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DUAL OF THE GEOMETRIC LEMMA AND THE SECOND
ADJOINTNESS THEOREM FOR p-ADIC REDUCTIVE GROUPS

KEI YUEN CHAN

AsTrACT. Let P, @ 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 o of M, define Indga to be the
normalized parabolic induction; and for a smooth representation 7 of GG, define 7y to be
the normalized Jacquet functor.

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

(IndIGJU)V
as N-representations. For a smooth representation m of G, we denote by 7V the smooth
dual of w. By taking the exact contravariant dual smooth functor (as N-representations),
we then obtain one filtration on ((Ind%e)y)V.

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

(Indgo)y)" = ((Indfo)")y-,

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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(Ind$o)y and ((Ind$o)Y )y -, which we shall refer to the Bernstein-Casselman canonical
pairing. There is a natural isomorphism between (Ind$e)Y and Ind%eY and so one can
also obtain a filtration on the space ((Ind%e)Y )y -, 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 and We remark
that in order to match two filtrations, we need the compatibility of the Bruhat orderings
in Section

We now describe how to show Theorem [Tl The Bernstein-Casselman canonical pairing
for (Ind$o)y and ((Ind%o)Y)y - is expressed in terms of the original pairing of Ind%o
and its dual. One crucial ingredient is the so-called canonical lifting defined from the
stabilization theorem. Using the group-theoretic properties in Section [B] we show that the
canonical lift is well-behaved under the filtration arising from the geometry (Proposition
3).

We now give a motivation for Theorem [[LTl 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 o be an irreducible
representation of M and let m be a quotient of IndIGgU. We have the following composition
of maps:

CX®(PP~,0) = Ind$o — ,

where C2°(PP~, o) is the subspace of functions in Indga compactly supported in the open
subspace P\ PP~. Taking the Jacquet functor on U™, it gives a map o — 7y, accounting
for the adjoint map in the second adjointness. This map is explicitly studied before in the
work of Bezrukavnikov-Kazhdan [BKI5] from geometric viewpoint. Theorem [[T] recovers
such map (see Section R2) 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

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 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 Bl studies intersections of Bruhat cells. Section @l
reviews the Bernstein-Casselman pairing. Section [Bl performs a support computation for a
canonical lift of an element in a parabolically induced module, which uses results in Section
Section [0 describes filtrations from the geometric lemma. Section [7] proves our main
result on matching filtrations in Theorem [Z7 Section [}l 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 ® be a choice of simple
roots. Let W be the Weyl group associated to R. For a subset S C ®, 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 wg, of w is the unique element such that wwg' € W(S). Let wo
be the longest element in W. In particular, we write wg g for the S-part of wy. We let
0(a) = —wp(e) for a € R.

Let w € pW with a reduced expression s, ...s1. A suberpression of w is a sequence
{wo, w1, ..., w,} of elements in W with the conditions:

(i) wo = Id;
(ii) wiw; !, € {Id,s;} for all 1 <i <.
By abuse of notations, we also say w, is a subexpression of w. Let < be the Bruhat ordering
on Wie. 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 C ®. If w < w', then
wg < wy.

2.2. Order reversing operation. For S,T" C ®, let Wg r 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 < .

Proof. Suppose w < w'. Let v, v be the respective minimal representatives in wW (T') and
w'W(T). Then, by Lemma [Z1] 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]
we have u < /. O

We shall need the following lemmas:
Lemma 2.3. Let T C ®. Then wy ;W (T)wo,r = W(O(T)).

Proof. Tt is well-known that —wo(®) = ® and so §(T) C . Let x be the longest element
in W(T). Then zwor = wg. Then

wo_éFW(T)wo,T = wo?fpsc*lW(T):cwo,T = wy "W (T)wo = W(O(T)).

We now define a map:
(2.1) Qs : Wsr — Wsor)
such that Qg 7 (u) is the minimal representative in the coset
W (S)uwo, r W (6(T)).
We may simply write Q for Qg 7 if it is clear from the context.
Proposition 2.4. (c.f. |[Ri92, Lemma 3.6]) The map Q is an order-reversing bijection.
Proof. We first show it is a bijection. Note that, by Lemma 23]
W(S)uW (T)wo,r = W (S)uwo, + W (6(T)).
Thus Q(u) = Q(v') if and only if v = u/, which shows that  is a bijection.
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We now show it is order-reversing. Let u,u’ € Wy with u < u'. It is standard that:
(2.2) uwg > u'wp.

Note that the 6(T")-part of uwg (resp. w'wp) coincides with that of wwg r (since uwy can
be obtained from uwg r by multiplying an element in W (T") on the left). Thus, by Lemma
2Iand 22), Q(u) > Qu). O

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 pR = R(G,T') be the relative root system of G with respect to T ([Bo91l
8.17]). Let Zg(T) be the subgroup of G centralizing T and let W = Ng(T)/Za(T) be
the relative Weyl group of G. Let R,4 be the subset of non-divisible roots in pR. We fix
a set ® of simple roots in pR, which determines the set of positive roots, denoted R™. Let
R:d = R" N R,4. For S C @, let R,4.5 be the root sub-system of R4 N (ZS).

For each root a@ € pR, we associate to a root subgroup U, defined over F' and write
Us = Uqa(F) [Bo91, Proposition 21.9]. The group U is directly spanned by U, (o € R;f,)
taken in any order i.e.

H U(a) —U

aeR:{d

is an isomorphism (in any order taken) [Bo91, Proposition 21.9]. For a € Ryq4, let Uy = Uy
if 2ac ¢ R and let U, be the subgroup generated by U, and Us, otherwise.

Let B be the minimal parabolic F-subgroup generated by Zs(T) and U, (o € R) and
let B = B(F). A standard parabolic subgroup of G is a subgroup generated by Zg(T)
and U,y for a € Ryq,5 for some subset S C ® ([Bo91l Section 21.11]). For a standard
parabolic subgroup P of GG, we also write Mp to be the Levi subgroup in P, write Up to be
the unipotent subgroup in P, and write U, 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 € pW, we choose a
representative 1 of w in Ng(T'). Define

C(w) := BuB,

which is independent of a choice of .
According to [Bo91l, Theorem 21.26|, the Zariski closure

Clw) = || C"),

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

Up— =UNw U w, U,y =UnNw U
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3.3. Open compact subgroups. It is well-known that G is a [-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]). Let Ky be the hyperspecial open compact subgroup
in G. For an open compact subgroup K and a € Rpq4, let K(o) = KNU(,) and K' = KNT.
An open compact subgroup K of G is said to be in a good position if the natural map

K'x [] Kw—K
a€Ruqg
is a bijection, for any ordering on «’s.

In the context below, all chosen open compact subgroups are assumed to be in Ky and
are normal in Ky. 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=(KnUp) (KNMp)-(KNUp).

3.4. Intersection of Bruhat cells. The intersection BwB N B’ 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 € pW. A subexpression of w is said to be distinguished if for each
1<e<r, wy <wi—18;.
Note that for the distinguished condition, if it is a strict inequality, then w;_; = w;.

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’ € pW. Then BwB N Buw' B~ # 0 if and only if
w < w.

Proof. Since 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 BwB N Bw' B~ # (). Write the reduced
expression for w as s, ...s;. Then we have:

$9...81u € Bu'B™.

for some u € U. Let 2, € W be the unique element such that $;...3%u € BZ/B~. Now,
one begins with u and inductively applies $; on the left. Then

Si...81U € SiBég_lB_.

By using §;,B%,_ B~ C Bsz,_ B~ UBZ/_;B~, we have that 2/ = s,z/_; or z/_;. Note that
u € BZ.B~ and so z{, = Id. In other words, by the definition of the Bruhat ordering, 2/ is
a subexpression of w. This proves the only if direction.

We now consider the if direction. Let zp = Id, z1,..., 2, be a sequence of elements in
rW representing the subexpression w’ of w. We now construct elements inductively in the
intersection:

Bs,...$1BN B3,B".

When g = r, we shall have the desired element in the intersection.
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When ¢ = 0, it is clear that BN BB~ # () and we can pick a particular element in the
intersection. Suppose we have constructed an element in
(3.3) Bsg...51BN Bz, B~ .
We now consider
Bsgi1...51BN Bég 1B~
and consider the following cases:

o Case 1: zg41 # 24 1.e. 2g41 = S¢g+1%2¢. By multiplying an element in B on the left
in (B3), we may assume the intersection B$, ... 35BN Bz,B~ contains an element
in BZ,B~ of the form:

g
for some b’ € B~. Then $441240" € BZg41 B~ and is also in §,41B%¢B C Bég414,B
(JBo91l, Proposition 21.22|), as desired.

o Case 2: 2441 = z4. Let agy1 be the simple root associated to the simple reflection
Sqt+1- Let v € U_q, ) = 5q+1U(aq+1)5'q_Ji1 be the non-identity element. Note that
v € $q+1Bs,y C BU Bsg1B by [Bo9l, Theorem 21.15]. Then v can be written
in the form

'S

for some x € U, and ' € U. Thus,

Qg1
2 Sgp1xigh’,
where b’ € B~. Then, we have:
Sq+1$2qb/ S Sq+1B$q ...51B C Béq+1 ...$1B.
Hence, vigb' € Bsgi1...51B.

On the other hand, the distinguishedness above implies that 2z Y(ay) > 0, and
so z; 'z, € Uy C B™. Hence, the element vZgb' is also in Bz, 1B~ = Bz,B™.
This proves this case.

O

3.5. Consequences on other intersections. Let P, @) be standard parabolic subgroups
of G. Let S and T be the corresponding subset of ® determining P and @ respectively.
Then
G= || PuQ.
weWs,
Indeed, we can also use Wg r to parametrize double cosets of P\ G/Q:

Lemma 3.4. We use the notations above. Let w,w' € Wg . Then
PuwQ™ =Pi'Q- +— w=uw.
Moreover,
G= || Pu@.
weWs,

Proof. Let Q = wo_'_lr(Qi)wO,T- Since w(}}r sends all negative roots in the root subsystem

generated by T' to positive roots, Q@ is still a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Moreover,
the subset of ® determining @) is 0(T"). Then, we have:

Pi@Q~ = Puinig Qi p = PoQuiyg 1,
where v = Qg p(w) (g7 is defined in [ZI))). Then the two assertions follow from Propo-
sition 241 O
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Lemma 3.5. Let Q = woQ wy"'. Let w € W . Let u = Qg r(w). Then
PiQ = L] BiwyB, PuwQ ™ = | ] BiwyB~.
zeW(S),yeW (T) zeW(S),yeW (T)

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

PiQ~ = PuinigQuirg *

_ |_| Bi:Buinig By By
zEW(S),yeW (0(T))

_ |_| Bi: Birwoy Buyg *
TEW(S),yeW (0(T))

_ |_| Biinigy By *
zEW(S),yeW (6(T))

— | | Bininiognig ' B~
xeW(S),yeW (6(T))

_ |_| BiwiB~,

xeW (S),ze W (T)
where the third equality follows that for v € pWW and a simple reflection s,
BvsB C BuBsB C BvsBU BuB
and subexpression of an element of W (6(T)) is still in W(0(T)), and the fourth equality is

similar. O

Corollary 3.6. We use the notations above. Let w,w' € Ws . Then,
PuwQNPi'Q~ #0,
if and only if w' < w.

Proof. We first prove the if direction. Suppose w < w’. Then BwB N Buw'B~ # () by
Proposition B3 and so Pw@ N Puw'Q~ # (.

We now prove the only if direction. Suppose PwQ@ N Pw'Q~ # (. Then, by BiwyB N
Bi'w'y'B~ # () for some z,2' € W(S) and y,y € W(T). Hence, 2’vw'y < zwy by
Proposition B3l By Lemma 2.2] we have v’ < w. O

4. BERNSTEIN-CASSELMAN CANONICAL PAIRING

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

V =ker w ®im w.

Proposition 4.1. Let V' be a smooth representation of G and let w € End(V') be stable. Let
VY be a smooth dual of V. Define w" to be an operator on V' given by (w".f)(v) = f(w.v),
where f € VY and v € V. Then w' is also stable.

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

Let f € im(w). Then f = w'.f for some f € VY. For z € ker(w), f(z) = (W'.f)(z) =
f(w.z) = 0. Hence, f € X. This proves im(w’) C X.



8 KEI YUEN CHAN

Let f € X. For each = € im(w), we can write * = w™ 1.7 for some 7 € im(w). Then,
define f(z) = f(%) if z € im(w) and f(z) = 0 if z € ker(w). This then implies that
(wV.f)(x) = f(z) for all z. Since f is smooth, f is also smooth and in VY. This shows
that X C im(w’). O

4.2. Stabilization Theorem. For a representation 7 of G and an open compact subgroup
K of G, we define

T (g).v = /GCthK(h) -mt(h)v dh = /K Kw(h)v dh,

where chgyx 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 Hi, Hs in U, there exists an integer n > 0 such that
a™Hya™™ C Hy. The existence of such element is shown in Lemma 6.14] and allows
one to find an ’inverse’ of the projection 7 — (77)%™ as follows.

Theorem 4.2 (Jacquet’s lemma, Bernstein’s stablization theorem). [BD84| [Be92] Let 7
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 Twahori decomposition.
Let Ky = M N K. Them

(1) |Rel0, Proposition 1V.6.1] For a strictly dominant element a for M, mr(a') is
stable for large i. Let W = m(a®)VE. Then the natural surjection above induces
a bijection from W to Vé(M.

(2) |Rel0, Théoréme IV.6.1] The natural surjection 7% — (7)5™ has a natural in-
verse, as vector spaces.

(3) |Rell, Pages 261, 262] The projection sends ker mw(a®) 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 [Rel0, Proposition VI 9.6]) Let 7 be a smooth
representation of G. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let M = Mp, let
U=Up andlet U~ =Up. Then the followings hold:

(1) We have a functorial isomorphism (my)Y = (7V)y-, as M -representations.
(2) Moreover, the isomorphism in (1) is given explicitly as follows. For x € my and
;€ (#V)y-, let K be an open compact subgroup of G in a good position. By

choosing sufficiently small K, we may assume x € F[I](M and f € (wv)gff. Let x

and f be the lifts of x € 7% and f € (7V)X via the isomorphism in Theorem [J-3
Then the isomorphism is given by the pairing (z, f)y = f(%), 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 T (a') and 7y (a™") are stable. Let p : im 7 (a’) — my be the isomorphism
from the natural projection in Theorem [{.3. Similarly, we have an isomorphism
pY 1im 7} (a~?) — my- Then, for any ¥ € 7% and fe (V)&

(mk(a")Z, f) = (7u (a')p(@), pY ()0
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(4) Let x € my and let f € (7¥)y-. Let T be the canonical lift of x and let [’ be any
lift of f in wV. Then,
(@, flm = (@, f).
Similarly, let ' be any lift of x and let f be the canonical lift of f in w. Then,

<x7f>M = <xlv .]7>

Definition 4.4. Let m be a smooth representation of G. Let P be a standard parabolic
subgroup of G. Let x € my,. We shall say that an element 7 in 7 is a lift of = if the image
of ¥ under the natural projection map m — 7y, is x.

Definition 4.5. [Ca93, [Be92| Let 7 be a smooth representation of G' with the underlying
space V. Let V'V be the underlying space of V. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup
of G. Let M = Mp.

(1) Let « € my,. Let K be an open compact subgroup of G in a good position such

that « € F[IJ(;W. The unique element Z € m(a’)VX such that & mapped to z in

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

(2) Let y € (WV)U;. Let K be an open compact subgroup of G in a good position
such that y € (WV)IU(;;W. The unique element § € 7y (a=1) (V)X mapped to y in
Theorem [.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 o be a
smooth representation of Mp, inflated to a P-representation. Define

md%o := {f : G — o|f is smooth, f(pg) = p.f(g) for p € P}.
We shall regard Indgo as a G-representation via the left translation i.e.

(9-f)(h) = f(hg)
for any g,h € G.
For f € Ind$%o, define
supp(f) ={z € G: f(z) # 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

Lemma 5.1. Let K be an open compact subgroup of G in a good position and let QQ be a
standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let M = Mg, U =Ug and U™ = Ug. Letg e 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 a'(KNU)a™" C KNU C K. Then Ka'K C QU .

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

where K, = xN K for * = M,U,U~. For a sufficiently large integer i, we have a'Kya™" C
Ky.

Let g € Ka'K. Write g = kia'ky for ki, ky € K. By the Iwahori decomposition, write
ko = umu’ for u € Ky, m € Ky and v/ € Kyy—. Then

g =kia'ky = kya’ (umu') = ki (a'ua™a'mu' € KQ~.
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which follows from a’ua™" € K and a'mu’ € Q.
On the other hand, by the Iwahori decomposition again, K C Ky - Ky - K- C QQ ™.
Thus, we also have g € QQ~ = QU ™. O

Lemma 5.2. We use the notations in Lemma 51l Let P be another standard parabolic
subgroup of G. Let S and T be the subsets of ® determining P and @ respectively. Let
u,w € Wgr. Suppose gka™* € PiumK for some k € K. If u £ w, then

PgK N Pu@Q~ = 0.
Proof. The hypothesis gives that g € PivmKa’K. Thus

PgK C PumKa'K
Now, by Lemma [5.I] we then have:

PgK C PuQUj,.
On the other hand, since Ug C @, we also have:
PuQUg NPuQ™ #0 = PuwQNPiQ~ #0.

Now the lemma follows from Corollary 3.6l O

As seen in Theorem B3] computing the canonical pairing may involve computing the
action of mx (a’) 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 ® determining P and @Q
respectively. Let o be a smooth representation of Mp. Let w € pW. Let

— el N—
o, = || PiQ .
w' erpWiw’'<w

Let f be a function in Indga such that supp(f) C PumK for some m € Mg. For any
strictly dominant element a for Mg, i (a™F)f has support in O,,.

Proof. Let f = mx(a"%)f. Let g € G such that f(g) # 0. By definition,

flg) = /K lah)dh

and so gka~* € PwK for some k € K. By Lemma 5.2, g € Pu'Q~ for some w’ < w. This
implies the proposition. 0

6. GEOMETRIC LEMMA AND ITS DUAL

6.1. Geometric lemma. We use the notations as in Section Bl Let P and @ be stan-
dard parabolic subgroups of G. Let S and T be the subsets of ® determining P and @
respectively. Then, according to [Bo91l Section 21.16], there is a one-to-one correspondence
between

W(S)\W/W(T) +— P\ G/Q.
Recall that Wg r is the set of minimal representatives in W (S) \ W/W(T). Let r = |W|.

We enumerate the elements w1, ..., u, in Ws g such that i < j implies I(u;) < I(u;). This,
in particular, gives that u; < u; implies 7 < j.
Let
0i = | | PiQ.

>
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Then, by Theorem 21.26], O; is open in G (in Zariski topology) and so is open in G
as an [-group. Let Z; := Z;(Q, o) be the subspace of Indg"a with functions supported in
0;. By [BZT76], Proposition 1.8], we have:

Ii/I’L'fl = SO(P’LL,LQ,U),

where C°(Pu;Q, o) is the space of smooth o-valued functions on Pu;Q satisfying f(pg) =
p.f(g) with the support to be compactly supported module P.
Let J; := Ji(Q, o) be the projection from Z; to my,,. This then induces a filtration on

(Inng)UQ:
0CJ C...C T = (IndGo)u,.

As shown in [BZT77], there is an isomorphism between
. o s M,
(64) CCOO(P’U}Q, O')UQ = lndeQﬂMQ (UpmeQw—l)w,

where P* = 1i~! P, given by:

(6.5) £ (s [ pr(stum)) au)

where m € Mg and pr is the projection from o t0 opnyy,w—1-

6.2. Dual filtration I: smooth duals. We keep using notations in Section[6Il This then
induces a filtration on ((Ind%e)y,)". More precisely, let 7, := J.(Q, o) be the subspace
of ((IndIGgU)UQ)V precisely containing all functions from (IndIGgU)UQ to C which vanish on
Ji+1(Q,0). Then we have a filtration on ((IndIGgU)UQ)V given by:

0CTY C...CJY = (Ind§o)y,)"
6.3. Dual filtration II: Bernstein-Casselman pairings. We keep using notations in
Section Let @~ be the opposite parabolic subgroup of @ and let () = wo—;(Q*)woyT,

which is a standard parabolic subgroup of G. We now construct a filtration for (Indlciav)U(5 ,

as Mq-representations.
To do so, by Lemma [3.4]

o LN .. A . —1
G = |_| PuQ~ = |_| PuwoyTQw()’T.
ueWs, ueWs,

We keep using the enumeration uq, ..., u, of Wg r in Section
Let

O; = | | Pu@™ = | | PowQuz",
i1 <i i1<i
where vy = Qg r(uy). Now, by Proposition 24 O, is open in G.
We now define a filtration for Ind$e". Let Z; := Z; (Q~, o) be the space of functions
in Tnd% (o) whose support lies in O; . Then we have a filtration on Ind&c" given by:

0CZy C...C I =Ind%(c").
Let pr be the projection from Ind%(c¥) to (IndGo"),—. Let J, := J;(Q~,0") be the
Q

image of pr on Z; (V). This gives another filtration for (Ind%o"),,-:
Q

0CJy C...CJ = (Indgov)%.
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7. MATCHING FILTRATIONS

Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let ¢ be a smooth representation of Mp.
Define a pairing (, ), : 0 x 0¥ — C given by:

(x,f)o = f(2)
forze€oand f€oV.
There is a natural isomorphism [BZ76]:

(Ind$%o)Y = Ind%(cV)

determined by the non-degenerate pairing on Ind%o x Ind% (o) given by:

1) = /P 656 do

where dg is the normalized Haar measure on P\ G.
On the other hand, via Theorem F3|(1), we have:

(IndEo)vg)” = (IndEo)")y- .
Combining two isomorphisms, we have:

(IndGo)u, )" =2 (IndIGD(Uv))U5

Hence, we have a non-degenerate Mg-equivariant pairing (, )z, : (Ind$o) Ug X (Ind%oV) s
given by:
(o f g = (L1,
where fis a lift of f and f’ is the canonical lift of f’.
The goal of this section is to show that the filtrations in Sections and coincide.

7.1. Canonical lift under a filtration. Let 7 = Indg(av). We first construct a canonical
lift of an element in Ty Let f € Indg (¢v). Fix an open compact subgroup K of G in a

good position such that f € (Ind$e)X. Let pr be the natural projection from Ind% () to
(Indgav)%.

Let a be a strictly dominant element for Mp. Let k be a sufficiently large integer such
that the action of a* on Indga is stable and so the action of a=* on (Indga)v is also stable
(see Proposition [T]).

Now one defines the filtrations Z; = Z;(Q,0), J; = Ji(Q,0),Z;, =1, (Q~,0"), T, =
T (Q,0Y),TY =T (Q,0) as in Section [Al

Lemma 7.1. Let f € Z; . Then there exists fe J;~ such that pr(f) = f.
Proof. This follows from the definition of Z,” and 7, . O
We shall need the following useful formula:
Lemma 7.2. [Be87, Proposition 5.2] ((WV)U(E)(a*k) opr =promny(a=k).
Proof. By the Iwahori decomposition of K,
K=UgNK) - (MgnK)-(UgnK).

Note that a*(UgNK)a~* C K by the strict dominance of a. We also ahve a*(MgNK)a™* C

K and so:

Ty (aF) = CugnK © ™V (a ) oeg,
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where ex(f)(9) = [,cx flgh) dh for K = UgNK or MpN K. (Here dh is the normalized
Haar measure.) We also remark that 7V (a~*) is simply the group action of a=! on 7.
Since U5k coincides with taking the Uy N K-coinvariants and pr coincides with taking

Ug-coinvaraints, we have that proey—ny = Pr. Now the lemma follows by the commutation

between pr and 7(a%). O
Proposition 7.3. Let f € J; . Then the canonical lift of f is in Z; .

Proof. Let f' = a*.f. By Lemma [TI} there exists f' € J; such that pr(f’) = f'. By
Lemma [ f = pr(rx(a=*)f"). Thus mx (a=*)f is the canonical lift of f by Proposition
@1 and the definition. Thus, it remains to see that mx (a_k)f’ is in Z;, but this follows
from Proposition O

7.2. Constructing a lift for J,,;.
Lemma 7.4. Let f € J;. There exists a lift of [ lying in Z;.

Proof. This again follows from definitions. O

Lemma 7.5. Let fe Z; such that supp(f) C PgK for some g € Q and some open compact
subgroup K. Then supp(u~t.f) C PgKu™?.

Proof. This also follows from definitions. (I

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

Lemma 7.6. Let f € J;. There exists fe Z; and an open compact subgroup K of G such
that pr(f) = f and
supp(f) C |_| Py MoK
ir>i

and

O; Nsupp(f) = 0.
Proof. Let f be a lift of f in Z; by Lemma [ and so supp(f) C Oi41.

For each g € supp(f) C O41, let K ; be an open compact subgroup of G such that
e
is a constant function and gK; N O; =0 (and so PgK, N O; = ). The last property is
guaranteed by the Hausdorffness property of G.

Write g = pw;q for some p € P, j < i and g € Q. Write ¢ = mu for m € Mg and
u € Ug. We can also choose an open compact subgroup of the form ukK ;’ ™! such that
(7.6) PgKJu™' = Piym(uKu™")NO; = 0.

Let K, = K N K.

Now by using the compactness of P\ G, we have finitely many g1, ..., g, such that
91Ky, ...,9-K,, cover supp(f). We can now let K = K4, N...N K, . Then we partition
supp(f) by

Pglklle, glkLQK, e 7glk1,sxKa g2k211K, ggkggK, e 792k2752K, e

for each k. , € K, such that all those cosets are disjoint.
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Thus, we have

T Sz

f: chz,ya

rz=1y=1
where ¢, , is a function uniquely determined by the support exactly equal to Pg,k, K.
Now by the definition of the Jacquet functor, we can replace each function c,, by
u;l.cmyy, where u, is theielement fhat gz = pwjmu, for p € P, m € Mg and u, € Ug.
Let such function by f. Then f is also a lift of f. It remains to see
supp(u; t.c, ) N O; = 0.
To this end, from Lemma [7.5]

Supp(uglcm,y) = sz(kz,yK)u;1

and so
supp(u; '¢yy) C PgokyyKu, ' C P, K, u; .
Hence, by (Z4),
supp(uglcm,y) nNO; =10
as desired. O

7.3. Coincidence of filtrations.

Theorem 7.7. Let P,Q be standard parabolic subgroups of G. Let o be a smooth repre-
sentation of Mp. We write ) (Q, o) for the filtration on ((Inng)UQ)V as in Section [61]
with a fized ordering on W . Write I, (Q~,c") for the filtration on (Indgav)Uf as in
Section[6.3. Then the two filtrations coincide via the Bernstein-Casselman isomorp?zism m
Theorem [-3(1).

The proof of Theorem [Z.7]is divided into two steps:

(1) We first show that (,)nz, is identically zero on J;y1 % J; .
(2) We next show the non-degeneracy of (,)nz, when restricted to (J;/Jiy1) x J; .
We first prove Step 1.

Lemma 7.8. For f' € J; |, and f € I;, there exists a lift f' of f' such that <f, f’) =0.

Proof. By Lemma [T.6], we can find a lift fvof f such that supp(f) N supp(f') = (). Now, we
have

.7 = / (F(9), F(9))odg
P\G
=0

where dg is a Haar measure on P\ G, the first equality follows from Theorem [L3(4), the
second equality follows from the definition of the pairing [BZ76] and the third equality

follows from the disjointness of support. O
Lemma 7.9. Let f € Ji11(Q,0) and let f' € J; (Q,0"). Then (f, f')n, = 0.
Proof. This follows from Theorem [13[(4), Proposition and Lemma [T8 O

We now prove Step 2.

Lemma 7.10. Let [’ € J;~, which does not lie in J,_,. Then there exists fe T such
that (f, f') # 0.
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Proof. Since f' € J;, —J_y, we have :fv’(qu) =% 0 for some ¢ € Q. We find a sufficiently
small open compact subgroup K’ such that fis constant in w;qK’.

Now we let y = f(u’)jq) and let z be an element in ¢ such that (z,y), = 1. Let f be
the function in Ind$o with supp(f) = PwjqK’ and f(w;qK’) = x. Then

(J. J') = vol(P\ PuirqK') # 0.
0

Proof of Theorem [T By Lemma [[.8 Z; C Z. We now prove another inclusion. Let
freZy. It f" ¢ I, then f' € Z; for some j > i and does not lie in Z; . Let f' be the
canonical lift of f/. By Proposition [T.3] f’ € J; . Since ]7’ does not lie in Z;", its canonical
lift also does not lie in 7, . By Lemma [7.10] there exists f e Jy for j >k > isuch that
<f, f~’> # 0. Thus, (f, [ )r, = (f, f’) £ 0, where f is the projection of f from Ind%o onto
(Indga)UQ. By definition, f is also in Z;, C Z;. This contradicts that f’ € Z.Y. Hence,
' €I as desired. O

Remark 7.11. Let p be the residual characteristics of F'. Let R be a noetherian Z[%]-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 o be a smooth represen-
tation of Mp. Let m be a non-zero quotient of Indga. Let A = C°(PQ~,0) be the subspace
of Indga containing all functions supported in PQ~. Then

(1) the natural composition )‘U(g — (IndIGDU)U(5 Ty is mon-zero;

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

o= (IndIGDU)U(5 — Ty

Proof. We first prove (1). By taking the dual on the surjection Indgo — m, we have an
embedding:
LRI Indgav
Taking the Jacquet functor gives:
(8.7) (" )vg = (IndZa)y, - C(PQ, 0¥ ),

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 F3(1) is functorial, the first injection in (B1) takes the
following form under the isomorphism of Theorem A3|(1):

(WUé )\/ — ((IndIGDU)Ué)V

and is obtained by first taking the Jacquet functor with respect to @~ on the projection
Indgaand then taking the smooth dual.
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By Theorem [7], the second map coincides with the embedding /\Ué — (Indga)Ué.
Thus (87 is obtained by taking the smooth dual on )\U(E — (IndJGDU)UC; My Then we

must have the non-zero composition in the first assertion.

We now prove (2). Note that C°(PP~, o) is naturally isomorphic to the space of smooth
functions from U, to o. Taking the Jacquet functor by U, is isomorphic to 0. One checks
the Mp-action is isomorphic to o. O

8.2. The adjoint map.

Lemma 8.2. Let w1, 7 be smooth representations of G. Let f : m — 7y . Let f': w9 — )
be the map given by f'(z)(y) = f(y)(z) for x € g and y € 1. Let f¥ : (my)Y — ) given
by fY(h)(y) = h(f(y)) for h € (7y)Y and y € m1. Let v : ma — (my)Y be the embedding
given by: for x € o and f € my, u(x)(f) = f(z). Then f'= fYou.

The above lemma is straightforward and we omit the details.

Lemma 8.3. Let o be a smooth representation of Mp. Let f € Homg(w,lndgo). Via
Frobenius reciprocity, the corresponding map in Homyy, (7y,, o) is given by the composition:

TUp EN (Ind%o)y, - CP(P,0) >0

where f is descended from f.
Proof. Recall that the adjoint map F' of f is given by
F(z) = f(z)(1),
where 1 is the identity element in G [BZ76]. Note that the projection IndGo to C°(P, o)

coincides with the evaluation map of a function of IndIGgU at the identity. Thus the two
maps coincide. 0

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

Home (Ind%o, 7V) 2 Home (7, (IndGo)V)

=~ Homg (7, Ind%(c"))

=~ Homg (myp, o)

= Homg (Uv (TrUP)v)

~ v

- HOHlG(O', (7T )U;)v
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
[£3(1). The above isomorphism determines the second adjointness theorem.

Corollary 8.4. (c.f. [BKI5|) Let ® be a smooth representation of G. Let P be a stan-

dard parabolic subgroup of G and let o be a smooth representation of Mp. Let f €

Homg(lndga, 7). Let U~ = Up. Then, the map 0 — my- arising from the adjointness

coincides from taking the Jacquet functor U~ on the following composition of maps:
Cx(PP~,0) = Ind%o — .

with the ismorphism C°(PP~,0)y- = 0.



GEOMETRIC LEMMA 17

Proof. Let U = Up. We begin with a non-zero map f in Homg(Ind$o, 7). Then let fV
be the corresponding dual map in Homg (7, (Indga)v). By Lemma R3] the adjoint map of
f in Homg (my, o) is given by:

1 = (Ind$oY )y — CX(PoY )y 2o

3

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

(8.8) (7)o + (Indfa") ")y~ ¢ CZ(PP 0" )y = ("),

where the first map follows from the functorial isomorphism of Bernstein-Casselman and
the second map follows from our matching of filtrations in Theorem [T.7]

In order to obtain the adjoint map in Homy, (o, (7¥)y-), we then compose (8.8) with
the natural embedding o — ¢V by Lemma[82l By functoriality, we also have the following
commutative diagram:

()y- 4 (IndG(0VV)) - —CF (PP, 0¥V )y 2 aVV,
(Indgo)y- +————C=(PP~,0)y- =0

where h is the natural map obtained from f via taking dual, Jacquet functors and the
Bernstein-Casselman pairing, and 7 is the map induced from the embedding as a subspace.

The natural map from IndIGpo to Indg (cVV) coincides with the natural embedding Indgo
to (Ind%o)YY under the isomorphism between Ind% (V) and (Ind%e)¥ V. Thus, by Lemma
B3 h o s is obtained from f via taking the Jacquet functor. Using the composition h o
s o i, we obtain the desired description of the adjoint map of f in the case that f is in
Homg (Ind$o, 7Y).

We now consider general 7 (not necessarily of the form 7¥). Let f € Homg(Ind$o, 7).
One considers the following embedding;:

0—m— (7¥).
Hence, we have an injection from Homg(Ind$o, ) to Home(Ind%o, 7VV). Hence, f de-
scends to a map, denoted by f, in Homg(lndga, 7). By functoriality of the second adjoint-
ness, we then have the following commutativity diagram
TU- ! a )

|

(V- +—— (IndGo) - +—— C(PP~,0)y-

where the bottom horizontal maps are the maps whose composition gives the adjoint map
of f shown above, the left vertical map is induced from the natural embedding 7 to ©"".
This then gives the desired description of the map f in general case. 0

8.3. Applications on derivatives for GL. Let G, = GL,(F) be the general linear
group over a non-Archimedean local field F'. Let P,, ,, be the parabolic subgroup con-
taining diag(gi, g2) for g1 € Gy, and go € G,,,. For smooth representations m; and 7o of
Gy, and G, respectively, we shall denote by m; X 72 the normalized parabolic induction

Grnq+n
Indp 172 0 K s
ni,ng



18 KEI YUEN CHAN

Corollary 8.5. Let 7 be an irreducible representation of G,, and let o be a smooth repre-
sentation of Gy. Let m be an irreducible quotient of o X 7. Suppose the level of 7 is equal
to the level of 7. Then ~m is a quotient of o X ~T.

Proof. Let [ be the level of 7. Let U~ be the opposite unipotent radical in P, ,,. It follows
from Corollary Bl that we have a non-zero map o X7 — 77— from the second adjointness
theorem on the quotient map from o x 7 to 7, and so we have a non-zero map

oW1 =o' KT = 7y

for some quotient ¢’ of 0. On the factor G, in Gy, X G,,, we consider the unipotent subgroup
R containing the elements:

(8.9) (I’” u) C Gh,

m
where m € Mat;,,—; and v € U; . Here U; is the subgroup containing all unipotent

lower triangular matrices. Let ¢ : R — C be given by 1/)((51 u)) = 9(u), where ¢ is a

non-degenerate character on U; . Thus, by exactness, we obtain a non-zero map:
oX TRy = o' WTRy = (TN- )Ry

Now, one defines similarly R’ in G, by replacing I,_; with I,,1;_; and replacing
m € Mat; ,,—; with elements in Mat; ,+x—;. We similarly have a character ¢’ on R'.

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

g1 g
*  go (resp. <* u> ),
x %W

where g1 € G, g2 € G,y and u € U] (resp. g € Gpyk— and u € U, ). By taking Jacquet
functors in stage, we have a non-zero map

C?(PE,O’@T)R/w/ — (O' X T)R/,d)/ — TR 4

Since we have a surjection from C° (PR, o K1) to C2°(PR,oc K1) and ¢ X 7, we then also
have a non-zero map:

CEO(PE, ocX T)R/)w/ — TR -
But, the first space is isomorphic to o x ~7 (here we have to use that the level of 7 is also
1) and the second one is isomorphic to ~z. This implies the corollary. (I

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 [Ch22b| and [Ch221].

8.4. Connection to commutative triples and its dual version.

Definition 8.6. A segment is a combinatorial datum of the form [a, b], for some cuspidal
representation p of some G}, and for some a,b € Z with b —a € Z>o.

For each segment A, we associate an essentially square-integrable representation denoted
by St(A) [Ze80)] (see [Ch22+| 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 ).

Definition 8.7. Let A be a segment. Let 7 be an irreducible representation of G,,.



GEOMETRIC LEMMA 19

e Define Da(m) to be the unique (if exists) irreducible representation of some Gy,
such that
m = Da(m) x St(A).
Set Da(m) = 0 if such module does not exist.
e Define Ia(m) to be the unique irreducible representation of St(A) x 7.

Definition 8.8. Let p1 and p2 be cuspidal representations of G, and G,
respectively. Let Ay = [a1,b1],,, A2 = [a2,b2],, be segments. Let I = (by — ar + 1)ns
(k =1,2). Let 7 be an irreducible representation of G,,. For k = 1,2, let Py be the parabolic
subgroup of Gj,+,. containing upper triangular matrices a let Ny be the unipotent radicals
of Py respectively. We say that (Ay, Ay, ) is a pre-commutative triple if the following
composition:

DAl © IAz (ﬂ—) X St(Al) — (IA2 (ﬂ—))Nl — (St(AQ) X 7T)N1 - Cgo(PnzanSt(AQ) X ﬂ-)N17
where

e the first map is the unique embedding in Definition .7t

e the second map is induced from the unique embedding Ia,(7) < St(Asz) x 7;

e the third map is induced from the natural surjection from St(Ag)x7 to C°(P,, Pp, , St(A2)X
7) in the geometric lemma.

We now define a dual version:

Definition 8.9. Let A be a segment. Let m be an irreducible representation of G,,.
e Define DX (m) to be the unique irreducible representation such that

DX () x St(A) — .
e Define I () to be the unique quotient of St(A) x 7.

Definition 8.10. We use the notations in Definition B8 Let U; be the opposite unipo-
tent radical for P;. We say that (A, Ag, ) is a dual commutative triple if the following
composition:

C (P, Py, St(Ag) X W)UTTI — (St(Ag) x 7T)U1— — IX, (W)U; — DX, o IX,(m) K St(As)
is non-zero, where
e the first map is induced from the natural embedding from CZ°(P,, P, ,St(Az) X )
to St(Az) x m;
e the second map is induced from the natural map from St(A) x 7 to IX();
e the third map is the map from the first bullet of Definition 8.9

Proposition 8.11. Let Ay, Ay be segments. Let w be an irreducible representation of G,.
Then (A1, Ag, ) is a commutative triple if and only if (AY, Ay, 7) is a dual commutative
triple.

Proof. This follows from Theorem [[.7] and the following standard facts: for a segment A,
and for irreducible representations = and 7',
(1) (mx 7)Y =27x¥ xa'V;
(2) Ia(m)” = I (7);
(3) Da(m)” = Dxv(r).
We remark that (2) and (3) can also be deduced from (1) in a quite striaghtforward manenr,
O

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