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DUAL OF THE GEOMETRIC LEMMA AND THE SECOND

ADJOINTNESS THEOREM FOR p-ADIC REDUCTIVE GROUPS

KEI YUEN CHAN

Abstract. Let P,Q be standard parabolic subgroups of a p-adic reductive group G.
We study the smooth dual of the filtration on a parabolically induced module arising
from the geometric lemma associated to the cosets P \G/Q. We prove that the dual fil-

tration coincides with the filtration associated to the cosets P \G/Q− via the Bernstein-
Casselman canonical pairing from the second adjointness of parabolic induction. This
result generalizes a result of Bezrukavnikov-Kazhdan on the explicit description in the
second adjointness. Along the way, we also study some group theoretic results.

1. Introduction

Let G be a connected reductive group over a non-Archimedean local field F . Let Alg(G)
be the category of smooth representations of G over C. The parabolic induction and
Jacquet functor form a pair of adjoint functors and are fundamental tools in the represen-
tation theory of reductive p-adic groups. The Bernstein geometric lemma describes how
to decompose the Jacquet functors of parabolically induced modules, an analog of Mackey
decomposition in finite groups.

It follows from definitions that the parabolic induction admits the Jacquet functor as the
natural left adjoint functor. Casselman (see [Ca93]) discovered the opposite Jacquet functor
is right adjoint to the parabolic induction for admissible representations. Generalizing to
all smooth representations is highly non-trivial and is first shown by Bernstein [Be92] using
his stabilization theorem. The later adjointness is usually referred to the second adjointness
theorem. The geometric viewpoint of the second adjointness is studied in [BK15].

This paper studies the interplay between the second adjointness and the geometric
lemma. To state results more precisely, we need more notations. Let P be a parabolic
subgroup of G with Levi decomposition MU (where M is the Levi subgroup of P and U is

the unipotent radical of P ). For a smooth representation σ of M , define IndGPσ to be the
normalized parabolic induction; and for a smooth representation π of G, define πU to be
the normalized Jacquet functor.

Let Q be another parabolic subgroup of G with the Levi decomposition NV , where N
is the Levi subgroup of Q while V is the unipotent subgroup of Q. The geometric lemma
describes a decomposition for

(IndGPσ)V

as N -representations. For a smooth representation π of G, we denote by π∨ the smooth
dual of π. By taking the exact contravariant dual smooth functor (as N -representations),

we then obtain one filtration on ((IndGPσ)V )
∨.

On the other hand, the second adjointness gives the natural isomorphism:

((IndGPσ)V )
∨ ∼= ((IndGPσ)

∨)V − ,

where V − is the unipotent radical of the parabolic subgroup opposite to Q. The work of
Bernstein and Casselman shows a more explicit non-degenerate N -equivariant pairing for
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(IndGPσ)V and ((IndGPσ)
∨)V − , which we shall refer to the Bernstein-Casselman canonical

pairing. There is a natural isomorphism between (IndGPσ)
∨ and IndGPσ

∨ and so one can

also obtain a filtration on the space ((IndGPσ)
∨)V − , using the orbits in P \G/Q−. Here Q−

is the parabolic subgroup opposite to Q. Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.1. The two filtrations above coincide via the Bernstein-Casselman canonical
pairing.

The statement seems to be natural, but we are not aware of a reference. The proof of
our approach involves some technicalities which may be of independent interest.

More precise definitions for the filtrations are given in Sections 6.1 and 6.3. We remark
that in order to match two filtrations, we need the compatibility of the Bruhat orderings
in Section 2.

We now describe how to show Theorem 1.1. The Bernstein-Casselman canonical pairing
for (IndGPσ)V and ((IndGPσ)

∨)V − is expressed in terms of the original pairing of IndGPσ
and its dual. One crucial ingredient is the so-called canonical lifting defined from the
stabilization theorem. Using the group-theoretic properties in Section 3, we show that the
canonical lift is well-behaved under the filtration arising from the geometry (Proposition
7.3).

We now give a motivation for Theorem 1.1. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G and let
P− be its opposite parabolic subgroup. Let P = MU be its Levi decomposition with M
to be the Levi subgroup and U to be the unipotent radical of P . Let σ be an irreducible
representation of M and let π be a quotient of IndGPσ. We have the following composition
of maps:

C∞
c (PP−, σ) →֒ IndGPσ ։ π,

where C∞
c (PP−, σ) is the subspace of functions in IndGPσ compactly supported in the open

subspace P \PP−. Taking the Jacquet functor on U−, it gives a map σ → πU− , accounting
for the adjoint map in the second adjointness. This map is explicitly studied before in the
work of Bezrukavnikov-Kazhdan [BK15] from geometric viewpoint. Theorem 1.1 recovers
such map (see Section 8.2) and so can be viewed as a refinement of the description of the
adjoint map. We are originally motivated from some questions of the study of derivatives
and related discussions are in Section 8.

We finally remark that it completely makes sense to ask similar questions in the setting
for affine Hecke algebras or graded Hecke algebras. Those settings are less technical and
can be mainly deduced from Section 2. We shall not go into the details. One may see
[BC15] for stating the second adjointness in those relevant settings.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews some properties of Weyl groups,
including the Bruhat ordering. Section 3 studies intersections of Bruhat cells. Section 4
reviews the Bernstein-Casselman pairing. Section 5 performs a support computation for a
canonical lift of an element in a parabolically induced module, which uses results in Section
3. Section 6 describes filtrations from the geometric lemma. Section 7 proves our main
result on matching filtrations in Theorem 7.7. Section 8 studies some consequences.

1.1. Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Xuhua He and Jianghua Lu
for discussions on Richardson varieties. The author would also like to thank Caihua Luo
for helpful discussions. This project is supported in part by the Research Grants Council
of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region, China (Project No: 17305223) and the
National Natural Science Foundation of China (Project No. 12322120).
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2. Some results on Weyl groups

2.1. Basic setup and notations. Let R be a root system and let Φ be a choice of simple
roots. Let W be the Weyl group associated to R. For a subset S ⊂ Φ, let W (S) be the
subgroup of W generated by the simple reflections associated to roots in S. For w ∈ W ,
the S-part, denoted by wS , of w is the unique element such that ww−1

S ∈ W (S). Let w0

be the longest element in W . In particular, we write w0,S for the S-part of w0. We let
θ(α) = −w0(α) for α ∈ R.

Let w ∈ FW with a reduced expression sr . . . s1. A subexpression of w is a sequence
{w0, w1, . . . , wr} of elements in FW with the conditions:

(i) w0 = Id;
(ii) wiw

−1
i−1 ∈ {Id, si} for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r.

By abuse of notations, we also say wr is a subexpression of w. Let ≤ be the Bruhat ordering
on W i.e. w′ ≤ w if w′ is a subexpression of w.

One basic result is the compatibility of the Bruhat ordering with S parts:

Lemma 2.1. [De77, Lemmas 3.5,3.6] Let w,w′ ∈ W . Let S ⊂ Φ. If w ≤ w′, then
wS ≤ w′

S .

2.2. Order reversing operation. For S, T ⊂ Φ, let WS,T be the set of minimal repre-
sentatives of the double cosets in W (S) \W/W (T ). We also have the following version of
Lemma 2.1:

Lemma 2.2. Let w,w′ ∈ W . Let u, u′ be the respective minimal representatives in
W (S)wW (T ) and W (S)w′W (T ). If w ≤ w′, then u ≤ u′.

Proof. Suppose w ≤ w′. Let v, v′ be the respective minimal representatives in wW (T ) and
w′W (T ). Then, by Lemma 2.1, v ≤ v′. Note that u, u′ are minimal representatives of the
double cosets in W (S)v and W (S)v′ respectively. Then, by the left version of Lemma 2.1,
we have u ≤ u′. �

We shall need the following lemma:

Lemma 2.3. Let T ⊂ Φ. Then w−1
0,TW (T )w0,T =W (θ(T )).

Proof. It is well-known that −w0(Φ) = Φ and so θ(T ) ⊂ Φ. Let x be the longest element
in W (T ). Then xw0,T = w0. Then

w−1
0,TW (T )w0,T = w−1

0,Tx
−1W (T )xw0,T = w−1

0 W (T )w0 =W (θ(T )).

�

We now define a map:

ΩS,T :WS,T →WS,θ(T )(2.1)

such that ΩS,T (u) is the minimal representative in the coset

W (S)uw0,TW (θ(T )).

We may simply write Ω for ΩS,T if it is clear from the context.

Proposition 2.4. (c.f. [Ri92, Lemma 3.6]) The map Ω is an order-reversing bijection.

Proof. We first show it is a bijection. Note that, by Lemma 2.3,

W (S)uW (T )w0,T =W (S)uw0,TW (θ(T )).

Thus Ω(u) = Ω(u′) if and only if u = u′, which shows that Ω is a bijection.
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We now show it is order-reversing. Let u, u′ ∈ WS,T with u ≤ u′. It is standard that:

uw0 ≥ u
′w0.(2.2)

Note that the θ(T )-part of uw0 (resp. u′w0) coincides with that of uw0,T (since uw0 can
be obtained from uw0,T by multiplying an element in W (T ) on the left). Thus, by Lemma
2.1 and (2.2), Ω(u) ≥ Ω(u′). �

3. Some results on Bruhat cells

3.1. Notations. We shall follow the notions of structure of linear algebraic groups in
[Bo91], which will be used in the rest of the article. Let G be a connected reductive group
defined over a non-Archimedean local field F . One may see [CGP15] for a modern account
on the subject. Let G = G(F ) be the group of F -rational points of G. Fix a maximal split
torus T in G. Let FR = R(G, T ) be the relative root system of G with respect to T ([Bo91,
8.17]). Let ZG(T ) be the subgroup of G centralizing T and let FW = NG(T )/ZG(T ) be
the relative Weyl group of G. Let Rnd be the subset of non-divisible roots in FR. We fix
a set Φ of simple roots in FR, which determines the set of positive roots, denoted R+. Let
R+
nd = R+ ∩Rnd. For S ⊂ Φ, let Rnd,S be the root sub-system of Rnd ∩ (ZS).
For each root α ∈ FR, we associate to a root subgroup Uα defined over F and write

Uα = Uα(F ) [Bo91, Proposition 21.9]. The group U is directly spanned by U(α) (α ∈ R+
nd)

taken in any order i.e.
∏

α∈R+

nd

U(α) → U

is an isomorphism (in any order taken) [Bo91, Proposition 21.9]. For α ∈ Rnd, let U(α) = Uα
if 2α /∈ R and let U(α) be the subgroup generated by Uα and U2α otherwise.

Let B be the minimal parabolic F -subgroup generated by ZG(T ) and Uα (α ∈ R) and
let B = B(F ). A standard parabolic subgroup of G is a subgroup generated by ZG(T )
and U(α) for α ∈ Rnd,S for some subset S ⊂ Φ ([Bo91, Section 21.11]). For a standard
parabolic subgroup P of G, we also write MP to be the Levi subgroup in P , write UP to be
the unipotent subgroup in P , and write U−

P to be the unipotent subgroup of the opposite
parabolic subgroup of P .

3.2. Bruhat cells. We keep using the above notations. For each w ∈ FW , we choose a
representative ẇ of w in NG(T ). Define

C(w) := BẇB,

which is independent of a choice of ẇ.
According to [Bo91, Theorem 21.26], the Zariski closure

C(w) =
⊔

w′≤w

C(w′),

which is also closed under the topology of an l-group.
Let B− be the opposite minimal parabolic subgroup of B. Let U be the unipotent radical

of B. Define

Uw,− = U ∩ ẇ−1U−ẇ, Uw,+ = U ∩ ẇ−1Uẇ.
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3.3. Open compact subgroups. It is well-known that G is a l-group i.e. Hausdorff
topological group such that the identity has a basis of neighborhoods which are open and
compact (see [Be92, Ch II, Section 2.1]). LetK0 be the hyperspecial open compact subgroup
in G. For an open compact subgroup K and α ∈ Rnd, let K(α) = K∩U(α) and K ′ = K∩T .
An open compact subgroup K of G is said to be in a good position if the natural map

K ′ ×
∏

α∈Rnd

K(α) → K

is a bijection, for any ordering on α’s.
In the context below, all chosen open compact subgroups are assumed to be in K0 and

are normal in K0. We can always choose such sufficiently small open compact subgroup
which is also in a good position (see Bruhat’s theorem [Be92, Page 41], also see[BD84]),
which we shall use several times. In particular, this also implies one can always find a
sufficiently small open compact subgroup K with respect to any parabolic subgroup P i.e.

K = (K ∩ UP ) · (K ∩MP ) · (K ∩ U
−
P ).

3.4. Intersection of Bruhat cells. The intersection BẇB ∩ Bẇ′B− typically refers to
the Richardson variety when the underlying field is over C. The study of the intersec-
tion appears in [De86], and some refinement is obtained in [Ri92]. We shall explain the
intersection in our content and we first explain some combinatorial ingredients.

Definition 3.1. Let w ∈ FW . A subexpression of w is said to be distinguished if for each
1 ≤ i ≤ r, wi ≤ wi−1si.

Note that for the distinguished condition, if it is a strict inequality, then wi−1 = wi.

Theorem 3.2. [De86] The set of distinguished subexpressions of w coincides with the set
of subexpressions.

Proposition 3.3. (c.f. [De86]) Let w,w′ ∈ FW . Then BẇB ∩Bẇ′B− 6= ∅ if and only if
w′ ≤ w.

Proof. Since [De86, Theorem 1.1] is stated for over C, we shall give some details following
his proof in our case. We make some simplifications and hence we do not have (and do not
need) a concrete description on the intersection.

We first prove the only if direction. Suppose BẇB ∩ Bẇ′B− 6= ∅. Write the reduced
expression for w as sr . . . s1. Then we have:

ṡr . . . ṡ1u ∈ Bẇ
′B−.

for some u ∈ U . Let z′i ∈ W be the unique element such that ṡi . . . ṡ1u ∈ Bż′iB
−. Now,

one begins with u and inductively applies ṡi on the left. Then

ṡi . . . ṡ1u ∈ ṡiBż
′
i−1B

−.

By using ṡiBż
′
i−1B

− ⊂ Bṡż′i−1B
− ∪Bż′i−1B

−, we have that z′i = siz
′
i−1 or z′i−1. Note that

u ∈ BżrB
− and so z′0 = Id. In other words, by the definition of the Bruhat ordering, z′r is

a subexpression of w. This proves the only if direction.
We now consider the if direction. Let z0 = Id, z1, . . . , zr be a sequence of elements in

FW representing the subexpression w′ of w. We now construct elements inductively in the
intersection:

Bṡq . . . ṡ1B ∩BżqB
−.

When q = r, we shall have the desired element in the intersection.



6 KEI YUEN CHAN

When q = 0, it is clear that B ∩BB− 6= ∅ and we can pick a particular element in the
intersection. Suppose we have constructed an element in

Bṡq . . . ṡ1B ∩BżqB
−.(3.3)

We now consider
Bṡq+1 . . . ṡ1B ∩Bżq+1B

−

and consider the following cases:

• Case 1: zq+1 6= zq i.e. zq+1 = sq+1zq. By multiplying an element in B on the left
in (3.3), we may assume the intersection Bṡq . . . ṡ1B ∩BżqB

− contains an element
in BżqB

− of the form:
żqb

′

for some b′ ∈ B−. Then ṡq+1żqb
′ ∈ Bżq+1B

− and is also in ṡq+1BżqB ⊂ Bṡq+1żqB
([Bo91, Proposition 21.22]), as desired.

• Case 2: zq+1 = zq. Let αq+1 be the simple root associated to the simple reflection

sq+1. Let v ∈ U(−αq+1) = ṡq+1U(αq+1)ṡ
−1
q+1 be the non-identity element. Note that

v ∈ ṡq+1Bṡ
−1
q+1 ⊂ B ∪ Bṡq+1B by [Bo91, Theorem 21.15]. Then v can be written

in the form
x′ṡq+1x

for some x ∈ Uαq+1
and x′ ∈ U . Thus,

x′ṡq+1xżqb
′,

where b′ ∈ B−. Then, we have:

ṡq+1xżqb
′ ∈ ṡq+1Bṡq . . . ṡ1B ⊂ Bṡq+1 . . . ṡ1B.

Hence, vżqb
′ ∈ Bṡq+1 . . . ṡ1B.

On the other hand, the distinguishedness above implies that z−1
q (αq) > 0, and

so ż−1
q vżq ∈ U

−
α ⊂ B−. Hence, the element vżqb

′ is also in Bżq+1B
− = BżqB

−.
This proves this case.

�

3.5. Consequences on other intersections. Let P,Q be standard parabolic subgroups
of G. Let S and T be the corresponding subset of Φ determining P and Q respectively.
Then

G =
⊔

w∈WS,T

PẇQ.

Indeed, we can also use WS,T to parametrize double cosets of P \G/Q−:

Lemma 3.4. We use the notations above. Let w,w′ ∈ WS,T . Then

PẇQ− = Pẇ′Q− ⇐⇒ w = w′.

Moreover,

G =
⊔

w∈WS,T

PẇQ−.

Proof. Let Q̄ = ẇ−1
0,T (Q

−)ẇ0,T . Since w−1
0,T sends all negative roots in the root subsystem

generated by T to positive roots, Q̄ is still a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Moreover,
the subset of Φ determining Q̄ is θ(T ). Then, we have:

PẇQ− = Pẇẇ0,T Q̄ẇ
−1
0,T = P v̇Q̄ẇ−1

0,T ,

where v = ΩS,T (w) (ΩS,T is defined in (2.1)). Then the two assertions follow from Propo-
sition 2.4. �
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Lemma 3.5. Let Q̄ = ẇ0Q
−ẇ−1

0 . Let w ∈WS,T . Let u = ΩS,T (w). Then

PẇQ =
⊔

x∈W (S),y∈W (T )

BẋẇẏB, P ẇQ− =
⊔

x∈W (S),y∈W (T )

BẋẇẏB−.

Proof. We only prove the second one and the first one is simpler. The second assertion
follows from:

PẇQ− = Pẇẇ0Q̄ẇ
−1
0

=
⊔

x∈W (S),y∈W (θ(T ))

BẋBẇẇ0BẏBẇ
−1
0

=
⊔

x∈W (S),y∈W (θ(T ))

BẋBẇẇ0ẏBẇ
−1
0

=
⊔

x∈W (S),y∈W (θ(T ))

Bẋẇẇ0ẏBẇ
−1
0

=
⊔

x∈W (S),y∈W (θ(T ))

Bẋẇẇ0ẏẇ
−1
0 B−

=
⊔

x∈W (S),z∈W (T )

BẋẇżB−,

where the third equality follows that for v ∈ FW and a simple reflection s,

Bv̇ṡB ⊂ Bv̇BṡB ⊂ Bv̇ṡB ∪Bv̇B

and subexpression of an element of W (θ(T )) is still in W (θ(T )), and the fourth equality is
similar. �

Corollary 3.6. We use the notations above. Let w,w′ ∈WS,T . Then,

PẇQ ∩ Pẇ′Q− 6= ∅,

if and only if w′ ≤ w.

Proof. We first prove the if direction. Suppose w ≤ w′. Then BẇB ∩ Bẇ′B− 6= ∅ by
Proposition 3.3 and so PẇQ ∩ Pẇ′Q− 6= ∅.

We now prove the only if direction. Suppose PẇQ ∩ Pẇ′Q− 6= ∅. Then, by BẋẇẏB ∩
Bẋ′ẇ′ẏ′B− 6= ∅ for some x, x′ ∈ W (S) and y, y′ ∈ W (T ). Hence, x′w′y′ ≤ xwy by
Proposition 3.3. By Lemma 2.2, we have w′ ≤ w. �

4. Bernstein-Casselman canonical pairing

4.1. Stable operator. For a vector space V with an operator ω ∈ End(V ), we say that ω
is stable if ω is invertible on im ω and

V = ker ω ⊕ im ω.

Proposition 4.1. Let V be a smooth representation of G and let ω ∈ End(V ) be stable. Let
V ∨ be a smooth dual of V . Define ω∨ to be an operator on V ∨ given by (ω∨.f)(v) = f(ω.v),
where f ∈ V ∨ and v ∈ V . Then ω′ is also stable.

Proof. Let X be the subspace of functions in V ∨ which vanishes on ker(ω). We claim that
im(ω′) = X .

Let f ∈ im(ω′). Then f = ω′.f̃ for some f̃ ∈ V ∨. For x ∈ ker(ω), f(x) = (ω′.f̃)(x) =
f(ω.x) = 0. Hence, f ∈ X . This proves im(ω′) ⊂ X .
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Let f ∈ X . For each x ∈ im(ω), we can write x = ω−1.x̃ for some x̃ ∈ im(ω). Then,

define f̃(x) = f(x̃) if x ∈ im(ω) and f̃(x) = 0 if x ∈ ker(ω). This then implies that

(ω∨.f̃)(x) = f(x) for all x. Since f is smooth, f̃ is also smooth and in V ∨. This shows
that X ⊂ im(ω′). �

4.2. Stabilization Theorem. For a representation π of G and an open compact subgroup
K of G, we define

πK(g).v =

∫

G

chKgK(h) · π(h)v dh =

∫

KgK

π(h)v dh,

where chKgK is the characteristic function of KgK, and dh is the normalized Haar measure
on G.

Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let M =MP , let U = UP and let Z(M)
be the center of M . An element a ∈ Z(M) is said to be strictly dominant for M if for
any two open compact subgroups H1, H2 in U , there exists an integer n ≥ 0 such that
anH1a

−n ⊂ H2. The existence of such element is shown in [BK98, Lemma 6.14] and allows
one to find an ’inverse’ of the projection πK → (πU )

KM as follows.

Theorem 4.2 (Jacquet’s lemma, Bernstein’s stablization theorem). [BD84, Be92] Let π
be a smooth representation of G. Let P be a parabolic subgroup, let M = MP and let
U = UP . Let K be an open compact subgroup of G admitting an Iwahori decomposition.
Let KM =M ∩K. Them

(1) [Re10, Proposition IV.6.1] For a strictly dominant element a for M , πK(ai) is
stable for large i. Let W = πK(ai)V K . Then the natural surjection above induces

a bijection from W to V KM

U .
(2) [Re10, Théoréme IV.6.1] The natural surjection πK → (πU )

KM has a natural in-
verse, as vector spaces.

(3) [Re10, Pages 261, 262] The projection sends ker π(ai) to zero.

4.3. Bernstein-Casselman canonical pairing. We now state a canonical pairing, which
is due to Casselman [Ca93] for admissible representations. The stablization theorem of
Bernstein above removes the admissibility condition.

Theorem 4.3 (Bernstein, Casselman). (see [Re10, Proposition VI 9.6]) Let π be a smooth
representation of G. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let M = MP , let
U = UP and let U− = U−

P . Then the followings hold:

(1) We have a functorial isomorphism (πU )
∨ ∼= (π∨)U− , as M -representations.

(2) Moreover, the isomorphism in (1) is given explicitly as follows. For x ∈ πU and
f ∈ (π∨)U− , let K be an open compact subgroup of G in a good position. By

choosing sufficiently small K, we may assume x ∈ πKM

U and f ∈ (π∨)KM

U− . Let x̃

and f̃ be the lifts of x ∈ πK and f ∈ (π∨)K via the isomorphism in Theorem 4.2.

Then the isomorphism is given by the pairing 〈x, f〉M := f̃(x̃), which is independent
of a choice of K.

(3) Let a be a strictly dominant element for M . Let i be a sufficiently large integer such
that πK(ai) and π∨

K(a−i) are stable. Let p : im πK(ai) → πU be the isomorphism
from the natural projection in Theorem 4.2. Similarly, we have an isomorphism

p∨ : im π∨
K(a−i)→ πU− Then, for any x̃ ∈ πK and f̃ ∈ (π∨)K ,

〈πK(ai)x̃, f̃〉 = 〈πU (a
i)p(x̃), p∨(f̃)〉M .



GEOMETRIC LEMMA 9

(4) Let x ∈ πU and let f ∈ (π∨)U− . Let x̃ be the canonical lift of x and let f ′ be any
lift of f in π∨. Then,

〈x, f〉M = 〈x̃, f ′〉.

Similarly, let x′ be any lift of x and let f̃ be the canonical lift of f in π∨. Then,

〈x, f〉M = 〈x′, f̃〉.

Definition 4.4. Let π be a smooth representation of G. Let P be a standard parabolic
subgroup of G. Let x ∈ πUP

. We shall say that an element x̃ in π is a lift of x if the image
of x̃ under the natural projection map π → πUP

is x.

Definition 4.5. [Ca93, Be92] Let π be a smooth representation of G with the underlying
space V . Let V ∨ be the underlying space of π∨. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup
of G. Let M =MP .

(1) Let x ∈ πUP
. Let K be an open compact subgroup of G in a good position such

that x ∈ πKM

UP
. The unique element x̃ ∈ πK(ai)V K such that x̃ mapped to x in

Theorem 4.2(3) is called the canonical lift of x. Note that the canonical lift is
independent of K by Theorem 4.3(2).

(2) Let y ∈ (π∨)U−

P
. Let K be an open compact subgroup of G in a good position

such that y ∈ (π∨)KM

U
−

P

. The unique element ỹ ∈ π∨
K(a−1)(V ∨)K mapped to y in

Theorem 4.2(3) is called the canonical lift of y.

5. Canonical lift on some parabolically induced modules

5.1. Parabolic induction. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let σ be a
smooth representation of MP , inflated to a P -representation. Define

IndGPσ := {f : G→ σ|f is smooth, f(pg) = p.f(g) for p ∈ P} .

We shall regard IndGPσ as a G-representation via the left translation i.e.

(g.f)(h) = f(hg)

for any g, h ∈ G.
For f ∈ IndGPσ, define

supp(f) = {x ∈ G : f(x) 6= 0} ,

called the support of f .

5.2. Support of a function under actions of a strictly dominant element. We shall
first show two lemmas on the group structure, continuing Section 3.

Lemma 5.1. Let K be an open compact subgroup of G in a good position and let Q be a
standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let M = MQ, U = UQ and U− = U−

Q . Let g ∈ G and

let m ∈M . Let a be a strictly dominant element for (G,M) and let i be a sufficiently large
integer such that ai(K ∩ U)a−i ⊂ K ∩ U ⊂ K. Then KaiK ⊂ QU−.

Proof. Since K is in a good position, we have the Iwahori decomposition of K:

KU ·KM ·KU− ,

where K∗ = ∗ ∩K for ∗ =M,U,U−. For a sufficiently large integer i, we have aiKUa
−i ⊂

KU .
Let g ∈ KaiK. Write g = k1a

ik2 for k1, k2 ∈ K. By the Iwahori decomposition, write
k2 = umu′ for u ∈ KU , m ∈ KM and u′ ∈ KU− . Then

g = k1a
ik2 = k1a

i(umu′) = k1(a
iua−i)aimu′ ∈ KQ−.
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which follows from aiua−i ∈ K and aimu′ ∈ Q−.
On the other hand, by the Iwahori decomposition again, K ⊂ KU ·KM ·KU− ⊂ QQ−.

Thus, we also have g ∈ QQ− = QU−. �

Lemma 5.2. We use the notations in Lemma 5.1. Let P be another standard parabolic
subgroup of G. Let S and T be the subsets of Φ determining P and Q respectively. Let
u,w ∈WS,T . Suppose gka−i ∈ PẇmK for some k ∈ K. If u 6≤ w, then

PgK ∩ P u̇Q− = ∅.

Proof. The hypothesis gives that g ∈ PẇmKaiK. Thus

PgK ⊂ PẇmKaiK

Now, by Lemma 5.1, we then have:

PgK ⊂ PẇQU−
Q .

On the other hand, since U−
Q ⊂ Q

−, we also have:

PẇQU−
Q ∩ P u̇Q

− 6= ∅ ⇐⇒ PẇQ ∩ P u̇Q− 6= ∅.

Now the lemma follows from Corollary 3.6. �

As seen in Theorem 4.3, computing the canonical pairing may involve computing the
action of πK(ai) for some strictly dominant a for some Levi subgroup. We shall need the
following related lemma later.

Proposition 5.3. Let K be an open compact subgroup of G in a good position. Let P,Q
be standard parabolic subgroups of G. Let S, T be the subsets of Φ determining P and Q
respectively. Let σ be a smooth representation of MP . Let w ∈ FW . Let

O−
w =

⊔

w′∈FW :w′≤w

Pẇ′Q−.

Let f be a function in IndGPσ such that supp(f) ⊂ PẇmK for some m ∈ MQ. For any
strictly dominant element a for MQ, πK(a−k)f has support in Ow.

Proof. Let f̃ = πK(a−i)f . Let g ∈ G such that f̃(g) 6= 0. By definition,

f̃(g) =

∫

Ka−iK

f(gh) dh

and so gka−i ∈ PẇK for some k ∈ K. By Lemma 5.2, g ∈ Pẇ′Q− for some w′ ≤ w. This
implies the proposition. �

6. Geometric lemma and its dual

6.1. Geometric lemma. We use the notations as in Section 3.1. Let P and Q be stan-
dard parabolic subgroups of G. Let S and T be the subsets of Φ determining P and Q
respectively. Then, according to [Bo91, Section 21.16], there is a one-to-one correspondence
between

W (S) \W/W (T )←→ P \G/Q.

Recall that WS,T is the set of minimal representatives in W (S) \W/W (T ). Let r = |W |.
We enumerate the elements u1, . . . , ur in WS,T such that i < j implies l(ui) ≤ l(uj). This,
in particular, gives that ui ≤ uj implies i ≤ j.

Let
Oi =

⊔

i′≥i

P u̇i′Q.
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Then, by [Bo91, Theorem 21.26], Oi is open in G (in Zariski topology) and so is open in G

as an l-group. Let Ii := Ii(Q, σ) be the subspace of IndGn

P σ with functions supported in
Oi. By [BZ76, Proposition 1.8], we have:

Ii/Ii−1
∼= C∞

c (P u̇iQ, σ),

where C∞
c (P u̇iQ, σ) is the space of smooth σ-valued functions on P u̇iQ satisfying f(pg) =

p.f(g) with the support to be compactly supported module P .
Let Ji := Ji(Q, σ) be the projection from Ii to πUQ

. This then induces a filtration on

(IndGPσ)UQ
:

0 ⊆ Jr ⊆ . . . ⊆ J1 = (IndGPσ)UQ
.

As shown in [BZ77], there is an isomorphism between

C∞
c (PẇQ, σ)UQ

∼= ind
MQ

Pw∩MQ
(σP∩ẇUQẇ−1)w,(6.4)

where Pw = ẇ−1Pẇ, given by:

f 7→

(
m 7→

∫

Uw

pr(f(ẇum)) du

)
,(6.5)

where m ∈MQ and pr is the projection from σ to σP∩ẇUQẇ−1 .

6.2. Dual filtration I: smooth duals. We keep using notations in Section 6.1. This then
induces a filtration on ((IndGPσ)UQ

)∨. More precisely, let J ∨
i := J ∨

i (Q, σ) be the subspace

of ((IndGPσ)UQ
)∨ precisely containing all functions from (IndGPσ)UQ

to C which vanish on

Ji+1(Q, σ). Then we have a filtration on ((IndGPσ)UQ
)∨ given by:

0 ⊆ J ∨
1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ J

∨
r = ((IndGPσ)UQ

)∨

6.3. Dual filtration II: Bernstein-Casselman pairings. We keep using notations in
Section 6.1. Let Q− be the opposite parabolic subgroup of Q and let Q̄ = ẇ−1

0,T (Q
−)ẇ0,T ,

which is a standard parabolic subgroup of G. We now construct a filtration for (IndGPσ
∨)U−

Q
,

as MQ-representations.
To do so, by Lemma 3.4,

G =
⊔

u∈WS,T

P u̇Q− =
⊔

u∈WS,T

P u̇ẇ0,T Q̄ẇ
−1
0,T .

We keep using the enumeration u1, . . . , ur of WS,T in Section 6.1.
Let

O−
i =

⊔

i′≤i

P u̇i′Q
− =

⊔

i′≤i

P v̇i′Q̄ẇ
−1
T ,

where vi′ = ΩS,T (ui′). Now, by Proposition 2.4, O−
i is open in G.

We now define a filtration for IndGPσ
∨. Let I−i := I−i (Q−, σ∨) be the space of functions

in IndGP (σ
∨) whose support lies in O−

i . Then we have a filtration on IndGPσ
∨ given by:

0 ⊂ I−1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ I
−
r = IndGP (σ

∨).

Let pr be the projection from IndGP (σ
∨) to (IndGPσ

∨)U−

Q̄

. Let J −
i := Ji(Q−, σ∨) be the

image of pr on I−i (σ
∨). This gives another filtration for (IndGPσ

∨)U−

Q̄

:

0 ⊆ J −
1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ J

−
r = (IndGPσ

∨)U−

Q̄

.
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7. Matching filtrations

Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let σ be a smooth representation of MP .
Define a pairing 〈, 〉σ : σ × σ∨ → C given by:

〈x, f〉σ = f(x)

for x ∈ σ and f ∈ σ∨.
There is a natural isomorphism [BZ76]:

(IndGPσ)
∨ ∼= IndGP (σ

∨)

determined by the non-degenerate pairing on IndGPσ × IndGP (σ
∨) given by:

〈f, f ′〉 =

∫

P\G

〈f(g), f ′(g)〉σ dg,

where dg is the normalized Haar measure on P \G.
On the other hand, via Theorem 4.3(1), we have:

((IndGPσ)UQ
)∨ ∼= ((IndGPσ)

∨)U−

Q
.

Combining two isomorphisms, we have:

((IndGPσ)UQ
)∨ ∼= (IndGP (σ

∨))U−

Q

Hence, we have a non-degenerateMQ-equivariant pairing 〈, 〉MQ
: (IndGPσ)UQ

×(IndGPσ
∨)U−

Q

given by:

〈f, f ′〉MQ
= 〈f̃ , f̃ ′〉,

where f̃ is a lift of f and f̃ ′ is the canonical lift of f ′.
The goal of this section is to show that the filtrations in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 coincide.

7.1. Canonical lift under a filtration. Let π = IndGP (σ
∨). We first construct a canonical

lift of an element in πU−

Q
. Let f ∈ IndGP (σ

∨). Fix an open compact subgroup K of G in a

good position such that f ∈ (IndGPσ)
K . Let pr be the natural projection from IndGP (σ

∨) to

(IndGPσ
∨)U−

Q
.

Let a be a strictly dominant element for MP . Let k be a sufficiently large integer such
that the action of ak on IndGPσ is stable and so the action of a−k on (IndGPσ)

∨ is also stable
(see Proposition 4.1).

Now one defines the filtrations Ii = Ii(Q, σ),Ji = Ji(Q, σ), I
−
i = I−i (Q

−, σ∨),J −
i =

J−
i (Q−, σ∨),J ∨

i = J ∨
i (Q, σ) as in Section 6.

Lemma 7.1. Let f ∈ I−i . Then there exists f̃ ∈ J −
i such that pr(f̃) = f .

Proof. This follows from the definition of I−i and J −
i . �

We shall need the following useful formula:

Lemma 7.2. [Be87, Proposition 5.2] ((π∨)U−

Q
)(a−k) ◦ pr = pr ◦ π∨

K(a−k).

Proof. By the Iwahori decomposition of K,

K = (U−
Q ∩K) · (MQ ∩K) · (UQ ∩K).

Note that ak(UQ∩K)a−k ⊂ K by the strict dominance of a. We also ahve ak(MQ∩K)a−k ⊂
K and so:

π∨
K(a−k) = eU−

Q
∩K ◦ π

∨(a−k) ◦ eK ,
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where eK′(f)(g) =
∫
h∈K′ f(gh) dh for K ′ = U−

Q ∩K or MP ∩K. (Here dh is the normalized

Haar measure.) We also remark that π∨(a−k) is simply the group action of a−1 on π∨.
Since eU−

Q
∩K coincides with taking the U−

Q ∩K-coinvariants and pr coincides with taking

U−
Q -coinvaraints, we have that pr◦eU−

Q
∩K = pr. Now the lemma follows by the commutation

between pr and π(a−k). �

Proposition 7.3. Let f ∈ J −
i . Then the canonical lift of f is in I−i .

Proof. Let f ′ = ak.f . By Lemma 7.1, there exists f̃ ′ ∈ J −
i such that pr(f̃ ′) = f ′. By

Lemma 7.2, f = pr(πK(a−k)f̃ ′). Thus πK(a−k)f̃ ′ is the canonical lift of f by Proposition

4.1 and the definition. Thus, it remains to see that πK(a−k)f̃ ′ is in I−i , but this follows
from Proposition 5.3. �

7.2. Constructing a lift for Ji+1.

Lemma 7.4. Let f ∈ Ji. There exists a lift of f lying in Ii.

Proof. This again follows from definitions. �

Lemma 7.5. Let f̃ ∈ Ii such that supp(f̃) ⊂ PgK for some g ∈ Q and some open compact

subgroup K. Then supp(u−1.f̃) ⊂ PgKu−1.

Proof. This also follows from definitions. �

We now have the following key technical lemma for constructing a lift of an element in
Ii.

Lemma 7.6. Let f ∈ Ji. There exists f̃ ∈ Ii and an open compact subgroup K of G such

that pr(f̃) = f and

supp(f̃) ⊂
⊔

i′≥i

Pẇi′MQK

and

O−
i ∩ supp(f̃) = ∅.

Proof. Let f̃ be a lift of f in Ii by Lemma 7.4 and so supp(f̃) ⊂ Oi+1.

For each g ∈ supp(f̃) ⊂ Oi+1, let K ′
g be an open compact subgroup of G such that

f̃ |gK′

g

is a constant function and gK ′
g ∩ O

−
i = ∅ (and so PgK ′

g ∩ O
−
i = ∅). The last property is

guaranteed by the Hausdorffness property of G.
Write g = pwjq for some p ∈ P , j ≤ i and q ∈ Q. Write q = mu for m ∈ MQ and

u ∈ UQ. We can also choose an open compact subgroup of the form uK ′′
g u

−1 such that

PgK ′′
g u

−1 = Pẇjm(uK ′′
g u

−1) ∩ O−
i = ∅.(7.6)

Let Kg = K ′′
g ∩K

′
g.

Now by using the compactness of P \ G, we have finitely many g1, . . . , gr such that

g1Kg1 , . . . , grKgr cover supp(f̃). We can now let K = Kg1 ∩ . . . ∩Kgr . Then we partition
supp(f) by

Pg1k1,1K, g1k1,2K, . . . , g1k1,sxK, g2k2,1K, g2k2,2K, . . . , g2k2,s2K, . . .

for each kx,y ∈ Kgx such that all those cosets are disjoint.
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Thus, we have

f̃ =
r∑

x=1

sx∑

y=1

cx,y,

where cx,y is a function uniquely determined by the support exactly equal to Pgxkx,yK.
Now by the definition of the Jacquet functor, we can replace each function cx,y by

u−1
x .cx,y, where ux is the element that gx = pwjmux for p ∈ P , m ∈MQ and ux ∈ UQ.
Let such function by f̄ . Then f̄ is also a lift of f . It remains to see

supp(u−1
x .cx,y) ∩ O

−
i = ∅.

To this end, from Lemma 7.5,

supp(u−1
x cx,y) = Pgx(kx,yK)u−1

x

and so

supp(u−1
x cx,y) ⊂ Pgxkx,yKu

−1
x ⊂ PgxKgxu

−1
x .

Hence, by (7.6),

supp(u−1
x cx,y) ∩ O

−
i = ∅

as desired. �

7.3. Coincidence of filtrations.

Theorem 7.7. Let P,Q be standard parabolic subgroups of G. Let σ be a smooth repre-
sentation of MP . We write I∨i (Q, σ) for the filtration on ((IndGPσ)UQ

)∨ as in Section 6.1

with a fixed ordering on WS,T . Write I−i (Q−, σ∨) for the filtration on (IndGPσ
∨)U−

Q
as in

Section 6.3. Then the two filtrations coincide via the Bernstein-Casselman isomorphism in
Theorem 4.3(1).

The proof of Theorem 7.7 is divided into two steps:

(1) We first show that 〈, 〉MQ
is identically zero on Ji+1 × J

−
i .

(2) We next show the non-degeneracy of 〈, 〉MQ
when restricted to (Ji/Ji+1)× J

−
i .

We first prove Step 1.

Lemma 7.8. For f ′ ∈ J−
i+1 and f̃ ∈ Ii, there exists a lift f̃ ′ of f ′ such that 〈f̃ , f̃ ′〉 = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 7.6, we can find a lift f̃ of f such that supp(f̃)∩ supp(f̃ ′) = ∅. Now, we
have

〈f̃ , f̃ ′〉 =

∫

P\G

〈f̃(g), f̃ ′(g)〉σdg

= 0

where dg is a Haar measure on P \ G, the first equality follows from Theorem 4.3(4), the
second equality follows from the definition of the pairing [BZ76] and the third equality
follows from the disjointness of support. �

Lemma 7.9. Let f ∈ Ji+1(Q, σ) and let f ′ ∈ J −
i (Q, σ∨). Then 〈f, f ′〉MQ

= 0.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 4.3(4), Proposition 7.3 and Lemma 7.8. �

We now prove Step 2.

Lemma 7.10. Let f̃ ′ ∈ J −
i , which does not lie in J −

i−1. Then there exists f̃ ∈ Ji such

that 〈f̃ , f̃ ′〉 6= 0.
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Proof. Since f̃ ′ ∈ J −
i − J

−
i−1, we have f̃ ′(ẇjq) 6= 0 for some q ∈ Q. We find a sufficiently

small open compact subgroup K ′ such that f̃ is constant in ẇjqK
′.

Now we let y = f̃(ẇjq) and let x be an element in σ∨ such that 〈x, y〉σ = 1. Let f̃ be

the function in IndGPσ with supp(f̃) = PẇjqK
′ and f(ẇjqK

′) = x. Then

〈f̃ , f̃ ′〉 = vol(P \ PẇjqK
′) 6= 0.

�

Proof of Theorem 7.7. By Lemma 7.8, I−i ⊂ I
∨
i . We now prove another inclusion. Let

f ′ ∈ I∨i . If f ′ 6∈ I−i , then f ′ ∈ I−j for some j > i and does not lie in I−i . Let f̃ ′ be the

canonical lift of f ′. By Proposition 7.3, f̃ ′ ∈ J −
j . Since f̃ ′ does not lie in I−i , its canonical

lift also does not lie in J−
i . By Lemma 7.10, there exists f̃ ∈ Jk for j ≥ k > i such that

〈f̃ , f̃ ′〉 6= 0. Thus, 〈f, f ′〉MQ
= 〈f̃ , f̃ ′〉 6= 0, where f is the projection of f̃ from IndGPσ onto

(IndGPσ)UQ
. By definition, f is also in Ik ⊂ Ii. This contradicts that f ′ ∈ I∨i . Hence,

f ′ ∈ I−i as desired. �

Remark 7.11. Let p be the residual characteristics of F . Let R be a noetherian Z[ 1
p
]-ring.

A recent paper of Dat-Helm-Kurinczuk-Moss [DHKM23] establishes the second adjointness
theorem for the category of smooth R-representations. Indeed, they also established the
stabilization theorem in [DHKM23, Corollary 4.9]. One may expect that such analogue can
also be generalized to such category.

8. Applications

8.1. Quotients of induced representations.

Corollary 8.1. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let σ be a smooth represen-
tation of MP . Let π be a non-zero quotient of IndGPσ. Let λ = C∞

c (PQ−, σ) be the subspace

of IndGPσ containing all functions supported in PQ−. Then

(1) the natural composition λU−

Q
→֒ (IndGPσ)U−

Q
։ πU−

Q
is non-zero;

(2) if P = Q, then the map in (a) takes the form:

σ →֒ (IndGPσ)U−

Q
։ πU−

Q
.

Proof. We first prove (1). By taking the dual on the surjection IndGPσ ։ π, we have an
embedding:

π∨ →֒ IndGPσ
∨

Taking the Jacquet functor gives:

(π∨)UQ
→֒ (IndGPσ

∨)UQ
։ C∞

c (PQ, σ∨)UQ
(8.7)

which is non-zero. (The last module does not necessarily give a MQ-representation, but
makes sense as a space.)

Since the map in Theorem 4.3(1) is functorial, the first injection in (8.7) takes the
following form under the isomorphism of Theorem 4.3(1):

(πU−

Q
)∨ →֒ ((IndGPσ)U−

Q
)∨

and is obtained by first taking the Jacquet functor with respect to Q− on the projection
IndGPσand then taking the smooth dual.
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By Theorem 7.7, the second map coincides with the embedding λU−

Q
→֒ (IndGPσ)U−

Q
.

Thus (8.7) is obtained by taking the smooth dual on λU−

Q
→֒ (IndGPσ)U−

Q
։ πU−

Q
. Then we

must have the non-zero composition in the first assertion.
We now prove (2). Note that C∞

c (PP−, σ) is naturally isomorphic to the space of smooth
functions from U−

P to σ. Taking the Jacquet functor by U−
P is isomorphic to σ. One checks

the MP -action is isomorphic to σ. �

8.2. The adjoint map.

Lemma 8.2. Let π1, π2 be smooth representations of G. Let f : π1 → π∨
2 . Let f ′ : π2 → π∨

1

be the map given by f ′(x)(y) = f(y)(x) for x ∈ π2 and y ∈ π1. Let f∨ : (π∨
2 )

∨ → π∨
1 given

by f∨(h)(y) = h(f(y)) for h ∈ (π∨
2 )

∨ and y ∈ π1. Let ι : π2 → (π∨
2 )

∨ be the embedding
given by: for x ∈ π2 and f ∈ π∨

2 , ι(x)(f) = f(x). Then f ′ = f∨ ◦ ι.

The above lemma is straightforward and we omit the details.

Lemma 8.3. Let σ be a smooth representation of MP . Let f ∈ HomG(π, Ind
G
Pσ). Via

Frobenius reciprocity, the corresponding map in HomMP
(πUP

, σ) is given by the composition:

πUP

f̃
→ (IndGPσ)UP

։ C∞
c (P, σ) ∼= σ,

where f̃ is descended from f .

Proof. Recall that the adjoint map F of f is given by

F (x) = f(x)(1),

where 1 is the identity element in G [BZ76]. Note that the projection IndGPσ to C∞
c (P, σ)

coincides with the evaluation map of a function of IndGPσ at the identity. Thus the two
maps coincide. �

We now recall the relation between the second adjointness theorem and the Bernstein-
Casselman pairing. Let π be a smooth representation of G and let σ be a smooth repre-
sentation of MP . It follows from [Be92, Page 63] that

HomG(Ind
G
Pσ, π

∨) ∼= HomG(π, (Ind
G
Pσ)

∨)

∼= HomG(π, Ind
G
P (σ

∨))

∼= HomG(πUP
, σ∨)

∼= HomG(σ, (πUP
)∨)

∼= HomG(σ, (π
∨)U−

P
),

where the first ismorphism follows by taking dual maps, the second isomorphism follows
from [BZ76], the third isomorphism follows from Frobenius reciprocity, the fourth isomor-
phism follows from taking dual maps again and the last isomorphism follows from Theorem
4.3(1). The above isomorphism determines the second adjointness theorem.

Corollary 8.4. (c.f. [BK15]) Let π be a smooth representation of G. Let P be a stan-
dard parabolic subgroup of G and let σ be a smooth representation of MP . Let f ∈
HomG(Ind

G
Pσ, π). Let U− = U−

P . Then, the map σ ։ πU− arising from the adjointness
coincides from taking the Jacquet functor U− on the following composition of maps:

C∞
c (PP−, σ) →֒ IndGPσ ։ π.

with the ismorphism C∞
c (PP−, σ)U−

∼= σ.
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Proof. Let U = UP . We begin with a non-zero map f in HomG(Ind
G
Pσ, π

∨). Then let f∨

be the corresponding dual map in HomG(π, (Ind
G
Pσ)

∨). By Lemma 8.3, the adjoint map of
f in HomG(πU , σ) is given by:

πU →֒ (IndGPσ
∨)U ։ C∞

c (P, σ∨)U ∼= σ,

where the maps are natural maps in Lemma 8.3.
Taking the dual and the Bernstein-Casselman isomorphism gives the following non-zero

composition:

(π∨)U− ← ((IndGPσ
∨)∨)U− ←֓ C∞

c (PP−, σ∨)∨U−
∼= (σ∨)∨,(8.8)

where the first map follows from the functorial isomorphism of Bernstein-Casselman and
the second map follows from our matching of filtrations in Theorem 7.7.

In order to obtain the adjoint map in HomMP
(σ, (π∨)U−), we then compose (8.8) with

the natural embedding σ →֒ σ∨∨ by Lemma 8.2. By functoriality, we also have the following
commutative diagram:

(π∨)U− (IndGP (σ
∨∨))U−

h
oooo C∞

c (PP−, σ∨∨)U−
∼= σ∨∨?

_
oo

(IndGPσ)U−

s

OO

C∞
c (PP−, σ)U−

∼= σ?
_

i
oo

OO
,

where h is the natural map obtained from f via taking dual, Jacquet functors and the
Bernstein-Casselman pairing, and i is the map induced from the embedding as a subspace.

The natural map from IndGPσ to IndGP (σ
∨∨) coincides with the natural embedding IndGPσ

to (IndGPσ)
∨∨ under the isomorphism between IndGP (σ

∨∨) and (IndGPσ)
∨∨. Thus, by Lemma

8.3, h ◦ s is obtained from f via taking the Jacquet functor. Using the composition h ◦
s ◦ i, we obtain the desired description of the adjoint map of f in the case that f is in
HomG(Ind

G
Pσ, π

∨).

We now consider general π (not necessarily of the form π∨). Let f ∈ HomG(Ind
G
Pσ, π).

One considers the following embedding:

0→ π → (π∨)∨.

Hence, we have an injection from HomG(Ind
G
Pσ, π) to HomG(Ind

G
Pσ, π

∨∨). Hence, f de-

scends to a map, denoted by f̄ , in HomG(Ind
G
Pσ, π). By functoriality of the second adjoint-

ness, we then have the following commutativity diagram

πU−

��

σ
f̄

oo

(π∨∨)U− (IndGPσ)U−
oo C∞

c (PP−, σ)U−
oo

,

where the bottom horizontal maps are the maps whose composition gives the adjoint map
of f̄ shown above, the left vertical map is induced from the natural embedding π to π∨∨.
This then gives the desired description of the map f̄ in general case. �

8.3. Applications on derivatives for GL. Let Gn = GLn(F ) be the general linear
group over a non-Archimedean local field F . Let Pn1,n2

be the parabolic subgroup con-
taining diag(g1, g2) for g1 ∈ Gn1

and g2 ∈ Gn2
. For smooth representations π1 and π2 of

Gn1
and Gn2

respectively, we shall denote by π1 × π2 the normalized parabolic induction

Ind
Gn1+n2

Pn1,n2

π1 ⊠ π2.
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Corollary 8.5. Let τ be an irreducible representation of Gn and let σ be a smooth repre-
sentation of Gk. Let π be an irreducible quotient of σ × τ . Suppose the level of π is equal
to the level of τ . Then −π is a quotient of σ × −τ .

Proof. Let l be the level of π. Let U− be the opposite unipotent radical in Pk,n. It follows
from Corollary 8.1 that we have a non-zero map σ⊠ τ → πU− from the second adjointness
theorem on the quotient map from σ × τ to π, and so we have a non-zero map

σ ⊠ τ ։ σ′
⊠ τ →֒ πU−

for some quotient σ′ of σ. On the factor Gn in Gk×Gn, we consider the unipotent subgroup
R containing the elements:

(
In−l
m u

)
⊂ Gn,(8.9)

where m ∈ Matl,n−l and u ∈ U−
l . Here U−

l is the subgroup containing all unipotent

lower triangular matrices. Let ψ : R → C be given by ψ(

(
g
m u

)
) = ψ̄(u), where ψ̄ is a

non-degenerate character on U−
l . Thus, by exactness, we obtain a non-zero map:

σ ⊠ τR,ψ ։ σ′
⊠ τR,ψ →֒ (πN−)R,ψ.

Now, one defines similarly R′ in Gn+k by replacing In−l with In+k−l and replacing
m ∈Matl,n−l with elements in Matl,n+k−l. We similarly have a character ψ′ on R′.

Now let R̃ (resp.
˜̃
R) be the subgroup containing matrices of the form



g1
∗ g2
∗ ∗ u


 (resp.

(
g
∗ u

)
),

where g1 ∈ Gk, g2 ∈ Gn−l and u ∈ U−
l (resp. g ∈ Gn+k−l and u ∈ U−

l ). By taking Jacquet
functors in stage, we have a non-zero map

C∞
c (PR̃, σ ⊠ τ)R′,ψ′ →֒ (σ × τ)R′,ψ′ → πR′,ψ.

Since we have a surjection from C∞
c (PR̃, σ⊠ τ) to C∞

c (P
˜̃
R, σ⊠ τ) and σ× τ , we then also

have a non-zero map:

C∞
c (P

˜̃
R, σ ⊠ τ)R′,ψ′ → πR′,ψ′ .

But, the first space is isomorphic to σ × −τ (here we have to use that the level of τ is also
l) and the second one is isomorphic to −π. This implies the corollary. �

The above example can be regarded as an instance on how the two operations – Bernstein-
Zelevinsky derivatives and parabolic inductions – commute. More extensive studies and
applications appear in [Ch22+b] and [Ch22+].

8.4. Connection to commutative triples and its dual version.

Definition 8.6. A segment is a combinatorial datum of the form [a, b]ρ for some cuspidal
representation ρ of some Gk and for some a, b ∈ Z with b− a ∈ Z≥0.

For each segment ∆, we associate an essentially square-integrable representation denoted
by St(∆) [Ze80] (see [Ch22+c] for more details of the notion). We now introduce a notion of
derivatives, which can be seen as a computable replacement for some structure of Bernstein-
Zelevinsky derivatives (see [Ch22+c]).

Definition 8.7. Let ∆ be a segment. Let π be an irreducible representation of Gn.
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• Define D∆(π) to be the unique (if exists) irreducible representation of some Gk
such that

π →֒ D∆(π) × St(∆).

Set D∆(π) = 0 if such module does not exist.
• Define I∆(π) to be the unique irreducible representation of St(∆)× π.

Definition 8.8. [Ch22+b] Let ρ1 and ρ2 be cuspidal representations of Gn1
and Gn2

respectively. Let ∆1 = [a1, b1]ρ1 ,∆2 = [a2, b2]ρ2 be segments. Let lk = (bk − ak + 1)nk
(k = 1, 2). Let π be an irreducible representation of Gn. For k = 1, 2, let Pk be the parabolic
subgroup of Gl2+n. containing upper triangular matrices a let Nk be the unipotent radicals
of Pk respectively. We say that (∆1,∆2, π) is a pre-commutative triple if the following
composition:

D∆1
◦ I∆2

(π) ⊠ St(∆1) →֒ (I∆2
(π))N1

→֒ (St(∆2)× π)N1
։ C∞

c (Pn2
Pn1

, St(∆2)⊠ π)N1
,

where

• the first map is the unique embedding in Definition 8.7;
• the second map is induced from the unique embedding I∆2

(π) →֒ St(∆2)× π;
• the third map is induced from the natural surjection from St(∆2)×π to C∞

c (Pn2
Pn1

, St(∆2)⊠
π) in the geometric lemma.

We now define a dual version:

Definition 8.9. Let ∆ be a segment. Let π be an irreducible representation of Gn.

• Define D∨
∆(π) to be the unique irreducible representation such that

D∨
∆(π) × St(∆) ։ π.

• Define I∨∆(π) to be the unique quotient of St(∆)× π.

Definition 8.10. We use the notations in Definition 8.8. Let U−
1 be the opposite unipo-

tent radical for P1. We say that (∆1,∆2, π) is a dual commutative triple if the following
composition:

C∞
c (Pn2

P−
n1
, St(∆2)⊠ π)U−

n1

→֒ (St(∆2)× π)U−

1

։ I∨∆2
(π)U−

1

→ D∨
∆1
◦ I∨∆2

(π) ⊠ St(∆2)

is non-zero, where

• the first map is induced from the natural embedding from C∞
c (Pn2

P−
n1
, St(∆2)⊠π)

to St(∆2)× π;
• the second map is induced from the natural map from St(∆)× π to I∨∆(π);
• the third map is the map from the first bullet of Definition 8.9.

Proposition 8.11. Let ∆1,∆2 be segments. Let π be an irreducible representation of Gn.
Then (∆1,∆2, π) is a commutative triple if and only if (∆∨

1 ,∆
∨
2 , π

∨) is a dual commutative
triple.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 7.7 and the following standard facts: for a segment ∆,
and for irreducible representations π and π′,

(1) (π × π′)∨ ∼= π∨ × π′∨;
(2) I∆(π)

∨ ∼= I∨∆∨(π∨);
(3) D∆(π)

∨ ∼= D∨
∆∨(π∨).

We remark that (2) and (3) can also be deduced from (1) in a quite striaghtforward manenr,
�

Proposition 8.11 implies that the notion of dual commutative triples coincides with
another notion called LdRi-commutative triples in [Ch22+b].
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