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BLOCK DECOMPOSITIONS FOR p-ADIC CLASSICAL GROUPS AND THEIR

INNER FORMS

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

Abstract. 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 Zr1{p, µp8 s-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 Zr1{ps-block decomposition; and, for R an integral domain,
introduce a graph whose connected components parameterize the R-blocks, in particular including
the cases R “ Zℓ and R “ Fℓ for ℓ ‰ p. From our description, we deduce that the Zℓ-blocks
and Fℓ-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

1.1. In [5], Bernstein shows that the abelian category RepCpGq of smooth representations on complex
vector spaces of a p-adic connected reductive group G decomposes as a direct product RepCpGq “ś

RepCpsq, of full abelian indecomposable subcategories RepCpsq 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 ℓ ‰ p and consider ℓ-modular representations of G, or more ambitiously
consider the category RepRpGq 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

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 RepRpGq correspond bijectively with the primitive idempotents of the centre ZRpGq
of the category. There are homomorphisms ZZr1{pspGq Ñ ZKpGq for K any algebraically closed field of

characteristic different to p. As such, the integral centre ZZr1{pspGq and its idempotents glue together

information on the C-theory and the ℓ-modular theory for ℓ ‰ p.

1.2. Recently, there has been renewed interest in computing block decompositions of RepRpGq, the
category of smooth representations on R-modules for arbitrary Zr1{ps-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) RepFℓ
pGLnpFqq due to Vignéras [63]; and RepWpFℓqpGLnpFqq due to the first author [33].

(ii) Rep
Fℓ

pGLmpDqq, where D is an F-central division algebra, due to Sécherre and the fourth

author [51].
(iii) RepZr1{NGspGq – the banal case – due to Dat, Moss and the first and second authors [24],

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 Fℓ-vector space in the various special cases. Along similar
lines, Cui shows uniqueness of supercuspidal support for SLnpFq [19], and gives a fine decomposition
of RepFℓ

pSLnpFqq, which on the supercuspidal subcategory RepFℓ
pSLnpFqqsc 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 ℓ) supercuspidal support fails in general,

a counterexample for Sp8pFqq when ℓ | q2 ` 1 was given by Dudas [28] which was lifted to a coun-
terexample for p-adic Sp8pFq 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 Zrµp8 , 1{ps-
algebra and G be a connected reductive p-adic group. In [62, I 5.8] and [26, Appendix], Vignéras and
Dat prove that there is a decomposition of RepRpGq as a direct product of full subcategories

RepRpGq “
ź

rPQ
RepR,rpGq,

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 Rep
Zℓ,0

pGq of depth zero representations [40, 41]

on Zℓ-modules, and in many cases Dat and Lanard [27] have shown that Rep
Zr1{ps,0pGq is a Zr1{ps-

block. As one might expect and our results show, the case of positive depth is more complex; for
example, the depth r factor Rep

Zr1{ps,rpGq is far from a Zr1{ps-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 Zr1{ps-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 “ Fℓ) 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 Zrµp8 , 1{ps-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 Zr1{ps-block decomposition for inner forms of classical groups:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 6.10, Corollary 8.11). Let R be a Zrµp8 , 1{ps-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

RepRpGq “
ź

t

RepRptq

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

(i) This decomposition is the Zr1{ps-block decomposition;
(ii) The compactly induced representation Pptq b R (of Definition 6.9) is a finitely generated

projective generator of RepRptq;
(iii) Parabolic induction and restriction are compatible with these decompositions.

1.5. Our proof of the decomposition RepRpGq “
ś

t RepRptq 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 Zrµp8 , 1{ps-algebras. This is accomplished in
Section 5. Working in the setting of an R0,r “ Zrµpr , 1{ps algebra R (for some fixed r), 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 coefficients 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 Zrµp8 , 1{ps-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 Zr1{ps-block decomposition.

For an integral domain R{Zrµp8 , 1{ps, 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) pt,Rq-graph whose connected components parametrize the blocks
of RepRptq and which associates to each block a finitely generated projective generator which is a
summand of PptqbR. For example, our method gives a process to compute the ℓ-block decomposition
of RepZℓ

pGq for a prime ℓ ‰ p, and the statement that RepZr1{psptq is a Zr1{ps-block is equivalent to

the pPptq,Zr1{psq-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 RepRptq are in natural bijection with the connected components of the pt,Rq-
graph.

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

We decompose our explicitly constructed progenerator for RepRptq into summands which constitute
the vertices in the pt,Rq-graph and draw an edge between two such summands Π1,Π2 if there is a
non-zero morphism Π1 Ñ Π2 (or equivalently there is a non-zero morphism Π2 Ñ Π1).
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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 indGJ pλq for a Bernstein factor RepCpsq where pJ, λq is a pair – called an s-type – consisting of a
compact open subgroup J of G and an irreducible smooth representation λ 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 Pptq (Definition 6.9) is constructed as a finite direct sum
À

indGJ1
i
pηiq

where J1i is a finite index pro-p subgroup of Ji which is a “J-group” used in the construction of types,

and η is an irreducible representation of J1i . The vertices in our graph are the representations indGJi
pP q

where P is an indecomposable summand of indJi

J1
i

pηiq. Suppose for simplicity here that R is contained

in C, then we show that there is a non-zero morphism indGJi
pP q Ñ indG

Jj
pP 1q if and only if indGJi

pP qbC

and indG
J1
i
pP 1q b C have nonzero components in a common Bernstein block.

This gives a recipe to compute the R-block decomposition from the R-block decomposition of the
finite reductive groups Ji{J1i 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 [43, 57] starting
with the ηi, and the ηi 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 ηi to Ji 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 pJ, λq for a Bern-

stein block is to compute the associated Hecke algebra HpJ, λq “ EndCrGspindGJ pλqq and its module
category HpJ, λq-mod. By standard category theory, the Bernstein block is then isomorphic to the
category of (right) modules over HpJ, λq and one has “completely” described the block. In the setting
of R-representations over general Zr1{ps-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 Zr1{ps 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 Sp2npFq 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 Zr1{ps-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 RepZrµp8 ,1{pspGq 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.

1.10. Acknowledgements. The first author was partially supported by EPSRC New Horizons grant
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
Technology Innovation Action Plan’ Natural Science Foundation Project grant. The fourth author was
supported by EPSRC grants EP/H00534X/1 and EP/V061739/1. We thank Johannes Girsch, Thomas
Lanard, Vanessa Miemietz, Peter Schneider, and Vincent Sécherre for useful conversations, and Jean-
François 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 oD for the ring of integers of D, pD
for the unique maximal ideal of oD, and kD for the residue field oD{pD.

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 RepRpHq, [62, I 4.2]; and for R-representations π1, π2
of H we write HomRrHspπ1, π2q for the R-module of morphisms π1 Ñ π2 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 π be an irreducible R-representation of H on an R-module V , and let

A “ tr P R : rv “ 0 for all v P V u

denote the annihilator of V 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 π is torsion-free and irreducible as an R{A-

representation.
(iii) Let KpAq denote the field of fractions of R{A. Then π b KpAq is an irreducible KpAq-

representation which is naturally isomorphic to π as an R{A-representation via v ÞÑ v b 1.
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Proof. The annihilator A is clearly an ideal, and as π is irreducible as an R-representation A is a
prime ideal (if r1r2 Ă A, then as r2V is an R-subrepresentation of π it is zero, in which case r2
annihilates V , or V in which case r1 annihilates V ; and as π is non-zero it is not the whole of R).

As π is irreducible, απ “ π for all α P RzA, hence multiplication by α is invertible on V and we
write α´1 for the inverse of α as an R-module endomorphism. Hence π is torsion-free as an R{A-
representation. Moreover, v ÞÑ v b 1 defines an isomorphism π ÞÑ π b KpAq as v b α

β
“ αβ´1pvq b 1;

and π b KpAq is irreducible as a KpAq-representation as any proper H-stable subspace defines a
proper H-stable R{A-subspace of π. �

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 π be an irreducible R-
representation of H. Then, either:

(i) π is torsion-free as an R-module, the morphism π Ñ π b K given by v ÞÑ v b 1 is an
isomorphism of R-modules, and π b K is an irreducible K-representation of H; or,

(ii) there exists a unique non-zero maximal ideal l P m-SpecpRq which annihilates π, and π is an
irreducible pR{lq-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 “ Qˆ 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 maximal, and field of fractions K. Let π
an irreducible R-representation of G, then there exists a non-zero maximal ideal of R annihilating π
(i.e., π has torsion).

Proof. Suppose π is an R-torsion-free irreducible R-representation of G. Let G0 denote the F-points
of the connected component of the underlying algebraic group of G – the connected reductive p-adic
group. Then G{G0 is finite, and as such π |G0 is finitely generated and has an irreducible quotient π0.
Let V be the underlying R-module of π0, and V {W the quotient defining the underlying R-module
of π. If V {W was not torsion free, then there would exist r P R mapping V into a proper stable
subspace of V , which is not possible as π is irreducible. Hence π0 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 π is a quotient of indG
Up1q. Then indGUp1q

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 indG

Up1q and the category
of RrUzG{Us-modules. In particular, the image of π is an R-torsion-free simple RrUzG{Us-module
which we denote by M .

We set H “ RrUzG{Us. By [25] (see also [24, Theorem 1.2]), H is a finitely generated module over
its centre Z 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 Z-module. This means that M
admits a quotient M 1 that is simple as a Z-module. The same argument shows that non-zero elements
of R induce isomorphisms of M 1 with M 1.

The action of Z on M 1 factors through the quotient of a maximal ideal m, so we obtain an injective
map R Ñ Z Ñ Z{m. So, as R is Jacobson (cf. [29, Theorem 10] and [58, Tag 00G4]), Z{m is an integral
extension of R. This is absurd, because R is not a field. �

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/00G4
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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 π1, π2 be R-representations
of H which are torsion free as R-modules, and such that π2 is finitely generated as an R-representation.
Suppose φ : π1 Ñ π2 a morphism of R-representations of H such that

φb 1 : π1 b K
„ÝÑ π2 b K

φb 1 : π1 b pR{mq „ÝÑ π2 b pR{mq;

are isomorphisms, for all m P m- SpecpRq. Then φ is an isomorphism.

Proof. As πi are torsion free, πi ãÑ πibK, and in particular φ is injective as φb1 : π1 bK Ñ π2 bK is
injective. Let Cφ denote the cokernel of φ. If it is non-zero then it has an irreducible quotient Π as π2
is finitely generated. By Lemma 2.2, there exists k P tK,R{m : m P m- SpecpRqu, such that Π b 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 Cφbk “ Cφb1 where Cφb1 is the cokernel of φb1 : π1bk Ñ π2bk,
and we know that the latter is zero – a contradiction. �

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 π be a finitely generated projective R-representation of H, R1 a commutative R-
algebra, and π1 an R-representation of H. Then the natural map

HomRrHspπ, π1q b R1 Ñ HomR1rHspπ b R1, π1 b R1q
f b r1 ÞÑ r1pf b 1q defines an isomorphism of R1-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) Zr1{ps-algebra. Let ρ be an irreducible (smooth) representation
of a pro-p compact open subgroup H of G on a projective R-module. Then ρ is a projective RrHs-
module, and indGHpρq 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 ρ is trivial. Then HomRrHspindH
Kp1Rq, ρq ‰ 0,

where 1R denotes the trivial character of K on the free R-module R. Choose any non-zero morphism φ,
then as ρ is a projective R-module, we can split φ 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 RrH{Ks-
modules:

sH “ rH : Ks´1
ÿ

hPH{K
Rphq ˝ s ˝ ρph´1q,

where Rphq denotes the right regular action on indHKp1Rq. Hence indH
Kp1Rq “ ρ ‘ ρ1. Moreover,

as HomRrHspindHKp1Rq,´q » HomRrHspρ,´q ˆ HomRrHspρ1,´q as functors we can reduce to show-

ing indH
Kp1Rq 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)] �
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2.3. Primitive idempotents of the centre and blocks. Let ZRpGq denote the centre of RepRpGq,
it is a commutative unital ring which acts on every smooth R-representation. Suppose φ : R Ñ R1 is
a morphism of commutative rings, then we have a morphism

(2.7) φ˚ : ZRpGq Ñ ZR1 pGq
which is induced from the functor RepR1 pGq Ñ RepRpGq sending a smooth R1-representation to the
smooth R-representation with the same action of G and the action of R from the morphism R Ñ R1,
cf. [24, Section 2].

An idempotent e P ZRpGq induces a canonical decomposition of every smooth representation

π “ eπ ‘ p1 ´ eqπ,
and a corresponding canonical decomposition of morphisms in the category; in other words defines a
decomposition RepRpGq “ eRepRpGq ˆ p1 ´ eqRepRpGq (and conversely, such a decomposition gives
rise to a central idempotent). Note that, given a morphism of rings R Ñ R1, via (2.7), a decomposition
of RepRpGq induces a decomposition of RepR1 pGq.
Lemma 2.8 ([26, Lemma A.3] and [24, Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.4]).

(i) Suppose φ is a monomorphism, then φ˚ : ZRpGq Ñ ZR1 pGq is a monomorphism.
(ii) We have a decomposition

ZRpGq “
ź

rPDpGq
ZRpGqr

where
- DpGq Ď Q` denotes the subset of rational numbers for which there is a smooth R-

representation of G of the given depth; and
- ZRpGqr “ erZRpGq denotes the centre of the category of smooth R-representations of

depth r, corresponding to a depth r idempotent er P ZRpGq.
Moreover, for each r P DpGq, we have an (explicit) finitely generated projective generator Pr
of RepRpGqr “ erRepRpGq.

(iii) Suppose R is Noetherian and R1 a flat (commutative) R-algebra. Then the natural map is an
isomorphism

ZRpGqn b R1 „ÝÑ ZR1 pGqn.

For r P Q`, we write RepRpGqďx “ ś
rPDpGq
rďx

RepRpGqr .

Definition 2.9. (i) Suppose e P ZRpGq is a primitive idempotent. Then the subcategory eRepRpGq
is called an R-block of RepRpGq.

(ii) Suppose 1 P ZRpGq decomposes 1 “ ř
iPI ei into a sum of primitive idempotents ei P ZRpGq,

then the corresponding decomposition

RepRpGq “
ź

iPI
eiRepRpGq,

is called the R-block decomposition.

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

Theorem 2.10 ([24, 25]). Let R be a noetherian Zr1{ps-algebra, and r P DpGq. Then ZRpGqr 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 Zr1{ps-algebra.
(i) Then the R-block decomposition exists.
(ii) Moreover, for r P DpGq, erRepRpGq 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 ℓ ‰ p. For a reductive p-adic group M “ MpFq,
we let

M˝ “ tg P M : χpgq P oˆ
F for all F-rational characters of Mu,

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 ℓ “ 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 σ be an irreducible K-representation of M. Then the parabolically induced rep-
resentation iGM,Ppσχq is irreducible for χ in a Zariski-dense open subset of the K-torus of unramified
characters of M.

For σ an irreducible K-representation of M, we consider indMM˝ pσq » σ b indMM˝p1q » σ b KrM{M˝s
as a KrM{M˝s-representation of M and as a family of K-representations of M: A closed K-point
of KrM{M˝s corresponds to a K-algebra morphism φ : KrM{M˝s Ñ K, and hence an unramified
character χ : M Ñ Kˆ, and we have

indM
M˝pσq bKrM{M˝s,φ K » σ b χ,

and can consider indM
M˝pσq as a family of irreducible K-representations of M. Then iGM,PpσbKrM{M˝sq

is a KrM{M˝s-representation, and

iGM,Ppσ b KrM{M˝sq bKrM{M˝s,φ K » iGM,Ppσ b χq
which is irreducible for a Zariski-dense open subset K-points of KrM{M˝s by generic irreducibility.

Proposition 2.13. An element of ZKpGq acts on iGM,PpσbKrM{M˝sq by multiplication by an element

of KrM{M˝s.
Proof. The proof of [5, 1.17] also applies here, to show that EndKrM{M˝srGspiGM,Ppσ b KrM{M˝sqq »
KrM{M˝s as a consequence of generic irreducibility and Schur’s lemma (note that, when ℓ ‰ 0, an
unramified twist of σ is defined over Fℓ). Now ZKpGq acts on iGM,Ppσ b KrM{M˝sq via a central

endomorphism in EndKrGspiGM,Ppσ b KrM{M˝sqq, and as this endomorphism is central it commutes

with multiplication by elements of KrM{M˝s (as they define KrGs-endomorphisms) and hence defines
an element of EndKrM{M˝srGspiGM,Ppσ b KrM{M˝sqq » KrM{M˝s. �

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

RepKpGq “
ź

sPBKpGq
RepKpsq,

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

(ii) Let s P BKpGq. For any choice of representative pM, σq of s, and any parabolic P of G

with Levi factor M the representation PP,σ “ iGM,PpindMM˝ pσqq is a finitely generated projective

generator for RepKpGqs.
(iii) Let s P BKpGq. Fixing a finitely generated projective generator PP,σ “ iGM,PpindM

M˝pσqq as

above for RepKpsq, identifies the centre ZKpsq of RepKpsq with

KrM{M˝sHs¸Ws ,
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where Hs is the finite group of unramified characters of M fixing σ up to isomorphism,
and Ws “ tw P W : Mw “ M, pM, σwq P rM, σsMu.

In particular, Bernstein’s description shows that the centre ZKpsq is a (commutative) noetherian
domain. Let s P BKpGq. We write η “ ηs for the unique generic point of SpecpZKpsqq, and given a
representation π in RepKpsq, we write πη for its localization at η, i.e., πη “ πbKpηq, where Kpηq is the
field of fractions of ZKpsq. To the inertial class s “ rM, σs, we can associate the class sM “ rM, σs P
BKpMq. We write rη for the unique generic point of SpecpZKpsMqq, and given a representation π

in RepKpsMq, we write πrη for its localization at rη, i.e., πrη “ π b Kprηq, where Kprηq is the field of
fractions of ZKpsMq.

Lemma 2.15. Let s P BKpGq, and P be a (non-zero) finitely generated projective representation
in RepKpsq.

(i) The modules P and EndKrGspP q are ZKpsq-torsion free.

(ii) We have Pη bKpηq Kprηq » π‘r for some irreducible KprηqrGs-representation π.
(iii) The endomorphism algebra EndKrGspP q has no non-trivial central idempotents.
(iv) If P 1 is a (non-zero) finitely generated projective representation in RepKpsq, then

HomKrGspP, P 1q ‰ 0.

Proof. (i) The representation PP,σ “ iGM,PpindM
M˝pσqq is ZKpsq-torsion free, because indMM˝pσq is a

torsion free ZKpsMq-module and parabolic induction is exact. Hence P is ZKpsq-torsion free,
as it is a summand of a direct sum of copies of PP,σ.

(ii) As localization is exact Pη ãÑ pPP,σ
‘mqη, and it suffices to prove the statement for PP,σ. We

have

pPP,σqη bKpηq Kprηq » iGM,PpindMM˝ pσqq bZKpsq Kprηq
» iGM,PpindMM˝ pσqη bKpηq Kprηqq
» iGM,PpindMM˝ pσqrηq bKpηq Kprηq

as ZKpsMq bZKpsq Kpηq “ Kprηq. Now iGM,PpindMM˝pσqrηq is absolutely irreducible as a KprηqrGs-
module by generic irreducibility. Moreover,

iGM,PpindM
M˝pσqrηq bKpηq Kprηq » iGM,PpindM

M˝pσqrηq bKprηq pKprηq bKpηq Kprηqq.

And as Kprηq{Kpηq is a finite Galois extension of degree d “ |Ws|, Kprηq bKpηq Kprηq » Kprηqd
and the result follows.

(iii) By torsion freeness, EndKrGspP q injects into its localization at the generic point of SpecpZKpsqq,
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 1 are summands of pPP,σq‘m, and consider these modules as
modules over the Hecke algebra EndKrGsppPP,σq‘mq. After localizing at the generic point
of ZKpsq this latter algebra is a central simple algebra, and hence has a single indecomposable
module; P, P 1, (and PP,σ) are simply direct sums of copies of this indecomposable. The result
is thus immediate.

�

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, I 8.1]). Suppose R is an algebraically closed field. Let Ki,K
1 be compact mod-centre

open subgroups of H for i in some finite set I, let π be a smooth R-representation of H. Suppose that
pτi,Wiq are submodules of π|Ki

, that τ 1 is an irreducible subquotient of π|K1 , and that π is generated

by
À

iPI Wi. Then there exist i P I, h P H such that τ 1 is a subquotient of IndK
1

K1XhKi

hτi.
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Note that the proof of ibid. is written for a single Ki, but the proof works just as well for an
arbitrary collection of Ki. In particular, if the pro-order of the subgroup K1 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 K1 is invertible in R. Then, for the same i P I, we have IHpτ 1, τiq ‰ 0.

In particular, we will use Corollary 2.17 when K1 is a pro-p group, which is another reason why we
invert p in our coefficient 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`

F
denote the compact open subgroup of G which is the pointwise fixator of

F . It has pro-p unipotent radical G1
F

with

1 Ñ G1
F Ñ G`

F
Ñ M`

F
Ñ 1

with M`
F

the Fq-points of a reductive group M`
F

defined over Fq. Letting MF denote the Fq-points of

the connected component of M`
F

, the parahoric subgroup GF associated to F is the preimage of MF

in GF . The quotient G`
F

{GF » M`
F

{MF 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 GpFq1, and if for x
in the extended building we let x denote its image in the reduced building, then we have

G`
x “ GpFq1x, Gx “ GpFq0x.

In particular, we deduce from [35, Lemma 2.2.16, Theorem 4.2.17] that if x is a vertex, then NG˝ pG`
x q “

G`
x .
The parahoric subgroups containined in GF are in bijection with the parabolic subgroups of MF

(cf. [10, Proposition 5.1.32]) : we write GF ,Q for the parahoric subgroup which is the inverse image
of the parabolic subgroup Q of MF under the map GF Ñ MF . There is thus a facet F 1 such
that GF 1 “ GF ,Q and Q has a Levi decomposition Q “ MF 1 ˙ U.

The image Q` of G`
F 1 in M`

F
(contains and) normalizes U which is the image of G1

F 1 , and Q` has a

“Levi decomposition” Q` “ M`
F 1 ˙U. We will need a supercuspidal support map on these potentially

disconnected reductive finite groups:

Lemma 2.18 (Existence of “supercuspidal support”). Let π` be an irreducible representation of M`
F

over a sufficiently large field. Then there exists a facet F 1 corresponding to a parabolic subgroup Q

of MF , and an irreducible representation τ` of M`
F 1 such that,

(i) τ` has supercuspidal restriction to MF 1 (i.e., the projective cover of τ` is cuspidal);

(ii) π` is a subquotient of ind
M

`
F

Q` pτ`q.

Proof. Let π be an irreducible subrepresentation of π` |MF
. Let pL, τq be in the supercuspidal support

of π, and Q denote a parabolic subgroup of MF with Levi factor L and unipotent radical U. Let G1
F

be the parahoric corresponding to Q.

The representation π` is a (sub)quotient of ind
M

`
F

MF
pπq, hence a subquotient of

ind
M

`
F

MF
˝ indMF

Q pτq » ind
M

`
F

Q` ˝ indQ
`

Q pτq.

Now Q “ MF 1 ˙ U and Q` “ M`
F 1 ˙ U, and τ is trivial on U, hence π` is a subquotient of

ind
M

`
F

Q` ˝ indM
`

F1

M
F1
τ,

thus there exists an irreducible subquotient τ` of ind
M

`

F1

M
F1
τ such that π` is a subquotient of ind

M
`
F

Q` pτ`q.

As τ` is a subquotient of ind
M

`

F1

M
F1
τ , by Mackey theory τ` restricts to a sum of conjugates of τ and

hence τ` has supercuspidal restriction. �
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2.8. Forms of classical groups. We fix F{Fo, a Galois extension of non-archimedean local fields of
degree one or two with residual characteristic p, and ε P t˘, 0u, such that

(I) F “ Fo if ε “ 0 and
(II) 2 ∤ p if ε ‰ 0.

We write for the generator of the of the Galois group of F{Fo.

We denote by DivpF{Fo, εq the set of pairs pD, p qDq consisting of a skew-field D of finite degree d
with center F and an Fo-linear endomorphism p qD of D extending such that

‚ p qD is idD in Case (I) and

‚ p qD is an orthogonal or unitary anti-involution on D in Case (II). Note that in this case D

has at most degree 2, and if D has degree 2 then F “ Fo.

We will still write for p qD if there is no cause of confusion.
A Hermitian space for pF{Fo, εq is a pair pV, hq together with a pair pD, p qDq P DivpF{Fo, εq such

that V is a finite dimensional right D-vector space and h is an ε-hermitian form h : V ˆ V Ñ D

with respect to , in particular h is the zero map in Case (I) and non-degenerate in Case (II). We
write HermpF{Fo, εq for the set of Hermitian spaces for pF{Fo, εq.

We fix a pair pD, p qDq P DivpF{Fo, εq and a Hermitian space pV, hq for pF{Fo, εq.
We consider the following subgroups of rG :“ GLDpVq: The group

UpV, hq “ tg P GLDpVq : hpgv, gwq “ hpv, wq for all v, w P Vu

of isometries of pV, hq. and

G :“
"

UpV, hq X SLFpVq if h ‰ 0 and D “ F “ Fo and ε “ `
UpV, hq else

Therefore G will be the set of rational points of an Fo-form of a general linear, symplectic, or special
orthogonal group. Note that in the Case (II) if D ‰ F then every element of UpV, hq has reduced
norm 1 over F.

We let Σ “ xσy denote an abstract cyclic group of order 2, which we will let act on various objects.

The element σ acts trivial on rG if h “ 0 and as the inverse of the adjoint anti-involution of h if h is
non-zero. In particular,

UpV, hq “ rGΣ.

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 degFpAq.

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) oF-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 Λ an oF-lattice function in V we
write PpΛq for the compact open subgroup stabilizing Λ, and write PpΛq˝ for the parahoric subgroup
associated to Λ with pro-p unipotent radical P1pΛq. In particular, if Λ is a vertex then PpΛq “ G`

Λ

and PpΛq˝ “ GΛ. We write PstpΛq for the fixator of the minimal facet Λ containing Λ.

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 rG, following [37] and [55]. We fix an algebraic
closure F of F.

Definition 3.1. Let β “ ř
iPI βi be a finite sum with βi P F such that the minimal polynomials of βi

and βj over F differ for i ‰ j. We call β full semisimple if it satisfies a technical condition: its critical
exponent kFpβq ă 0 is negative (for the definition of kFpβq in this generality see [37, §5.4]).

Let β “ ř
iPI βi be a full semisimple element. We set E “ Frβs, a semisimple F-algebra, E “ À

iPI Ei
with Ei “ Frβis fields. Let Qpβq denote the class of all triples pV, ϕ,Λq where

(i) V is a right D-vector space;
(ii) ϕ : E ãÑ A is an F-embedding;
(iii) Λ is a ϕpoEq-oD-lattice sequence.

Following the approach of Bushnell, Henniart, and Kutzko, as in [37], we associate to pV, ϕ,Λq P
Qpβq a compact open pro-p subgroup rH1pϕpβq,Λq of rG “ AutDpVq and a set C pΛ, ϕpβqq of characters

of rH1pϕpβq,Λq which we call semisimple characters for rG. Note that, this is a special case of the
construction; these characters are called full semisimple characters in [37] and [55].

We let C pβq “ Ť
pV,ϕ,ΛqPQpβq C pΛ, ϕpβqq and, for fixed V, we put C pβ,Vq “ Ť

pV,ϕ,ΛqPQpβq C pΛ, ϕpβqq.
Then the collection of all semisimple characters for rG “ AutDpVq is C pVq “ Ť

β C pβq, where the union
is over all full semisimple elements β.

Remark 3.2. In [55, Definition 6.6], the third author defines the endo-equivalence class E of a
semisimple stratum. If one of the strata in E is of the form rΛ, n, 0, ϕpβqs, for pV, ϕ,Λq P Qpβq then
for every stratum ∆ “ rΛ1, n, 0, γs P E there is a tuple pV1, ϕ1,Λ1q P Qpβq such that ∆ is equivalent
(as strata) to rΛ1, n, 0, ϕ1pβqs, by [55, Proposition 4.30] and [54, Theorem 6.6].

Corresponding to the decomposition β “ ř
iPI βi, we have:

‚ a decomposition V “ À
iPI Vi (called the associated splitting of ϕpβq)

‚ a decomposition Λ “ À
iPI Λi, where Λipkq “ Λpkq XVi (we say that the decomposition of V

splits Λ);
‚ endomorphisms rings Ai :“ EndDpViq and Bi “ EndEibDpViq;
‚ natural embeddings rH1pϕpβiq,Λiq ãÑ rH1pϕpβq,Λq, and restriction maps

C pΛ, ϕpβqq Ñ C pΛi, ϕpβiqq, θ ÞÑ θi :“ θ |rH1pϕpβiq,Λiq .

We call the θi the simple block restrictions of θ.
Given pV, ϕ,Λq, pV1, ϕ1,Λ1q P Qpβq, there are natural bijections

τΛ1,Λ,ϕ1,ϕ : C pΛ, ϕpβqq Ñ C pΛ1, ϕ1pβqq,
called transfer maps ([37, Lemma 9.3] and [55, §6.2]), and we collect semisimple characters into families
following [11, 37]:

Definition 3.3. A pss-character supported on β is a function Θ : Qpβq Ñ C pβq whose values are
related by transfer:

ΘpV1, ϕ1,Λ1q “ τΛ1,Λ,ϕ1,ϕΘpV, ϕ,Λq.
We call a value of Θ a realization; thus, by definition, Θ is determined by any one of its realizations.

Let β1 be another full semisimple element and set E1 “ Frβ1s. Let Θ,Θ1 be pss-characters supported
on β, β1 respectively.

Definition 3.4. We say that Θ and Θ1 are endo-equivalent if there exist realizations of Θ and Θ1 on

a common F-vector space V which intertwine in rG.

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 θ is a realization of a pss-character Θ then we
define the endo-class of θ to be the endo-class of Θ. The degree of a semisimple endo-class is rFrβs : Fs
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where β 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 β which
generates a field extension Frβs{F (i.e. I is a singleton in the notation above), by [37, Theorem 9.9(i)]
this is well defined. Write E pFq 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 rG is a formal sum t “ ř
cPE pFqmcc, with mc P Zě0,

satisfying
ř
cPE pFqmc degpcq “ degFpAq and d | mc degpcq, for c P E pFq.

By [37, Theorem 12.9] and [55, Theorem 7.2], the set of intertwining classes of semisimple characters

for rG is in canonical bijection with the set of endo-parameters for rG. The bijection is given as

follows: let θ be a semisimple character for rG, let θi be the simple block restrictions of θ, and let ci
the endo-classes of θi. Then we map the intertwining class of θ to the endo-parameter tθ defined
by tθ “

ř
iPI degEi

pBiqci.

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{Fo and ε P t˘, 0u.

Definition 3.6. We say that a full semisimple element β is ε-self-dual, or just self-dual, if the gener-
ator of GalpF{Foq extends to an involution on Frβs such that β “ p´1qεβ. Note that, when ε “ 0

this imposes no extra condition on a full semisimple element.

Let β be an ε-self-dual full semisimple element. Then the involution induces an action of σ on
the indexing set I of β “ ř

iPI βi, which decomposes as

I “ I` Y Iσ Y I´

with Iσ the σ-fixed orbits, I` a set of representatives for the the orbits of size 2, and I´ “ σpI`q. We

write E “ Frβs and Eo for the set of -fixed points on E.
In this case, as in [37] or similarly in [54, §7.1], we let QF{Fo,εpβq denote the class of all triples ppV, hq, ϕ,Λq

where

‚ pV, hq is an ε-hermitian space for pF{Fo, εq,
‚ pV, ϕ,Λq P Qpβq,
‚ and ϕ,Λ are h-self-dual.

Note that this does not give any extra condition on ϕ,Λ if h is zero so that QF{Fo,0pβq “ Qpβq.
If ppV, hq, ϕ,Λq P QF{Fo,εpβq, then rH1pϕpβq,Λq is Σ-stable and, with G “ Gh the associated classical

group, we write

H1pϕpβq,Λq “ rH1pϕpβq,Λq X G.

When h “ 0, then H1pϕpβq,Λq “ rH1pϕpβq,Λq.
The group Σ acts on C pΛ, ϕpβqq with fixed points C pΛ, ϕpβqqΣ – the set of self-dual semisimple char-

acters – and we define the set of characters ChpΛ, ϕpβqq of H1pϕpβq,Λq by restriction from C pΛ, ϕpβqqΣ.
A self-dual semisimple character is called elementary character if the set Iσ Y I` has cardinality one.

For fixed pV, hq and associated classical group G, we write:

‚ C phq for the union over all h-self dual full semisimple elements β, of all the sets C pΛ, ϕpβqqΣ
such that ppV, hq, ϕ,Λq is an element of QF{Fo,εpβq;

‚ C´phq for the union over all h-self dual full semisimple elements β, of all the sets ChpΛ, ϕpβqq
such that ppV, hq, ϕ,Λq is an element of QF{Fo,εpβq.
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We call the elements of C´phq semisimple characters for G (this depends only on the group G, not
on h). It is useful to have the notion of a parametrization of a semisimple character:

Definition 3.7. For a character θ´ P ChpΛ, ϕpβqq we call the data ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq a parametrization
of θ´. Having chosen a parametrization ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq for θ´ we define the restrictions of θ´ by

pθ´qi :“
"
θ´|H1pϕpβq,ΛqXAutDpViq , i P Iσ

θ´|H1pϕpβq,ΛqXpAutDpViqˆAutDpVσpiqqq , i P I` Y I´

To ϕpβq is attached the following Levi subgroup of G.

Mpϕpβq,Gq :“
"

G X pAutDpř
iPIσ Viq ˆ ś

iPI`YI´
AutDpViqq , if h is non-zeroś

iPI AutDpViq, if h is zero

For a Levi subgroup M of G we write θ´,M for the restriction of θ´ to H1pϕpβq,Λq X M.

Recall also that, if two semisimple characters θ´, θ1
´ P C´phq with respective parametrizations ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq

and ppV, hq, ϕ1,Λ1, β1q intertwine in G then there is a canonical bijection ζ : I Ñ I1, 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. Let θ´, θ1
´ P C´phq be semisimple characters with respective parametrizations ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq

and ppV, hq, ϕ1,Λ1, β1q. If θ´, θ1
´ intertwine in G then Mpϕpβq,Gq is conjugate in G to Mpϕ1pβ1q,Gq.

3.3. Endo-parameters for h. We let the group Σ act on E pFq by the action defined in [37, Definition
12.13], and we write pE pFq{Σq for the set of orbits.

More precisely, we define the Σ-action on the endo-class of a ps-character Θ by using a realization
of Θ in a split general linear group and then applying [37, Definition 12.10]. An orbit O in pE pFq{Σq
corresponds to the endo-class of an elementary character θ. The orbit O is the set of simple endo-
classes of the simple block restrictions of θ. We say O is attached to θ.

To define endo-parameters for G we need to introduce an extra datum. For t P pE pFq{Σq we
associate a set Wp qD,εptq of Witt types which, if t is an orbit of size 2 or if ε “ 0, identifies with

a singleton. When ε ‰ 0 and t is an orbit of size 1, say consisting of the endo-class of Θ, then we
can choose Θ to be supported on a full self-dual simple element β and then Wp qD,εptq is in canonical

bijection to the Witt group Wεpp qE bF p qDq, see [54, §7.2, Proposition 7.4, Definition 7.6]. This
Witt-group is (non-canonically) isomorphic to the Witt group WεpE{Eoq if both D and E are different
from F. Otherwise, this Witt group is canonically isomorphic to WεpE{Eoq (if D “ F) or to Wεpp qDq
(if E “ F).

This definition was introduced for D “ F in [37, §13 after Remark 12.20], see WTpOq there.
For D ‰ F, see [54, §7.4] and the definition of Wc´ 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 E pFq{Σ is attached to an elementary character for

an ε-Hermitian form with respect to the fixed datum pD, p qDq. We give the proof and the precise
statement in Appendix A.1.

There is a transfer map λ˚
t , from Wp qD,εptq to WεpF{Foq (see [37, § 3.5] and [54, § 7.2])

Definition 3.9. An endo-parameter t for h is a formal sum t “
ř
tPpE pFq{Σq mtpt, wtq, where mt P Zě0

and wt P Wp qD,εptq, satisfying

d | mt degpcq, for all c P t P pE pFq{Σq,(1)
ÿ

cPtPpE pFq{Σq
nt degpcq “ degFpAq with nt :“

2

|t|mt ` deganpwtq,(2)

where deganpwtq is the anisotropic degree of wt,ÿ

tPpE pFq{Σq
λ˚
t pwtq “ rhs in WεpF{Foq.(3)



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

Remarks 3.10. (i) We have the obvious forgetful map, from endo-parameters for h to endo-

parameters for G̃, given by forgetting Witt types:
ÿ

tPpE pFq{Σq
mtpt, wtq ÞÑ

ÿ

cPtPpE pFq{Σq
ntc,

with nt given in Definition 3.9(2). Endo-parameters for G̃ 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 pG, hq is
defined to be an endo-parameter for h.

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

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

For ε ‰ 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 pG, hq
(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 ε “ 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 Mpϕpβq,Gq for any parametrization ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq of any
semisimple character θ´ with endo-parameter t. We write Mptq 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 ˙ N a Levi decomposition of P. We have non-normalized parabolic induction
and restriction functors, we denote by iGP : RepRpMq Ñ RepRpGq and rGP : RepRpGq Ñ RepRpMq
respectively. Here we define maps of endo-parameters, which we will later show are compatible with
parabolic induction and restriction.

We write M “
śs

j“0 Mj , with M0 a classical group (or trivial), and Mj general linear groups.

Definition 3.11. An endo-parameter t for M is a tuple ptjqsj“0 of endo-parameters tj for Mj .

Let t “ ptjqsj“0 be an endo-parameter for M and choose realizations θ´,j of tj. Then θ´,M “Âs

j“1 θ´,j 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 θ´ for G with θ´|M “ θ´,M. We let iGMptq denote the
endo-parameter for G with realization θ´. This is independent of the choice of θ´, as any two
choices for θ´,M intertwine in M (by definition) so, since the corresponding semisimple characters θ´
are decomposed with respect to pM,Pq for any parabolic P with Levi M, these realizations θ´ also
intertwine so give the same endo-parameter iGMptq. Moreover, parabolic induction of endo-parameters
is clearly transitive.

Conversely, let t now be an endo-parameter for G. We define rGMptq by

rGMptq “ tendo-parameters tM for M : t “ iGMptMqu.
Set WM “ NGpMq{M. In general, rGMptq will not consist of a single WM-conjugacy class of endo-
parameters for M, but is a (possibly empty) finite set of WM-conjugacy classes.

There is one case of particular interest, namely when M “ Mptq. If θ´ is any semisimple character
with endo-parameter t, and parametrization ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq such that M “ Mpϕpβq,Λq, then the
restriction θ´,M :“ θ´|M is a semisimple character for M, and we write tM for its corresponding
endo-parameter for M. The G-conjugacy class of this is independent of the choice of θ´ by [54,
Theorem 6.5, Corollary 6.15], and clearly tM P rGMptq. We call the G-conjugacy class of the pair pM, tMq
the support of t.
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4. m-realizations of endo-parameters

We fix pG, hq as introduced in §2.8, and an endo-parameter t for pG, hq.

Definition 4.1. A realization of t for pG, hq is a semisimple character for G of endo-parameter t.

Given a parametrization ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq of a semisimple character θ´ of G, we write Gϕpβq for the
centralizer of ϕpβq in G, and similarly Bϕpβq for the centralizer of ϕpβq in A, so that B “

À
iPI Bi.

There is then an embedding of Bruhat–Tits buildings

(4.2) jϕpβq : BpGϕpβqq ãÑ BpGq
which is affine, Gϕpβq-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 jϕpβq corresponds to the set of h-self-
dual oE-oD-lattice functions.

To Λ corresponds a parahoric subgroup of Gϕpβq which we denote by PpΛϕpβqq˝,with pro-p unipotent
radical P1pΛϕpβqq, and we write PpΛϕpβqq for the full fixator of the point Λ.

We compose jϕpβq with the canonical map BpGq Ñ BredpGq (which sends a lattice function to its
translation class) to obtain a map

(4.3) j̄ϕpβq : BpGϕpβqq Ñ BredpGq
which is affine, Gϕpβq-equivariant, and respects Moy–Prasad filtrations. In the following cases, this
map is uniquely determined by these three properties:

‚ if I is a singleton and ε “ 0, by [8, Theorem II.1.1], and
‚ if I “ Iσ and ε ‰ 0 and the center of Gϕpβq 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 CpHq the centre of a group H.

Definition 4.4. An m-realization of t for pG, hq is a realization of t which is in a set of semisim-
ple characters ChpΛ, ϕpβqq for G such that CpGϕpβqq{CpMpϕpβq,Gqq is compact and PpΛϕpβqq˝ is a
maximal parahoric subgroup of Gϕpβq.

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

Proposition 4.5 (cf. [37, Propositions 11.3]). Let θ´ be an m-realization of t for pG, hq and let
ppV, hq, ϕ1,Λ1, β1q be a parametrization of θ´. Then CpGϕ1pβ1qq{CpMpϕ1pβ1q,Gqq is compact and the
group pGϕ1pβ1qq˝

Λ1 is a maximal parahoric subgroup of Gϕ1pβ1q.

The technical idea for the proposition lies in the following lemma. For θ a semisimple character,
we write IGpθq for the set of elements of G which intertwine θ with itself.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose h “ 0 and let θ P C pΛ, ϕpβqq and θ1 P C pΛ, ϕ1pβqq be transfers and suppose
that Frβs is a field. Suppose further that 1 intertwines θ with θ1. Then θ and θ1 coincide.

Proof. By Skolem–Noether there is an element g P G “ rG such that gϕ “ ϕ1. Then g intertwines θ
with θ1. Thus we have

1 “ s1gbs, s1 P IGpθ1q X P1pΛq, s P IGpθq X P1pΛq, b P Gϕpβq,

by [54, Theorem 6.7(ii)]. On the residue fields conjugation by the elements 1 and g give the same map

kFrϕpβqs Ñ kFrϕ1pβqs.

Thus, by [55, Proposition 4.39], we can assume without loss of generality that g is an element of PpΛq,
so that b P PpΛq X Gϕpβq. In particular, g normalizes the lattice sequence Λ and conjugates ϕpβq
to ϕ1pβq, so also conjugates H1pϕpβq,Λq to H1pϕ1pβq,Λq; it follows that θ1 “ gθ. Since b also normal-

izes θ, we get θ “ 1θ “ s1gbsθ “ s1

θ1 “ θ1. �
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Proof of Proposition 4.5. Let ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq be a parametrization for θ´ 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 θ´ in G which maps the associated splitting of ϕpβq to the associated splitting of ϕ1pβ1q.
We therefore assume without loss of generality that ϕpβq and ϕ1pβ1q 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 Iσ “ I).
We start with the second case (h ‰ 0 and Iσ “ I): If we are in the case that h is orthogonal

giving SOp1, 1qpFq (which is isomorphic to GL1pFq “ Fˆ) 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 Gϕ1pβ1q is compact and PpΛϕpβqq˝ is a maximal parahoric,
because θ´ is contained in a cuspidal irreducible representation of G.

We now prove the first case (h “ 0 and |I| “ 1): At first CpGϕ1pβ1qq{CpMpϕ1pβ1q,Gqq is compact
because Frβ1s is a field. By intertwining, see [55, Proposition 5.31], we have that Frβs{F and Frβ1s{F
share the same degrees and inertia degrees. Thus we only have to show

(4.7) Jpϕpβq,Λq{J1pϕpβq,Λq » Jpϕpβ1q,Λ1q{J1pϕpβ1q,Λ1q
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 γ P A (the Lie algebra of rG “ G) and an element g P G

such that γ generates a field and

C pΛ, γq “ C pΛ, ϕpβqq, C pΛ1,g γq “ C pΛ1, ϕ1pβ1qq
and θ is its transfer between those sets. So we can reduce to the following two cases: Λ “ Λ1;
and β “ β1 (with possibly Λ ‰ Λ1).

If Λ “ Λ1 then (4.7) follows, because Jp´,Λq “ IGpθq X PpΛq with pro-p-radical J1p´,Λq. So
suppose β “ β1, Λ ‰ Λ1 and θ is its transfer from Λ to Λ1. The normalizer of θ is contained in
the normalizer of Λ because PpΛϕpβqq is a maximal compact subgroup of Gϕpβq. Thus Frϕ1pβqsˆ

normalizes Λ. By Lemma 4.6 the character θ and its transfer to C pΛ, ϕ1pβqq coincide. Thus by the
case of equal lattice sequences above we can reduce to the case ϕ “ ϕ1, i.e. it is sufficient to prove the
result in the case

θ P C pΛ, ϕpβqq X C pΛ1, ϕpβqq.
The domain of θ is equal to H1pϕpβq,Λq and H1pϕpβq,Λ1q. Intersecting with Gϕpβq implies

P1pΛϕpβqq “ P1pΛ1
ϕpβqq

and therefore the corresponding hereditary orders bpΛq and bpΛ1q in Bϕpβq have the same radical and
therefore coincide. This finishes the proof. �

We are going to study the G-conjugacy classes of m-realizations of t for pG, hq. 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 θ´, θ1
´ P C´phq of t essentially G-conjugate if they intertwine

in G and there are parametrizations ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq and ppV, hq, ϕ1,Λ1, β1q for θ´ and θ1
´, respectively,

and an element g P G such that

(i) gVi “ Vζpiq, for all i P I, and
(ii) gpθ´,Mpϕpβq,Gqq “ θ1

´,Mpϕ1pβ1q,Gq (see Definition 3.7).

where ζ : I Ñ I1 is the matching given by the intertwining of θ´, θ1
´.

Proposition 4.9. Essential G-conjugacy is an equivalence relation on C´phq.

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

Proof. It is enough to prove the following claim:
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Let ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq and ppV, hq, ϕ1,Λ1, β1q be parametrizations of θ´ P ChpGq. Then
there is g P G such that gVi “ Vζpiq, for all i P I, and gpθ´,Mpϕpβq,Gqq “ θ´,Mpϕ1pβ1q,Gq,
where ζ : I Ñ I1 is the matching given by the intertwining of θ´ with itself.

Without loss of generality we can assume that there is an element x P rG such that xϕpβqx´1 “ ϕ1pβ1q
and such that θ´ is the transfer of θ´ from ChpΛ, ϕpβqq to ChpΛ1, ϕ1pβ1qq – see [54, Theorem 6.6, 6.10].
By [54, Theorem 6.7(ii) (6.8)] when ε “ 0 and [54, Theorem 6.12(ii) (6.14)] when ε ‰ 0, we have

IGpθ´q “ pSpϕ1pβ1q,Λ1q X GqpxrGϕpβq X GqpSpϕpβq,Λq X Gq,
where Spϕpβq,Λq is a certain compact open subgroup of G whose definition can be found in [55, before
Proposition 5.15]. In particular, since 1 intertwines θ´, we can write

1 “ uxbv, u P Spϕ1pβ1q,Λ1q X G, v P Spϕpβq,Λq X G, xb P G X xrGϕpβq.

Then xb normalizes θ´ because 1, u, v do. Therefore g “ xb fulfils the desired property. �

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

Lemma 4.11. Let ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq be a parametrization of a semisimple character of G with I “ Iσ.
Let Λ1 be a self-dual lattice sequence split by the associated splitting of ϕpβq and of the same F-period
as Λ. Suppose that, for all i P I, the lattice sequence Λ1

i is a translate of Λi. Then Λ is a translate
of Λ1.

Proof. As Λ and Λ1 are self-dual, and by the hypothesis, there exist l, k, ki P Z, for i P I, such that

(i) Λpjq#h “ Λp´j ` lq,
(ii) Λ1pjq#h “ Λ1p´j ` kq,
(iii) Λipjq “ Λ1

ipj ` kiq,
for all integers j, where #h denotes the duality on lattices induced by h. Therefore ki “ k´l

2
is

independent of i. �

Proof of Theorem 4.10. Let θ´ P ChpΛ, ϕpβqq be an m-realization of t for pG, hq. All other m-
realizations of t for pG, hq intertwine with θ´ in G and we can therefore conjugate the associated
splittings to the splitting of ϕpβq by an element of G, by [54, Theorem 6.7(i) and 6.12(i)], which
reduces us to the case where I “ Iσ and Mpϕpβq,Gq “ G. Thus if h “ 0 then we have |I| “ 1

and if h ‰ 0 we have I “ Iσ. We have to show that there are finitely many G-conjugacy classes of
m-realizations of t for pG, hq. Note that there are only finitely many G-orbits of points x1 “ rΛ1s in the
reduced building BredpGq for which there exists an m-realization θ1

´ P ChpΛ1, ϕ1pβ1qq of t for pG, hq
such that, under the embedding (4.3), the point x1 is the image of a point attached to a maximal
parahoric subgroup of Gϕ1pβ1q; indeed, such a point x1 “ px1

iqiPI, x1
i P BredpAutDpViqq, fulfils extra

conditions on the barycentric coordinates: for example, the barycentric coordinates of x1
i have to be

of the form q
2epEi:Fq with 0 ď q ď 2epEi{Fq, by the formula in [8, Lemma II.3.1]. Thus we have only

a finite number of G X AutDpViq-orbits for points x1
i. Lemma 4.11 then provides the finiteness of the

number of G-orbits for points x1.
We consider the point in BredpGq corresponding to Λ given by the chosen parametrization of θ´.

Every m-realization θ1
´ P ChpΛ, ϕ1pβ1qq intertwines with θ´ in G. So we obtain a map

ζθ1
´
: kE ãÑ a0{a1,

by [55, Lemma 5.51], where a0 is the hereditary order corresponding to Λ and a1 its radical. Two
m-realizations θ1

´ P ChpΛ, ϕ1pβ1qq and θ2
´ P ChpΛ, ϕ2pβ2qq of t for pG, hq are G-conjugate if ζθ1

´
“ ζθ2

´
,

by [55, Theorem 1.5] when ε “ 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 ε ‰ 0. The number of field embeddings of κE into a0{a1 is finite, because both sets are finite.
This finishes the proof. �



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

Lemma 4.12. Suppose t is an endo-parameter for pG, hq and put M “ Mptq, 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 tM.

Proof. Let θ´ be an m-realization of t from ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq, so that (by conjugating in G) we can
assume Mpϕpβq,Gq “ M. Then θ´.M “ θ´ |M is a semisimple character for M and determines an
endo-parameter tM, and θ´,M is an m-realization of tM.

Now suppose θ1
´ is another m-realization of t, from ppV, hq, ϕ1,Λ1, β1q; again, by conjugating in

G, we can assume Mpϕpβq,Gq “ M. Then we similarly get an endo-parameter t1M for M, which is
NGpMq-conjugate to tM. In fact, by changing our conjugation in G, we can assume tM “ tM1 – this is
the same as conjugating so that the matching between θ´ and θ1

´ is the identity map.
By definition, θ1

´ is essentially G-conjugate to θ´ if and only if there is g P G such that gM “ M

and gθ´,M “ θ1
´,M, that is, if and only if there is g P NGpMq such that gθ´,M “ θ1

´,M. But any such g

must come from the matching between θ´, θ1
´ so in fact is in M. Thus θ1

´ is essentially G-conjugate
to θ´ if and only if θ´,M is M-conjugate to θ1

´,M. �

5. Heisenberg representations

5.1. Heisenberg representations and semisimple characters over Zr1{p, µp8s. Let β be a self-
dual full semisimple element, and ppV, hq, ϕ,Λq P QF{Fo,εpβq. Then also attached to this datum,

see [61, 3.2], [55, Definition 5.4], and [53, §4], are Σ-stable compact open subgroups rJ1pϕpβq,Λq ď
rJpϕpβq,Λq of rG containing H1pϕpβq,Λq, and we write

J1pϕpβq,Λq “ rJ1pϕpβq,Λq X G, Jpϕpβq,Λq “ rJpϕpβq,Λq X G,

for the associated compact open subgroups of G. The group J1pϕpβq,Λq is pro-p, and normal
in Jpϕpβq,Λq with

Jpϕpβq,Λq{J1pϕpβq,Λq » pGϕpβqqΛ{pGϕpβqq1Λ,
a finite reductive group.

Let θ´ P ChpΛ, ϕpβqq be a self-dual semisimple character. Then there exists a unique irreducible
C-representation η´ of J1pϕpβq,Λq which contains θ´, 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 H1pϕpβq,Λq
such that all (C-valued) semisimple characters in ChpΛ, ϕpβqq are trivial on K. We fix r sufficiently
large, so that all characters of all pro-p subgroups of PpΛq trivial on K take values in Zrµpr s. In
particular, for θ P ChpΛ, ϕpβqq, we can choose an integral model of θ as a free Zrµpr s-module of rank
one, on which H1pϕpβq,Λq acts via

θ : H1pϕpβq,Λq Ñ Zrµpr sˆ.

Let R be a Zrµpr s-algebra. We set θR “ θbR which gives the natural action of θ on a free R-module
of rank one. In particular, if R is an algebraically closed field of characteristic different to p, θR agrees
with the previous definitions of semisimple characters.

We write Ch,RpΛ, ϕpβqq for the set of R-valued semisimple characters, or “semisimple R-characters”,
obtained from ChpΛ, ϕpβqq by considering the natural integral structure in each semisimple character
as described above (for the fixed Zrµpr s-algebra structure on R).

We record the following properties:

Lemma 5.1. Let R be a Zrµpr s-algebra, and θR P Ch,RpΛ, ϕpβqq.
(i) The underlying R-module of θR is a free R-module of rank one.
(ii) If p is invertible in R, θR is a projective RrH1pϕpβq,Λqs-module.



BLOCK DECOMPOSITIONS FOR p-ADIC CLASSICAL GROUPS AND THEIR INNER FORMS 21

(iii) Suppose µpr b 1 has order pr in Rˆ. Then the natural map

Ch,Zrµpr spΛ, ϕpβqq Ñ Ch,RpΛ, ϕpβqq.
is a bijection.

Proof. The first and final properties follow immediately from our construction, and the second property
from Lemma 2.6. �

Proposition 5.2. Let R0,r “ Zr1{p, µprs, and R be an R0,r-algebra. For g P G, the intertwining of θ
is given by

HomRrH1pϕpβq,ΛqXH1pϕpβq,ΛqgspθR, pθRqgq »
#
R if g P J1pϕpβq,ΛqGϕpβqJ

1pϕpβq,Λq;
0 otherwise.

Proof. By Lemma 2.5, it suffices to consider the case R0,r. Again, by Lemma 2.5, we have

HomR0,rrH1pϕpβq,ΛqXH1pϕpβq,ΛqgspθR0,r
, pθR0,r

qgq b C » HomCrH1pϕpβq,ΛqXH1pϕpβq,ΛqgspθC, pθCqgq.
And by the complex setting of [60, Proposition 3.27], [55, Proposition 5.15], [54, Theorem 6.12] we
have

HomCrH1pϕpβq,ΛqXH1pϕpβq,ΛqgspθC, pθCqgq » C.

if g P J1pϕpβq,ΛqGϕpβqJ
1pϕpβq,Λq and is zero otherwise.

As HomR0,rrH1pϕpβq,ΛqXH1pϕpβq,ΛqgspθR0,r
, pθR0,r

qgq Ď HomR0,r
pθR0,r

, pθR0,r
qgq » R0,r, it is a torsion-

free R0,r-module, and

HomR0,rrH1pϕpβq,ΛqXH1pϕpβq,ΛqgspθR0,r
, pθR0,r

qgq ãÑ HomR0,rrH1pϕpβq,ΛqXH1pϕpβq,ΛqgspθR0,r
, pθR0,r

qgq b C

and hence it is zero if g R J1pϕpβq,ΛqGϕpβqJ
1pϕpβq,Λq.

Suppose then g P H1pϕpβq,ΛqGϕpβqH
1pϕpβq,Λq. Then, as θC is a character on the vector space C,

the Hom-space is non-zero if and only if the restrictions of the morphisms

θC : H1pϕpβq,Λq Ñ Cˆ

pθCqg : H1pϕpβq,Λqg Ñ Cˆ

to H1pϕpβq,ΛqXH1pϕpβq,Λqg are equal. In particular, by definition, the restrictions of θR0,r
and pθR0,r

qg
to H1pϕpβq,Λq X H1pϕpβq,Λqg are equal, and hence for g P J1pϕpβq,ΛqGϕpβqJ

1pϕpβq,Λq we have

HomR0,rrH1pϕpβq,ΛqXH1pϕpβq,ΛqgspθR0,r
, pθR0,r

qgq “ EndR0,r
pθR0,r

, pθR0,r
qgq » R0,r

as the underlying R0,r-modules of θR0,r
, pθR0,r

qg are free of rank one over R0,r. �

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, β is a self-dual full semisimple element, and ppV, hq, ϕ,Λq P
QF{Fo,εpβq.

Lemma 5.3. (i) The derived subgroup of J1pϕpβq,Λq satisfies

rJ1pϕpβq,Λq, J1pϕpβq,Λqs ď H1pϕpβq,Λq.
(ii) The quotient J1pϕpβq,Λq{H1pϕpβq,Λq is an elementary p-group.

Proof. Let L{F be a maximal unramified field extension in D. We write J1, H1, J1L, H1
L for the

subgroups

J1pϕpβq,Λq, H1pϕpβq,Λq, J1pϕpβq bF 1,Λq, H1pϕpβq bF 1,Λq
of G and rG b L, respectively. By [55, Proposition 5.6] we have H1 “ H1

L X G and therefore J1{H1

identifies with a subgroup of J1L{H1
L. The first assertion follows from [60, Corollary 3.12] and the

second assertion from [60, Lemma 3.11 (ii) and (iv)]. �
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Hence the pairing

kθ : J
1pϕpβq,Λq{H1pϕpβq,Λq ˆ J1pϕpβq,Λq{H1pϕpβq,Λq Ñ Zrµpr s

pj1, j2q ÞÑ θrj1, j2s
takes values in the p-th roots of unity µp (as J1pϕpβq,Λq{H1pϕpβq,Λq is an elementary p-group). Iden-
tifying, the cyclic group of p-th roots of unity with Fp, then by [60, Proposition 3.28], [49, Proposition
3.9], Lemma B.4, and [53, Lemma 4.2], the pairing kθ defines a non-degenerate symplectic form on
the Fp-vector space J1pϕpβq,Λq{H1pϕpβq,Λq. Choose a polarization of J1pϕpβq,Λq{H1pϕpβq,Λq “
W` ‘ W´ with respect to this form. The inverse image J1pϕpβq,Λq` of W` in J1pϕpβq,Λq defines a
maximal abelian subgroup of J1pϕpβq,Λq{H1pϕpβq,Λq, and we choose an extension of θ to a charac-
ter θ` : J1pϕpβq,Λq` Ñ Zrµpr sˆ acting on the same free Zrµpr s-module as θ.

For any Zrµpr s-algebra R, we then define

ηR “ ηRpW`, θ`q “ ind
J1pϕpβq,Λq
J1pϕpβq,Λq`

pθ`q b R

to be the Heisenberg R-representation associated to pW`, θ`q. The following lemma is straightforward:

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

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

rJ1pϕpβq,Λq : J1pϕpβq,Λq`s “ rJ1pϕpβq,Λq : H1pϕpβq,Λqs1{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 ηRpW`, θ`q is independent of the choice

of pW`, θ`q, and EndRrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqspηRpW`, θ`qq is free of rank one over R.

Proof. The first two statements are straightforward. The R-representation θ` b R is projective by
Lemma 2.6, and hence ηR is projective as compact induction from an open subgroup preserves pro-
jectivity. The final statement obviously reduces to the case R0,r “ Zr1{p, µprs (using Lemma 2.5 for
the statement about endomorphism algebras).

By Mackey theory, we have a R0,r-module decomposition

HomR0,rrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqspηR0,r
pW`, θ`q, ηR0,r

pW 1
`, θ

1
`qq

»
à

HomR0,rrJ1pϕpβq,Λq`XpJ1pϕpβq,Λq1
`qgspθ`, pθ1

`qgq
where for J1pϕpβq,Λq1

` the prime denotes the subgroup defined by the maximal isotropic subspace W 1
`.

As in the proof of Proposition 5.2, if any of these Hom-spaces are non-trivial, then they are free R0,r-
modules of rank one. Hence, HomR0,rrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqspηR0,r

pW`, θ`q, ηR0,r
pW 1

`, θ
1
`qq is a free R0,r-module.

By Lemma 2.5,

HomR0,rrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqspηR0,r
pW`, θ`q, ηR0,r

pW 1
`, θ

1
`qq b C

» HomCrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqspηCpW`, θ`q, ηCpW 1
`, θ

1
`qq » C,

and in particular the integral Hom-space is non-zero, and as it is a free R0,r-module, the Hom-space
is a free R0,r-module of rank one.

Choose any generator φ of the Hom-space as a R0,r-module, then

φb 1 : ηR0,r
pW`, θ`q b C Ñ ηR0,r

pW 1
`, θ

1
`q b C,

is an isomorphism, as any non-zero morphism is by part (i). Moreover, as C{K is faithfully flat, it
follows that

φb 1 : ηR0,r
pW`, θ`q b K Ñ ηR0,r

pW 1
`, θ

1
`q b K,

is an isomorphism.
Moreover, for any maximal ideal m P m- SpecpR0,rq consider the morphism

φb 1 : ηR0,r
pW`, θ`q b R{m Ñ ηR0,r

pW 1
`, θ

1
`q b R{m.
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Now HomR{mrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqspηR{mpW`, θ`q, ηR{mpW 1
`, θ

1
`qq is free of rank one over R{m (say by Lemma 2.5

again), and by faithfully flat descent from Fℓ » R{m (and part (i)), any non-zero morphism is an iso-
morphism. Moreover, φb1 is non-zero because it generates HomR0,rrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqspηR0,r

pW`, θ`q, ηR0,r
pW 1

`, θ
1
`qq

as an R0,r-module and hence generates

HomR0,rrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqspηR0,r
pW`, θ`q, ηR0,r

pW 1
`, θ

1
`qqbR{m » HomR{mrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqspηR{mpW`, θ`q, ηR{mpW 1

`, θ
1
`qq

as an R0,r{m-module.
It follows from Lemma 2.4, that φ is an isomorphism. �

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 R0,r-algebra, and ηR be a Heisenberg R-representation constructed as
above. For g P G, the intertwining of η is given by

HomRrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqXJ1pϕpβq,ΛqgspηR, ηgRq »
#
R if g P J1pϕpβq,ΛqGϕpβqJ

1pϕpβq,Λq;
0 otherwise.

Proof. Suppose g is in the intertwining. Then as ηR “ ind
J1pϕpβq,Λq
J1pϕpβq,Λq`

pθ`q, by Mackey theory we

have an R-module decomposition HomRrJ1pϕpβq,ΛqXJ1pϕpβq,ΛqgspηR, ηgRq 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. �

5.2. Heisenberg representations and parabolic induction. We continue with the notation of
the previous section, so that β is a self-dual full semisimple element, and ppV, hq, ϕ,Λq P QF{Fo,εpβq.
We also take R0,r “ Zr1{p, µprs, for r sufficiently large, and assume throughout this section that R is
an R0,r-algebra.

Let V “ À
jPS Vpjq be a decomposition of V which is properly subordinate to rΛ, n, 0, ϕpβqs 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 X pś

AutDpV pjqqq 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 X P˝ “ M. Associated to the decomposition, we also get
a decomposition of the stratum as a sum of semisimple strata rΛpjq, npjq, 0, ϕpβpjqqs.

In this situation, let θ P ChpΛ, ϕpβqq which we consider as a character θ : H1pϕpβq,Λq Ñ Zrµpr sˆ

acting on a free module of rank one over R. Then θ |H1pϕpβq,ΛqXN, θ |H1pϕpβq,ΛqXN˝ are trivial, and

θ |H1pϕpβq,ΛqXM“
â

θpjq,

decomposes into a product of semisimple characters θpjq P ChpΛpjq, ϕpβpjqqq (which we consider as
acting on the same free rank one R-module as θ). In the following, we abbreviate H1 “ H1pϕpβq,Λq
etc.

Lemma 5.6. (i) The subspaces pJ1 X Nq{pH1 X Nq and pJ1 X N˝q{pH1 X N˝q of J1{H1 are both
totally isotropic for the form kθ and orthogonal to pJ1 X Mq{pH1 X Mq.

(ii) The restriction of kθ to pJ1 XMq{pH1 XMq “ ś
J1pβpjq,Λpjqq{H1pϕpβpjqq,Λpjqq is the orthog-

onal sum of the pairings kθpjq .
(iii) We have an orthogonal sum decomposition

J1{H1 “ ppJ1 X Mq{pH1 X Mqq ‘
`
pJ1 X Nq{pH1 X Nq ˆ pJ1 X N˝q{pH1 X N˝q

˘
.

Proof. Follows from a mild adaptation of [14, 7.2.3] and [61, Lemma 5.6]. �

We now choose our totally isotropic subspace W` of J1{H1 with respect to the decomposition
of (iii): we choose a totally isotropic subspace WM,` of the image of pJ1 XMq in J1{H1 and take WN,`
the image of pJ1 X Nq in J1{H1

W` “ WM,` ‘ WN,`.
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Then write J1` for the pre-image in J1 of W` . Moreover, by (ii), we can decompose

WM,` “
ź

Wpjq,`

where Wpjq,` is a totally isotropic subspace of J1pβpjq,Λpjqq{H1pβpjq,Λpjqq with respect to kθpjq , and

choosing extensions θ
pjq
` of θpjq to J1pβpjq,Λpjqq`, acting on the same free R-module of rank one as θpjq,

we let θM,` “ Â
θ

pjq
` . We also write θ` for the extension of θ to J1` which is trivial on J1 X N and

agrees with θM,` on J1` X M “
ś

J1pβpjq,Λpjqq`.
We set

ηRpWM,`, θM,`q :“
â

ηRpWpjq,`, θ
pjq
` q.

By Lemma 5.4 the isomorphism class of ηRpWM,`, θM,`q, which we denote by ηM,R, is independent
of the choice of WM,` and θM,`. Letting

J1P “ pH1 X N˝qpJ1 X Pq,
we define ηP,RpWM,`, θMq, to be the unique representation of J1P on the space of ηRpWM,`, θM,`q
(which is a free R-module of rank rpJ1 XMq : pH1 XMqs1{2) on which J1 XM acts via ηRpWM,`, θM,`q
and J1 X N and H1 X N˝ act trivially; this does indeed define a representation because we can also

realise it as ind
J1
P

J1
`

pθ`q. It follows from Lemma 5.4 that its isomorphism class, which we denote by ηP,R,

is independent of the choice of polarization. Moreover, by transitivity of induction, we have

ηR » ind
J1
h

J1
`

pθ`q » ind
J1
h

J1
P

ind
J1
P

J1
`

pθ`q » indJ
1

J1
P

pηP,Rq.

The main result we will need on Heisenberg representations is:

Theorem 5.7. For any parabolic subgroups P,P1 with common Levi factor M, we have isomorphisms:

(5.8) indGJ1pηRq » indG
J1
P

pηP,Rq » indG
P1 pindMJ1XMpηM,Rqq.

In particular, the isomorphism classes of indGJ1
P

pηP,Rq and indGP1 pindM
J1XMpηM,Rqq are independent of

the choice of parabolic.

Proof. The first morphism is just transitivity of induction. As indGJ1pηRq is independent of the para-

bolic P, so too is the isomorphism class of indGJ1
P

pηP,Rq, and it suffices to prove the second isomorphism

for P1 “ P˝. Fix an R-valued Haar measure on N, then we have a morphism

Ψ : indG
J1
P

pη´,Pq Ñ indGP˝pindM
J1XMpη´,Mqq

f ÞÑ 1

|J X N˝|

ż

N˝

fpnxqdn,

where we choose to normalize our morphism by |J X N˝| (as in the complex case) which is a power of
p. Note, over an algebraically closed field, the pair pJ1P, η´,Pq is a G-cover of pJ1 X M, η´,Mq 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 Mínguez 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, Théorème 2], Ψ b K

is an isomorphism for all algebraically closed fields fields, and hence Ψ defines an isomorphism by
Lemma 2.4. �

Proposition 5.9. Let θ´, θ1
´ be essentially G-conjugate m-realizations of an endo-parameter t for pG, hq.

Let η´, η1
´ be Heisenberg representations associated to θ´, θ1

´ on J1, J11 (defined after having fixed
parametrizations). Then

indG
J1pη´q » indGJ11pη1

´q.
Proof. By conjugating we may assume that there are realizations ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq and ppV, hq, ϕ1,Λ1, β1q
for θ´ and θ1

´ which have the same splitting, in particular we have Mpϕpβq,Gq “ Mpϕ1pβ1q,Gq,
which we abbreviate to M, and for which the matching ζ is the identity and such that the restric-
tions θ´|MXH1 “ θ1

´|MXH11 coincide. In particular, we have M X J1M “ M X J11, noting that M X J1 is
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the pro-p-radical of the the maximal compact subgroup of the normalizer of θ|MXH1 in M. Thus the
Heisenberg extensions η´,M and η1

´,M also coincide and the result follows immediately from (5.8). �

6. Endo-splitting

Let RepRpGq denote the abelian category of smooth R-representations of G. We fix our base
ring R0 “ Zr1{p, µp8s, which contains all values of all semisimple characters over C, and base
rings R0,r “ Zr1{p, µpr s which contain all values of all semisimple characters over C of depth ď dprq,
so R0 “ Ť

R0,r.

Definition 6.1. Let R be a Zr1{ps-algebra, π be a smooth R-representation of G, Σ be a collection
of finitely generated projective smooth R-representations of compact open subgroups of G, and H a
full abelian subcategory of RepRpGq. We say that Σ exhausts H if for any smooth R-representation
of G contained in H there exists pK, ρq P Σ such that HomRrKspρ, πq ‰ 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 R0,r-algebra. The collection of semisimple R-characters for G of depth ď dprq ex-
hausts RepRpGqďdprq.

(ii) Suppose R is an R0-algebra. The collection of semisimple R-characters for G exhausts RepRpGq.

For classical groups with R “ R0 this is proved by Dat in ibid., in the other references this is proved
for smooth C-representations and for smooth Fℓ-representations of G for primes ℓ ‰ p. So we give a
simple proof showing how to reduce the general case to the case of Fℓ-representations (we do not need
the case of C-representations here).

Proof of Proposition 6.2. First, we prove this in restricted depth ď dprq for R0,r-representations.
Every smooth R0,r-representation has an irreducible subquotient, so by projectivity of θ we can
reduce to the case of irreducible R0,r-representations of G.

Let π be an irreducible R0,r-representation. By Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.31, there exists a

unique maximal ideal m of R0,r which annihilates π, and we let R “ R0,r{m an algebraic closure of
the finite field R0,r{m (which has characteristic ‰ p). As in the same corollary π b pR0,r{mq is an
irreducible pR0,r{mq-representation, and hence π b R is a non-zero R-representation of G and thus

contains a semisimple R-character θ for G by the references cited above. Let θ be a semisimple R0,r-

character (by definition acting on a free R-module of rank one) lifting θ (possible by construction of
semisimple characters - see Lemma 5.1). Then, by Lemma 2.5,

HomR0,rrH1spθ, πq b R » HomRrH1spθ, π b Rq ‰ 0,

hence π contains θ.
If π is a smooth R-representation where R is an R0,r-algebra, then we have an isomorphism

HomRrH1spθ bR0,r
R, πq » HomR0,rrH1spθ, π|R0,r

q(6.3)

φ ÞÑ rψφ : t ÞÑ φpt b 1qs
rφψ : t b r ÞÑ rψptqs Ð[ ψ,

and so the first part follows. The second part follows from the first. �

Corollary 6.4. Let pπ,V q be a smooth R-representation of G. Then π is generated by the sum of all
its θ-isotypic components, where the sum is over all semisimple R-characters θ for G.

1In 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 W be the R-subrepresentation of V generated by the sum of the θ-isotypic components of
V over all semisimple R-characters θ. For each self-dual semisimple character θ, since the θ-isotypic
functor is exact, V θ “ W θ and pV {W qθ “ 0. Thus V {W contains no self-dual semisimple characters,
and by Proposition 6.2 it is zero. �

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

Lemma 6.6. Let pπ,V q be a smooth R-representation of G. If π is of class t then it is generated
by the sum of its θ-isotypic components, where the sum is over all semisimple characters θ for G of
endo-parameter t.

Proof. If π is of class t, let W be the R-subrepresentation of V generated by the sum of the θ-isotypic
components of V , for θ of endo-class t. By the same argument as in the proof of Corollary 6.4, we
find V “ W . �

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

Proof. Let πr denote the depth ď r summand of π. The semisimple character θ bR0,r
R is an m-

realization if and only if θ is an m-realization, and using Equation 6.3 we can reduce to considering
the setting R “ R0,r and π “ πr.

Suppose π is generated by the sum of its θt-isotypic components over a set of representatives for
the essential G-conjugacy classes of m-realizations θt of t. Let θ1 be a semisimple character in π. As
the θ1-isotypic function is exact, there exists an irreducible subquotient π1 of π containing θ1. By
Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, there exists a unique maximal ideal m of R0,r annihilating π1, and

π{m contains the Fℓ-valued semisimple character θ
1 “ θ1{m. By Corollary 2.17, θ

1
intertwines with

some θt “ θt{m, and hence θ1 has endo-parameter t, and π is of class t.
Conversely, suppose π is of class t. By Lemma 6.6, it is generated by the sum of its θ-isotypic com-

ponents, for θ of endo-parameter t. Writing Vm for the subspace generated by the sum of its θt-isotypic
components over a set of representatives for the essential G-conjugacy classes of m-realizations θt of t,
we see that V {Vm is of class t but contains no m-realization of t. If V {Vm is non-zero then it has
an irreducible subquotient with the same property. Thus it suffices to show that if π 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 “ Fℓ, ℓ ‰ p.

Thus let π be irreducible of class t and let θ P ChpΛ, ϕpβqq be any semisimple character of endo-
parameter t such that V θ ‰ 0. Then V η “ V θ ‰ 0, where η is the unique Heisenberg representation
of J1pϕpβq,Λq containing θ.

Choose ΛM P BpGϕpβqq a vertex of the facet containing Λ (strong simplicial structure) such that
pGϕpβqq˝

ΛM
is a maximal parahoric subgroup in Gϕpβq. We will show that π contains the transfer θM

of θ to ΛM . By [61, Lemma 2.8], there exists Λ1 P BpGϕpβqq such that pGϕpβqq˝
Λ1 and pGϕpβqq˝

Λ coincide
and GΛM

Ě GΛ1 . Moreover, by [61, Lemma 2.10] there exists a sequence in BpGϕpβqq

Λ “ Λ0, . . . ,Λt “ Λ1

such that pGϕpβqq˝
Λi

“ pGϕpβqq˝
Λ “ pGϕpβqq˝

Λ1 and either GΛi
Ď GΛi´1

or GΛi
Ě GΛi´1

. In fact we
choose Λi close enough to Λi´1 such that the above inclusions are satisfied for the corresponding
hereditary orders. Let θ1, θi be the transfer of θ to Λ1 and Λi, respectively, for 0 ď i ď t. Simi-
larly, we write ηM , η

1, ηi for the Heisenberg representations associated to θM , θ
1, θi respectively, and

abbreviate J1M “ J1pϕpβq,ΛM q and similarly J11, J1i .



BLOCK DECOMPOSITIONS FOR p-ADIC CLASSICAL GROUPS AND THEIR INNER FORMS 27

For 0 ă i ď t, suppose first that GΛi
Ď GΛi´1

so that G1
Λi

Ě G1
Λi´1

. By [61, Proposition 3.7], [53,

Proposition 4.5] and Proposition B.9, we have ind
G1

Λi

J1
i´1

pηi´1q » ind
G1

Λi

J1
i

pηiq is irreducible, hence

V
ηi Ď V

ind
G1

Λi

J1
i

pηiq
“ V

ind
G1

Λi

J1
i´1

pηi´1q
Ě V

ηi´1 .

Therefore, V ηi is non-zero if and only if V ηi´1 is non-zero. The same result holds when GΛi
Ě GΛi´1

,

by inducing instead to G1
Λi´1

. Thus, iterating this procedure along the path Λ “ Λ0, . . . ,Λt “ Λ1, we

find that V η1

is non-zero.
By [61, Proposition 3.7] etc. again, there is a unique irreducible representation η̂M of Ĵ1M “

pGϕpβqq1Λ1J1M which extends ηM and such that ind
G1

Λ1

J11 pη1q » ind
G1

Λ1

Ĵ1
M

pη̂M q is irreducible. Hence, we

repeat the above argument to show that V η1

is non-zero if and only if V η̂M is non-zero. In particular,
we deduce that V ηM “ V θM is non-zero, as required. �

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

Definition 6.8. We let RepRptq denote the full abelian subcategory of RepRpGq consisting of all
representations of endo-parameter t. We call RepRptq an endo-factor of RepRpGq.

We will soon see that endo-factors are indeed direct factors of the category RepRpGq.

Definition 6.9. Let Pptq denote the following projective representation

Pptq “
rà
i“1

indGJ1
i
ηi

where tpH1
i “ H1pβi,Λiq, θiq : 1 ď i ď ru is a set of representatives for the set of essential G-conjugacy

classes of m-realizations of t and pJ1i , ηiq is the unique Heisenberg representation of J1i “ J1pβi,Λiq
containing θi.

The isomorphism class of Pptq is independent of the choice of representatives by Proposition 5.9.
We now prove our main theorem endo-splitting the category RepRpGq:

Theorem 6.10. Let R be a Zrµp8 , 1{ps-algebra and G be as in §2.8.

(i) We have a decomposition of categories

RepRpGq “
ź

t

RepRptq

where the product is taken over all endo-parameters for G.
(ii) The representation Pptq is a finitely generated projective generator of RepRptq.
(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 tM an endoparameter for M. Then

iGP : RepRptMq Ñ RepRpiGMptMqq,
rGP : RepRptq Ñ RepRprGMptqq,

where RepRprGMptqq denotes the product
ś

tMPrG
M

ptq RepRptMq.

Proof. (i) Let pπ,V q be a smooth R-representation of G and, for each self-dual semisimple endo-
class t, denote by V ptq the subspace generated by the θ-isotypic components of V for θ of endo-
class t. By Corollary 6.4, V is generated by its θ-isotypic components hence V “

ř
t V ptq.

Finally, if π is of class t and π1 is of class t1, then the image of any non-zero morphism in
HomGpπ, π1q is of class t and t1, hence t “ t1, V “ À

t V ptq, and RepRpGq “ ś
t RepRptq.
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(ii) The representation Pptq is finitely generated as compact induction from an open subgroup

preserves finite generation. It is projective as indG
J1
i

is left adjoint to restriction to J1i which

is an exact functor. Finally, the functor X ÞÑ HomGpPptq,Xq is faithful by Propositions 5.9
and 6.7.

(iii) Let tM be an endo-parameter in M. Let tpH1
M,i, θM,iq : 1 ď i ď ru be a set of representatives

of the essentially conjugacy classes of m-realizations of tM. Let pJ1M,i, ηM,iq be the Heisenberg

representation of M containing pH1
M,i, θM,iq. For each i, as in Theorem 5.7,

indGJ1
i
pηiq » indGP pindM

J1pϕpβq,ΛqMpηM,iqq

where the ηi have endo-parameter iGMptMq. By exactness of parabolic induction, it takes RepRptMq
to RepRpiGMptMqq.

By Frobenius reciprocity, we obtain the statement for parabolic restriction rGP : Suppose,
for contradiction, that rGP pPptqqptMq ‰ 0 for some tM R rGMptq. Then HomMprGP pPptqq,W q ‰ 0

for a representation W of class tM (in fact, as rGP preserves finite generation [25, Corollary
1.5], we could suppose that W is irreducible, but we avoid using this fact). By Frobenius
reciprocity, HomMpPptq, iGP pW qq ‰ 0; hence iGP pW q has endo-parameter t and hence W has
endo-parameter in rGMptq which is absurd.

�

Lemma 6.11. Suppose t is an endo-parameter for pG, hq and put M “ Mptq, 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 RepRptq

Pptq » indGM,PpQptMqq,

where QptMq is the sum over M-conjugacy classes of m-realizations of tM of indMJ1
M

pη´,Mq.

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

7. Beta extensions and types for Bernstein blocks

Let t be an endo-parameter for pG, hq and p0, βq a full semisimple pair for t and set E “ Frβs. Let

Pptq “
rà
i“1

indG
J1
i
pηiq

be a progenerator of RepZr1{p,µpr sptq as constructed in the last section. In this section, we collect results

which will allow us to decompose PptqbK, where K is an algebraically closed field of characteristic ℓ ‰
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 ℓ argument for positive
characteristic, that ηi b K extends to an irreducible K-representation of Ji “ Jpϕpβq,Λiq. If we now
choose extensions κi of ηi b K, then we can write

Pptq b K »
rà
i“1

indGJi
pκi b indJi

J1
i

p1qq,

and decompose this further using finite group theory and the decomposition of KrJ1i {J1i s 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 κi and κj “compatibly”.
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7.1. Beta extensions. Let θ be an m-realization of t for pG, hq and choose for θ a parametriza-
tion ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq so that θ P ChpΛ, ϕpβqq, in particular P˝pΛEq is a maximal parahoric subgroup
of GE. For any self-dual oE-lattice sequence Υ via the transfer map we have a semisimple character
θΥ “ τΛ,Υ,ϕpβqpθq and a Heisenberg extension ηΥ of J1Υ “ J1pϕpβq,Υq the pro-p-radical of JΥ “
Jpϕpβq,Υq. We denote by PstpΥEq the pointwise fixator of the facet ΥE (under the strong simplicial
structure, as in 2.9) containing ΥE in the building of Gβ .

7.1.1. Extensions of Heisenberg extensions. Suppose Υ and Υ1 are oE-lattice sequences satisfying

P˝pΥEq Ď P˝pΥ1
Eq.

As P1pΥEq Ď PstpΥEq Ď PpΥ1
Eq, they both normalize J1pϕpβq,Υ1q and we can form the subgroups

JstΥ,Υ1 :“ PstpΥEqJ1pϕpβq,Υ1q, and J1Υ,Υ1 :“ P1pΥEqJ1pϕpβq,Υ1q,
of Jpϕpβq,Υq. We let JstΥ “ JstΥ,Υ and also use the notation Jstpϕpβq,Υq where we want to emphasize

the dependence on ϕpβq. Thus we have the following chain of subgroups of JΥ1 :

J1Υ1 Ď J1Υ,Υ1 Ď JstΥ,Υ1 Ď JstΥ1 Ď JΥ1 .

Suppose PpΥq Ď PpΥ1q, then by [61, Proposition 3.7], Proposition B.9, [53, Proposition 4.5], there
exists a unique irreducible representation ηΥ,Υ1 extending ηΥ to J1Υ,Υ1 such that ηΥ,Υ1 and ηΥ induce

equivalent irreducible representations on P1pΥq. We denote

extpΥ,Υ1q :“ textensions of ηΥ,Υ1 to JstΥ,Υ1 u,
and extpΥq “ textensions of ηΥ to JstΥu “ extpΥ,Υq.

7.1.2. The maximal case. Let Γ be an oE-lattice sequence corresponding to a minimal parahoric sub-
group P˝pΓEq of GE contained in the maximal parahoric subgroup P˝pΛEq. Then J1Γ,Λ is a pro-p Sylow

subgroup of JΛ. By [61, Theorem 4.1] (the same proof works in the other cases, cf. [53, Proposition
6.1(i)]), ηΓ,Λ extends to JΛ, and we call any extension of ηΓ,Λ to JΛ a beta extension of η (this definition
is independent of the choice of Γ). We write

betapΛq :“ tbeta extensions of η to JΛu.
Any two beta extensions of η differ by a character of PpΛEq{P1pΛEq which is trivial on the subgroup
generated by all its unipotent subgroups. Note that betapΛq is the set of those representations of JstΛ
with restriction to JstΓ,Λ contained in extpΓ,Λq.
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˝pΛEq (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 non-maximal case: compatibility. For Λ an oE-lattice sequence in V, we write ra0pΛq,
and rb0pΛq for the associated hereditary oE and oF-orders in AutEbDpVq and AutDpVq respectively.

Suppose now that Υ is a self-dual oE-lattice sequence with associated parahoric subgroup P˝pΥEq
of G contained in the maximal parahoric P˝pΛEq.
Lemma 7.2. There exists a natural bijection

bΥ,Λ : extpΥq Ñ extpΥ,Λq
which can be characterized as follows: Let κ0 P extpΥq, then there exists a sequence of (self-dual) oE-
lattice sequences

(7.3) Υ “ Υ0,Υ1, . . . ,Υl “ Λ

satisfying
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(i) for all 0 ă i ă l, P˝pΥEq “ P˝pΥi,Eq (which implies PstpΥi,Eq “ PstpΥEq), and
(ii) for all 0 ď i ă l, ra0pΥiq Ď ra0pΛi`1q or ra0pΥiq Ě ra0pΛi`1q (which implies P1pΥiq ě P1pΥi`1q

or P1pΥiq ď P1pΥi`1q respectively).

And choosing such a sequence, for i ă l, there exist unique representations κi P extpΥiq and a unique
representation κl P extpΥ,Υlq, such that:

(i) for i ă l ´ 1, if ãpΥiq Ď ãpΥi`1q, then

ind
PstpΥEqP1pΥiq
Jst
Υi

pκiq » ind
PstpΥEqP1pΥiq
Jst
Υi`1

pκi`1q

else if ãpΥi`1q Ď ãpΥiq, then

ind
PstpΥEqP1pΥi`1q
Jst
Υi

pκiq » ind
PstpΥEqP1pΥi`1q
Jst
Υi`1

pκi`1q.

(ii) the representation κl satisfies

ind
PstpΥEqP1pΥl´1q
Jst
Υl´1

pκl´1q » ind
PstpΥEqP1pΥl´1q
Jst
Υ,Υl

pκlq

and we set bΥ,Λpκ0q “ κl.

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 Jst-groups we introduce in this paper. �

Definition 7.4. An extension κΥ P extpΥq is called a beta extension relative to Λ if there exists a
(maximal) beta extension κ P betapΛq such that

bΥ,ΛpκΥq “ κ |Jst
Υ,Λ

;

and if this is the case we say that κΥ and κ are compatible.

Lemma 7.5. Let θ be an m-realization of t for pG, hq with parameterization ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq, and
let κ P betapΛq. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G “ JstΛ{J1Λ corresponding to a parahoric sub-

group PstpΥEq of PstpΛEq, and self-dual oE-lattice sequence ΥE, and set M “ JstΥ{J1Υ. Then, for

any K-representation ρ of M,

indG
Jst
Υ

pκΥ b ρq » indGJst
Λ

pκ b indG
P

pρqq.

Proof. We choose a sequence of self-dual oE-lattices as in (7.3), and κi as in Lemma 7.2 so that κl “
κ |Jst

Υ,Λ
. If i ă l ´ 1, then as κi and κi`1 induce equivalent representations of a subgroup of G,

transitivity of induction along the path allows one to deduce an isomorphism between indGJst
Υ

pκΥ b ρq
and indG

Jst
Υl´1

pκl´1 b ρq. Indeed, if ra0pΥiq Ď ra0pΛi`1q then we have

indGJst
Υi

pκi b ρq » indG
PstpΥEqP1pΥiqpindPstpΥEqP1pΥiq

Jst
Υi

pκi b ρqq

» indG
PstpΥEqP1pΥiqpindPstpΥEqP1pΥiq

Jst
Υi

pκiq b rρq

» indG
PstpΥEqP1pΥiqpindPstpΥEqP1pΥiq

Jst
Υi

pκi`1q b rρq » indG
Jst
Υi`1

pκi`1 b ρq,

where rρ extends ρ to PstpΥEqP1pΥiq by trivial extension to P1pΥiq. The analogous argument reversing
the roles of i and i ` 1 gives the other required isomorphism when ra0pΥiq Ě ra0pΛi`1q.
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At the final step in the path, similarly (noting Υl “ Λ) we have

indGJst
Υl´1

pκl´1 b ρq » indGPstpΥEqP1pΥl´1qpindP
stpΥEqP1pΥl´1q

Jst
Υl´1

pκl´1q b rρq

» indGPstpΥEqP1pΥl´1qpindP
stpΥEqP1pΥl´1q

Jst
Υ,Υl

pκq b rρq

» indGPstpΥEqP1pΥl´1qpindP
stpΥEqP1pΥl´1q

Jst
Υ,Υl

pκb ρqq

» indGJst
Λ

pindJ
st
Λ

Jst
Υ,Υl

pκ b ρqq » indGJst
Λ

pκ b indG
P

pρqq,

where rρ extends ρ to PstpΥEqP1pΥl´1q. The composition of all these isomorphisms gives the required
statement. �

7.1.4. Compatible families of beta extensions.

Definition 7.6. (i) Let θ be an m-realization of t for pG, hq with parameterization ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq.
Let C be a chamber in the building of Gβ and tΛju denote a set of oE-lattice sequences
which form a complete set of representatives for the Gβ-conjugacy classes of the vertices
in the closure of C (without repetition). We call a collection of κmax,j of beta extensions
of θj “ τΛ,Λj ,βpθq a compatible family of beta extensions if
(a) whenever Υ is an oE-lattice sequence in C such that PpΥEq˝ Ď PpΛi,Eq˝ X PpΛj,Eq˝ for

a pair Λi,Λj in our chosen set of representatives, we have

b
´1
Υ,Λi

pκmax,i |PstpΥEq J1pϕpβq,Λiqq “ b
´1
Υ,Λj

pκmax,j |PstpΥEqJ1pϕpβq,Λjqq.

(b) if Λi,Λj are oE-lattice sequences in C, and Λj “ g ¨ Λi for g P G, then κmax,j “ κ
g
max,i.

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 κ of a Heisenberg representation η has full intertwining if IGpκq “
IGpηq, 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 θ be an m-realization of t, then there exists a compatible family of beta extensions
of θ 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 GLnpFq. The details will appear in the forthcoming work of
[57]. It is currently not known if compatible families exist for inner forms of classical groups
with p ‰ 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 BKpGq 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 P BKpGq. A
pair pU,Σq, with U a compact open subgroup of G, and Σ an irreducible representation of U, is called

an s-type if indGUpΣq is a (finitely generated projective) generator of RepKpsq.

For classical p-adic groups, GLmpDq, and quarternionic forms of classical groups, we have a con-
struction of types for Bernstein blocks of Miyauchi–Stevens [43], 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 P BKpGq with representative pM, ρq. This determines a supercuspidal inertial class sM P
BKpMq with representative pM, ρq.

A Levi subgroup M in G decomposes as a product M “
ś

Mi 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 Mi, and define the groups, characters, Heisenberg representations, and
beta extensions, associated to stratum in M by taking the appropriate product or tensor product
over i.

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

Theorem 7.10 (Depth zero [45, 64], Classical groups [61, 38], GLmpDq [48, 42], inner forms of
classical [53]). Let K be an algebraically closed field of characteristic ℓ ‰ p, and ρ be an irreducible
cuspidal K-representation of M. There exists

(i) in positive depth, an m-semisimple stratum rΛ, n, 0, ϕpβqs for M, a beta extension κ to Jpϕpβq,Λq
of a semisimple character for rΛ, n, 0, ϕpβqs;

(ii) in depth zero we set E “ F, and let κ be the trivial character of a maximal parahoric sub-
group MΛE

which we denote by Jp0,Λq with pro-p unipotent radical J1p0,Λq for uniformity;
(iii) and, in both cases, an irreducible supercuspidal representation σM of MΛE

{M1
ΛE

, and an

extension rΣM of ΣM “ κM b σM to NMpJpϕpβq,Λqq;
such that, ρ » indMNMpJpϕpβq,ΛqqprΣMq. Moreover, if ℓ “ 0, then the pair pJpϕpβq,Λq,ΣMq is an sM-type

for sM “ rM, ρsM.

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 ℓ ‰ p:

Let P “ MN be a parabolic subgroup of G. Let ρ be an irreducible cuspidal K-representation
of M. Then we can choose a semisimple stratum ∆ “ rΛ, n, 0, ϕpβqs for G and a semisimple char-
acter θ P C pβ,Λq such that the decomposition of V associated to M is properly subordinate to ∆,
and θ |H1pϕpβq,ΛqXM is an m-semisimple character contained in ρ. We set

JP “ JPpϕpβq,Λq “ H1pϕpβq,ΛqpJstpϕpβq,Λq X Pq.
From Appendix C Proposition C.11 or [45] in the depth zero case,

JP “ H1pϕpβq,ΛqpJpϕpβq,Λq X Pq,
and hence agrees with the JP group considered in [43], [57].

Let κ be a beta extension to Jstpϕpβq,Λq. We form the natural representation κP of JP on the

space of pJstpϕpβq,Λq X Uq-fixed vectors in κ. Then κP extends ηP and ind
Jstpϕpβq,Λq
JP

pκPq » κ.

Theorem 7.11 (Depth zero [45], Classical groups [43], GLmpDq [50], inner forms of classical [57]).
Under the above notation, writing ΣP “ κP b σP, we have

(i) pJP,ΣPq is a G-cover of pJM,ΣMq relative to P.
(ii) pJP,ΣPq 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 ℓ ‰ p. Suppose we have a
pair pJ, κ b πq consisting of an irreducible representation κ b π of a compact open subgroup J of G

constructed in the following fashion:

(i) (Depth zero case) J “ G`
x where x is a vertex in the Bruhat–Tits building of G, and π is an

irreducible representation of M`
x “ G`

x {G1
x.
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(ii) (Positive depth case) there is an m-realization θ of t for pG, hq with parameterization ppV, hq, ϕ,Λ, βq,
and pJ, κbπq “ pJpϕpβq,Λq, κbπq where κ is a beta extension of θ, and π is an irreducible K-
representation of Jpϕpβq,Λq{J1pϕpβq,Λq over an algebraically closed field of characteristic
zero.

Then there exists a pair pJ1
P,ΣPq constructed in Theorem 7.11, which in particular is an s-type if ℓ “ 0,

such that indG
J pκ b πq is a subquotient of indGJ1

P
pΣPq.

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. �

Definition 7.13. Under the same notation of the Proposition, we say that pJP,ΣPq is in the super-
cuspidal support of pJ, κ b πq.
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

ΠBK :“ indGM,PpindMJM
pΣMqq » indGJP

pΣPq,
the last isomorphism by [6, Théorème 2], which if K is algebraically closed of characteristic zero is
a finitely generated projective generator of RepKpsq for the inertial class of pM, πMq where πM »
indM

JM
pĄΣMq is an irreducible supercuspidal K-representation of M and JM “ NMpJMq. We can also

consider (letting K have any characteristic not p again)

ΠBern :“ iGM,PpindM
M˝pπMqq » iGM,PpπM b χunivq,

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

Lemma 7.14 ([4, Appendix B] when charpKq “ 0). The induced representation indM˝

JM
pΣMq is an

irreducible summand of πM |M˝ .

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

πM |M˝»
à

JMM˝zM
pindM˝

J
j

M

pΣjMqq,

as J
j
M X M˝ “ J

j
M because:

(i) for G classical, one can reduce to a single GLrpFq block of a Levi subgroup, where we
have EˆJi X GLrpFq˝ “ pEˆ X GLrpFq˝qJi “ Ji, as GLrpFq˝ “ tg P GLrpFq : detpgq P oˆ

F u.
(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, JM “ NMpM`

x q for x a vertex in the Bruhat–Tits building of M,
and in this case NMpM`

x q XM˝ “ NM˝ pM`
x q “ M`

x from results of Bruhat–Tits referenced in
Section 2.7.

It remains to show that indM
˝

JM
pΣMq 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]. �

Letting ρM˝ “ indM
˝

JM
pΣMq, we can consider the finitely generated representation

Π1 :“ iGM,PpindM
M˝pρM˝ qq,

by exactness of induction it is a summand of ΠBern, and if K has characteristic zero is also a finitely
generated projective generator of RepKpsq (cf. [12, Section 8]).

Proposition 7.15 ([4, Appendix B] when charpKq “ 0). The finitely generated representations ΠBK

and Π1 are isomorphic. Hence ΠBK is a summand of ΠBern.

Proof. As the modulus character of δP is an unramified character of M, the first statement follows
from the lemma and transitivity of induction. And the second statement follows. �
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8. Block decompositions via type theory

Let t be an endo-parameter for pG, hq and p0, βq a full semisimple pair for t. Then we have a direct
factor Rep

Zr1{psptq subcategory of Rep
Zr1{pspGq, with progenerator a finite sum

P ptq “
à

indGJ1
i
pηiq,

where the sum is over a set of representatives for the G-essential classes of m-realizations θi of t

for pG, hq, which by conjugating in G if necessary, we can assume that J1i “ J1i pϕpβq,Λiq, θ P
ChpΛi, ϕpβqq, for a fixed embedding ϕ : Frβs ãÑ EndFpVq (cf. [54, Theorem 4.13]) and with Λi in
a fixed chamber in the building of Gϕpβq.

We also allow the trivial endo-parameter t “ 0G of any reductive p-adic group G, corresponding to
the depth zero subcategory of Rep

Zr1{pspGq, with progenerator a finite sum

P ptq “
à

xPVert

indGG1
x
p1q

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 ηi are defined over R0,r “ Zr1{p, µprs (or in the
depth zero case, we let r “ 0). In particular, the idempotent cutting out Rep

Zr1{psptq is defined

over Zr1{p, µprs.
In this section R denotes a commutative Zr1{p, µprs-algebra, and we study the R-block decom-

position of RepRptq. We further suppose that R is a domain, in particular the field of fractions K1

of R is flat over R, and we fix an algebraic closure K of K1. The key examples we consider in-
clude: R “ Zr1{p, µprs, R “ Zr1{ps, R “ WpFℓq, R “ Zℓ, and R “ Fℓ for ℓ ‰ p.

8.1. The fine and coarse graphs. We choose a decomposition indJi

J1
i

pηi b Rq »
À

j P i,j into pro-

jective indecomposable representations P i,j , and set Pi,j :“ indGJi
pP i,jq. By exactness of compact

induction,
À

i,j Pi,j defines a decomposition of P ptqbR into finitely generated projective modules Pi,j .

Remark 8.1. (i) If R is Artinian then, setting H a compact open normal subgroup of Ji such
that ηi|H is trivial, the group ring RrJi{Hs is Artinian. This guarantees the uniqueness up

to isomorphism of the summands P i,j in the decomposition of indJi

J1
i

pηi b Rq (by the Krull–

Schmidt theorem). While similar uniqueness statements hold for various local rings (see for
example [46]), they fail in general [47], so depending on the context this may be a choice of
decomposition we are making.

(ii) For our applications, the decomposition indJi

J1
i

pηi bRq »
À

j P i,j into projective indecompos-

able representations can be replaced by any decomposition indJi

J1
i

pηibRq » À
Πi,j satisfying,

for all j, that there are no non-trivial central idempotents of EndRrJispΠi,jq. 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 κ1
i of ηi b Q, then it is defined over Sr1{ps where S is the ring of integers

of a number field, by [20].

Lemma 8.2. Suppose R is an Sr1{ps-algebra, and set κi “ κ1
i b R. Let indJi

J1
i

p1q “ À
j Qi,j be a

decomposition of indJi

J1
i

p1q into projective indecomposable representations of Ji{J1i . Then

indJi

J1
i

pηi b Rq »
à
j

κi b Qi,j ,

defines a decompostion of indJi

J1
i

pηi b Rq into projective indecomposable representations.



BLOCK DECOMPOSITIONS FOR p-ADIC CLASSICAL GROUPS AND THEIR INNER FORMS 35

Proof. We have

indJi

J1
i

pηi b Rq » κi b indJi

J1
i

p1q »
à
j

κi b Qi,j ,

and it suffices to show that the κi b Qi,j are indecomposable. Suppose that, for some j, we have a
non-trivial decomposition κi b Qi,j “ Π1 ‘ Π2. Then applying HomRrJ1

i spκi,´q, as Qi,j |J1 is trivial

and EndRrJ1spηiq » R (Corollary 5.5), we have

Qi,j
„ÝÑ HomRrJ1

i spκi, κi b Qi,jq
w ÞÑ αw : v ÞÑ v b w,

where Ji{J1i acts on HomRrJ1
i spκi, κi b Qi,jq via j ¨ f “ j ˝ f ˝ j´1. And we find

Qi,j » HomRrJ1
i spκi,Π1 ‘ Π2q » HomRrJ1

i spκi,Π1q ‘ HomRrJ1
i spκi,Π2q

as representations of Ji{J1i , and each hom-space is non-zero as Π1 and Π2 are ηi-isotypic. �

Definition 8.3. (i) We define the fine pt,Rq-graph GP “ pV,Eq for t over R by its vertex
set V “ tPi,jui,j and drawing an edge between Pi,j and Pi1,j1 if either

HomRrGspPi,j , Pi1,j1 q ‰ 0 or HomRrGspPi1,j1 , Pi,jq ‰ 0.

(ii) We define the coarse pt,Rq-graph rGP “ pV, rEq for t over R by its vertex set V “ tPi,jui,j and
drawing an edge between Pi,j and Pi1,j1 if Pi,j bK and Pi1,j1 bK 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

J1
i

pηi b Rq »
À

j P i,j , then we can identify the corresponding vertices

in the pt,Rq-graphs.
(ii) In the setting of Lemma 8.2, a natural decomposition of RrJi{J1i s, rather than choosing a de-

composition of RrJi{J1i s into projective indecomposable modules, is the block decomposition
of RrJi{J1i s which exists as R is an integral domain (any decomposition of 1 into infinitely
many orthogonal idempotents in the centre of RrJi{J1i s would give such a decomposition
in KrJi{J1i s 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 ηi to Ji, then one could proceed with
this extension or twist by a character of Ji{J1i to obtain a beta extension (in which case one
would need to extend our ring R0,r by these character values).

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

graph coincide.

Proof. By Mackey’s decomposition, as K1 is flat over R and K (faithfully) flat over K1,

(8.6) HomRrGspPi,j , Pi1,j1 q b K “ HomKrGspPi,j b K, Pi1,j1 b Kq.
Since the projectives Pi,j and Pi1,j1 are torsion free, this shows that there is a nonzero map from Pi,j to
Pi1,j1 if and only if there is such a map from Pi,j bK to Pi1,j1 bK. And we deduce the first statement.

So suppose R is a characteristic zero domain. From Lemma 2.15 (iv), we see that if Pi,j and Pi1,j1 are
joined by an edge of the coarse graph, then there is a nonzero element of HomKrGspPi,j bK, Pi1,j1 bKq.
By Equation 8.6, the latter is the same as HomRrGspPi,j , Pi1,j1 q bK, so Pi,j and Pi1,j1 are joined by an
edge of the fine graph as well. �

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 Pi,j b K.

(i) For each i, we choose a beta extension κi of ηi over K. This allows us to decompose

indJi

J1
i

pηiq b K » κi b indJi

J1
i

p1 b Kq »
à

πPIrrKpJi{J1
i q
κi b π‘dimpπq;

and
Pi,j b K »

à

πPrP i,jbKs
indG

Ji
pκi b πq‘mπ ;

where mπ is the multiplicity of π in P i,j b K.
(ii) For each pair pJi, κi b πq, we let pJi,Q, κi,Q b ρq be in its supercuspidal support (where Q

and ρ depend on π) – cf., Section 7.3. Then

Pi,j b K ãÑ
à

πPrP i,jbKs
indGJi,Q

pκi,Q b ρq‘mπ

as a direct summand, and each pJi,Q, κi,Q b ρq is a type for a Bernstein block over K as
recalled in Section 7.2.

(iii) In this way each summand κi bπ of P i,j bK gives rise to a Bernstein block of RepKpGq, and
Pi,j b K straddles the union of these blocks.

(iv) To compute whether there is an edge between two vertices Pi,j and Pi1,j1 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 Pi,j bK and Pi1,j1 bK. 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 RepRptq correspond to the connected components of the fine pt,Rq-
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 pt,Rq-graph is a progenerator of an R-block,
and running over the connected components of the fine pt,Rq-graph defines the R-block decompo-
sition of the finitely generated projective generator P ptq b R of RepRptq, hence defines the R-block
decomposition of RepRptq.
Proof of Theorem 8.7. Suppose that Pi,j lies in a unique R-block for all i, j. Then a central idempotent
of EndRrGspP q acts by 1 or 0 on each Pi,j . If there is a non-zero map Pi,j Ñ Pi1,j1 (or Pi1,j1 Ñ Pi,j) 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 Pi,j 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 κi of ηi, so that Pi,j » indG

Ji
pκi b ζi,jq where ζi,j is an indecomposable K-representation

of Ji{J1i of finite length. The “Ext-graph” of ζi,j with vertices the irreducible subquotients of ζi,j
and an edge between irreducible subquotients σ and σ1 if Ext1RrJispσ, σ1q ‰ 0 is connected as ζi,j

is indecomposable. Moreover, Ext1RrJispσ, σ1q ãÑ Ext1RrGspindGJi
pκi b σq, indG

Ji
pκi b σ1qq, which when

non-zero implies that indGJi
pκi b σq and indGJi

pκi b σ1q have an R-block in common. Hence, working

around the Ext-graph, it suffices to show that indGJi
pκi b σq is contained in a single K-block where σ

is an irreducible K-representation of Ji{J1i .
By the theory of covers over K and Proposition 7.12, indGJi

pκibσq is subquotient of indG
Ji,Q

pκi,Qbρq,
and it suffices to show that indGJi,Q

pκi,Q b ρq is in a unique K-block, where pJi,Q, κi,Q b ρq is a cover
of a supercuspidal type pJi,M, κi,M b ρq. If K is of characteristic zero, we are done, as pJi,Q, κi,Q b ρq
is an s-type. In any case, indGJi,Q

pκi,Q b ρq is a summand of Π :“ iGP pindM
M˝pπMqq where πM is a
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supercuspidal representation of M containing pJi,M, κi,M b ρq by Proposition 7.15. And it suffices to
show that Π is contained in a unique K-block, which follows from Proposition 2.13 as KrM{M˝s 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 K1, and K an
algebraic closure of K1 and Pi,j “ indGJi

pP i,jq. We choose a beta extension κi of ηi b K, and decom-

pose P i,j b K »
À

s κi b ζsi,j where the ζsi,j are indecomposable K-representations of Ji{J1i of finite
length. So we have

Pi,j b K »
à
s

indGJi
pκi b ζsi,jq.

Let e be an idempotent of ZRptq, the centre of RepRptq. Then e acts on each K-summand indGJi
pκibζsi,jq

by a central idempotent of ZKptq, and hence as indGJi
pκi b ζsi,jq is in a unique K-block, e acts by either

zero or the identity on indGJi
pκi b ζsi,jq.

This means that the action of e on Pi,j b K is induced by an idempotent of (the centre of)

EndKrJispP i,j b Kq. Explicitly, we define the idempotent in EndKrJispP i,j b Kq to preserve the

decomposition P i,j b K » À
s κi b ζsi,j and to act on the summand κi b ζsi,j by either zero or

the identity as prescribed by the action of e on indGJi
pκi b ζsi,jq. So e lies in the intersection (in

EndRrGspPi,jqbK) of EndRrGspPi,jq and EndRrJispP i,jqbK » EndKrJispP i,j bKq. But, by the Mackey

formula, EndRrJispP i,jq is a direct summand of EndRrGspPi,jq (the summand supported on the double

coset containing the identity in fact). Thus e arises from a central idempotent of EndRrJispP i,jq; and

since P i,j is indecomposable, e is zero or the identity. Therefore Pi,j lies in a unique R-block. �

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

Corollary 8.8. Let κ be an algebraically closed field of characteristic ℓ R t0, pu. Reduction mod ℓ

induces a bijection between the Wpκq-blocks in RepWpκqptq and the κ-blocks in Repκptq.
Proof. We consider the fine pt,Wpκqq-graph GPbWpκq and the fine pt,κq-graph GPbκ . The vertex sets
of these two graphs are in natural bijection by reduction mod ℓ: the vertices of GPbWpκq correspond
to the distinct projective summands Pi,j of the inductions of the ηi bWpκq, and the vertices of GPbκ

correspond to the mod ℓ reductions Qi,j “ Pi,j b κ (which identify with the distinct projective
summands of the inductions of the ηi b κ).

If there is a nonzero map from Qi,j to Qi1,j1 then we can compose with the reduction mod ℓ to
get a map Pi,j Ñ Qi1,j1 . Then using projectivity of Pi,j we can lift this to a map Pi,j Ñ Pi1,j1 .
Conversely, if there is a nonzero map Pi,j Ñ Pi1,j1 then we can let n be the largest integer such that
ℓnPi1,j1 contains the image of this map. Dividing by ℓn then gives us a map whose reduction mod ℓ
is a nonzero map Qi,j Ñ Qi1,j1 . �

Remark 8.9. It is expected (cf., [25]) that, for any reductive p-adic group G, the natural map

ZWpκqpGqr b κ Ñ ZκpGqr
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 Zr1{ps. 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 Zr1{psrG`

F
{G1

F
s:

Lemma 8.10 (Dat–Lanard [27]). (i) Suppose G is a finite group of Lie type2 over Fp, then Zr1{psrGs
has no non-trivial central idempotents.

(ii) Suppose that p does not divide |G`
F

{GF |, then Zr1{psrG`
F

{G1
F

s has no non-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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Proof. (i) This is Dat–Lanard, [27, Theorem 2.0.1].
(ii) The group GF{G1

F
is a finite group of Lie type over Fp, G

`
F

{G1
F

contains GF{G1
F

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 Zr1{psrHs 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 ρ, ρ1 of H are equivalent
if they are connected by a (finite) chain of ℓ-block coincidences over ℓ ‰ p : that is, there is a
finite sequence of primes pℓiq and a finite sequence of irreducible complex representations pρiq
of H such that

ρ „ℓ1 ρ1 „ℓ2 ρ2 „ℓ3 ¨ ¨ ¨ „ℓs ρ
1,

where ρi „ℓi`1
ρi`1 if ρi and ρi`1 are in the same ℓi`1-block. As the ℓi-block relation is invari-

ant under field automorphisms, we can consider each „ℓi as connecting Qℓi-representations.
The ℓi-block decomposition on the irreducible (necessarily integral) Qℓi-representations is
given by the transitive closure of the relationship of having a common constituent on reduc-
tion modulo ℓi. Thus the equivalence relation “connected by a chain of ℓ-block coincidences
over ℓ ‰ p” on the irreducible complex representations is equivalent to the equivalence relation
“connected by a chain having common subquotients on reduction mod primes ℓ ‰ p”.

Let G “ G`
F

{G1
F

and N “ GF{G1
F

. For ρ an irreducible complex representation of N,

set IGpρq “ tg P G : ρg » ρu the inertia subgroup of ρ. Now given π, π1 P IrrpGq, by Clifford

Theory there exist ρ, ρ1 P IrrpNq, rρ P IrrpIGpρq, ρq, and rρ1 P IrrpIGpρ1q, ρ1q such that

π » IndGIGpρqprρq, π1 » IndGIGpρ1qprρ1q,

and, as G{N is abelian,

Ind
IGpρq
N

pρq »
à

χPHompIGpρq{N,Cˆq
rρ b χ, Ind

IGpρ1q
N

pρ1q »
à

χ1PHompIGpρ1q{N,Cˆq
rρ1 b χ1,

Applying Dat and Lanard’s result to N we have

ρ „ℓ1 ρ1 „ℓ2 ρ2 „ℓ3 ¨ ¨ ¨ „ℓs ρ
1

and working along the chain we can reduce to showing if ρ „ℓ ρ
1 then we can connect π

and π1 by a sequence of equivalences. So suppose ρ, ρ1 contain a common constituent ρ on
reduction modulo ℓ. Then

IndG
N

pρq »
à

χPHompI
G

pρq{N,Qˆ
ℓ q

IndGIGpρqprρ b χq

IndG
N

pρ1q »
à

χ1PHompIGpρ1q{N,Qˆ
ℓ q

IndGIGpρ1qprρ1 b χ1q,

give the direct sums into irreducibles of IndG

N
pρq and IndG

N
pρ1q, and both contain IndG

N
pρq

on reduction modulo ℓ. Hence (at least) one summand of IndG
N

pρq is linked mod ℓ to one

summand of IndG
N

pρ1q. But all summands of IndG
N

pρq are linked by congruences mod primes

dividing |IGpρq{N| (as all characters χ are linked to the trivial character), and similarly all

summands of IndG
N

pρ1q are linked by congruences mod the primes dividing |IGpρ1q{N|, and we
are done.

�

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 pt,Zr1{psq-graph are given by

the indGJ1
i
pηi b Zr1{psq. Moreover, in this case, it is straightforward to see that there is only one
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connected component of the fine pt,Zr1{psq-graph without invoking the equality with the coarse graph:
By Mackey theory

HomZr1{psrGspindG
J1
i
pηibZr1{psq, indGJ1

j
pηjbZr1{psqq “

à
HomZr1{psrJ1

i XpJ1
jqgspηibZr1{ps, ηgjbZr1{psq ‰ 0,

as all the ηi’s in the projective P ptq 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 Rep

Zr1{psptq is indecomposable. In other words, the decomposition

by endo-parameter of Theorem 6.10 is the Zr1{ps-block decomposition.

Our methods also allow us to consider the trivial (depth zero) endo-parameter t “ 0G 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 GF , the quotient G`

F
{GF is of order prime to p. Then Rep

Zr1{psp0Gq is indecom-

posable.

Remark 8.13. In particular, this includes the case where G is semisimple and simply connected
(where G`

F
“ GF , cf. [35, Lemma 7.7.8]) [27, Corollary 3.3.3]. However, while for classical groups

with p odd the depth zero block over Zr1{ps is always indecomposable (in this case G`
F

{GF 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 RepZr1{psp0Gq 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 pG, hq be an inner form of a general linear group or of a classical group
with p ‰ 2, and t be an endo-parameter for pG, hq. Let R be an integral domain and Zr1{p, µp8s-
algebra. We have an equivalence of categories

RepRptq » RepRp0Gϕpβq
q.

Remark 8.15. (i) Notice the category RepRp0Gϕpβq
q depends on a choice of a full semisimple

element β for the endo-parameter t and embedding ϕ. 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

RepRp0Gϕpβq
q » RepRp0GT

q,
for any choice of pϕ, βq 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].

(ii) For classical groups Heiermann [32] has shown an arbitrary Bernstein block RepCpsq 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 Zr1{p, µp8 s, we have already shown
that the relevant depth zero category is indecomposable, so the full depth zero subcate-
gory RepZr1{p,µp8 sp0Gϕpβq

q is the unipotent block.

Theorem 8.16. Suppose that there exists a family of beta extensions Ξ “ tκiu over R such that, for
all i, i1, Gϕpβq intertwines κi and κi1 . Then the map

fΞ : indGJi
pκi b Qi,jq ÞÑ ind

Gϕpβq

Gϕpβq,Λi

pQi,jq,
defines a graph isomorphism between the fine pt,Rq-graph with the fine p0Gϕpβq

,Rq-graph. In particular,

the R-blocks of RepRptq are in natural bijection with the R-blocks in RepRp0Gϕpβq
q.
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Proof. Suppose that we have an edge between indGJi
pκibQi,jq and indG

Ji1
pκi1 bQi1,j1 q, and set P “ Qi,j

and P 1 “ Qi1,j1 , then in other words

HomRrGspindG
Ji

pκi b Pq, indGJi1
pκi1 b P 1qq ‰ 0.

This Hom-space embeds into

HomRrGspindG
Ji

pκi b Pq, indGJi1
pκi1 b P 1qq b K » HomKrGspindG

Ji
pκi b Pq b K, indGJi1

pκi1 b P 1q b Kq.
In particular, this is non-zero if and only if, there exists g P G such that,

HomKrJg
i XJi1 spκgi,K b pPg b Kq, κi1,K b pP 1 b Kqq ‰ 0.

Restricting to J1-groups, we see that we can assume that g P Gϕpβq, and moreover for such an
element HomKrJg

i XJi1 spκgi,K, κi1,Kq » K, hence by [38, Lemma 2.7] we have an isomorphism of K-vector
spaces

HomKrJg
i XJi1 spPg b K,P 1 b Kq » HomKrJg

i XJi1 spκgi,K b pPg b Kq, κi1,K b pP 1 b Kqq.
Hence HomKrJg

i XJi1 spPg b K,P 1 b Kq ‰ 0 and as

HomRrJg
i XJi1 spPg,P 1q b K » HomKrJg

i XJi1 spPg b K,P b Kq,
we have HomRrGg

ϕpβq,Λi
XGϕpβq,Λ

i1 spPg,P 1q ‰ 0, and we have a non-zero Hom (by Mackey theory) and

hence an edge between ind
Gϕpβq

Gϕpβq,Λi

pPq and ind
Gϕpβq

Gϕpβq,Λ
i1

pP 1q. The reverse direction follows similarly. �

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–Mínguez–Shin–White. We denote by IrrpGq the set of

isomorphism classes of C-representations of G, and by ΦpWF,Gq the set of pGpCq-conjugacy classes

of Langlands parameters ρ : WF ˆ SL2pCq Ñ LGpCq for G. If G is symplectic, unitary, or odd split
special orthogonal we denote by

LLG : IrrpGq Ñ ΦpWF,Gq
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 ΦpWF,Gqss denote the set of pGpCq-conjugacy classes of semisimple Langlands parameters
for G (aka infinitesimal characters for G); we have a semisimplification map ΦpWF,Gq Ñ ΦpWF,Gqss

restricting via the embedding κ : WF Ñ WF ˆ SL2pCq given by w ÞÑ
´
w,

´
|w|1{2 0

0 |w|´1{2

¯¯
. Under the

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

LLssG : CusppGq Ñ ΦpWF,Gqss,
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 ΦpPF,Gq be the set of pGpCq-conjugacy classes of wild inertial types for G, that is the pGpCq-
conjugacy classes of the restrictions to PF (via the embedding κ) of the representatives of all elements
of ΦpWF,Gq.

For a Zr1{ps-algebra R, we let RLG,R denote the universal R-algebra for Langlands parameters (on

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

denote the subalgebra of pG-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 EG,Zr?
q´1s “ ś

rPDpGq EG,Zr?
q´1s,r denote the integral

model for the endomorphisms of a Gelfand–Graev representation for G defined in [24, Section 5],
where DpGq denotes the set of depths for G as in Lemma 2.8. We let Zad

G,R denote the subring of ZG,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

e : Zad
G,Zr?

q´1s Ñ EG,Zr?
q´1s.

Given a Whittaker datum pU, ψq over R0 “ Zr?q´1, µp8 s for G, for each r P DpGq, there exists a
canonical isomorphism

EG,Zr?
q´1s,r b R0

„ÝÑ EndR0rGspindGUpψqrq.

9.1. A corollary of local Langlands in families. The local Langlands in families conjecture [36,
24], predicts a natural morphism

LLIFG : R
pG
LG,Zr?

q´1s Ñ ZG,Zr?
q´1s,

compatible with the semisimple local Langlands correspondence for classical groups, with image
in Zad

G,Zr?
q´1s and the property that, if G is F-quasi-split then the induced map obtained by com-

posing with e:

LLIFG : R
pG
LG,Zr?

q´1s
„ÝÑ EG,Zr?

q´1s

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

filtration: choose a filtration pPe
FqePN of PF by open normal subgroups of WF and define R

pG
LG,Zr?

q´1s,e
by considering only parameters trivial on Pe

F, then given any depth r P DpGq it is expected that there

exists an eprq P N such that LLIFG factors through
Ť
eďeprq R

pG
LG,Zr?

q´1s,e, and conversely given e P N

it is expected that there exists rpeq P DpGq such that LLIFG has image in ZG,Zr?
q´1s,ďrpeq.

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

The formation of these rings R
pG
LG,Zr?

q´1s,ZG,Zr?
q´1s,EG,Zr?

q´1s 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 LLIFG,R : R
pG
LG,R

Ñ ZG,R and, in

the quasi-split case, LLIFG,R : R
pG
LG,R

Ñ EG,R, for R{Zr?q´1s flat. For the remainder of this section,

we suppose R is a Zr?q´1s-algebra.

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

FSG,ℓ : ExcpWF, pGqZℓr?
qs Ñ ZG,Zℓr?

qs,

from the “excursion algebra” to the centre over Zℓr
?
qs. Currently, it is not known if the maps FSG,ℓ

are “independent of ℓ”; i.e., if they come from a Zr?q´1s-map FSG : ExcpWF, pGqZr?
q´1s Ñ ZG,Zr?

q´1s.

It is also expected that ExcpWF, pGqZr?
q´1s » R

pG
LG,Zr?

q´1s (cf. [30, VIII.5]).

As pG is connected, the primitive idempotents of R
pG
LG,R

correspond the connected components of

the full moduli space of Langlands parameters, which are studied in various cases in [23] and in [16].

Definition 9.2. Suppose LLIFG,R exists. Then, via LLIFG,R, primitive idempotents of R
pG
LG,R

cor-

respond to sums of primitive idempotents of ZG,R.

(i) If an idempotent e P ZG,R is of the form LLIFG,Rpfq for an idempotent f P R
pG
LG,R

then we

call it stable. In other words, it defines an idempotent of the stable centre

Zst
G,R :“ LLIFG,RpR pG

LG,R
q.

(ii) When it exists, we call the decomposition 1 “ ř
ei of 1 P Zst

G,R into pairwise orthogonal

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

need some finiteness conditions on R to guarantee existence). We call the ei ps-idempotents.
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Suppose R is Noetherian, then given a ps-idempotent e P Zst
G,R we can consider its decomposition e “ř

ei into primitive orthogonal idempotents ei P ZRpGq. 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 ZG,R.

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

Lemma 9.4. Suppose G is quasi-split, R is a Noetherian Zrµp8 , 1{ps-algebra, LLIFG,R exists and

defines an isomorphism to EndRrGspindG
Upψqq, and e P Zst

G,R is a ps-idempotent. In the decompo-

sition e “
ř
ei of a ps-idempotent into primitive idempotents, there is a unique idempotent eψ,gen

whose image under the natural map Φ to EndRrGspindGUpψqq is non-zero. We call this the “ψ-generic
idempotent” associated to e.

Note that eψ,gen is the unique summand of e which supports ψ-generic representations.

Proof. Let e1 P R
pG
LG,R

be the unique primitive idempotent such that LLIFG,Rpe1q “ e. Then Φ ˝
LLIFG,Rpe1q “ e2 is a primitive idempotent of EndRrGspindG

Upψqq as Φ ˝ LLIFG,R is an isomorphism.
Moreover, e2 “ Φpř

eiq “ ř
Φpeiq is a decomposition of e2 into orthogonal idempotents. Hence, there

is a unique i such that Φpeiq ‰ 0 and for this i we have e2 “ Φpeiq. �

In terms of our description of the idempotents of Z
Zr1{pspGq in terms of endo-parameters for G, we

let EPpGq denote the set of unrefined endo-parameters for G of Remark 3.10 (i). Note, unlike the set
of endo-parameters for pG, hq, the set EPpGq 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)
!
primitive idempotents of Zst

G,Zr1{ps

)
Ø EPpGq,

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

9.2. The case of symplectic groups. Let G “ Sp2npFq. Over Zr1{ps (using p ‰ 2) the connected

components of R
pG
LG,R

correspond to wild inertial types by [23]. So we can reinterpret the Conjecture

9.5 as saying that there is a unique bijection

ΦpPF,Gq Ø EPpGq
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 LLwild

G : EPpGq Ñ ΦpPF,Gq which is compatible with the
local Langlands correspondence.

Proof. Up to semisimplification, the map

LLG : IrrpGq Ñ ΦpWF,Gq
is compatible with parabolic induction and induces a unique map

LLssG : CusppGq Ñ ΦpWF,Gqss,
from cuspidal supports to orbits of semisimple parameters [24]. The unrefined endo-parameter map
factors through CusppGq, and restriction to wild inertia through ΦpWF,Gqss. The statement for LLM

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. �

We thus obtain the following description of our decomposition by unrefined endo-parameter:
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Corollary 9.7. Let G “ Sp2npFq. We have a decomposition of categories

Rep
Zr1{pspGq “

ź

νPΦpPF,Gq
Rep

Zr1{pspνq

where a smooth Zr1{ps-representation lies in RepZr1{pspνq if and only if it has unrefined endoparame-

ter pLLwild

G q´1pνq. Moreover, π P IrrpGq lies in Rep
Zr1{pspνq if and only if LLpπq|PF

» ν.

Remark 9.8. For t P ΦpPF,Gq, to compute pLLwild
G q´1ptq explicitly, assuming the compatible picture

we have, we can use any π P IrrpGq with endoparameter t such that we can compute LLpπq |PF
. Using

compatibility of LLG with parabolic induction, for t with Mptq “ T (a maximal split torus in Sp2npFq),
we recover

pLLwild
G q´1ptq “ pφLTãÑLG ˝ LLTpχqq |PF

,

where φLTãÑLG is the (unique up to conjugacy) inclusion of L-groups associated to T ãÑ G, and χ P
IrrpTq is such that iGT,Bpχq has endo-parameter t. In particular, the special case when χ is trivial,

implies that if π P IrrpGq has depth zero, then LLGpπq 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 FS is independent of ℓ – 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 [54] and in the non–quaternionic case [37].

We fix pF{Fo, εq as in §2. We need to prove that to every orbit of E pFq{Σ there is attached an
elementary character for a given pair pD, p qDq P DivpF{Fo, εq (Note that E pFq{Σ does not depend
on pD, p qDq.)

At first we need the following notation: Let θ P C pΛ, ϕpβqq be a semisimple character, with block
restrictions θi, i P I. We write Fpθq for the set

trΘis | i P Iu
where rΘis, i P I, is the endo-class of θi.

Proposition A.1. Given a pair pD, p qDq P DivpF{Fo, εq and an orbit O P E pFq{Σ then there is a

Hermitian space pV, hq P HermpF{Fo, εq for pD, p qDq and θ P C phq such that Fpθq “ O.

Proof. We have to consider several cases:

(i) ε ‰ 0 and F “ D.
(ii) ε ‰ 0 and F ‰ D and the orbit F has cardinality one.
(iii) ε ‰ 0 and F ‰ D and the orbit F has cardinality two.
(iv) ε “ 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 bF 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 “ trΘsu for a ps-character Θ. By [37, Theorem 12.16]
the ps-character Θ can be chosen to be supported on a full self-dual simple element β. Consider
any ε-Hermitian form

h1 : V ˆ V Ñ pE bF D, p qE bF p qDq.
For constructing the desired hermitian form h we use the F-linear map λβ : E “ Frβs Ñ F given by

λβpβkq “
"

0 k “ 1, . . . , rE : Fs ´ 1

1 k “ 0.

We define h via h :“ pλβ b idDq ˝ h1. The embedding ϕ : E Ñ EndDpVq is self-dual with respect
to the anti-involution σh of h. We write G for Uphq and Gϕpβq for its centralizer. The image of the
embedding of buildings

jE : BpGϕpβqq ãÑ BpGq
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consists of the set of self-dual oE ´ oD-lattice functions, see [52, Theorem 7.2]. Take a rational
point x of BpGϕpβqq, i.e. a point with rational barycentric coordinates with respect to the vertexes of

a chamber. Then jEpxq corresponds to a self-dual oE´oD-lattice sequence Λ. Then θ P C pΛ, ϕpβqqΣ X
impΘq satisfies the assertion.

Case (iii) has a slightly different proof. By [37, Theorem 12.16] there exists pV1, h1q P HermpF{Fo, εq
for pF, idFq and an elementary character θ1 P C ph1q, say in C pΛ1, ϕ1pβqqΣ1

, such that Fpθ1q “ O. We
define on V “ V1 bF D an ε-Hermitian form:

h : V ˆ V Ñ D, hpv1 b x,w1 b yq :“ xhpv1, w1qy.
We have

EndD V “ EndDpV1 bF Dq “ pEndF V1q bF D

and an embedding
ϕ : E ãÑ EndD V

by composing ϕ1 with the inclusion. We set G “ Uphq and choose a rational oE ´ oD-lattice sequence
in V corresponding to some point in the image of the embedding of BpGϕpβqq into BpGq ([52, Theorem
7.2]). The transfer θ P C pΛ, ϕpβqq of θ1 satisfies Fpθq “ 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 ℓ ‰ 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 RepRpGq. 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 “ GLmpDq. Note that in this case the sets C pVq and C´phq coincide, see §3.1 and §3.2.

Theorem B.1. Let R be an algebraically closed field of characteristic ℓ ‰ p, and π be a smooth R-
representation of G. Then there exists a semisimple character in C pVq contained in π.

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 π is an irreducible R-representation of G.

We consider semisimple characters for strata ∆ “ rΛ, n, s, βs allowing s to be zero or positive,
see [55, Definition 5.4]. We define the following sets:

Mπ :“ tp∆, θq| ∆ “ rΛ, n, s, βs is a semisimple stratum, θ P C p∆q such that θ Ď πu, and

Nπ :“ tq P Q| D prΛ, n, s, βs, θq P Mπ : q “ s

epΛ{Fqu.

Then Theorem B.1 states that the set Nπ has a minimum equal to zero. For the proof we show the
following assertions.

Lemma B.2. The set Mπ is not empty.

Proof. The representation π is smooth and therefore contains a null-stratum rΛ, s, s, 0s for r large
enough. �

Proposition B.3 (cf. [60, Lemma 5.4], [48, Proposition 3.15]). Suppose p∆ “ rΛ, n, s, βs, θq is an

element of Mπ with s positive and θ̃ P C pΛ, s´ 1, βq is an extension of θ P C pΛ, s, βq and c P a´s.
Suppose further that rΛ1, n1, s1, βs is a semisimple stratum, θ1 P C pΛ1, s1 ´ 1, βq and b1 P b´s1 X b´s

such that

‚ s1

epΛ1{Fq ď s
epΛ{Fq
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‚ there is a tame corestriction sβ with respect to β (see [55, Definition 4.13]) such that

sβpcq ` b1´s Ď b1 ` b1´s1 .

Then there exists an elements c1 P a1
´s1 and θ1 P C pΛ1, s1 ´ 1, βq such that sβpc1q “ b1 and θ1ψc1 is

contained in π. The element c1 can be chosen to be zero if b1 “ 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: Mπ ‰ H (See Lemma B.2, cf. [53, Proposition 3.6].)
Part 2: Let z is the smallest element of 1

pp4Nq!q2Z such that there is an element q of Nπ such

that q ď z. Then z is the infimum of Nπ. (See the first paragraph of the proof of [53, Theorem 3.1].)
Part 3: The minimum of Nπ is 0. (See the part after the first paragraph of the proof of [53,

Theorem 3.1].) �

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 GLmpDq. We recall the groups Kt1pΛq, Kr2pΛq, t P N, for a stratum rΛ, n, s, βs from [53,
§3] and [60, §5.2]: Let t be a positive integer, and set

Kt1pΛq :“ 1 ` at t
2

u`1 X
˜

p
ź

i‰j
Ai,jq ‘ p

ź

i

pat X Ai,iqq
¸

Kt2pΛq :“ 1 ` at t`1
2

u X
˜

p
ź

i‰j
Ai,jq ‘ p

ź

i

pat X Ai,iqq
¸
.

We denote the intersection of Hpβ,Λq and Jpβ,Λq with KtipΛq by Htipβ,Λq and Jtipβ,Λq (i P t1, 2u).

Lemma B.4 (cf. [14, Theorem (3.4.1)], [60, Proposition 3.24]). Given a semisimple character θ P
C pΛ, s, βq, the bilinear form

κθ : pJs`1pβ,Λq{Hs`1pβ,Λqq ˆ pJs`1pβ,Λq{Hs`1pβ,Λqq Ñ Rˆ

defined via κθprg1sHs`1 , rg2sHs`1q “ θprg1, g2sq is non-degenerate. Here rg1, g2s denotes the commutator
of g1 with g2, rg1, g2s “ g1g2g

´1
1 g´1

2 .

Note at first that the groups Js`1pβ,Λq and Hs`1pβ,Λq are of the form

Js`1pβ,Λq “ 1 ` J
s`1pβ,Λq, and Hs`1pβ,Λq “ 1 ` H

s`1pβ,Λq
for oF-orders Hs`1pβ, Λq, J s`1pβ,Λq. Let L{F be a maximal unramified field extension in D. Recall
the map

aβ : A Ñ A, aβpxq :“ βx´ xβ.

Proof. Suppose x P J s`1pβ,Λq satisfies θpr1`x, 1`ysq “ 1 for all y P J s`1pβ,Λq. We claim that x is
an element of Hs`1pβ, Λq. Let θL P C pΛ,L , s, βq be an extension of θ. (ΛL is Λ seen as an oLrβs-lattice
sequence in V and θL is a semisimple character for AL :“ AutLpVq.) From [60, Lemma 3.23] we obtain

1 “ θpr1 ` x, 1 ` ysq “ θLpr1,`x, 1 ` ysq “ ψp1`xq´1βp1`xq´βp1 ` yq.
Thus aβpxq is an element of pJ s`1pβ,Λqq˚, see [53, before Lemma 3.4] for the ˚-operation. The
set pJ s`1pβ,Λqq˚ is a subset of pJ s`1pβ,ΛLqq˚ because

J
s`1pβ,ΛLq “ J

s`1pβ,Λq boF oL.

Thus aβpxq is an element of pJ s`1pβ,ΛLqq˚ and therefore

x P Hs`1pβ,ΛLq X EndDpVq “ Hs`1pβ,Λq
by the non-degeneracy of κθL , see [60, Proposition 3.24]. This finishes the proof. �
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Let ∆ “ rΛ, n, s, βs, θ and c be given as in Proposition B.3. We extend θ to Ht s
2

u`1pβ,Λq to an
element of C pΛ, t s

2
u, βq and still call this extension θ and we consider the character pξ,Hs1pβ,Λqq given

by ξ :“ θψc.

Lemma B.5. Let s be a positive integer. The form

κξ : J
s
1pβ,Λq{Hs1pβ,Λq ˆ Js1pβ,Λq{Hs1pβ,Λq Ñ Rˆ

prxsHs
1
, rysHs

1
q ÞÑ ξprx, ysq

is non-degenerate, and there is unique representation pµ, Js1pβ,Λqq containing pξ,Hs1pβ,Λqq
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 ∆ which gives an Iwahori decomposition pU´ XJs1qpMXJs1qpU` XJs1q
of Js1, see[53, Lemma 8.5]. Let j be an element of Js1 such that ξprj, j1sq “ 1, for all j1 P Js1pβ,Λq.
It is enough to show that j is an element of H1pβ,Λq. The commutator subgroup of Jt s

2
u`1pβ,Λq

is contained in Hs`1pβ,Λq, see [60, Lemma 3.23] for Jt s
2

u`1pβ,ΛLq in AL and restrict to A, and the
restriction of ξ to Hs`1pβ,Λq coincides with θ. By Lemma B.4 it is enough to prove

(B.6) θprj, j1sq “ 1

for all j1 P Jt s
2

u`1pβ,Λq. Assertion (B.6) is true for j1 P pJt s
2

u`1 X U˘q by assumption, because those
intersections are subsets of Js1pβ,Λq. By the Iwahori decomposition for Jt s

2
u`1pβ,Λq we are left to

prove (B.6) for the case j1 P Jt s
2

u`1 X M. We use the factorization

j “ j´jMj`, j´ P pU´ X Js1q, jM P pM X Js1q, j` P pU` X Js1q.
We have

θprj, j1sq “ θprj´, j
1sqθprjM, j1sqθprj`, j

1sq, j1 P Jt s
2

u`1 X M,

and the first and the last factor are 1, because θ is trivial on Hs`1 X U˘. Further jM is an element
of Hs X M by Lemma B.4, because (B.6) holds for all j1 P Js X M. Therefore jM is an element
of Ht s

2
u`1 X M and thus θprjM, j1sq “ 1 for all j1 P Jt s

2
u`1 X M. This finishes the proof. �

Lemma B.7 (cf. [14, Proposition (8.1.7)], [60, Lemma 5.8]). Granted that s is a positive integer.
Let pρ,Uq be an irreducible representation and U be a subgroup of Ks2pΛq. Suppose that ρ|UXHs

1pβ,Λq
contains ξ|UXHs

1pβ,Λq. Then ρ is a subrepresentation of π|U.

Proof. By the second part of the proof of [14, Proposition (8.1.7)] we only need to prove that ind
Ks

2

Hs
1
ξ

is a multiple of a unique irreducible representation. By Lemma B.5 the representation on Js1pβ,Λq
induced by pξ,Hs1pβ,Λqq is a multiple of a unique irreducible representation pµ, Js1pβ,Λqq. We only need
to show that µ induces irreducibly to Ks2pβ,Λq, i.e. that the intertwining of µ in Ks2pβ,Λq is contained
in J1pβ,Λq, noting that Js1pβ,Λq and Js2pβ,Λq coincide because s is smaller than ´k0pβ,Λq, k0pβ,Λq
being the critical exponent of β with respect to Λ. An element k of Ks2pβ,Λq which intertwines µ
also intertwines θ|Hs`1pβ,Λq and therefore θL|Hs`1pβ,ΛLq for an extension θL P C pΛL, s, βq, by the
intertwining formulas in [55, Proposition 5.15], and it is an element of Ks2pβ,ΛLq. Thus by the proof
of [60, Proposition 5.8] the element k lies in J1pβ,ΛLq and therefore in J1pβ,Λq. This finishes the
proof. �

Proof of Proposition B.3. The proof is similar to the proof of [53, Proposition 3.11] with the following
modifications (see also: [48, Proposition 3.15])

‚ The character θL is just an extension of θ. (Note that we have no Glauberman correspondence
anymore.)

‚ We don’t work in AF “ EndFpVq. We work directly in A “ EndDpVq, see [48] after
Lemma 3.16. Note that there is no averaging function as in [53, §2.8] and we use the simple
case [48, Paragraph after proof of Lemma 3.16] and [48, Lemma 3.17] to obtain the elements c1

and x of Step 3 and 4 in [53, Proposition 3.11].
‚ There is no Cayley map. We conjugate in Step 4 with 1 ` x 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 “ GLDpVq and R an algebraically closed field of charac-
teristic ℓ ‰ p. We consider a semisimple character θ P C pβ,Λq and the parabolic subgroup P “ MN

as in §5. By Lemma B.4 there exists a unique (up to equivalence) irreducible R-representation η

of J1 containing θ, which we call the Heisenberg representation of θ. The first statement is about the
intertwining of η.

Proposition B.8. For g P G, the intertwining of η is given by

HomRrJ1XpJ1qgspη, ηgq »
#
R if g P J1GϕpβqJ

1;

0 otherwise.

Proof. Let θL P C pΛ, β bF 1q be an extension of θ, a semisimple character for G b L, and ηL its
Heisenberg R-representation. The restriction of ηL to J1 is a direct sum of copies of η. Now the proof
is similar to [53, Proposition 4.3]. �

We also need Heisenberg representations for pairs of lattice sequences. Note that we have fixed a
semisimple stratum ∆ “ rΛ, n, 0, βs with E “ Frβs a product of fields in EndDpVq and Λ an oE-oD-
lattice sequence in V, with hereditary order a “ apΛq.
Proposition B.9 (cf. [14, Proposition (5.1.14)]). Let Λ1 be an oE-oD-lattice sequence in V such
that its hereditary order a1 is contained in a. Let θ1 be the transfer of θ to Λ1 with Heisenberg R-
representation pη1, J1Λ1 q. We denote by J1Λ1,Λ the group P1pΛ1

βqJ1Λ. (Note: P1pΛ1
βq is the intersection

of P1pΛ1q with GE.) Then:

(i) There is a unique (up to equivalence) extension pηΛ1,Λ, J
1
Λ1,Λq of η, such that ηΛ1,Λ and η1

induce isomorphic representations on P1pΛ1q.
(ii) The induced representation ind

P1pΛ1q
J1
Λ1,Λ

pηΛ1,Λq is irreducible.

(iii) The G-intertwining set of ηΛ1,Λ is given by the set J1Λ1,ΛGβJ
1
Λ1,Λ.

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) pP1pΛ1q : J1Λ1 qdimpη1q “ pP1pΛ1q : J1Λ1,Λqdimpηq,
see [14, (5.1.17)]. Assertion (iii) follows as in [14, Proposition (5.1.19)] if we can establish

(B.11) pP1pΛ1qxP1pΛ1qq X Gβ “ P1pΛ1
βqxP1pΛ1

βq,

for all x P Gβ . (Note that we have G “ rG here.) We now prove (B.10) and (B.11).
For (B.10): We need to show the exactness of the sequence

(B.12) 0 Ñ b1pΓq Ñ J 1pβ,Γq Ñ pHpβ,Λqq˚ Ñ b0pΓq Ñ 0

in A “ EndD V for Γ “ Λ, Λ1 to then follow the proof of [14, Proposition (5.1.2)]. We just establish the
exactness for Γ “ Λ. By [60, Lemma 3.17] the exactness of (B.12) is known if D “ F, in particular the
corresponding sequence in EndL V “ A bF 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 AbFL. Taking the GalpL{Fq-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 oL over oF. Taking the GalpL{Fq-fixed points on both
sides we obtain the result by [59, Lemma 2.1]. �

Let pηP, J1P “ pH1pJ1 X Pqqq be the natural representation of η on the set of pJ1 X Nq-fixed points
of η.

Proposition B.13 (cf. [53, Proposition 8.6]). The R-representation ηP is irreducible, and indJ
1

J1
P
ηP »

η.
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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 ηM b 1J1XN induces on J1 a semisimple representation of the same
rank as η which contains η. Therefore we only need to prove that ηP and ηM b 1J1XN coincide. This
follows, because the restriction of η to J1P contains all the representations ηM b φ, where φ passes
through all characters of pJ1 X Nq{pH1 X Nq. Therefore ηM b 1J1XN occurs with multiplicity one in η
and is equal to ηP. �

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 ă on the set of idempotents of A “ EndDpVq. 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 JPpβ,Λq, J
st,M
P pβ,Λq 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 “ peMj qjPSM of pairwise orthogonal
non-zero idempotents in A which sum up to 1 and such that

‚ S “ t1, 2, 3, . . . , lu and eMj ă eMk for j ă k.

‚ M “ tg P G | geMj “ eMj g for all j P SMu

Definition C.1. A semisimple stratum ∆ “ rΛ, n, 0, βs in A is called (exactly) adapted to M if eM

is (exactly) properly subordinate to ∆, 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

t˘1,˘2,˘3, . . . ,˘lu Ď S Ď t0,˘1,˘2,˘3, . . . ,˘lu
for some non-negative integer l. (Note that for l “ 0 we obtain S “ t0u.) A family pejqjPS is called
an (h-) self-dual partition if σhpejq “ e´j for all j P S. We call a self-dual partition pejqjPS admissible
for h if either 0 R S or h|e0V is not an isotropic orthogonal form over F “ D of type p1, 1q, i.e. it
doesn’t define Op1, 1qpFq,
Lemma C.3. There exists exactly one admissible partition for h such that

(C.4) M “ tg P G | @jPS : gej “ ejgu
and e1 ă e2 ă . . . ă el and e´j ă ej for all j ą 0. .

The order condition on pejqjPS is equivalent to

ej “ maxtei | i P t˘1,˘2,˘3, . . . ,˘juu, j P S, j ą 0.

The partition in the lemma will be denoted by eM “ peMj qjPSM

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 “ pejqjPS and f “ pfkqkPK satisfying the assertions of the lemma. We are going
to prove e “ f . Because, for k P K, fk commutes with all elements of M we have fk “ ΣjPSejfkej .
In particular fk commutes with all ej. We consider the set

Mpe, fq :“ tpj, kq P S ˆK | ejfk ‰ 0u.
We claim that for every index j P S there is exactly one index k P K such that pj, kq P MpS,Kq.

At first we consider j ‰ 0. The element ejfk is an idempotent commuting with all elements of the
simple algebra EndDpejVq and therefore ejfk is equal to ej 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 “ t0u,
i.e. e0 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 f1. If K has at least four elements then G contains an element g which satisfies f2gf1 ‰ 0. A
contradiction. Therefore we obtain dimD f1V ě 2 or |K| “ 3 by admissibility of e. In the first case
we obtain a unipotent element which does not commute with f1 and in the second an element which
swaps f1 with f´1. A contradiction. Therefore |K| “ 1. This proves the claim and by symmetry we
finish the proof of the lemma. �

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

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

.

C.2. Construction of the group JP. Let ∆ 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 SM, i.e.

P “ tg P G | eMk ge
M
j “ 0 for all j ă k, j, k P SMu,

with opposite unipotent radical N̄. Then J “ Jpβ,Λq has an Iwahori decomposition with respect
to N̄MN, see [53, Lemma 8.4], i.e.

J “ pJ X N̄qpJ X MqpJ X Nq.
We need a finer version:

Lemma C.6. The group PpΛβq has an Iwahori decomposition with respect to N̄MN, i.e.

PpΛβq “ pPpΛβq X N̄qpPpΛβq X MqpPpΛβq X Nq
Proof. At first for h “ 0: An element g of PpΛβq has an Iwahori decomposition g “ jN̄jMjN in J.
Since g commutes with β the elements jN̄, jM, jN commute with β too. For h ‰ 0 we also consider the

ambient general linear group rG. At first we note that the centralizers satisfy Gβ “ rGβ X G and by

the first part of the proof we obtain: PpΛβq is contained in prPpΛβq X ÑqΣprPpΛβq X rMqΣprPpΛβq X ÑqΣ,
where ÑMÑ is the Iwahori decomposition in rG defined by eM. Further the first and the third factor

are contained in rP1pΛβq, respectively, because eM is properly subordinate to ∆, i.e. in the orthogonal

case no elements of reduced norm ´1 occur in rP1pΛβq X Ñ and rP1pΛβq X Ñ. Let g be an element
of PpΛβq with Iwahori decomposition g “ gNgMgN then

NrdA{Fpgq ”1`pF
NrdA{FpgMq

and therefore gM is an element of rPpΛβq X rM X G “ PpΛβq X M. �

We now want to define subgroups of Jpβ,Λq which are adapted to NMN. We have two choices
because we have two poly-simplicial structures on the buidling of Gβ.

Definition C.7. On the building of Gβ , 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 Λ in the building of Gβ 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) Jpβ,Λq “ PpΛβqJ1pβ,Λq and
(ii) Jstpβ,Λq :“ PstpΛβqJ1pβ,Λq

where PstpΛβq is the point-wise stabilizer of the facet of Λβ with respect to the strong poly-simplicial
structure on the building BpGβq of Gβ. We are going to omit the argument pβ,Λq and write J and Jst

instead if there is no reason for confusion. We need a fine enough sufficient condition for the groups J
and Jst to coincide, i.e. for PpΛβq “ PstpΛβq. Let Mp∆q be the Levi subgroup defined by ∆ and let
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us suppose that h|VI0 does not define the group Op1, 1qpFq, VI0 being the sum of all Vi, i P I0. We
have

Mp∆q – M0 ˆ
ź

iPI`

GLDpViq

where M0 is the set of F-rational points of the algebraic connected component of Uph|VI0 q. We
have PstpΛβq “ PpΛβq if Λβi

is not a weak point of BpGβi
q for all i P I0. So we obtain the following:

Proposition C.8. Suppose Λβi
is a strong point in BpGβi

q for all i P I0. Then J “ Jst.

C.2.2. The general case. In this paragraph we define and compare the more general groups JPpβ,Λq
and J

st,M
P pβ,Λq. We need a Lemma for preparation.

Lemma C.9. (i) J X P “ pM X PpΛβqqpJ1pβ,Λq X Pq.
(ii) Jst X P “ pM X PstpΛβqqpJ1pβ,Λq X Pq.

Proof. We prove the first assertion. The proof of the other one is similar. An element g P J X P has
the form g “ gβgJ1 , gβ P PpΛβq, gJ1 P J1. We use the Iwahori decompositions:

gβ “ gβ,´gβ,0gβ,`, gJ1 “ g´g0g`,

using Lemma C.6. Note that gβ,` is an element of PpΛβqXN which is a subset of J1XP. We therefore
can assume without loss of generality that gβ,` is trivial. We obtain

g “ gβ,´pgβ,0g´g
´1
β,0qgβ,0g0g`.

And therefore by the uniqueness of Iwahori decomposition, using that g is an element of P we obtain
that gβ,´pgβ,0g0g´1

β,0q is trivial and therefore g “ gβ,0g0g`, showing the assertion. �

We now define:

(i) JBKP pβ,Λq “ H1pβ,ΛqpJpβ,Λq X Pq “ pH1pβ,Λq X N̄qpM X PpΛβqqpJ1pβ,Λq X Pq;
(ii) JPpβ,Λq “ H1pβ,ΛqpJstpβ,Λq X Pq “ pH1pβ,Λq X N̄qpM X PstpΛβqqpJ1pβ,Λq X Pq;
(iii) J

st,M
P pβ,Λq “ pH1pβ,Λq X N̄qpPstpΛM,βqqpJ1pβ,Λq X Pq.

We need a fine sufficient condition for JP and J
st,M
P to coincide. For that we need to analyze the

centralizer Mβ . We have two decompositions of V.

‚ one given by the idempotents eM “ peMj qjPS for M and
‚ one given by the idempotents 1 “ p1iqiPI

We get a possibly finer decomposition by the idempotents in

ej,i :“ eMj 1i, pj, iq P MpeM,1q
where the latter set is the set of pairs pj, iq such that eMj 1i is non-zero. We compute Mβ :

Mβ “ Gβ X
ź

pj,iqPMpeM,1q
AutDpepj,iqVq

»
ź

pj,iqPMpeM,1q,ją0

rGβpj,iq
ˆ

ź

p0,iqPMpeM,1q,jPI`

rGβp0,iq
ˆ

ź

p0,iqPMpeM,1q,iPI0
Gβp0,iq

Note that for M “ Mp∆q of G we get the decomposition of Gβ with respect to the associated splitting
of ∆. For the stabilizer of Λβ in M we get

PpΛM,βq »
ź

pj,iqPMpeM,1q,ją0

rPpΛβpj,iq
q ˆ

ź

p0,iqPMpeM,1q,jPI`

rPpΛβp0,iq
q ˆ

ź

p0,iqPMpeM,1q,iPI0
PpΛβp0,iq

q

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

PstpΛM,βq »
ź

pj,iqPMpeM,1q,ją0

rPpΛβpj,iq
q ˆ

ź

p0,iqPMpeM,1q,jPI`

rPpΛβp0,iq
q ˆ

ź

p0,iqPMpeM,1q,iPI0
PstpΛβp0,iq

q

Therefore we get
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Proposition C.10. The groups JBK
P and J

st,M
P coincide if Λβp0,iq

is a strong point in BpGβp0,iq
q for

all i P I0 such that p0, iq P MpeM,1q.
The main goal is the following proposition:

Proposition C.11. The group J
st,M
P pβ,Λq is a subgroup of Jstpβ,Λq and we have

J
st,M
P pβ,Λq Ď JPpβ,Λq Ď JBK

P pβ,Λq.
In particular, under the condition of Proposition C.10, the group JBK

P pβ,Λq is a subgroup of Jstpβ,Λq.
Before the proof we illustrate the main inside for the above statement:

Example C.12. We consider the group G “ SOp3, 3qpFq defined by the symmetric form h with Gram
matrix antidiagp1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1q, V “ F6. Let Λ be the strict lattice sequence given by the hereditary
order ¨

˝
o p p

o o p

p´1 o o

˛
‚

p2,2,2q

.

The stratum ∆ is the null-stratum of depth zero with lattice sequence Λ. The Levi M is given by the
idempotents.

e0 “ diagp1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1q, e1 “ diagp0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0q, e´1 “ diagp0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0q.
We observe:

‚ he0V defines SOp2, 2qpFq, and
‚ Λ0 “ e0Λ is a strong vertex in BpSOp2, 2qpFqq, but Λ is a weak point in BpGq.

And we obtain

PstpΛ0q “ PpΛ0q Ď G X

¨
˝

o p

1

p´1 o

˛
‚

p2,2,2q

which is contained in PstpΛq.
Proof of Proposition C.11. We have to show:

ź

p0,iqPMpeM,1q,iPI0
PstpΛβp0,iq

q Ď
ź

iPI0
PstpΛβi

q

Without loss of generality we can assume that ∆ is a null-stratum of depth zero with lattice sequence Λ,
in particular I “ I0 is a singleton. We put Λ0 “ e0Λ and we have to prove

PstpΛ0q Ď PstpΛq.
If Λ is a strong point in BpGq then PpΛq “ PstpΛq and the inclusion follows because PpΛq con-

tains PstpΛ0q. Suppose that Λ is a weak point in BpGq. Then prPpΛq X Uphqq{P1pΛq contains a direct

factor isomorphic to Op1, 1qpkDq. (PpΛq is a subgroup of G, so rPpΛq X Uphq could be bigger.) Let a

be the self-dual hereditary order defined by Λ. Then

a{a1 »

¨
˝ ź

kPK`

Mnk
pkDq

˛
‚ˆ

˜
ź

kPK0

Mnk
pkDq

¸

where K0 corresponds precisely to the blocks fixed by σh. We lift the primitive idempotents of the
right hand side to a: f “ pfkqkPK0YK`YK´ , such that idempotents of eM and f commute (Note
that ∆ is adapted to M). Assume that there is an element g P PpΛ0q which is not an element

of PstpΛq. Then prPpΛq X Uphqq{P1pΛq has a factor isomorphic to Op1, 1qpkDq, say at some k0 P K0,
such that the projection of g onto the k0th factor has determinant ´1. Thus fk0e0 “ fk0 and

the k0th Op1, 1qpkDq-factor occurs in prPpΛ0q XUph|e0Vqq{P1pΛ0q and still the projection of g onto this
factor has determinant ´1. Then g cannot be an element of PstpΛ0q. �
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