iii) In this way each summand x; ® 7 of P; ; @ K gives rise to a Bernstein block of Repy (G), and
P; ; ® K straddles the union of these blocks.

(iv) To compute whether there is an edge between two vertices P; ; and Py j in the coarse graph,
we are reduced to computing the intertwining in G of the types for the Bernstein components
which appear in the decomposition of the projectives P; ; ® K and Py y ® K. And if one can
choose a compatible family of beta extensions as in Definition 7.6, then this can be reduced
to depth zero.

8.3. Graphs and R-blocks. The main result of this section is:

Theorem 8.7. The R-blocks of Repg (t) correspond to the connected components of the fine (t,R)-
graph.

More precisely, the finitely generated projective R-representation of G defined as the direct sum
over the vertices in a connected component of the fine (t,R)-graph is a progenerator of an R-block,
and running over the connected components of the fine (t,R)-graph defines the R-block decompo-
sition of the finitely generated projective generator P(t) ® R of Repg(t), hence defines the R-block
decomposition of Repg (t).

Proof of Theorem 8.7. Suppose that P; ; lies in a unique R-block for all ¢, j. Then a central idempotent
of Endgja)(P) acts by 1 or 0 on each P; ;. If there is a non-zero map P; j — Py j (or Py j — P; ;) for
a central idempotent to commute with this map it must be 1 on both or 0 on both; this guarantees
that the idempotents coming from connected components of the fine graph are primitive. We are
reduced to showing that P; ; lies in a unique R-block.

Let us first consider the special case where R = K is an algebraically closed field. We choose a beta
extension k; of 7;, so that P;; ~ indi (ki ® Gi,j) where (; ; is an indecomposable K-representation
of J;/J} of finite length. The “Ext-graph” of (;; with vertices the irreducible subquotients of (; ;
and an edge between irreducible subquotients o and o’ if Ext%{[Ji] (0,0") # 0 is connected as ¢ ;
is indecomposable. Moreover, Ext%{[Ji] (0,0") — Ext}:{[G] (indi (ki ® U),indi (k; ® 0”)), which when
non-zero implies that indi (ki ® o) and indi (ki ® 0’) have an R-block in common. Hence, working
around the Ext-graph, it suffices to show that indi (ki ® o) is contained in a single K-block where o
is an irreducible K-representation of J;/J}.

By the theory of covers over K and Proposition 7.12, indi (ki®0) is subquotient of indiﬁQ(mﬁQ@p),
and it suffices to show that indi)Q(m,Q ® p) is in a unique K-block, where (J; q, ki,q ® p) is a cover
of a supercuspidal type (J; m, £i,m ® p). If K is of characteristic zero, we are done, as (J;.q, ki,q ® p)
is an s-type. In any case, indJGi)Q(mﬁQ ® p) is a summand of T := 7§ (ind}f. () Where my is a
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supercuspidal representation of M containing (J; M, kim ® p) by Proposition 7.15. And it suffices to
show that IT is contained in a unique K-block, which follows from Proposition 2.13 as K[M/M°] is an
integral domain. This completes the case when R = K is an algebraically closed field.

Now we go back to the general case: R is an integral domain with field of fractions K’, and K an
algebraic closure of K’ and P, ; = ind§ (P; ;). We choose a beta extension #; of 7; ® K, and decom-
pose ﬁiyj K~ P, ki ® ¢;; where the (7, are indecomposable K-representations of Ji/J} of finite
length. So we have

P @K ~ @ ind§ (r; ® ).

Let e be an idempotent of 3g(t), the centre of Repy (). Then e acts on each K-summand indi (ki ®CF ;)
by a central idempotent of 3k (t), and hence as indi (k: ®CF ;) is in a unique K-block, e acts by either
zero or the identity on indi (ki ®CF )

This means that the action of e on P, ; ® K is induced by an idempotent of (the centre of)
Endgpy,1(Pi; ® K).  Explicitly, we define the idempotent in Endgpy,;(Pi; ® K) to preserve the

decomposition P;; @ K =~ @S K; ® (fj and to act on the summand x; ® (fj by either zero or
the identity as prescribed by the action of e on indi(/{i ® (i ;)- So e lies in the intersection (in

Endgq; (P;,;)®K) of Endgq) (P;;) and Endgyy, (Pi;) ®K ~ Endkiy,] (P;,; ®K). But, by the Mackey

formula, Endgyy,j(P;,;) is a direct summand of Endggj(F; ;) (the summand supported on the double

coset containing the identity in fact). Thus e arises from a central idempotent of Endgys,)(P;,;); and
since P; ; is indecomposable, e is zero or the identity. Therefore P; ; lies in a unique R-block. O

From this description we deduce the following result (known previously for GL, (F) by [33]):

Corollary 8.8. Let 3 be an algebraically closed field of characteristic £ ¢ {0,p}. Reduction mod £
induces a bijection between the W(sc)-blocks in Repw ,.)(t) and the s-blocks in Rep,(t).

Proof. We consider the fine (t, W())-graph Gpgyw ;) and the fine (t, »)-graph Gpg,.. The vertex sets
of these two graphs are in natural bijection by reduction mod £: the vertices of Gpgw (.. correspond
to the distinct projective summands P; ; of the inductions of the n; ® W(s¢), and the vertices of Gpg..
correspond to the mod ¢ reductions Q;; = P;; ® » (which identify with the distinct projective
summands of the inductions of the 7; ® ).

If there is a nonzero map from @Q;; to @y j then we can compose with the reduction mod ¢ to
get a map P;; — Qy . Then using projectivity of P;; we can lift this to a map P;; — Py j.
Conversely, if there is a nonzero map P; ; — Py j then we can let n be the largest integer such that
¢" Py jo contains the image of this map. Dividing by ¢" then gives us a map whose reduction mod ¢
is a nonzero map Q; ; — Qu ;. O

Remark 8.9. It is expected (cf., [25]) that, for any reductive p-adic group G, the natural map
BW(%) (G)r ® x — 3%(G)T‘

between depth r centres is an isomorphism. Under our assumptions on G (either r = 0 or G is an
inner form of a general linear or classical group with p # 2), our results show the natural map at least
induces a bijection between the primitive idempotents.

8.4. Application 1: The block decomposition over Z[1/p]. Let G be a connected reductive p-
adic group and F a facet in the Bruhat-Tits building of G. We have the following result of Dat and
Lanard about the central idempotents of Z[1/p][G%/Gx%]:

Lemma 8.10 (Dat-Lanard [27]). (i) Suppose G is a finite group of Lie type* over F,, then Z[1/p][G]
has no non-trivial central idempotents.
(ii) Suppose that p does not divide |GL/Gx|, then Z[1/p][GE/GL] has no mon-trivial central
idempotents.

2That is, the fixed points of a twisted Frobenius morphism acting on a connected reductive group defined over Fp.
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(i) This is Dat-Lanard, [27, Theorem 2.0.1].

(ii) The group Gz/GL is a finite group of Lie type over F,,, G£/GX contains G z/GL as a normal

subgroup with abelian quotient, and this part follows from Clifford Theory and the first part.
Similar considerations are used in [27, §3.4], but we give the full argument for completeness:

For any finite group H, Dat and Lanard show that Z[1/p][H] has no non-trivial central
idempotents if and only if there is only one equivalence class of irreducible complex representa-
tions of H under the relation that irreducible complex representations p, p’ of H are equivalent
if they are connected by a (finite) chain of £-block coincidences over £ # p : that is, there is a
finite sequence of primes (¢;) and a finite sequence of irreducible complex representations (p;)
of H such that

P e PL o~ P2~ e p

where p; ~¢,,, pit+1if p; and p;41 are in the same £; 1-block. As the £;-block relation is invari-
ant under field automorphisms, we can consider each ~y, as connecting Qg:-representations.
The ¢;-block decomposition on the irreducible (necessarily integral) Q:-representations is
given by the transitive closure of the relationship of having a common constituent on reduc-
tion modulo ¢;. Thus the equivalence relation “connected by a chain of ¢-block coincidences
over £ # p” on the irreducible complex representations is equivalent to the equivalence relation
“connected by a chain having common subquotients on reduction mod primes ¢ # p”.

Let G = G%/GL and N = Gr/GL. For p an irreducible complex representation of N,
set Ig(p) = {g € G : p? ~ p} the inertia subgroup of p. Now given 7,7’ € Irr(G), by Clifford

Theory there exist p, p’ € Irr(N), p'e Irr(Ig(p), p), and p' € Irr(Ig(p’), p’) such that
T~ Ind%(p) (»), o~ Ind%(p,)(ﬁ),
and, as G/N is abelian,
Ig ~ I (o
Ind:S? (p) ~ @ pOx, WdE?)(y) ~ 7exX,
x€Hom (I (p)/N,CX) x'€Hom(Ig(p')/N,C*)
Applying Dat and Lanard’s result to N we have

/
P~y P1 "~y P2 ey e P

and working along the chain we can reduce to showing if p ~, p’ then we can connect 7
and 7’ by a sequence of equivalences. So suppose p, p’ contain a common constituent 7 on
reduction modulo ¢. Then

WA= D Indii,) (e
xeHom(Ig(p)/N.,Q;)
Ind%(ﬂ/) o~ Ind%(p')(ﬁ/ ®x),
x'eHom(Ig(p')/N,Q, )
give the direct sums into irreducibles of Indg(p) and Indg(p’ ), and both contain Indg(ﬁ)
on reduction modulo ¢. Hence (at least) one summand of Ind%(p) is linked mod ¢ to one
summand of Ind%(p’ ). But all summands of Ind%(p) are linked by congruences mod primes
dividing [Iz(p)/N]| (as all characters x are linked to the trivial character), and similarly all

summands of Indg(p’ ) are linked by congruences mod the primes dividing |I(p’)/N|, and we
are done.

O

For G an inner form of a general linear group or an inner form of a classical p-adic group (with p # 2),
it follows from Lemmas 8.10 and 8.2, that the vertices of the fine (t,Z[1/p])-graph are given by
the ind% (n: ® Z[1/p]). Moreover, in this case, it is straightforward to see that there is only one
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connected component of the fine (t, Z[1/p])-graph without invoking the equality with the coarse graph:
By Mackey theory

Homz[l/p][(;] (indJG} (ni®Z[1/p)), indJG} (m—@Z[l/p])) = @Homz[yp][J}m(J})Q](77i®z[1/p]a W?@)Z[l/p]) # 0,
as all the 7;’s in the projective P(t) intertwine. Hence we obtain:

Corollary 8.11. Let G be an inner form of a general linear group or an inner form of a classical p-adic
group (with p # 2). The endo-factor Repz /) (t) is indecomposable. In other words, the decomposition

by endo-parameter of Theorem 6.10 is the Z[1/p]-block decomposition.

Our methods also allow us to consider the trivial (depth zero) endo-parameter t = Og of any
connected reductive p-adic group G (recovering some results of Dat and Lanard [27]):

Corollary 8.12 ([27]). Let G be a connected reductive p-adic group. Suppose that for any maximal
parahoric subgroup Gz, the quotient G}/Gf is of order prime to p. Then Repz[l/p] (0¢) s indecom-
posable.

Remark 8.13. In particular, this includes the case where G is semisimple and simply connected
(where GL = Gz, cf. [35, Lemma 7.7.8]) [27, Corollary 3.3.3]. However, while for classical groups
with p odd the depth zero block over Z[1/p] is always indecomposable (in this case G£/Gr is a 2-
group), it is not the case in general. Dat and Lanard introduce a group which acts transitively on the
primitive idempotents in the depth zero centre [27, Corollary 3.4.2], and show that if G is quasi-split
and tamely ramified then Repz, ,,(0c) is indecomposable [27, Theorem 3.6.1].

8.5. Application 2: Reduction of the block decomposition to depth zero. At this point, it
is tempting to make a conjecture, generalizing a result of Chinello [15], and related to predictions of
Dat [21]:

Conjecture 8.14. Let (G, h) be an inner form of a general linear group or of a classical group
with p # 2, and t be an endo-parameter for (G,h). Let R be an integral domain and Z[1/p, pp«]-
algebra. We have an equivalence of categories

Repg(t) ~ RepR(OGMB) ).

Remark 8.15. (i) Notice the category Repg(0g,,, ) depends on a choice of a full semisimple
element [ for the endo-parameter t and embedding ¢. We expect that by extending the tame
parameter field (cf. [13, 2]) to the self-dual semisimple case, one can canonically associate to
an endo-parameter a tamely ramified F-group Gt such that

RepR(OGq;(;a)) = RepR(OGT)7

for any choice of (p, 8) for t, and so that there exists a reduction to a tamely ramified depth
zero situation. This would then provide an analogue of the reduction to the tame case for
Langlands parameters of [23].

(i) For classical groups Heiermann [32] has shown an arbitrary Bernstein block Rep¢(s) is equiv-
alent to a unipotent block in a related group (in particular to a depth zero block). Such
a reduction to the unipotent block is also predicted for more general coefficient rings by
Dat [21]. Note that in the case of the conjecture over Z[1/p, p=], we have already shown
that the relevant depth zero category is indecomposable, so the full depth zero subcate-
gory RepZ[l/p_#p@](OGw(B)) is the unipotent block.

Theorem 8.16. Suppose that there exists a family of beta extensions E = {k;} over R such that, for
all 1,7, G (p) intertwines k; and k. Then the map
.G . .G
fz +indy (ki ® Qi j) — indg” ) | (Qig),
defines a graph isomorphism between the fine (t, R)-graph with the fine (OGW%) ,R)-graph. In particular,

the R-blocks of Repg(t) are in natural bijection with the R-blocks in Repg(0a,, 4 )-



40 DAVID HELM, ROBERT KURINCZUK, DANIEL SKODLERACK, AND SHAUN STEVENS

Proof. Suppose that we have an edge between indi (ki ®Q;,;) and indi, (ki ®Qy j), and set P = Q; ;
and P’ = Qg ;, then in other words

Homg(c) (ind§ (k; ® P), indi_l (kir @ P")) # 0.
This Hom-space embeds into
Homgg; (indi (k; @ P), indi, (ki ® P")) ® K ~ Homg(g; (indi (i ®P)RK, indi, (ki @ P") ® K).
In particular, this is non-zero if and only if, there exists g € G such that,
Hom [y, (k] x ® (P ®K), ki x ® (P' ®K)) # 0.

Restricting to J'-groups, we see that we can assume that g € Gy(p), and moreover for such an
element Homys~y,,1(k{ k, ki) =~ K, hence by [3%, Lemma 2.7] we have an isomorphism of K-vector
spaces

Homg945,1(P?! @ K, P’ ® K) ~ Homgpo5,,1(k] x ® (P! ®K), ki x ® (P’ ® K)).
Hence Homg(js5,1(P? @ K, P’ ® K) # 0 and as
Homgys~5,1(P?, P) @ K > Homgys5,1(P! @K, P ® K),

we have Homggs P9,P") # 0, and we have a non-zero Hom (by Mackey theory) and

e.8; "Ce).a,] (
. .G . .G . . ..
hence an edge between ind*” (P) and ind;*"” ~ (P’). The reverse direction follows similarly. [
Go(s).a, Gy(8).A,
9. INTERPRETATION IN TERMS OF LANGLANDS PARAMETERS

We explain how our results on blocks fit into the local Langlands in families conjecture. For
this section we suppose that F is a p-adic field to allow us to apply results on the local Langlands
correspondence of Arthur, Mok, and Kaletha—Minguez—Shin—-White. We denote by Irr(G) the set of
isomorphism classes of C-representations of G, and by ®(##,G) the set of @((C)—conjugacy classes
of Langlands parameters p : #& x SLy(C) — “G(C) for G. If G is symplectic, unitary, or odd split
special orthogonal we denote by

Llg : Irr(G) — ©(#%, G)
the local Langlands correspondence of [3, 44, 34]. For simplicity we do not consider non-split or even
orthogonal groups in this section.

We let ®(#5, G)*° denote the set of @((C)—conjugacy classes of semisimple Langlands parameters
for G (aka infinitesimal characters for G); we have a semisimplification map ®(#%,G) — ®(#%, G)*®

restricting via the embedding » : Wp — Wy x SLy(C) given by w — (w, ( \wLW \w|91/2 >) Under the

above hypotheses, by [24, Section 7], the local Langlands correspondence for G induces a semisimple
local Langlands correspondence

LLE : Cusp(G) — &(#r, G)*,
from the set of G-conjugacy classes of cuspidal supports of irreducible C-representations of G to the
set of semisimple Langlands parameters for G.

We let ®(Pr, G) be the set of @((C)-conjugacy classes of wild inertial types for G, that is the @((C)-
conjugacy classes of the restrictions to & (via the embedding ) of the representatives of all elements
of ‘I)(WF, G)

For a Z[1/p]-algebra R, we let Rrg g denote the universal R-algebra for Langlands parameters (on

a fixed discretized Weil group) for G constructed in [23]; it carries an action of G and we let R(;‘G R

denote the subalgebra of G-invariant functions (the GIT-quotient, which is independent of the choice
of discretization by [23, Theorem 4.18]).

Suppose now that G is F-quasi-split. We let Q‘SGZ[WA] = HTeD(G) Q‘SGZ[ﬁfl]m denote the integral
model for the endomorphisms of a Gelfand-Graev representation for G defined in [24, Section 5|,
where D(G) denotes the set of depths for G as in Lemma 2.8. We let S?fR denote the subring of 3¢ r
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of elements invariant under the automorphisms induced by the conjugation by elements of the F-points
of the adjoint group (cf., [24, Remark 5.16]). Then, by ibid., there is a canonical map
. 9ad
©: 3G, ~ Centva-
Given a Whittaker datum (U,4) over Ry = Z[\/ﬁ_l,,upm] for G, for each r € D(QG), there exists a
canonical isomorphism

GG,Z[\/Efl],T @ RO ; EndRD[G] (lnd%(d)),,«)

9.1. A corollary of local Langlands in families. The local Langlands in families conjecture |
|, predicts a natural morphism

)

. G
LLIFG . RLG,Z[\/afl] - 3G7Z[ﬁ—l],

compatible with the semisimple local Langlands correspondence for classical groups, with image
in 3?}‘12[ Vil and the property that, if G is F-quasi-split then the induced map obtained by com-
posing with e: A

LLIFG : RYq 4 51 — €azlya]

is an isomorphism. The morphism is expected to be at least loosely compatible with the depth
G

LGzl e
by considering only parameters trivial on 27§, then given any depth r € D(G) it is expected that there

exists an e(r) € N such that LLIF¢ factors through Uege(r) R(L}G 2T e
it is expected that there exists r(e) € D(G) such that LLIFG has image in 3¢ 2} 5-11,<r(e)-

In [24], such morphisms are constructed after inverting an integer which depends on G (“the banal
case”).

filtration: choose a filtration (Zg)een of P by open normal subgroups of ## and define R

and conversely given e € N

The formation of these rings REA;G,Z[\@*]’BG,Z[\/E’I]’ €q 71,1 in restricted depth/ramification
are compatible with (at least) flat extensions, and hence the existence of LLIFg loosely compatible
with the depth filtration as above, gives the existence of morphisms LLIFq R : R?G)R — 3¢,r and, in
the quasi-split case, LLIFg R : R?GR — &g g, for R/Z[\/Efl] flat. For the remainder of this section,
we suppose R is a Z[\/E_l]-algebra.

Remark 9.1. For ¢ # p, (for any connected reductive p-adic group G) in a spectacular breakthrough
Fargues—Scholze in [30] constructed a canonical map

A~

FSq, : Exc(Wr, G)z,[ /g — 3¢,z.[va):
from the “excursion algebra” to the centre over Z[,/q]. Currently, it is not known if the maps FSq ¢
are “independent of ¢”; i.e., if they come from a Z[\/é_l]—map FSc : Exc(Wp, (A})Z[\/qa] - dczlyi
(cf. [30, VIIL5]).

A~

It is also expected that Exc(Wr, G)z z-1) ~ R(;‘G 2a]

As G is connected, the primitive idempotents of R(;’G r correspond the connected components of
the full moduli space of Langlands parameters, which are studied in various cases in [23] and in [10].
Definition 9.2. Suppose LLIFg r exists. Then, via LLIFq g, primitive idempotents of R(;‘G R COr-
respond to sums of primitive idempotents of 3g r.

(i) If an idempotent e € 3¢ r is of the form LLIFg r(f) for an idempotent f € R(;’G r then we
call it stable. In other words, it defines an idempotent of the stable centre

3% g = LLIFq r (R p)-
st

ii) When it exists, we call the decomposition 1 = > e; of 1 € into pairwise orthogonal
G,R

primitive idempotents of 333, the stable R-block decomposition (again in general one will

need some finiteness conditions on R to guarantee existence). We call the e; ps-idempotents.
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Suppose R is Noetherian, then given a ps-idempotent e € 333 we can consider its decomposition e =
> e; into primitive orthogonal idempotents e; € 3r(G). By Corollary 2.11, we deduce:

Lemma 9.3. Suppose R is a Noetherian domain, LLIFg r exists, and is compatible with the depth
filtration in the weak sense described above. Then the ps-idempotents are finite sums of the primitive
idempotents of 3aR-

For quasi-split groups, we can also single out a distinguished idempotent:

Lemma 9.4. Suppose G is quasi-split, R is a Noetherian Z[jy=,1/p]-algebra, LLIFg R exists and
defines an isomorphism to Endrjq) (indS(z/J)), and e € Sg,R 18 a ps-idempotent. In the decompo-
sition e = Y e; of a ps-idempotent into primitive idempotents, there is a unique idempotent €y gen
whose image under the natural map ® to Endg[g (ind$ (1)) is non-zero. We call this the “i-generic
idempotent” associated to e.

Note that ey gen is the unique summand of e which supports 1-generic representations.

Proof. Let €' € REA;G r De the unique primitive idempotent such that LLIFGr(e’) = e. Then ® o

LLIFG r(e’) = €” is a primitive idempotent of Endgg (ind{ (1)) as ® o LLIFG R is an isomorphism.
Moreover, ¢’ = (3> e;) = > ®(e;) is a decomposition of ¢” into orthogonal idempotents. Hence, there
is a unique 7 such that ®(e;) # 0 and for this ¢ we have ¢” = ®(e;). O

In terms of our description of the idempotents of 32[1 /o] (G) in terms of endo-parameters for G, we
let EP(G) denote the set of unrefined endo-parameters for G of Remark 3.10 (i). Note, unlike the set
of endo-parameters for (G, h), the set EP(G) does not depend on fixing a hermitian form h defining G.

Conjecture 9.5. We have a natural bijection (i.e., a unique bijection compatible with local Langlands)

{pm’mitz’ve idempotents of

Eti[l/p]} < £P(G),

i.e., the ps-idempotents are given by endo-parameters forgetting their Witt data.

9.2. The case of symplectic groups. Let G = Sp,, (F). Over Z[1/p] (using p # 2) the connected
components of RE;G g correspond to wild inertial types by [23]. So we can reinterpret the Conjecture
9.5 as saying that there is a unique bijection

(P, G) o EP(G)

compatible with local Langlands. In this special case, this becomes a mild extension of the ramification
theorem of the fourth author, Blondel, and Henniart [7]:

Theorem 9.6. There is a unique bijection LLE' : EP(G) — ®(Pp, Q) which is compatible with the
local Langlands correspondence.

Proof. Up to semisimplification, the map
Llg : Irr(G) —» ©(#5, G)
is compatible with parabolic induction and induces a unique map
LLE : Cusp(G) — &(#r, G)*,

from cuspidal supports to orbits of semisimple parameters [24]. The unrefined endo-parameter map
factors through Cusp(G), and restriction to wild inertia through ®(##,G)**. The statement for LLyg
follows from [7] for cuspidal representations of Levi subgroups M of G, and parabolic induction (i.e.,
compatibility of LLg with parabolic induction up to semisimplification [24]) in general. O

We thus obtain the following description of our decomposition by unrefined endo-parameter:
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Corollary 9.7. Let G = Sp,,,(F). We have a decomposition of categories

Repzy ) (G) = H Repzp /) (V)
UE‘P(‘@F ,G)

where a smooth Z[1/p]-representation lies in Repzp /) (v) if and only if it has unrefined endoparame-
ter (LLE") =1 (v). Moreover, 7 € Trr(G) lies in Repz ) (v) if and only if LL(7)|pp ~ v.

Remark 9.8. For t € ®(Fp, G), to compute (LLE!)~1(t) explicitly, assuming the compatible picture
we have, we can use any 7 € Irr(G) with endoparameter t such that we can compute LL(7) | g, . Using
compatibility of LLg with parabolic induction, for t with M(t) = T (a maximal split torus in Sp,,, (F)),
We recover
(LLE') () = ($7ig o LLT(X)) |20

where ¢rr_,rq is the (unique up to conjugacy) inclusion of L-groups associated to T — G, and x €
Irr(T) is such that i%B(X) has endo-parameter t. In particular, the special case when y is trivial,
implies that if 7 € Irr(G) has depth zero, then LLg () is tame (this is an observation of Dat and Lanard
[27] which they suggest applying to Fargues and Scholze’s correspondence under the assumption
that F'S is independent of ¢ — see Remark 9.1).

APPENDIX A. ELEMENTARY CHARACTERS

In this appendix, we prove a technical result which we use to unify the definitions of endo-parameters
given in the quaternionic case [541] and in the non—quaternionic case [37].

We fix (F/Fo,¢) as in §2. We need to prove that to every orbit of &(F)/ there is attached an
elementary character for a given pair (D, ( )p) € Div(F/F,,¢) (Note that &(F)/ does not depend
on (D, (p).)

At first we need the following notation: Let 6 € € (A, ¢(8)) be a semisimple character, with block
restrictions 6;, i € I. We write F(0) for the set

{[6:]] iel}

where [0;], i € I, is the endo-class of 6;.

Proposition A.1. Given a pair (D,( )p) € Div(F/Fo,e) and an orbit O € &(F)/% then there is a
Hermitian space (V, h) € Herm(F/Fo, ) for (D, ( )p) and 6 € € (h) such that F(0) = O.

Proof. We have to consider several cases:

(i) e#£0and F =D.

(ii) € # 0 and F # D and the orbit F has cardinality one.

(ili) € # 0 and F # D and the orbit F has cardinality two.

(iv) e = 0.
Case (i) is done in [37, Theorem 12.16]. Case (iv) follows from transfer using the fact that if E/F
is a finite field extension then E ®g D is a finite D-vector space with a bi-E-D-module structure.
We prove the case (ii) first, i.e. we have O = {[©]} for a ps-character ©. By [37, Theorem 12.16]
the ps-character ® can be chosen to be supported on a full self-dual simple element 3. Consider
any e-Hermitian form

hli VxV— (E@FD,( )E@F( )D)

For constructing the desired hermitian form h we use the F-linear map Ag : E = F[8] — F given by

Aﬁ(ﬁk):{ (1) Zztl)?...,[E:F]—l

We define h via h := (Ag ® idp) o h’. The embedding ¢ : E — Endp(V) is self-dual with respect
to the anti-involution oy, of h. We write G for U(h) and G, g for its centralizer. The image of the

embedding of buildings
Je : B(Gy(s)) — B(G)
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consists of the set of self-dual op — op-lattice functions, see [52, Theorem 7.2]. Take a rational
point x of B(G()), i.e. a point with rational barycentric coordinates with respect to the vertexes of
a chamber. Then jg(z) corresponds to a self-dual o — op-lattice sequence A. Then 6 € €' (A, p(3))* N
im(O) satisfies the assertion.

Case (iii) has a slightly different proof. By [37, Theorem 12.16] there exists (V’, h’) € Herm(F/F,, ¢)
for (F,idg) and an elementary character 6’ € € (h'), say in € (A’,¢'(8))”, such that F(¢') = O. We

define on V = V' ®r D an e-Hermitian form:
h:VxV oD, h(v@z,w' ®y) :=Th(v,w)y.
We have
EndD V = EndD (V/ ®F D) = (Endp V,) @F D
and an embedding
¢:E—EndpV
by composing ¢’ with the inclusion. We set G = U(h) and choose a rational og — op-lattice sequence

in V corresponding to some point in the image of the embedding of B(G,(gy) into B(G) ([52, Theorem
7.2]). The transfer 6 € €(A, p(5)) of 0’ satisfies F(0) = O. O

APPENDIX B. SEMISIMPLE CHARACTERS FOR INNER FORMS OF GENERAL LINEAR GROUPS

For inner forms of general linear groups, for R an algebraically closed field of characteristic £ # p,
every cuspidal R-representation contains a simple R-character. Thus in some previous works, the
authors consider only simple characters and use a combination of simple character theory and parabolic
induction to approach Repr(G). In this article, we have preferred a uniform approach utilizing
semisimple characters for (inner forms of) classical groups and general linear groups. The point of
this appendix is to prove some results on semisimple characters of inner forms of general linear groups,
currently missing from the literature.

B.1. Semisimple characters in irreducible representations. In this section, we suppose that h =
0, i.e., that G = GL,, (D). Note that in this case the sets €' (V) and €_(h) coincide, see §3.1 and §3.2.

Theorem B.1. Let R be an algebraically closed field of characteristic £ # p, and w be a smooth R-
representation of G. Then there exists a semisimple character in € (V) contained in .

As semisimple characters are projective and every smooth R-representation contains an irreducible
subquotient, we reduce to proving the theorem for irreducible R-representations. For this section,
from now on we assume that 7 is an irreducible R-representation of G.

We consider semisimple characters for strata A = [A,n,s, 3] allowing s to be zero or positive,
see [55, Definition 5.4]. We define the following sets:

M, = {(A,0)] A =[A,n,s, 5] is a semisimple stratum, 6 € €(A) such that § < 7}, and
S
N, := 1 ([A,n,s,B],0)eM,: = ———1.
(0203 (s B0 €M 4= )
Then Theorem B.1 states that the set 91, has a minimum equal to zero. For the proof we show the
following assertions.

Lemma B.2. The set M, is not empty.

Proof. The representation 7 is smooth and therefore contains a null-stratum [A, s, s,0] for r large
enough. O

Proposition B.3 (cf. [60, Lemma 5.4], [48, Proposition 3.15]). Suppose (A = [A,n,s,S],0) is an
element of M, with s positive and 6 € € (A, s — 1, 3) is an extension of 0 € €(A,s,3) and ¢ € a_y.

Suppose further that [A',n', s, B8] is a semisimple stratum, 8’ € €(N',s' —1,8) and b’ € b_gy nb_;
such that

’

e(A/F)

< cam
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e there is a tame corestriction sg with respect to B (see [55, Definition 4.13]) such that
SB(C) +bi1_s S b+ b1_g.

Then there exists an elements ¢ € a'_, and ' € €(A',s' — 1,8) such that sg(c’) = b and 'y is
contained in w. The element ¢’ can be chosen to be zero if b’ = 0.

Proof of Theorem B.1. The proof is mutatis mutandis to the proof of [53, Theorem 3.1] using Propo-
sition B.3 instead of [53, Proposition 3.11] and Lemma B.2 instead of [53, Proposition 3.6]. Precisely
the proof consists of three parts

Part 1: M, # & (See Lemma B.2, cf. [53, Proposition 3.6].)

Part 2: Let z is the smallest element of WZ such that there is an element g of 91, such

that ¢ < z. Then z is the infimum of 91,. (See the first paragraph of the proof of [53, Theorem 3.1].)
Part 3: The minimum of M, is 0. (See the part after the first paragraph of the proof of [53,
Theorem 3.1].) O

We are left with the proof of Proposition B.3. We need to adapt the proofs of [53, Lemma 3.14/3.15]
to the case of GL,, (D). We recall the groups K¢ (A), K5(A), t € N, for a stratum [A, n, s, 3] from |53,
§3] and [60, §5.2]: Let t be a positive integer, and set

Ki(A) =1+ a0 <(1_[ A @ ([ J(a A“’)))

i#] 7

KL(A) :=1+ Aty N ((HA”) ) (n(at N A”))) .

i#j i

We denote the intersection of H(3,A) and J(3,A) with K{(A) by HY(B8,A) and JL(B,A) (i € {1,2}).
Lemma B.4 (cf. [14, Theorem (3.4.1)], [60, Proposition 3.24]). Given a semisimple character 6 €
€ (A, s, B), the bilinear form

Ko+ (JTH(B, A)/HTH(B, A)) x (JFH(B, A)/H T (B, A)) — R
defined via ko([g1]us+1, [g2]ms+1) = 0([g1, g2]) is non-degenerate. Here [g1, g2] denotes the commutator
of g1 with ga, [91,92] = 919297 '95 -

Note at first that the groups J¥*1(3,A) and H5"1(3, A) are of the form
JHHB,A) =1+ T (B, A), and HH(B,A) =1+ H™H(B,A)

for op-orders H*T(3, A), 7°T(B,A). Let L/F be a maximal unramified field extension in D. Recall
the map
ag: A — A, ag(x) := Pz — xp.

Proof. Suppose x € J°T1(B, A) satisfies §([1+x,1+y]) =1 for all y € 7*T(B, A). We claim that = is
an element of H**1(3, A). Let 01, € €(A,L, s, ) be an extension of §. (Ar, is A seen as an org)-lattice

sequence in V and 6y, is a semisimple character for Ay, := Autr,(V).) From [60, Lemma 3.23] we obtain
L=0([1+21+y]) = 0u([L, +2, 1+ y]) = Y110)-18(140)-5(1 + ).

Thus ag(z) is an element of (J°T1(B3,A))*, see |73, before Lemma 3.4] for the #-operation. The

set (J°TH(B,A))* is a subset of (J*1(83, AL))* because

T B, AL) = T*TH(B, ) o o1
Thus ag(z) is an element of (7°T1(3,AL))* and therefore
z e 1 (B,AL) N Endp(V) = HTH(B, A)
by the non-degeneracy of kg, , see [60, Proposition 3.24]|. This finishes the proof. |
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Let A = [A,n,s,5],0 and ¢ be given as in Proposition B.3. We extend 6 to HIz1+1(3, A) to an
element of (A, | 3], 5) and still call this extension § and we consider the character (£, Hj(53, A)) given
by & := 0.

Lemma B.5. Let s be a positive integer. The form
ke 2 JT(8, A)/HI(B, A) x J7(B,A)/HT (8, A) — R™
([ZU]H;‘, [y]Hl) = &([x, y])
is non-degenerate, and there is unique representation (u,J;(8,A)) containing (&, H5 (8, A))

Proof. The idea of the proof is given in [60, Lemma 5.9]|, but we want to give more details. We consider
a linear order on the index set I of A which gives an Iwahori decomposition (U_ nJ§)(MnJ5) (UL nJ5)
of J3, see[53, Lemma 8.5]. Let j be an element of J§ such that £([4,5]) = 1, for all j/ € J5(8,A).
It is enough to show that j is an element of H'(8,A). The commutator subgroup of JIzI+1(3, A)
is contained in H**1(8, A), see [60, Lemma 3.23| for JI31+1(3, Ar) in Ay, and restrict to A, and the
restriction of ¢ to H*™1(3, A) coincides with 6. By Lemma B.4 it is enough to prove

(B.6) 0([5,4']) =1

for all j’ € JI31+1(3, A). Assertion (B.6) is true for j/ € (JI31+1 A Uy) by assumption because those
intersections are subsets of J§(8,A). By the Iwahori decomposition for JI31*1(8,A) we are left to
prove (B.6) for the case j/ € JI31#1 A M. We use the factorization

J=J-imis, j- € (U-nJ7), jue MnJp), gy e Uy nJj).
We have
0(13,5'D) = 0(Li— DO DO, D), 5 € I A M,
and the first and the last factor are 1, because 6 is trivial on H**! n U,. Further jy is an element

of H* n M by Lemma B.4, because (B.6) holds for all j/ € J°* n M. Therefore jy is an element
of HL2I+1 A M and thus 6([ju,5']) = 1 for all j” € JI31+1 A M. This finishes the proof. O

Lemma B.7 (cf. [14, Proposition (8.1.7)], [60, Lemma 5.8]). Granted that s is a positive integer.
Let (p,U) be an irreducible representation and U be a subgroup of K5(A). Suppose that plya~n:(s,a)
contains Elunms(s,n)- Then p is a subrepresentation of wy.

Proof. By the second part of the proof of [14, Proposition (8.1.7)] we only need to prove that indﬁ% £
is a multiple of a unique irreducible representation. By Lemma B.5 the representation on J§(3, A)
induced by (&, H§(3, A)) is a multiple of a unique irreducible representation (u, J5(3, A)). We only need
to show that p induces irreducibly to K§(8, A), i.e. that the intertwining of p in K5(5, A) is contained
in J1(B,A), noting that J5(8,A) and J5(3,A) coincide because s is smaller than —ko (3, A), ko(B, A)
being the critical exponent of 5 with respect to A. An element k of K5(5,A) which intertwines y
also intertwines 6|ys+1( ) and therefore Op[ys+1(g,a,) for an extension 0y, € ¢(Ar,s, (), by the

intertwining formulas in [55, Proposition 5.15], and it is an element of K§(3, Ar,). Thus by the proof
of [60, Proposition 5.8] the element k lies in J'(3,Ar) and therefore in J1(8,A). This finishes the
proof. O

Proof of Proposition B.3. The proof is similar to the proof of [53, Proposition 3.11] with the following
modifications (see also: [18, Proposition 3.15])

e The character 6y, is just an extension of . (Note that we have no Glauberman correspondence
anymore. )

e We don’t work in Ap = Endp(V). We work directly in A = Endp(V), see [18] after
Lemma 3.16. Note that there is no averaging function as in [53, §2.8] and we use the simple
case [18, Paragraph after proof of Lemma 3.16] and [18, Lemma 3.17] to obtain the elements ¢’
and z of Step 3 and 4 in [53, Proposition 3.11].

e There is no Cayley map. We conjugate in Step 4 with 1 + z instead.
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B.2. Heisenberg representations for semisimple characters for general linear groups. We
continue in the special case h = 0, i.e. G = GLp(V) and R an algebraically closed field of charac-
teristic £ # p. We consider a semisimple character § € (8, A) and the parabolic subgroup P = MN
as in §5. By Lemma B.4 there exists a unique (up to equivalence) irreducible R-representation n
of J! containing #, which we call the Heisenberg representation of . The first statement is about the
intertwining of 7.

Proposition B.8. For g € G, the intertwining of n is given by
R ifg € JlG@(g)Jl;

0 otherwise.

Homgy1 A (31)9)(n,17) = {

Proof. Let 01, € €(A,8 ®r 1) be an extension of #, a semisimple character for G ® L, and 7y, its
Heisenberg R-representation. The restriction of 7y, to J! is a direct sum of copies of . Now the proof
is similar to [53, Proposition 4.3]. O

We also need Heisenberg representations for pairs of lattice sequences. Note that we have fixed a
semisimple stratum A = [A,n,0, 5] with E = F[j] a product of fields in Endp(V) and A an og-op-
lattice sequence in V, with hereditary order a = a(A).

Proposition B.9 (cf. [14, Proposition (5.1.14)]). Let A’ be an og-op-lattice sequence in V such
that its hereditary order a' is contained in a. Let 0" be the transfer of 0 to A’ with Heisenberg R-
representation (n/,J},). We denote by Jj, 5 the group Pl(A’ﬁ)J}\. (Note: P1(A}) is the intersection
of P1(A) with Gg.) Then:
(i) There is a unique (up to equivalence) extension (nara,Jj, ) of 0, such that na a and 1y
induce isomorphic representations on P1(A’).
(A')(

ii) The induced representation indpl1 A A ) 1S drreducible.
94 J na,
A A

(iii) The G-intertwining set of na A s given by the set J}\,)AG[}J}V’A.
Proof. To prove assertions (i) and (ii) one can proceed in a similar fashion to the proof of [14, Propo-
sition (5.1.14)] if we can establish
(B.10) (P1(A") : J3) dim(n') = (P1(A') : Ty ») dim(n),
see [14, (5.1.17)]. Assertion (iii) follows as in [14, Proposition (5.1.19)] if we can establish
(B.11) (P1(A)zP1(A")) n Gg = P1(Aj)2P1(A)),

for all z € Gg. (Note that we have G = G here.) We now prove (B.10) and (B.11).
For (B.10): We need to show the exactness of the sequence

(B.12) 0= by(l) > J'(B,T) — (H(B,A)* = bo(T') >0

in A = Endp VforT' = A, A’ to then follow the proof of [14, Proposition (5.1.2)]. We just establish the
exactness for ' = A. By [60, Lemma 3.17] the exactness of (B.12) is known if D = F, in particular the
corresponding sequence in Endy, V = A ®r L is exact for any maximal unramified field extension L/F
in D. Note that the Galois group of L/F acts on the second factor of AQpL. Taking the Gal(L/F)-fixed
points of the latter sequence we obtain the exactness of (B.12).

A similar idea applies for (B.11) which is known for D = F, by [38, Lemma 4.6]. Thus both terms
in (B.11) become equal after tensoring with or, over op. Taking the Gal(L/F)-fixed points on both
sides we obtain the result by [59, Lemma 2.1]. O

Let (np,Jp = (H'(J' A P))) be the natural representation of 1 on the set of (J! N N)-fixed points
of n.

Proposition B.13 (cf. [53, Proposition 8.6]). The R-representation np is irreducible, and indﬁ np ~
7.
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Proof. The proof is similar to [53, Proposition 8.6]. We do not need to apply Glauberman correspon-
dence, because the representations my ® 151 .y induces on J' a semisimple representation of the same
rank as 7 which contains 7. Therefore we only need to prove that np and g ® 151N coincide. This
follows, because the restriction of 7 to J} contains all the representations m ® ¢, where ¢ passes
through all characters of (J! n N)/(H! n N). Therefore ny ® 151 ~x occurs with multiplicity one in 7
and is equal to np. O

APPENDIX C. COMPACT SUBGROUPS ADAPTED TO LEVI SUBGROUPS OF G.

In this section we recall the subgroups Jp, see [53, after Lemma 8.4] and [61, §5]. We fix a linear
order < on the set of idempotents of A = Endp(V). Let M be a Levi subgroup of G. In this
paragraph we introduce the notion of a semisimple stratum adapted to M and we construct compact
subgroups Jp(8, A), J?’M(ﬂ, A) for a parabolic subgroup P with Levi subgroup M. The latter are
used for the construction of Bushnell-Kutzko—Stevens types for Bernstein components.

C.1. Strata adapted to M. At first we treat general linear groups and then classical groups.
C.1.1. The case h = 0. For M there is exactly one tuple eM = (e?/l)jesm of pairwise orthogonal
non-zero idempotents in A which sum up to 1 and such that

e 5=1{1,2,3,...,1} andei\-/l <eMfor j < k.

e M={geG| geé\/lze?/[g for all j € SM}

Definition C.1. A semisimple stratum A = [A,7n,0,] in A is called (exactly) adapted to M if eM
is (exactly) properly subordinate to A, see [53, Definition 8.1].

C.1.2. The case h # 0. At first we need to find a tuple of idempotents describing M.

Definition C.2. Let S be a non-empty set satisfying
{+1,42,43,...,+1} = S < {0, +1,+2, +3,..., +1}

for some non-negative integer . (Note that for | = 0 we obtain S = {0}.) A family (e;) es is called
an (h-) self-dual partition if op,(e;) = e—_; for all j € S. We call a self-dual partition (e;)jes admissible
for h if either 0 ¢ S or hl,v is not an isotropic orthogonal form over F = D of type (1,1), i.e. it
doesn’t define O(1, 1)(F),

Lemma C.3. There exists exactly one admissible partition for h such that
(C.4) M ={ge G| Vjes : ge; = ¢;9}
ande; <ex <...<e ande_j <e; forall j>0. .
The order condition on (e;);es is equivalent to
ej =max{e; | 1€ {xl,+2,+3,...,4+5}}, j€S5, j>0.
The partition in the lemma will be denoted by eM = (eg/[)je M

Proof. We need to prove two parts: existence and uniqueness. The existence follows as we can
describe M with help of some Witt-basis of h. For proving the uniqueness suppose there are two
admissible partitions e = (e;)jes and f = (fx)rex satisfying the assertions of the lemma. We are going
to prove e = f. Because, for k € K, fi, commutes with all elements of M we have fr = Xjcse; fre;.
In particular f;, commutes with all e;. We consider the set

gﬁ(evf) = {(.77k) ESxK | ejfk # O}
We claim that for every index j € S there is exactly one index k € K such that (j,k) € M(S, K).
At first we consider j # 0. The element e;f;, is an idempotent commuting with all elements of the
simple algebra Endp(e;V) and therefore e; fy, is equal to e; or 0. We use that the idempotents of f are

pairwise orthogonal to obtain the claim for j # 0. Without loss of generality we can assume S = {0},
i.e. eg is the identity of V. and M = G. Assume that K contains a positive element. Then h has
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to be orthogonal, because otherwise we can find a unipotent element in G which does not commute
with fi. If K has at least four elements then G contains an element g which satisfies fogf; # 0. A
contradiction. Therefore we obtain dimp f1V > 2 or |K| = 3 by admissibility of e. In the first case
we obtain a unipotent element which does not commute with f; and in the second an element which
swaps f1 with f_;. A contradiction. Therefore |K| = 1. This proves the claim and by symmetry we
finish the proof of the lemma. O

We now obtain a definition similar to those in §C.1.1

Definition C.5. A self-dual semisimple stratum A = [A,n,0,5] in A is called (exactly) adapted
to M if eM is (exactly) properly self-dual subordinate to A, see |53, Definition 8.2].

C.2. Construction of the group Jp. Let A be a h-self-dual semisimple stratum adapted to M
and P = MN be the parabolic subgroup of G given by the order of the indices of S™, i.e.

P={geG]| egell =0forall j <k, jkeSM}
with opposite unipotent radical N. Then J = J(B,A) has an Iwahori decomposition with respect
to NMN, see [53, Lemma 8.4], i.e.
J=JnN)(JnM)(JNN).

We need a finer version:

Lemma C.6. The group P(Ag) has an Iwahori decomposition with respect to NMN, i.e.
P(Ag) = (P(Ag) n N)(P(Ag) n M)(P(Ag) N N)
Proof. At first for h = 0: An element g of P(Ag) has an Iwahori decomposition g = jgjmin in J.

Since g commutes with 3 the elements jg, jum, jn commute with 8 too. For h # 0 we also consider the
ambient general linear group G. At first we note that the centralizers satlsfy Gg = Glg N G and by
the first part of the proof we obtain: P(Ag) is contained in P (Ag) N) (P (Ag) M)=(P (Ag) N N)=,
where NMN is the Twahori decomposition in G defined by eM. Further the first and the third factor
are contained in Py (Ag), respectively, because eM is properly subordinate to A, i.e. in the orthogonal

case no elements of reduced norm —1 occur in Py(Ag) n N and P1(Ag) n N. Let g be an element
of P(Ag) with Iwahori decomposition g = gxgmgn then

Nrda/r(9) =1+4pe Nrda/r(gm)
and therefore gy is an element of f’(Ag) AMAG= P(Ag) n M. O

We now want to define subgroups of J(3,A) which are adapted to NMN. We have two choices
because we have two poly-simplicial structures on the buidling of Gg.

Definition C.7. On the building of Gg, we consider two simplicial structures. The first where facets
are defined by self-dual lattice chains (the weak structure) and the second which one obtains from the
weak structure by removing all thin panels (the strong structure), see the oriflame construction in |1,
§8.2]. We call a point A in the building of Gg strong if the closure of its facet with respect to the
weak structure is the intersection of closures of thick panels. Otherwise, the point is called weak.

C.2.1. The case G = P = M. We have two groups

(i) J(8,A) = P(A5)T1(8, A) and

(i) J*(B,A) == P¥(Ag)J*(B,A)
where P5*(A3) is the point-wise stabilizer of the facet of Ag with respect to the strong poly-simplicial
structure on the building B(Gg) of Gz. We are going to omit the argument (3, A) and write J and J

instead if there is no reason for confusion. We need a fine enough sufficient condition for the groups J
and J® to coincide, i.e. for P(Ag) = P5'(Ag). Let M(A) be the Levi subgroup defined by A and let
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us suppose that h|y1, does not define the group O(1,1)(F), Vo being the sum of all V¢, i € I,. We
have
M(A) = My x | [ GLp(V?)
iely
where My is the set of F-rational points of the algebraic connected component of U(h|y1,). We
have P5*(Ag) = P(Ap) if Ag, is not a weak point of B(Gg,) for all i € Iy. So we obtain the following:
Proposition C.8. Suppose Ag, is a strong point in B(Gg,) for all i € Iy. Then J = J**.

C.2.2. The general case. In this paragraph we define and compare the more general groups Jp (3, A)
and J?’M(B, A). We need a Lemma for preparation.
Lemma C.9. (i) JnP=(MnP(Ag))(J(B,A) nP).

(i) J* AP = (M n Ps*(Ag))(JL(B,A) N P).
Proof. We prove the first assertion. The proof of the other one is similar. An element g € J n P has
the form g = gggy1, gs € P(Ag), gy € J'. We use the Iwahori decompositions:

98 = 98,-98,098,+, 93+ = 9-909+;

using Lemma C.6. Note that gg + is an element of P(Ag) NN which is a subset of J' nP. We therefore
can assume without loss of generality that gg 4 is trivial. We obtain

9=95.-(95.09-95.0)98.0909+-

And therefore by the uniqueness of Iwahori decomposition, using that g is an element of P we obtain
that ggﬁ,(gﬁyogogﬁ_é) is trivial and therefore g = ¢g,0909+, showing the assertion. O

We now define:
(i) JEX(B,A) = H'(B,A)(J(B,A) n P) = (H'(B,A) n N)(M n P(Ap))(J*(B,A) N P);
(i) Jp(B,A) = HY(B,A)(J**(B,A) n P) = (H'(8,A) n N)(M n P*(Ag))(J1(B,A) n P);
(iii) J3M(B8,A) = (HY(B,A) n N)(P*(Ay ) (JH(B,A) N P).

We need a fine sufficient condition for Jp and J;t’M to coincide. For that we need to analyze the

centralizer Mg. We have two decompositions of V.
e one given by the idempotents eM = (e?/l)jes for M and
e one given by the idempotents 1 = (1;);er
We get a possibly finer decomposition by the idempotents in
€ji = e?/[]li, (j,7) € M(eM, 1)

where the latter set is the set of pairs (j,4) such that e?/l 1; is non-zero. We compute Mg:

Mg = Ggn 1_[ AutD(e(jyi)V)
(4,5)eM(eM,1)

1_[ éﬁ(y‘,i) x 1_[ éﬁ(o,i) X 1_[ GB(M)

(4,4)eM(eM,1),5>0 (0,2)eM(eM,1),5€l 4 (0,2)eMt(eM,1),i€ly

10

Note that for M = M(A) of G we get the decomposition of Gg with respect to the associated splitting
of A. For the stabilizer of Ag in M we get

P(AM”@) = 1_[ IS(AB(j,i)) x 1_[ I’S(A,@(o,i)) X 1_[ P(AB(O,i))

(4,8)eM(eM,1),5>0 (0,5)eM(eM,1),5el 4 (0,7)eM(eM,1),i€ly

and for the stabilizer with respect to the strong poly-simplicial structure:

PSt(AMﬁ) = 1_[ P(Aﬁ(j,i)) X 1_[ P(Aﬁ(o,i)) X 1_[ PSt(Aﬁ(o,i))
(4,0)eM(eM,1),5>0 (0,3)eM(eM,1),5€l (0,i)eM(eM,1),i€ly

Therefore we get
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Proposition C.10. The groups J8¥ and J?;’M coincide if Ag, , is a strong point in B(Gg, ) for
all i € Iy such that (0,7) € M(eM, 1).

The main goal is the following proposition:
Proposition C.11. The group J%’M(ﬂ,/\) is a subgroup of J**(B,A) and we have
JoM(8,4) = Ip(8,A) < JRR(B, ).
In particular, under the condition of Proposition C.10, the group JS¥(B, A) is a subgroup of J*(3, A).
Before the proof we illustrate the main inside for the above statement:

Example C.12. We consider the group G = SO(3, 3)(F) defined by the symmetric form h with Gram
matrix antidiag(1,1,1,1,1,1), V = FS. Let A be the strict lattice sequence given by the hereditary
order

2,2,2
PP ( )
o o P
pt o o

The stratum A is the null-stratum of depth zero with lattice sequence A. The Levi M is given by the
idempotents.
eo = diag(1,1,0,0,1,1), e; = diag(0,0,1,0,0,0), e_; = diag(0,0,0,1,0,0).
We observe:
o he,v defines SO(2,2)(F), and
e Ap = egA is a strong vertex in B(SO(2,2)(F)), but A is a weak point in B(G).
And we obtain
(2,2,2)
0 p
P*(Ag) = P(Ag) € G n 1
Pt o
which is contained in PS*(A).
Proof of Proposition C.11. We have to show:
1_[ pst (Aﬁ(o,i)) < H p (Aﬁz)
(0,2)eM(eM,1),i€ly iely
Without loss of generality we can assume that A is a null-stratum of depth zero with lattice sequence A,
in particular I = I is a singleton. We put Ag = egA and we have to prove
P5(Ag) < P5Y(A).
If A is a strong point in B(G) then P(A) = P5*(A) and the inclusion follows because P(A) con-
tains P*(Ao). Suppose that A is a weak point in B(G). Then (P(A) n U(h))/P1(A) contains a direct
factor isomorphic to O(1,1)(kp). (P(A) is a subgroup of G, so P(A) n U(h) could be bigger.) Let a
be the self-dual hereditary order defined by A. Then

Cl/al = 1_[ Mnk(kD) X <H M"k(kD)>

keKy keKo

where Ky corresponds precisely to the blocks fixed by o;. We lift the primitive idempotents of the
right hand side to a: f = (fr)reko,uk,uK_, such that idempotents of eM and f commute (Note
that A is adapted to M). Assume that there is an element g € P(Ag) which is not an element
of PSt(A). Then (P(A) n U(h))/P1(A) has a factor isomorphic to O(1,1)(kp), say at some ko € Ko,
such that the projection of g onto the koth factor has determinant —1. Thus fr,e0 = fr, and
the koth O(1,1)(kp)-factor occurs in (P(Ag) A U(h|e,v))/P1(Ag) and still the projection of g onto this
factor has determinant —1. Then g cannot be an element of P5t(Ag). O
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