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MAXIMAL VARIETIES AND THE LOCAL LANGLANDS
CORRESPONDENCE FOR GL(n)

MITYA BOYARCHENKO AND JARED WEINSTEIN

ABSTRACT. The cohomology of the Lubin-Tate tower is known to realize the
local Langlands correspondence for GL(n) over a nonarchimedean local field. In
this article we make progress towards a purely local proof of this fact. To wit,
we find a family of open affinoid subsets of Lubin-Tate space at infinite level,
whose cohomology realizes the local Langlands correspondence for a broad class
of supercuspidals (those whose Weil parameters are induced from an unramified
degree n extension). A key role is played by a certain variety X, defined over a
finite field, which is “maximal” in the sense that the number of rational points of
X is the largest possible among varieties with the same Betti numbers as X. The
variety X is derived from a certain unipotent algebraic group, in an analogous
manner as Deligne-Lusztig varieties are derived from reductive algebraic groups.
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INTRODUCTION

Let K be a nonarchimedean local field with ring of integers Ok and residue
field F,, and let » > 1 be an integer. The local Langlands correspondence and
the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence for GL, (K) are both realized in the ¢-adic
cohomology of the Lubin-Tate tower My, o« = lim My, ,,, where My, ,,, is the
rigid analytic space parameterizing deformations of a fixed one-dimensional formal
Og-module Hy of height n over k together with a Drinfeld level m structure. (For
the precise statement, see the introduction to [HTO01].) At present, this fact can
only be proved using global methods. A program initiated by the second author
in [Weil0] and [Weil2] aims to obtain a purely local proof by first constructing a
sufficiently nice model of My, ,,, and then computing the cohomology of My,
using the nearby cycles complex on the special fiber of this model.

This idea has roots in the work of T. Yoshida [Yos10], who found an open affinoid
in My, 1 whose reduction turned out to be a certain Deligne-Lusztig variety for the
group GL,, over k. Using this affinoid, Yoshida showed by purely local methods that
the local Langlands correspondence for depth zero supercuspidal representations of
GL,(K) is realized in the cohomology of My, ;. Our work is concerned with a large
class of supercuspidals of positive depth. Instead of working with any particular
layer M g, of the tower, we work directly with M g, ~, which carries the structure
of a perfectoid space (see [Weil2], or [SW12] for the case of general Rapoport-Zink
spaces). The following theorem does not require any global methods.

Theorem A. Let C' be the completion of an algebraic closure of K. Let m > 1
be an integer. There exists an open affinoid subset V. C My, ¢, depending on
m, which is invariant under the action of GL,(K) x D* x Wy (here D/K is the
central division algebra of invariant 1/n and Wy is the Weil group of K ), having
the following property. The reduction V of V is a scheme over F, which also admits
an action of GL,(K) x D* x Wyg. For every irreducible admissible representation
7 of GL,(K) with Q, coefficients, the following are equivalent:

(1) Homgy, x) (m, H2 ' (V,Qy)) # 0.
(2) Up to twisting by a one-dimensional character, the Weil parameter of  takes
the form Indp k0, where L/K is the unramified extension of degree n, and

0: L — @; s a character of conductor m + 1, whose conductor cannot be
lowered through twisting by a character of the form x o Np,r/, where L' C L
is a proper subextension and Ny : L* — (L')* is the norm map. (This
condition implies that w is supercuspidal.)

If these conditions hold then we have a D* X Wy -linear isomorphism

HOIIlGLn(K) (7T> Hg_l(v> @Z)) i) ﬁJ ® O-ti(ﬂ-)a
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where ' corresponds to m under the local Jacquet-Langlands correspondence, 7' is
the contragredient of ™ and 7 v o*(7) is a certain normalization (see Theorem C
in §7.5) of the local Langlands correspondence.

In other words, the degree n — 1 cohomology of the scheme V manifests the
Jacquet-Langlands and local Langlands correspondences in its middle cohomology
for all supercuspidals of the type described in the theorem. V is not of finite type,
but it is closely related to a smooth affine variety X over F,» of dimension n — 1.
To wit, V is the inverse limit of a tower of schemes, each of which is isomorphic to
a disjoint union of copies of the perfection of X @ F,. (The perfection of a scheme
in characteristic p is the inverse limit of the scheme under the absolute Frobenius
endomorphism.)

The variety X is rather interesting in its own right. It is derived from a certain
unipotent group U over F;» in a manner which resembles certain constructions in
the Deligne-Lusztig theory for reductive groups over finite fields (see, e.g., [DLT76,
Def. 1.17(ii)]). In fact X is the preimage under the Lang map z + Fry(z)z™! of
a certain subvariety Y C U. (Here Fryn is the ¢"th power Frobenius map. See
§3.4 for the definitions of U and Y.) Then X admits an action of U(F;n) by right
multiplication. In the course of proving Theorem A we give a complete description
of the ¢-adic cohomology of X. The theorem below gives a summary of our results.

Theorem B. As a representation of U(Fyn), the space @, HI(X ®F,, Q,) decom-
poses into a direct sum of irreducible representations, each occurring with multiplicity
one. Furthermore, for each i, Fryn acts on H(X ®@F,,Q,) as the scalar (—1)""1q"/2.

We remark that in the context of the theorem, if ¢"/? is not an integer then
H(X ®F,;,Q;) = 0. A more precise version of Theorem B is Theorem 4.7, whose

proof occupies Part 2 of the article.

The scalar (—1)""1¢™/? is significant because it implies that X is a mazimal variety
in the following sense. Let S be any scheme of finite type over a finite field Fg. It
follows from [Del80], Thm. 3.3.1, that for each ¢ and every eigenvalue « of Frg
acting on H'(S,Q,), there exists an integer m < i such that all complex conjugates
of a have absolute value Q™/2. So the Grothendieck-Lefschetz trace formula

#S(Fo) =Y (—1)'tr (Fro, Hi(S,Q))
i€Z
implies the following bound on the number of rational points of S:
#5(Fo) < ) Q* dim HI(S, Q).
i€z
This bound is achieved if and only if Frg acts on H'(S,Q,) via the scalar (—1)'Q"/?

for each 4, in which case the scheme S is called mazimal. (There are plenty of
references in the literature to “maximal curves” over finite fields: these are smooth
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projective curves which attain the Hasse-Weil bound on the number of rational
points. As far as we know, our definition of maximality for arbitrary schemes over
a finite field is new.) Theorem B implies that X is a maximal variety over Fg. We
remark that if n = 2 then X is a disjoint union of ¢ copies of the “Hermitian curve”
y? 4y = 2?"!, which has long been known to be maximal over F .

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Vladimir Drinfeld for suggesting an idea
that allowed us to significantly clarify our proof of Proposition 5.1, and to Guy
Henniart for teaching us about the methods used in his article [Hen93], which we
adopted for our proof of Theorem A.

1. OUTLINE OF THE PAPER

Part 1 investigates the geometry of My, ~, the Lubin-Tate space at infinite level.
While this is too large to be a rigid space, it is possible to formulate My, « as a
moduli problem on the category of adic spaces (Defn. 2.13) which turns out to be
representable. In §2 we review a result from [Weil2] which furnishes a linear-algebra
description of My, ~. We begin with the formal Ox-module H /Fq of dimension
1 and height n. Let H be any lift of Hy to O, where K is the completion of the
maximal unramified extension of K. We consider the “universal cover” H = lim H
(inverse limit with respect to multiplication by a uniformizer of K) as a K-vector
space object in the category of formal schemes over O;. Then H does not depend on
the choice of lift H, and as a formal scheme we have H — Spf O [T"/4"]. Passing
to the generic fiber, one has I:In, whose underlying space is a “perfectoid open ball”
over K. The level structure on the universal deformation of Hy over My, ~ induces
a morphism My, o — f[gl Then Thm. 2.17 shows that My, ~ is equal to the

locally closed subspace of f[:f cut out by a certain explicit determinant condition. If
C' is the completion of an algebraic closure of K, then the base change My, «.c is a
perfectoid space admitting an action of the triple product group GL,,(K)x D* x Wk

In §3, we construct a special open affinoid subset of Mg, - ¢ which plays a role
in Theorem A. First we study the CM points of My, » in §3.1. Let © € My, o(C)
be a CM point which corresponds to a deformation of Hy with endomorphisms by
L (where L is as in Theorem A). In §3.7 we identify a descending sequence of open
affinoid neighborhoods Z,1 D Z,5 D -+ of x in My, . Fix z and m, and set
Z = Z, . The main theorem of Part 1 is Thm. 3.5, which shows that the special
fiber Z of Z is a union of copies of the perfection of the variety X described in the
introduction. We also compute the stabilizer J of Z in GL,,(K) x D* x Wk, along
with its action on Z; this action is induced from an action of J on the variety X
itself.

This being done, we let V' C My, ¢ be the union of the translates of Z under
GL,(K) x D* x Wg. We find that the representation of GL,,(K) x D* x Wk on
H»1(V,Q,) is (modulo a small issue involving twists) isomorphic to the induced
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representation Ind?L”(K)XDX Wk g "1 X ®TF,, Q). To prove Theorem A, we must
therefore calculate the cohomology of X, and also show that this induced represen-
tation realizes the local Langlands correspondences. These are the aims of Parts 2
and 3, respectively.

Part 2 is devoted to the proof of a more precise version of Theorem B, which we
state as Theorem 4.7. Namely, we obtain an explicit description of the irreducible
representations of the finite group U = U(F,«) that appear in H(X ® F,, Q).
In particular, we show that for every character v of the center of U, there exists a
unique irreducible representation of U that is both a summand of H?(X ®F,, Q,) and
has central character ¥. §4 is devoted to setting up the notation for the statement
and the proof of Theorem 4.7. §5 establishes some properties of the “reduced norm
map” U — G,, which is a geometric version of the reduced norm map D* — K*
and of the usual determinant GL,(K) — K*. The heart of the proof of the main
theorem is in §6. A step-by-step outline of the argument can be found in §6.1. Since
the proof of Theorem 4.7 is somewhat long and complicated, let us summarize the
key underlying ideas. First, using the definition of X, it is not hard to show that for
every representation p of U over Q,, the “p-isotypic component” of H?(X ® F,, Q,)
can be naturally identified with H2(Y ® F,, £,), where &, is the local system on U
associated to p (see Corollary 6.15). One then reduces the proof of Theorem 4.7 to
the calculation of H2(Y ® F,,&,) for certain representations p that can be induced
from 1-dimensional representations of groups of F;»-points of connected subgroups
of U. Using the methods of [Boyl12, §2], one identifies H?(Y ® F,,&,) with the
cohomology of certain rank 1 local systems on affine spaces. Finally, the latter turn
out to be amenable to an inductive calculation using certain linear fibrations of affine
spaces A? —s A1 the proper base change theorem and the projection formula.

Finally, Part 3 connects the first two parts by using Theorem B to prove Theo-
rem A. We note that Theorem A is concerned with the Lubin-Tate tower of K and
certain special cases of the local Langlands and Jacquet-Langlands correspondences,
while Theorem B is only concerned with the action of the finite group U = U(Fn)
on the cohomology of the variety X over a finite field, which on the surface is un-
related to the local Langlands correspondence. A bridge between the two results is
provided by Theorem C (§7.5), in which we prove that the induced representation

Indf;L”(K)XDX Wi H" Y (X ®F,, Q) realizes certain special cases of the local Lang-
lands and Jacquet-Langlands correspondences. Theorem C is proved in §8; we make
heavy use of the methods developed by Henniart in [Hen92, Hen93], along with The-
orem B. The article concludes with §9, where we prove Theorem A by combining
Theorem C with the main results of Part 1.
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Part 1. Affinoids in the Lubin-Tate tower
2. THE LUBIN-TATE TOWER AT INFINITE LEVEL

As before, let K be a non-archimedean local field with uniformizer w and residue
field F,. Let n > 1, and let Hy/F, be a one-dimensional formal Ox-module of
height n. Then Hj is unique up to isomorphism, and D = End Hy® K is the central
division algebra over K of invariant 1/n.

The Lubin-Tate tower is a projective system of analytic spaces My, (m > 0)
which parametrize deformations of Hy with level @™ structure. In §2.10 we review
the construction of an analytic space M g, ~, which is (in a sense) the inverse limit of
the Mg, . For now let us only describe the points of Mg, . For a complete valued
extension field £/ K, My, (F) is the set of isogeny classes of triples (H, p, ¢), where
H/Og is a formal Ox-module, p: Hy® Op/w — H ® O /w is a quasi-isogeny and
¢: K"SV(H)(F) is a basis for the rational Tate module of H. The pair (H, p) is a
deformation of Hy to O, whereas ¢ is a level structure. The group GL,(K) x D*
acts on My, ~, by operating on ¢ and p, respectively.

The goal of this section is to give a precise description of My, ~ as an adic
space, as in [Weil2]. On the one hand, My, ~ represents a moduli problem for
adic spaces which generalizes the one given in the previous paragraph. On the
other hand, it turns out that My, » has a convenient linear algebra description,
which goes as follows. Let M(Hy) be the Dieudonné module of Hy. Then the top
exterior power A"M (Hy) is the Diedonné module of a formal Ogx-module of height
1 and dimension 1, which we call AHy. Recall that H means the universal cover
of any lift of Hy to O}, and similarly for AH. Thm. 2.15 furnishes a natural K-

alternating map 6: H" — ANH (which even has an explicit presentation, cf. the proof
of Thm. 2.15). By classical Lubin-Tate theory, AHy has a unique lift AH, which

shows that Mg, - may be identified with the locally closed subspace of 7\\}/[77 which
parametrizes nonzero sequences of torsion elements. Finally, Thm. 2.17 shows that

My, o is the preimage of Mg, o under §: ]:I,;‘ — //\\I?In.

2.1. Formal Ox-modules: definitions. We rely heavily on the notions of formal
Ox-modules and formal Ox-module laws. These are reviewed below.

Let A be an Og-algebra. A 1-dimensional formal Oy -module law over A is a col-
lection of power series H(X,Y) € A[X, Y] and [a|g(X) € A[X] (a € Ok) satistying
the usual constraints. The addition law H(X,Y") will be written X +5 Y, and the
entire package will simply be called H. A homomorphism f: H — H’ between 1-
dimensional formal Og-module laws over A is a power series f(X) € A[X] without
constant term for which f(X+xY) = f(X)+g f(Y) and f([a]g(X)) = [a]g (f(X)).

For a 1-dimensional formal Ox-module law H/A, the Lie algebra Lie H is the free
A-module spanned by the symbol d/dX. A homomorphism f: H — H’ induces
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a homomorphism of A-modules Lie H — Lie H' which is simply multiplication by
1(0).

Formal Og-module laws of higher dimension are defined similarly; if H has di-
mension d then Lie H is a free A-module of rank d.

It will be useful to present a more functorial description of formal Og-module
laws. For this we need the notion of an adic ring.

Definition 2.1. A topological ring A is adic if there exists an ideal I C R such that
A is separated and complete for the I-adic topology. Such an [ is called an ideal of
definition for A. If A is an adic ring, an adic A-algebra R is an adic ring together
with a continuous homomorphism A — R.

For an adic ring A, let Adic4 be the category of adic R-algebras. We often consider
covariant functors F: Adicy — Sets. If F is representable by an adic A-algebra R,
we will often confuse F with the affine formal scheme Spf R.

A basic example is the functor A — Nil(A) which assigns to an adic R-algebra
the set of topologically nilpotent elements of A. Then Nil = Spf A[T7].

Let A be an adic Og-algebra, and let H be a d-dimensional formal Og-module law
over A. Let Oxg—mod be the category of Ox-modules. Then H determines a functor
Adicy — Og—mod, which will also be called H. For an object R of Adica, H(R) is
the set Nil(R) with Og-module structure determined by the operations in H. The
composition of H: Adicy — Ox—mod with the forgetful functor Ox —mod — Sets
is representable by Spf A[X7, ..., X4].

By a formal Og-module over A we will mean a functor H: Adicy — O —mod
which is isomorphic to the functor induced by some formal Ox-module law. Then
Lie H may be defined as the kernel of H(A[X]/X?) — H(A). An isomorphism
between H and the functor induced by a formal Og-module law will be called a
coordinate on H. A choice of coordinate on H gives a basis for the free A-module
Lie H.

2.2. Formal Og-modules over F,. These are easily classified. A 1-dimensional
formal Og-module over a perfect field £ containing F, is either isomorphic to @a,
or else there exists a maximal integer n > 1 for which (with respect to some choice
of coordinate on H) [w]y(X) is a power series in X?". In the latter case, H is
w-divisible, and n is the height of H. If k is assumed to be algebraically closed (for
instance if k = F,), then there even exists a coordinate on H for which [w]g(X) =
X7,

If A is a local Og-algebra whose residue field k is perfect, we will refer to the
height of a formal Ox-module H/A as the height of H ® k (if this exists).

2.3. Logarithms. Let A be an adic Og-algebra. For a 1-dimensional formal Q-
module law H over A, we have the corresponding logarithm series logy, (T) € (A ®
K)[T]. This is the unique power series of the form T + ¢;T? + ... which furnishes
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an isomorphism between H ® (A ® K) and the formal additive group G,. If A is
Ok-flat, then log;; determines H.

For each n > 1, there is a particularly convenient formal Og-module law H for
which

[e.e]

Tqin
logy (T') = Z :

wl
i=0

We call this H the standard formal Ox-module of height n. It is obtained by setting
v, = 1 and v; = 0 (for all j # n) in Hazewinkel’s universal p-typical formal Og-
module over Ok (v, vq,...] (see [GH94], §13). Although H has a model over Ok,
we will take its base ring to be O, where K is the completion of the maximal
unramified extension of K. It is easy to check that H ® F, has height n in the sense
of the previous subsection.

If H is a general formal Og-module over A, then the logarithm log, is an iso-
morphism between H ® A[l/w] and the additive formal Ox-module Lie H ® G,.

2.4. Additive extensions and the Dieudonné module. Let H be a formal
Ok-module of height n over a local Ok-algebra A.

Definition 2.2. A rigidified additive extension of H is an exact sequence 0 — Gy —
E — H — 0 of formal Og-modules equipped with a splitting Lie H — Lie F of Lie
algebras. The group of isomorphism classes of rigidified additive extensions of H is
denoted ExtRig(H,G,).

To give a splitting Lie H — Lie E is equivalent to giving an invariant differential
wg on E whose pull-back under G, — F is the canonical differential dT" on G,.
There is a universal additive extension (see [GH94], §11)

0—-V —>FE—H—QO,

with V' isomorphic to (G,)"~'. Then ExtRig(H,G,) is dual to Lie E.
Rigidified additive extensions of H can be constructed using special power series
called quasilogarithms. For a power series ¢(T) € (A® K)[T], we let

Ag(X,)Y)=g(X +5Y) —g(X) —g(Y)
6.9(X) = g([a]u(X)) — ag(X), a € Ok.

Let dg denote the collection of power series {Ag, d,g}. We say dg is integral if Ag
and 0,9 lie in A[TT].

Definition 2.3. A quasilogarithm for H is a power series g(T) € (A® K)[T] without
constant coefficient for which d¢g and dg (the derivative) are both integral. Define
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the module of quasilogarithms as the A-module

{g(T) € (A® K)[T] ‘ g(0) = 0,8g and dg integral}

Quasilog(H) = { g(T) € A[T] ‘ 9(0) = 0}

If g(T) is a quasilogarithm for H, we may define a two-dimensional formal Og-
module law E by

(X, XN+ (YY) = (X+Y+AgX,Y), X +5Y")
a5 (X.X") = (aX +6,9(X"), X).

Then 0 — G, — E — H — 0 is an additive extension of H. We define a differential
wg on E by the formula

wg = dX' + dg(X).
Then the pull-back of wg to G, is dT', so that F and wg define a rigidified ad-
ditive extension of H. If ¢(T') lies in A[T], then E is isomorphic to the trivial

extension G, ® H via the isomorphism (X + g(X’), X’). We therefore have a map
QuasiLog(H) — ExtRig(H, G,).

Proposition 2.4 ([GH94], Prop. 8.5). The map QuasiLog(H) — ExtRig(H, G,) is
an isomorphism of A-modules.

For the standard formal Og-module, the quasilogarithms can be written down
explicitly.

Lemma 2.5 ([GH94|, Prop. 13.8). Let H be the standard formal Ok -module law.
A basis for QuasiLog(H) is given by

n—1

1 1
logH(T)a ; logH(Tq), cee ; logH(Tq )

Let Hy = H ® F,. We will write M (H,) = ExtRig(H, G,): this is the Dieudonné
module of Hy. M(H,) does not depend on the choice of lift H. In general, if A — A’
is a surjection of local Ok-algebras whose kernel has Og-divided powers, and H/A
is a formal Ox-module, then ExtRig(H, G,) only depends on H ® A’ in a functorial
sense.

Lemma 2.5 gives a privileged basis for the rational Dieudonné module M (Hy) QR K,
corresponding to the quasilogarithms

logy(T), logu (T, .., logs (T").
We call this the standard basis of M(H,) ® K.
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2.5. The universal cover. Let A be an adic Og-algebra, and let H be a w-
divisible formal Og-module over A. We define the universal cover H as the functor
from Adicy to K-vector spaces, defined by

() = im H(R),
where the inverse limit is taken with respect to multiplication by w.

Lemma 2.6. Let Hy be a I-dimensional w-divisible formal Ox-module over F,.
Then Hy is isomorphic to Spf F, [TV 7], where F,[TV7"] is defined as the T-adic
completion of the ring F,[T/77].

Proof. Since Hy is a w-divisible formal Og-module over an algebraically closed field
containing IF,, we may choose the coordinate on Hy in such a way that [w]g, (1) =
T where n is the height of Hy. Then for an adic F,-algebra R we have Hy(R) =
@Nil(R), where the limit is taken with respect to the maps z — 2¢". Thus Hy is
the inverse limit of the affine formal schemes @ Spf F,[T] with respect to the maps
T+ T and this is exactly SpfF,[TV]. O

For an adic Ox-algebra A, we will use the notation Nil” for the functor:
Nil’(R) = lim Nil(R).
xﬁq
This functor is representable by the formal scheme Spf A[T'/7], where A[T"/7]
is the completion of A[T"/9™] with respect to the ideal generated by I and T (where
I is an ideal of definition for A).

Lemma 2.7. Let A be an adic Z,-algebra with ideal of definition I. For an adic
A-algebra R, the reduction map Nil’(R) — Nil’(R/I) is an isomorphism.

Proof. The inverse map is as follows. We may assume that p € I. Let (xq,z1,...)
be an element of Nil’(R/I). For i = 0,1,..., let 3; € R be any lift of z;. Put

].' qTL
Z; = 11Im .
? n yn-H

Then (29, 1, ... ) lies in Nil’(R/I) and lifts (zq, z1, .. .) O

Lemma 2.8. Let A be an adic Ok-algebra admitting an ideal of definition I for
which A/I =F,. Let H and H' be two 1-dimensional w-divisible formal O -modules
over A, and let Hy, H|, be their reductions modulo I.
(1) For every object R of Adicy, the natural reduction map H(R) — Hy(R/I)
18 an isomorphism.
(2) There is an isomorphism of functors H — Nil’ (after forgetting the K-
vector space structure on H ). Thus H is representable by Spf A[T/4].
(3) Morphisms Hy — H{, of w-divisible formal Ox-modules over A/I lift natu-
rally to morphisms H — H' over A.
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Remark 2.9. The restriction to the case of 1-dimensional formal modules is simply
for ease of notation.

Proof. Part (1) is similar to Lemma 2.7: if (zg,x1,...) € Ho(R/I), let y; be an
arbitrary lift of z; for ¢+ > 0, and then let

zi = lim [@"| g (Ynti)-
n—oo

Then (20, 1, ... ) is the unique lift of (z,z1,...) to H(R).
Part (2) follows from Lemma 2.7: For an adic A-algebra R, we have

H(R) — Hy(R/I) = Nil’(R/I) — Nil’(R).
_ For part (3), let fo: Hy — Hy be a morphism; this induces a morphism fo: Hy —
H{. The required morphism f: H — H’ is the composite map
HI(R) = Ho(R/T) —"~ Hy(R/T) -~ H'(R).
O

2.6. Some calculations in the universal cover of; the standard formal Op-
module. It will be useful to make the isomorphism H — Nil’ explicit in the case
that H is the standard formal Og-module. It is

H(R) — Nil’(R)
(1’1,1'2,...) —> (y,yl/q,...),

where
for i = 0,1,.... We will write \: H — Nil’ to refer to this isomorphism, and

\i: H — Nil for its projection onto the ith component.

End H = Oy, is the ring of integers in the unramified extension L/K of degree n.
Indeed, if o is a root of 79" — T in Oy, then there is a corresponding endomorphism
of H given on the level of coordinates by [a|y(T) = aT. (Note that logy oT =
alogy T, so this does actually define an endomorphism.) On the other hand, if H,
is the reduction of H modulo w, then End Hy = Op is generated over Ok by Op,
and the Frobenius endomorphism II (which sends 7" to T'?). By Lemma 2.8, II lifts
to an automorphism of the universal cover H. We have

Ai(Ilz) = A;(x)?

for = any section of H and any i =0,1,. ...
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Lemma 2.10. Let H be the standard formal Og-module, and let R be a w-torsion-
free Op-algebra which is complete for the w-adic topology. We have a commutative
diagram

(xo,11,...) € H(R) Nil’(R) > (y,y9,...)
>z, RI[1/4] DN

Proof. If the sequence (y,y9,...) € @Nil(R), corresponds to (xg,z1,...) €
H(R), then

zo = lim [@™]5(y"/7"").

m—ro0

Taking logarithms, we get

logy(z0) = nlbi_lgowmlogH(qum”)

[oe} n(i—m)

q

as required. [l
This calculation appears in [FF11], §7.

2.7. The quasilogarithm map. Let Hj be a 1-dimensional w-divisible formal O -
module over F,. Let H be any lift of Hy to O. We will describe a functorial map
of K-vector spaces qlogy: H(A) — M(Hy) ® (A® K), where A is any adic O.-
algebra. The universal cover H does not depend on the choice of lift H, and neither
will qlogy.
Let
0=V —=E—-H—=0

be the universal additive extension of H, so that M(H,) = Lie E. Let 2 € H(A)
be represented by the sequence (z1,xs,...). Lift this arbitrarily to a sequence
(y1,Y2, ... ) of elements of F(A), and then define y € E(A) by

y = lim @w"y,.
n—oo

Then y does not depend on the choices made, and we may define qlogy(x) =
logp(y) € (LieF) ® (A® K).

It will be useful to make this map explicit when H is the standard formal Og-
module. The following lemma follows from combining the above construction with
Lemma 2.10.
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Lemma 2.11. Let H be the standard formal O -module. Let A be a w-torsion-free
adic Op-algebra. Let x € H(A).
(1) With respect to the standard basis of M(Hy)® K, the coordinates of qlogy ()
are given by
alog(z) = (logg (), logy (1), ..., logy (11" "))
(2) Suppose that x € H(A) corresponds to (y,y"9,...) € l&qul(A). Then

qm’+j

logyy (1) = H *

1€ZL

wt

2.8. Formal schemes and adic spaces. This section is a review of [SW12], §2.2.
Let L be a complete nonarchimedean local field ring of integers O and residue field «.
Let w € O be any element with |w| < 1. There is a generic fiber functor M — M,
from sufficiently nice formal schemes M over O to rigid-analytic spaces over L; see
for instance the discussion in [dJ98], §7.1. Here “sufficiently nice” means that M is
covered by affine formal schemes Spf A, where A is a noetherian adic O-algebra for
which A ® r is finitely generated over k. A typical example is M = Spf O[T], in
which case M, is the 1-dimensional open unit ball.

In the sequel we will need to work with formal schemes which are not locally
noetherian, and so we need a more flexible generic fiber functor. This is provided
by Huber’s theory of adic spaces, cf. [Hub94|. If A is a (not necessarily Noetherian)
topological O-algebra admitting a finitely generated ideal of definition, then we
have the topological space Spa(A, A), which comes equipped with a presheaf of
topological rings. As a set, Spa(A, A) consists of those continuous valuations on
A which are bounded by 1. In the theory developed in [Hub94], Spa(A, A) is not
considered an adic space unless its structure presheaf is a sheaf, but in [SW12] there
is a Yoneda-style generalization of the notion of adic space which does not require
this condition.

The association Spf A — Spa(A, A) extends to a fully faithful functor M ~ M?d
from formal schemes over Spf(Q) which locally admit a finitely generated ideal of
definition to adic spaces over Spa(Q, Q). It then makes sense to define the adic
generic fiber

Mn = Mad ®Spa((9,(9) Spa(La O),

an adic space over L. (This is denoted M2 in [SW12]).

Let Nilp, denote the category of O-algebras in which w is nilpotent. A formal
scheme M represents a functor on Nilp,. If M locally admits a finitely generated
ideal of definition, then M, has a functorial interpretation as well, and it will be
useful to relate the functorial interpretations of M and M,. Let CAff; » denote the
category of affinoid (L, O)-algebras (R, R") (in the sense of Huber) for which R* is
w-adically complete. M,, is determined by its functor of points M, : CAff; » — Sets.
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Proposition 2.12 ([SW12], Prop. 2.2.2). The functor M, : CAff; o — Sets is the
sheafification of
(R,RT) — hgl M(Ry) = hﬂ @M(Ro/wm),
ROCR+ R()C}f+ m

where the injective limit is over open and bounded O-subalgebras Ry C R™.

2.9. The Lubin-Tate space without level structure. Let H,/F, be the (unique)
formal Og-module of dimension 1 and height n. We consider the functor

Mp, - Nilpy, = — Sets

be the functor which assigns to A the set of isomorphism classes of pairs (H, p),
where H is a formal Og-module over A and

p: Hy®g, Ajw — H®s Alw

is a quasi-isogeny. Such a pair (H, p) will be called a deformation of Hy to A.
Then My, is representable by a formal scheme, which is isomorphic to a disjoint
union of Z copies of Spf Oy [us, . .., u,—1], parametrized by the height of the quasi-
isogeny p.
Accordingly, the generic fiber My, = My, , is a disjoint union of open balls of
dimension n — 1. By the above characterization of adic generic fibers, we have the
following moduli interpretation of Mp,. Let (R, R") be an object of CAff K0, and

let X = Spa(R, R"). Then an element of My, (R, R*) corresponds to a cover of X
by open subsets U; = Spa(R;, R;"), open and bounded Oj-subalgebras R;o C R,
and pairs (H;, p;) over R;,, satisfying the obvious compatibility condition. Such a
family of (H;, p;) will be collectively referred to as a deformation of Hy over (R, RT).
In a slight abuse of notation we will write such family simply as (H, p).

2.10. The Lubin-Tate space at infinite level. We review some recent results
from [Weil2] and [SW12] concerning moduli of p-divisible groups with infinite level
structures. Suppose as usual that Hy is a one-dimensional formal O-module over F,
of height n. If (R, RT) is an object of CAH}“{,OR’ and (H, p) is a deformation of Hy to

(R, R™), then (as above) (H, p) corresponds to a family of pairs (H;, p;) defined over
a covering of Spa(R, RT). For each i, we have the Tate module T'(H;) = lim H;[w™],
an affine group scheme. Passing to adic generic fibers, we have for eac%i an adic
space T'(H;), over K; these glue together to form an adic space T((H ), which carries
the structure of an abelian group.

If z = Spa(L, L") is a point of Spa(R, R") with L algebraically closed, then
T(H)*(L, L") is a free Og-module of rank n.

Definition 2.13. Let My, o be the functor on CAff ;-algebras which assigns to
(R, R*) the set of triples (H, p, ¢), where (H, p) is a deformation of Hy to (R, RT),
and ¢: Of — T(H)2(R, R") is a morphism of Z,-modules which is an isomorphism
at every point x = Spa(L, L1) € Spa(R, R").
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Let H be any lift of Hy to O;. The main result of [SW12|, §6.3 is that there
is an alternate linear-alegbra description of My, o, has nothing to do with defor-
mations of Hy. Recall from §2.7 that we have for every adic O -algebra A a map
qlogy : H(A) — M(Hy) ® (A ® K) which does not depend on the choice of lift H.
From this we get a morphism of adic spaces qlogy : H, — M(Hy) ® G, (where G,

is to be interpreted as the adic space version of the additive group).

Theorem 2.14. Let (Mp, )" be the functor on CAff which assigns to (R, R")
the set of n-tuples (s1,...,8,) € f]gd(R, R™) such that the following conditions are
satisfied:
(1) The matriz (qlog(s1), - .., qlog(s,)) € (M(Hy) ® R)"™ is of rank exactlyn—1.
(2) For all points x of Spa(R, RT), the vectors s1(x),...,s,(x) are K-linearly
independent.

Then Mp, oo and (Mpy, )" are isomorphic. (In particular (Mp, )" does not de-
pend on the choice of H.)

Let AH be the one-dimensional formal Og-module over O of height 1 whose
Dieudonné module is the top exterior power A"M(Hy). This is the formal Og-
module whose logarithm is

- n— ﬁrw
log,y(T) = > _(=1)"Y —
i=0

Passing to the universal cover, if (xg, z1,...) € X\ﬁ(R) corresponds to (y,y'/9,...) €
Nil’(R), then

[e.9] 1

n— iyq
(2.1) log,y to = Y _ (=1)" =

1=—00

Theorem 2.15. There exists a K-alternating map §: H™ — X\ﬁ, such that the
diagram
H"» g

n NH,

qlog g X--~quong llOg/\H
AJ(E%Yl@HGa—E;>AJ(AEQ)@NGQ
commutes.

Proof. The morphism ¢ is constructed using in [SW12], §6.4, at least in the case of
K = Q,, using an interpretation of H in terms of p-adic Hodge theory. The general
case adds no real additional complication.

Alternatively, we can give an explicit description of §, and in any case we will need
such a description for the calculations that follow. Assume that H is the standard
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formal Og-module of height n. This entails no loss of generality, since neither H
nor the quasilogarithm map depends on the choice of lift. First define a morphism
of formal schemes dy: H™ — AH as follows. Suppose a section (s1,...,s,) of H" is
given, for which the corresponding section of (Nil’)” is (z1, . .., x,) (this means that
the z; are topologically nilpotent elements with distinguished gth power roots). We
set

do(S1y.. -, 8n) = (AH) Z e(ay, ... ap)x? xd? d™"

(alv"'van)

where
e the sum ranges over n-tuples (a1, ..., a,) such that a;+- - -+a, =n(n—1)/2,
and such that each a; occupies a distict residue class modulo n,
e c(ay,...,a,) is the sign of the permutation i — a;y; (mod n) of the set

{0,1,...,n— 1}, and
e the symbol (AH) ) means that the sum is carried out using the operation
+AH-
Then we have

lognp(Bo(s1,--r80) = > ela)logy(ad - 2d™)
(a1,-san)
atm o gentm
= Y @y
(a1,...,an) meZ w

and it is not difficult to see that this is the same as

qmn+j
Ly
det E ,
wm
meZ 1<i<n, 0<j<n—1

which in turn equals det qlog,(si,...,s,) by Lemma 2.11. Thus we have shown
that the diagram of adic spaces

S 5o
i NH,

qlog g l llOg/\H

M(Ho)n ® Ga W- M(/\HO) ® Ga.

commutes. We claim that dy is Ox-multilinear and alternating. This will follow from
the same property of det: M(Hy)™ — M(AH,). For instance, if sq, 8/, 2, ..., s, are
sections of H over an affinoid algebra (R, RT), define an element

0= 0(s1,8),82,--,8,) € (NH)(R")

by
0 = 6o(s1+ 87,82, -.,5,) — 00(81,82, ..., 80) — 00(s],52,...,5n).
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(here the operations are taking place in AH). Then the commutativity of the above
diagram shows that log,;(0) = 0. The kernel of log, is the torsion H[w*|. Thus
the morphism of adic spaces 9,: H**' — (AH), factors through H[w>],. But
f]{;“ is connected and H[w®™], is discrete, so d, must be constant. Since obviously
0(0,...,0) =0, we have 0, = 0 identially. This implies that 0 = 0, since 0 can be
recovered from 0, by looking at the induced morphism on integral global sections.
A similar argument can be applied to show that dg(s1, ..., s,) is Ox-multilinear and
alternating.

We may then define morphisms d0;: H» — AH by (for instance) (s, ..., s,) =
6i(wis1,...,5,). Then § = (8,0y,...) defines the required morphism 6: H" —
NH. O

The morphism 0: H" — AH corresponds to a morphism A: (Nil’)” — Nil’, in
such a way that the diagram

A" —° - AH
Nil’)” — = Nil’
A

commutes. The morphism A corresponds to an element A(Xj, ..., X,) of

Oy [[Xll/ XY 97, which comes equipped with a family of gth power roots. It
will be helpful to have a first-order approximation of A.

Lemma 2.16. We have
A(Xy,. .., X)) = det(X]) 1<i<n, 0<j<n—1
modulo terms of higher degree in O [[Xll/qoo, o ,X}/qw]].

Proof. This follows from the explicit description of A given in the proof of Thm.
2.15. O

The following theorem gives a complete description of the space My, o in terms
of the morphism ¢.

Theorem 2.17 ([SW12|, Thm. 6.4.1). There is a cartesian diagram

0
MH()’OO - M/\HO,OO

| l

ar NH,.

)

We remark that Mg, « is the disjoint union of Z copies of the one-point space
Spa(K®, Ofa), where K® is the completion of the maximal abelian extension of
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K. We have that Mg, « is a locally closed subspace of 7\\}/177, and therefore My,
is a localy closed subspace of H,'.

2.11. The action of GL, (K) x D* x Wk. Let C be the completion of an algebraic
closure of K, and let My, - ¢ be the base change of My, - to C. We remark that
Mpy.00.0 is a perfectoid space in the sense of [Sch12]. We define a right action of
GL,(K) x D* x Wk on Mpy, ¢ (which becomes a left action on cohomology).
The action of GL,(K) x D* is easy enough to define in terms of the moduli
problem represented by My, ~ (and doesn’t require base changing to C). We
describe this action in terms of the description of My, o in Thm. 2.17. If z =
(z1,...,x,) is a section of H", and if (g,b) € GL,(K) x D*, then we set z(9) =
g"(b7'zy, ..., b7 x,), where the T denotes transpose. This action preserves Mg, .
We now turn to the action of Wg. First we define an action of Wk on f],’;c.
Suppose w € Wpg. Let us write ® for the Frobenius automorphism of K which
induces the gth power map on the residue field. Then w is an automorphism of C
which induces ®™ on K for some m € Z. We get a morphism of formal schemes

1 ® w: ﬁ@okoc —> ﬁ®0k7¢.m00
which induces a morphism of adic spaces over C"
l®w: ﬁ]mc — 1{]7(7?5) = (ﬁ[@oﬁ,@m(’)o)n

On the other hand, we have the absolute Frobenius morphism of formal schemes
p: Hy — Ho(q ) = 1, ®F, F,, which induces an isomorphism ¢: Hy — Héq ),
which in turn induces an isomorphism of adic spaces ¢: ﬁn,c — ﬁéqg ). We define an
automorphism z — ¥ of lffn,c as the composition of 1 ® w with ®. This induces

an automorphism of FI;L,C which preserves My, «.c. Note that the action of Wy on
My 00, is C-semilinear, and that it commutes with the action of GL, (K) x D*.

3. A SPECIAL AFFINOID IN THE LUBIN-TATE TOWER AT INFINITE LEVEL

3.1. CM points. Let L/K be an extension of degree n, with uniformizer w; and
residue field F;n. Let C be the completion of a separable closure of L. A deformation
H of Hy over O¢ has CM by Oy, if there exists a K-linear isomorphism L — End G®
K. Equivalently, H has CM by L if it is isogenous to a formal O-module (necessarily
of height 1).

If H/O¢ is has CM by Oy, and ¢ is a level structure on H, we get a triple (H, p, ¢)
defining an C-point of My, ~. Points of My, ~ constructed in this matter will be
called CM points (or points with CM by L).

Let x be a point of Mg, « with CM by L which corresponds to the triple (H, ¢, ¢).
Then x induces embeddings i1: L — M, (K) and iy: L — D, characterized by the
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commutativity of the diagrams

K~ v(H)

il(a)l la

K" —V(H)

and
Hy—>H®Fu

ig(a)t la

HOﬁH@Fqn

for « € K. At the risk of minor confusion, from this point forward we will usually
suppress i1, i3 from the notation and instead think of L as a subfield of M, (K) and
D. Let A: L — M, (K) x D be the diagonal embedding. The group GL, (K) x D*
acts transitively on the set of CM points; the stabilizer of our fixed CM point x is
A(LX).

By Lubin-Tate theory, points of My, -, with CM by L are defined over the com-
pletion of the maximal abelian extension of L. That is, these points are fixed by
the commutator Wy, Wy]. Recall that the relative Weil group Wy is the quo-
tient of Wy by the closure of Wp, Wy]. If 2 has CM by L, and w € Wy, then
2" also has CM by L, and therefore there exists a pair (g,b) € GL,(K) x D* for
which 2% = 2" Then w — L*(g,b) is a well-defined injective map j: Wk —
L*\(GL,(K) x D).

Recall also that there is an exact sequence

recy,

l — L — Wk — Gal(L/K) —1
corresponding to the canonical class in H*(Gal(L/K), L*) (cf. [Tat79]).

Lemma 3.1. For all o« € L™, we have j(recp o) = L*(1, ).

recy, o 1,071

Proof. This is tantamount to the statement that x = g ), and will follow
from classical Lubin-Tate theory.

By replacing = with a translate, we may assume that H/O; admits endomor-
phisms by all of O, and that ¢ maps O} isomorphically onto T'(H).

In [LT65], the main theorem shows that the maximal abelian extension L%/L
is the compositum of L™, the maximal unramified extension, with L., the field
obtained by adjoining the roots of all iterates [@}|y to L. Write a = w}'u, with
u € OF. In the notation of [LT65], the Artin symbol (v, L%/L) restricts to the
mth power of the (arithmetic) ¢"th power Frobenius Fr» on L™ and sends a root
¢ of [@?]g to [u™']g(£). But recy sends a uniformizer to a geometric Frobenius,

so recy(a) = (a~%, L®/L) as elements of W. Thus for a unit u € OF, 27t is
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represented by the triple (H, 1, ¢)®t®) = (H, 1, ¢ ou) = (D = 2 ag claimed.
Finally, since recy(wy) acts as geometric Frobenius on L™ and as the identity on
Leo, we have 27°0(®1) = (H, 1 ¢)er(#L) = (H 1o Frq_nl,gb). Since [wp]e reduces
to Fr,» modulo @y, we have a™t(@1) = 2= This completes the proof of the
claim. n

Let N7 and N3 be the normalizers of L* in GL,(K) and D*, respectively. Then
both N and N, are extensions of Gal(L/K) by L*. Let N' C GL,(K) x D* be the
pullback in the diagram

N N

_—

N, — Gal(L/K).

Then N is also an extension of Gal(L/K) by L*. A pair (¢,b) € GL,(K) x D*
belongs to A if and only if there exists o € Gal(L/K) such that for all « € L* we
have g tag = b~ tab = a°.

Proposition 3.2. The map j: Wk — L*\(GL,(K) x D*) factors through an iso-
morphism of groups Wy x — L*\N.

Proof. Let w € Wy, and let j(w) = L*(g,b), so that 2% = 2@~ We first claim
that (g,b) € V.

Let o be the image of w in Gal(L/K), and let o € L* be arbitrary. Repeatedly
using the fact that the actions of GL,(K) x D* and Wk on My, (C) commute,
we have by Lemma 3.1

Lb7ah) _ (gh) " (La)(gb)
Lw(La)(.b)

= pLajwigb)

_ xrecL(a)w(g,b)

_ plobrecs(@y

_ l,ufl recr, (a)w

—  precr (a?)

_ e,
so that b™1ab = a°. A similar calculation shows that g~ 'ag = a°. Thus (g,b) € N.
One sees from the calculation

L) — o) _ et ) et )T e

that j factors through a group homomorphism Wy — L*\N. The restriction of
this homomorphism to W; factors through W so in fact j factors through a
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homomorphism Wy x — L*\N, which we temporarily call 7. From the diagram

1 Wb Wik — Gal(L/K) —1

b

1 YA L Qal(L)K) —— 1

(1«

we see that } Wik — L*\N is an isomorphism. ]

Henceforth we will use the letter j for the homomorphism Wy — L*\N which
induces the isomorphism Wy, x — L*\N of Prop. 3.2. Then j is characterized by
the property that

(3.1) /W) = v
for all w € Wk.

Proposition 3.3. Let S be the stabilizer of x in GL,(K) x D* x Wg. Then S is
the set of triples (g,b,w), where (g,b) € N is a lift of j(w) € L*\N..

Proof. We have already seen that these elements fix x. Suppose (g, b, w) fixes x, so
that 2@ = %" = /) Then (g,b)j(w)™" € GL,(K) x D* fixes x, and so must
lie in the diagonally embedded L*. U

3.2. Linking orders. We continue to assume that L/K is a separable extension
of degree n and that x € My, »(C) is a point with CM by L. Then x determines
K-linear embeddings L — M, (K) and L — D. As before, let A: L — M, (K) x D
be the diagonal embedding. Finally, let m > 0 be an integer. In this section we
define a A(Op)-order £ = L, ,, inside of M,,(K) x D which plays an important role
in our analysis. Much of the material in this section is taken from [Weil2], §3.3.

The CM point = determines a deformation Hy of H to O¢, and a basis for the
free Og-module TH = l'&lH[w"](OC). We may then identify M, (K) with the
algebra of K-linear endomorphisms of VH = TH ® K. Let 2 C M,(K) be the
Op-subalgebra of elements which send p} TH into p; T H for each ¢ € Z. Let p C 2
be the ideal of elements which send p} TH into p™'TH for each m € Z; then 5L is
the double-sided ideal generated by wy.

We have a K-linear pairing M,,(K) x M, (K) — K given by (a,b) — tr(ab). With
respect to this pairing we may write M, (K) = L @ C, where C is a left and right
L-vector space of dimension n — 1. Let pr,: M, (K) — L be the projection onto the
first factor. Similarly, we can write D = L & Cy; let pry: D — L be the projection
onto the first factor.

Let r be the largest integer such that pr, (") C p7*, and let

P17m:{a€mr

pry(a) € p?} ,
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an Op-submodule of 2. By definition of r, we have Pﬁm C Pim, so that 1 + Py, is
an open subgroup of 2A* containing 1 + p7’.

We define similar structures for the division algebra D. Let Pp C Op be the
maximal double-sided ideal. Let 7’ be the largest integer such that pr,(B%’) C p72,
and let

pry(b) € ‘43?} -

Then Pim C Py, and 14 Py, is an open subgroup of OF, which contains 1 + p7*.
Now we consider structures within the product M, (K) x D. Let

L= A(OL) + (Pl,m X P2,m)-

Then L is a A(Op)-order in M, (K) x D. We also define a two-sided ideal g C L
by

Py = {b e Py

P =APL) + (Prmt1 X Pomr)-
Then R = L/ is a finite-dimensional algebra over the residue field Oy, /p;.

3.3. Description of the linking order in the case of /K unramified. From
now on we impose the assumption that L/K is unramified. It will be helpful to
have a completely explicit description of £ in the case. We will assume that the CM
point x corresponds to the standard formal Og-module H, which has CM by the
full ring of integers in L. This ensures that M, (Ox) N L = O and OpNL = Oy.
Let Cf =Ci N Mn(OK) and CS =CyNOp.

Then the linking order is

£=AOn) + (5 x pp) + (p71Cs xp[ ")
and its ideal ‘B is
m _ A(pL) + (p7Ln+1 % pzz—i-l) + <p£(m+1)/2] Cﬂln « p;m/Z]Oé)) )

Lemma 3.4. The quotient S = L/B is an Fyn-algebra of dimension n+1. It admits
a basis 1,eq,...,e,. Multiplication in S is determined by the following rules.

oei-a:aqi-ei,aeﬁ?qn
e [fm =1, then

€i€j =

€itj, ’L"—jgn
0, t+7>n

o Ifm > 2, then
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Proof. This is a simple calculation. We will only explain how to construct the
elements ey, . . ., e,. An interesting feature is that the roles of M,,(K) and D alternate
based on the parity of m.

Let s € GL,(Ok) be an element of order n in the normalizer of L* such that
conjugation by s effects the Frobenius automorphism of L /K. Then the Op-module

° is spanned by s,s% ...,s""L. Similarly, we have an element II € Op coming
from the Frobenius endomorphism of Hy; we have that I1" = w, conjugation by
IT effects the Frobenius automorphism on L/K, and Cf is spanned over O by

I, .. T

If m is even, then e; is the image of (w™/?s%,0) for i = 1,...,n — 1, and e,
is the image of (@™,0). If m is odd, then e; is the image of (0,w™~Y/2[T%) for
i=1,...,n—1, and e, is the image of (0,@™). O

3.4. The unipotent group U, and the variety X. Let Uj be the affine group
variety over [F, whose points over an [Fj-algebra R are formal expressions 1+ ajeq +
<o+ aye,, with a; € R. The group operation is determined by similar rules as in
Lemma 3.4. (Thus Uy depends on ¢, n, and m, although the dependence on m is
determined by whether or not m = 1.) Lemma 3.4 shows there is an isomorphism
between Ugy(F,») and the p-Sylow subgroup of S*.

Let Yy C Ujp be defined by the equation a, = 0, so that Yy & qu_l. Write
Ly Uy — Uy for the Lang map g — Fryn(g) - 7', where Frp. is the ¢"-power
Frobenius map. Put X, = L;,}(YO). Let U = Uy ®@p, Fgn, X = X, ®p, Fgn and
Y =Y, ®p, Fgn. The group U = U(Fy») acts on X by right multiplication and
the map X — Y induced by L;,» makes X an étale U(Fn)-torsor over Y. In

particular, we obtain an action of U on HC’(XE,@Z) =D,y Hé(Xan@é)a where
def = =
X5, = X ®r, Fq = Xo @, Fy.
We can give explicit formulas for the variety X. If m = 1, then X/F,» is the
(n — 1)-dimensional hypersurface in the variables ay, ..., a, with equation

n 1

q q" q" q "
a; —a; ay —ay a; —as Qp_1 — Qp—1 QL —ay,
q q q q
1 a; a22 a’n2—2 a’n2—1
q a? a?

det 0 1 aq T n—3 n—2 = 0.
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If m > 2, then the equation is

n 1 n

q q" q" q »
a; —ay Qy —Qy Q3 —ag -+ Q3 —ap_1 QL —ay

q

1 0 0 e 0 an2_1
q

det | 0 1 0o - 0 ai, |=o

n—1

0 0 0 e 1 af

If instead we use parameters by, ..., b, on U defined by g7 = 1+bje; +---+b,en,
then X is defined by

b — by bL —bpy oo bW —by b — Dy
b 1 0 0
2 2
(3.2) det | b3 bi 0 0 =0
b b A
if m =1, and
b — b, b —byy oo DY —by b — by
b 1 0 0
2
(3.3) det | b5 0 0 0 =0
qnfl
G 0 0 1

if m > 2.

3.5. The norm morphism. Consider the map 4" : GL,(K)x D* — K* given by
(9,b) — det(g) Nrdp,x (b)~!, where Nrdp,k is the reduced norm homomorphism. If
L is the linking order from §3.3, then .4 takes the subgroup £* C GL,(K) x D*
into 1+ p? C K* and induces a homomorphism S* — (1 +p2)/(1 + p7t), where
S = L/ is the quotient appearing in Lemma 3.4. In particular, we obtain a
homomorphism N : U — F, C Fy», which is invariant under the conjugation action
of S* on U and restricts to the trace map Trg /5, + Fgn — Fy on the subgroup

{1+ ane, ‘ a, € Fpn} =Fpn of U.
In §5 we prove that the map IV can be extended to a morphism of F«-varieties
(3.4) N:U — G,,

which is not a homomorphism of algebraic groups, but which has the properties
e N(gh) = N(g)+ N(h) for g e Uand h € U =U(F;n).
e Let pr,,: U — G, be the projection onto the final coordinate e,; then
pr,,(Lgn(9)) = N(g)? — N(g).
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The variety X constructed in §3.4 is not connected. Since X is defined by
pr,(Ls(g)) = 0, the second property of N shows that X is the disjoint union
of closed subvarieties with equations N(g) = a, as a runs through F,. In other
words, we have a cartesian diagram of affine varieties over Fn:

X —TF,

.

U—— Al
N

(Here F, is to be interpreted as a disjoint union of ¢ points.) In Remark 4.8 below
we will see that the fibers of X over the points of F, are geometrically connected.

3.6. The main result of the section. Recall from Prop. 3.3 that the stabilizer
x in GL,(K) x D* x Wk is the group S of triples (g, b, w), where (g,b) € N is a
lift of j(w) € L*\N. Let J C GL,(K) x D* x Wy be the subgroup generated by
L* x {1} and S.

The main result of the section concerns an affinoid subset of My, -« ¢ which
happens to be J-invariant. To state it precisely, we need to pin down a certain
Frobenius element. As in the proof of Lemma 3.4, we have an element s € GL,,(K)
of order n and a uniformizer Il € Op, such that conjugation by the pair (s, II)
effects the Frobenius automorphism on A(L*). Thus (s,II) € N. By Prop. 3.2,
there exists an element ® € Wy for which j(®) = L*(s,II). Note that ® is an
arithmetic Frobenius element, and (s,II,®) € S§. Then J is generated by the
following subgroups and elements:

(1) The pro-p-Sylow subgroup of £*, this being the preimage of the group U =
U(F,») under the reduction map £* — (L/B)*,

(2) (o, a, 1), where a € OF,

(3) (1,a,recy(a)), where a € L*, and

(4) (s, 11, @).

Consider the map

X: GL,(K) x D* xWg — K~
(g,b,'lU) = (detg)(NrdD/K(b))_lrec[_{l(w)_l‘

We have x(J) =1+ p}.
The remainder of the section is devoted to the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. There exists a J-invariant affinoid subset Z C My, .c whose
reduction is characterized by the following cartesian diagram of affine schemes over
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=l

Z———=1+pp

.

X3 ——F,
Here 1+ p is to be interpreted as the affine scheme Spec Cont(1 + p7. F,), and
similarly with By, — (1 +p2)/(1 + pth). The group J acts on all objects in this
diagram. We describe first the action of J on X%’;rf. The action of the pro-p-Sylow
subgroup of L* x {1} factors through the right multiplication action of U on X. If
a € OF, then (o, o, 1) acts through

n—1

(a1,...,a,) — (aq_lal, Loalt Tla, g, a,),

where @ is the image of a in Op /(w) = Fyn. Elements of S of the form (1, v, rec(v))
with o € L* act trivially. Finally, (s,11,¢) acts on Xpe]rf as the inverse of the
arithmetic Frobenius map (the variables are fized but scala;"s get raised to the 1/qth
power).

The action of J on 1 + p7 s through x: J — 1+ p%, and similarly for the
quotient B, ~ (1 +p7) /(1 + pt).

All arrows in the diagram are equivariant for the action of J .

The following corollary reduces the study of the cohomology of Z to the study of
the cohomology of the (finite-type) variety X:

Corollary 3.6. As a representation of J we have

H:(Z,Q,) = EBH' (X5, Q) @ (Yo x),

where 1 runs over characters of 1 + pit.

Proof of Cor. 3.6. The description of Z in Thm. 3.5 shows that it is an inverse limit
of schemes of finite type:

LXperf eyt (L PE)/ (L +pE™).

The transition maps in this inverse system are all affine, as are the schemes them-

selves. Formation of cohomology therefore commutes with the limit (see [SGAT3],
VIIL.5.8), and we find

H}(Z,Q) = lim H; (Xperf )ty (L PE)/(L+ PR, @e)

r—00

= lim H*(Xporf QZ) ®@z[(1+P%)/(1+P}¥+1)} @Z[(l + ]37]?)/(1 + pm+r)]

r—00
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This is an isomorphism of representations of J; recall that the action of J on 1+p’¢
is through the norm map y. The representation Q,[(1 + px)™/(1 + p*")] breaks
up as the direct sum of characters ¢ of 1 + p’¢ of conductor m + r. In the direct
limit we get

H3(Z,Q,) = @H' (X5, Q) ® (¥ 0 ),

where ¢ runs over characters of 1 + p -
Finally, we observe that X2 perf g jtself an inverse limit of schemes, namely Xz perf _
L F, along the qth power Frobenlus maps. Since the Frobenius map 1nduces

an isomorphism on cohomology we find a natural isomorphism Hc’(XIIFJerf Q) =

3.7. Definition of the special affinoid. Let H be the standard formal Ox-module
over Oj. Let y be a primitive element of the Tate module TH(O¢). Let (£,£Y9,...)

be the corresponding element of Nilb((’)c). Then ¢ is characterized by the properties

o0 é.qin
Z o

q"—l

= |=l.
Let L/K be the unramified extension of degree n. Recall that End H = Op. Let
ai,...,a, be a basis for Op/Ok. Then (aqy,...,a,y) is an n-tuple of elements of

H(O¢) representing a point & € M, o(C) with CM by L.
Let t = 0(aqy,...,a,y) € AH(O¢), so that t represents a point of Mam, oo(C).
Suppose (7,747, ...} € Nil’(O¢) corresponds to t, so that

[e.e] 2

i(n— 71 -
> ()T —o, et = .

Lemma 3.7. We have T = det(a? )&+a+-+0""" plus smaller terms.
Proof. Follows from Lemma 2.16. O

For a row vector = (B1,...,5,) € D", there is the linear functional H" > H
which sends y = (y1,...,¥yn) to >, Biy;; we write this as §-y. If a € M,,(K) we can
write Sa for the matrix product (f,...,3,)a. Similarly if b € D we can write b
for (610, ..., Bxb). Finally if ( = (a,b) € M, (K) x D, we write ¢ = fa — pb.

Lemma 3.8 ([Weil2], Lemma 4.2.1). There is a nonzero vector f = (p1,...,0n) €
L™ such that for all « € L we have BA(a) = 0. This 8 is unique up to scaling by
an element of L*. For all ( € M, (K) x D we have

(BC) -z = (pr(C)B) - @, all ¢ € M,(K) x D.
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Let us adopt the following convention regarding continuous valuations | | on the
ring R: for a section v € H(R), |v| shall mean |Ao(v)|, where we recall from §2.6
that Ag(v) € R is the Oth coordinate of A(v) € Nil’(R).

Let R be the adic O¢-algebra which represents Hp . Thus we have n universal

elements X1,..., X, € H(R). Let X = (X1,...,X,) € H*(R). Choose a nonzero
vector [ as in Lemma 3.8. The following definition appears in [Weil2], §4.2. Define

a subset Y C f]{;c by the inequalities

(3.5) 8- (X —2)| < |wp'B - |
and
(3.6) [(BC) - X| < |w]'B -z, all ¢ € L.

Then we define Z = Y N Mpy, o,c. This is the special affinoid of Thm. 3.5. The
next two sections are devoted to the proof of that theorem.

3.8. The special affinoid: Case of m > 2 even. We have z = (1y, any, . . ., ay)
for a basis ay,...,a, of Op/Ok. Let ¢ be the Frobenius automorphism of L/K.
If « = (avy,...,0,)7 is the column vector whose components are the a;, then there
exists a unique matrix s € GL,(Ok) for which a¥ = sa. Then s has order n, and
conjugation by s induces ¢ on the embedded subfield L of M, (K).

Let B1,..., 08, € Op, be elements such that

Z @afj = dj0

(2

for j =0,1,...,n—1. Then = (f,...,0,) is an element of the sort described in
Lemma 3.8, and - x = y. We remark that «a and [ are related by the identity

1 —1

a af - af B B B
n—1
ay af - ay B Bf 5o By
. . . Spnfl 4P7L71 @"71 @”71
an, af --ooaf Io Jos e BE
We also remark that
(3.7) B=p"s" re’

Recall that C is the complement of L in M,,(K') under the trace pairing, and C} =
CiNM,(Ok). Then Cf is the Or-submodule of M, (Ox) spanned by s,s%, ..., s" .
Define elements Ao, ..., A, 1 € H(R) by

A;=Bs"X,i=0,....,n—1.
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Then the X's and As are related by

Xl (651 Oéf s Oéf . A()
n—
n—1

Xn O, O‘rf e O‘rf An—l

If we define elements Y7,...,Y, € H(R) by setting

Y, = w ™ 8s7-X,i=1,....n—1
Y, = w"p- (X —x),

then each Y; satisfies |Y;| < |y| for all | | € Y. The relationship between the Y's and
the As is

A() = x—l—men
A = @Y

An—l = wm/zYn_l.
Write A\o(Y;) = £Z;, so that Z; € R® C. We have Y = Spa(S, S™), where
St =0c <le/q°°, . Z}/q""> .
The reduction of ) is Spec Fq[le/qoo, . Z,i/qoo] = A%’perf, this being the perfection
of affine n-space over F,,.

Theorem 3.9. Let A\ C /\F[n,c be the image of Y under 6. There is a diagram

Y Ay

Ugerf Al,perf
F, N T,
in which the vertical arrows are isomorphisms, and the lower horizontal map is

induced from the morphism N: U — Al of Eq. (3.4). This diagram commutes up
to sign.

Proof. By Prop. 2.15, the morphism 6: H™ — AH is characterized by the property
that log,; 0(X1,..., X,) = detqlogy(X3,...,X,). To prove the theorem we will
undertake an analysis of qlog,(X,...,X,), in terms of the integral coordinates
iy Ly on Y.



30 M. BOYARCHENKO AND J. WEINSTEIN

In the ring S* we have the congruences
logy Ay = @"(Z, — 27"
logywAy = ¢&°

logy @ T4, = &7,
and, fori =1,...,n—1,
logy A = &(Z7 ~ 7))
logy wA; = ¢177
logy " tA; = wm/zgqnlefnfl
H(?Lre a = b is taken to mean “moduli smaller terms.” We have used the fact that
&9 = wé.

By Lemma 2.11, the coordinates of qlog (X;) with respect to the standard basis
of M(Hy) ® K are given by

qlogy(X;) = (logH(X,-), logy (wX;),. .., logH(w"_lX,-)) )
This gives us an expression for the matrix qlog (X;)i=1...» € M(Hp)" ® S in terms

of the variables Ag, ..., A,_1:

-----

logy Ay logywA,_y --- logyw" A
(qlog(X.)), = <aqj> logy Ay logg @Ay -+ wlogy @™ A,
logy Ap1 logywA,—s -+ logy w™ 1Ay

Now take determinants. We apply the preceding congruences for log,, w’A; together
with Lemma 3.7 to find that det qlogy (X;) equals

Zn—Z8 2l Zi, - Z8 2T
Zy — 77" 1 o -~ 0 0
omrdet | Zy— 28 0 1 0 0
Zn1—2Z9, 0 0 - 0 1
plus smaller terms in ST. Let f(Zy,...,Z,) denote the determinant appearing in

the above equation. Remarkably, the equation f = 0 cuts out the variety X defined
in §3.4. Since log,y d(X1,...,X,) = detqlogy (X, ..., X,), we have

loghy 0(X1,..., X)) =" 1f(Zy,...,Z,)

modulo smaller terms in S™.
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Let 0 = (00,01,...) = 0(X4,...,Xn) € AH(ST); we intend to use the above
congruence to give an approximation to § in terms of Z;,...,7,. Let exp,y(T) €
K[T] be the exponential series of AH; this series belongs to 7O (T'/7). Since
log,y 0 € w™r ST, we have that log,y 0, € 7ST, and therefore exp, 10g,y dm
converges to an element ¢/, € H(ST), and we have log, (0, — 0/) = 0. Thus
dm — 01 belongs to T(AH)(ST) = T(AH)(O¢) (since Spec ST is connected). The
homomorphism S™ — O¢ carrying each Z; to 0 takes d,, — 9/, to t,,, so that in fact
Om =ty + 0. Let & =8 —t € H(ST); then

So = @™5 .

We have &' = 7¢(Zy, ..., Z,) for some g € S* = Oc[Z/", ..., Za/""] without
constant terms.
Taking logarithms gives

log g =w"r(9g—¢?) =w™"7f

modulo smaller terms in ST. We can conclude from this that g — ¢? = f as elements
of Fy[Z1/"", ..., Z¥""]. This means that (in this ring) g = —N. O

With Thm. 3.9, we can return to the proof of Thm. 3.5. By Thm. 2.17, there is
a cartesian diagram

5
My .co.c — Mabg.coC -

! |

Let Z be the preimage of YV under My, o c — F[;L,C' Every object in the above
diagram has a corresponding affinoid subset in the following diagram:

T

Y—=NY

Here AZ C Mpp ooc is (set-theoretically) the set of translates of t € T(AH)(O¢)
by 1+ p%. Now take reductions of all objects to get a diagram of affine schemes
over F,:
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(This diagram is also cartesian, because the fiber product of Y and AZ over AY is
reduced.) The scheme AZ is isomorphic to the “constant scheme” 1+ p7 (meaning
Spec Cont(1 + p,F,)). Now apply Thm. 3.9: the bottom arrow is isomorphic to
N: Uret — Alperf Thus we have a cartesian diagram of schemes over F,:

zZ 1+ pn

]

Uperf Al,porf
N

On the other hand, the variety X appears in a cartesian diagram

X ——~TF,

.

U—— Al
N

Taking the perfection of second diagram and combining it with the first gives a
cartesian diagram

Z——1+p

|

perf
X T,

thus establishing the first part of Thm. 3.5.
We now establish that the group J C GL,(K) x D* x W stabilizes Z and
induces the action on Z described in Thm. 3.5. Since Z = Y N My, «,c, We can

just show that J preserves ), and that it induces the correct action on Y —» A%’perf.
q

Proposition 3.10. The action of J on f]{;c preserves ).

Proof. Recall that J is the subgroup of GL, (K) x D* x Wy generated by £* x {1}
and S. The statement that A(L)*L* x {1} stabilizes ' is Lemma 4.2.2 of [Weil2].

It remains to show that ) is stabilized by S. Before doing so it will be helfpul to
work through the action of the Frobenius element ® on Hp_, following §2.11. Recall
that R is the adic O¢-algebra which represents Hgp ,, so that we have a universal

element X = (X1,...,X,) € H"(R). The right action of Wg on Hp,, induces a left

action on R and therefore on H™(R). Tracing through the definitions, we see that
the Frobenius element ® carries each X; onto II"*X;. Generally, if w € Wy induces
the ¢"th power Frobenius on the residue field, then w carries X; onto II7"X;.

To show that S stabilizes ), it is enough to consider triples of the form (s”, II"u, w),
where v € Of and w € Wy induces the ¢"th power Frobenius on the residue field.
Suppose the inequalities in Egs. (3.5) and (3.6) hold at a point | | of I:[;L,c- We
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claim they hold at the translate | |¢"1"%®) as well. Start with Eq. (3.5). Since
(s, II"u, w) fixes w, it follows that 2% = s"u~'z. We have

18- (X — )| ") = 377 (sT) T (X — )
= [ su (X — )|
= |Bu™ (X — )| by Eq. (3.7)
= 8- (X —x)|.

(The last step is justified because, being a unit, u™! is congruent to an element of

Fz» modulo II.) This establishes the claim for Eq. (3.5). The argument for Eq.
(3.6) is similar. O

Lemma 3.11. The action of J on the identity element of Y — U is as described
by Thm. 3.5.

Proof. The reduction of the CM point x € ) corresponds to the identity element of
Uperf‘

Recall the coordinates Y3, . .., Y, defined by V; = w285 " X fori =1,...,n—1
and Y, = w ™. (X —x). We verify the claim for those elements of J belonging to
1+ P, ,,; the calculation for the other generators of 7 is simpler. Let 1+a;7+4---+
@,7" be an element of U, and let g = 14+ @™ ?a15+ - - - + @™ %a,_15""' + w™a, be
a lift of it to 1 4+ P, ,,, C GL,(K). For i =1,...,n — 1 we have (using Lemma 3.8)

Yi(z9) = w ™25 a9
= w "?Bsg-x
= @ "pry(sTg) (B @)
= y,

and similarly Y,(29) = a,y. From this we see that Z;(29) = a; fori = 1,...,n. This
shows that the reduction of 29 in Y is the point 14+ a7+ - -+ a,7" as required. [

Let p: J — Aut A%’perf be the action of J on the reduction of the affinoid Y —

n,perf
AFq

theorem describes an action p': J — Aut A%’perf. The preceding lemma shows that

. We can now show that p agrees with the action described in Thm. 3.5. That

for all g € J, p'(g)p(g)~" fixes the origin in A%’porf and all of its translates, which

is to say it fixes the subset A™(F,») C A"(Fqn).q We also know that since p and p/
are both F,-semilinear in the same way, so that p'(g)p(g)~" is actually F,-linear.
Finally, we know that g descends to an automorphism of the Lubin-Tate tower at
some finite level, which means that p(g) descends to an automorphism of A%q. These

considerations show that p'(g) = p(g).
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3.9. The special affinoid: Case of m > 1 odd. Once again, define elements
,A,—1 € H(R) by the system of equations

Ao, ...

Xi=aAg+adAr+ -+ af

Ao
A

An—l

Now consider the elements log; w’A;. These lie in ST, and in that ring we have

the congruences

logy Ao

log,; TI" " Aq

and, fori=1,...,n—1,

logy A

The determinant of (qlog(X;)) equals

..,n). Now define elements Y7, .
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n—1

ATL—17

(3

.., Y, € H(R) by setting

Tz +w"Y,
wo(m=D/2[y,

w(m—l)/2Hn—1Yn_1'

(2~ Zn)
om=1/2¢a

n—1

om=1/2¢a

w(m—l)/%qizgi

w(m—l)/2§qi+1zlfli+l

w2 - Z])

w(m—i—l)/?gqi*lziqi*l

m n m+1 q" m—+1 q"
w2y~ Zn) w (2L~ Zn) w2 - %) w
m—1 m+1
w2 Zf 1 w2 Zg
m—1 2 m—1 2 m+1 2
T det w2 Zd w =z Zi w2 Zj
m—1 n—1 m—1 n—1 m—1 n—1
q q q
w2 Ly w2 Ly Wz Z)

m—+1
2

w

(8" — 7y)

m+1

m

2Zg

w

41 02
q
2 s
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plus smaller terms. Up to smaller terms (and up to sign), this latter determinant
equals @™ times

z" — 7, 29— Zyy - 28— 2y, 2V — 7,
A 1 0 0
q? q?
(3.9) det | 23 Z 0 0
7+ A 1
if m =1, and
z0" — 7, 29— Zy .y - 28— 2y, 20— 7
Z! 1 0 0
2
(3.10) det | 73 0 0 0
et ‘ '
AR 0 0 1

if m > 3. Let f(z1,...,2,) € Fgn[21,..., 2, be the polynomial defined in Egs. (3.9)
and (3.10). We have the congruence

(3.11) det(qlog(X1),...,qlog(X,)) =w™rf(Z1,...,2Z,)

modulo smaller terms in ST. Once again, f = 0 cuts out the variety X (see Egs.
(3.2) and (3.3).) We now proceed exactly as in the case of m even to complete the
proof of Thm. 3.5.

Part 2. Deligne-Lusztig theory for certain unipotent groups
4. FORMULATION OF THE RESULTS

4.1. Overview. This part can be read essentially independently of the rest of the
article. In it we formulate and prove a more precise version of Theorem B stated in
the Introduction. We use the methods developed in [Boyl12, §2]. A special case of
Theorem B is also proved in the preprint [BW13], to which we refer the reader who
would first like to see how our approach works in a simpler setting. However, for
the purpose of proving Theorem A, the full strength of Theorem B is needed, and
the arguments that appear in the current part of the article do not rely on op. cit.

4.2. Notation. Throughout this part of the article, we fix prime numbers p # ¢,
a power ¢ of p and an integer n > 2. We will freely use the formalism of /-adic
cohomology with compact supports and the standard notation and terminology of
that theory. The only nonstandard notation we employ is as follows.

Remarks 4.1. (1) If X is a scheme of finite type over F, and F is a (constructible)
(-adic sheaf, we write H'(X, F) in place of R'pr,(F), where pr : X — Spec(F,)
is the structure morphism. With this convention, H:(X, F) is an f-adic sheaf on
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Spec(F,), i.e., a continuous finite dimensional representation of Gal(F,/F,) over
Q,- The underlying vector space of H(X,F) is equal to the compactly sup-
ported cohomology H:(X ®p, F,, F), and the action of the canonical generator
of Gal(F,/F,) on H{(X,F) will be denoted by Fr,.

(2) The above conventions apply in particular to the case where F = Q, is the
constant Q,-local system of rank 1 on X.

(3) Our normalization of Fr, is such that the Tate twist Q,(1) on Spec(F,) corre-
sponds to a 1-dimensional vector space over Q, on which Fr, acts as ¢*. So,
for example, H2(A!,Q,) = Q,(—1) and H{(A',Q,) = 0 for i # 2, where Al is
the affine line over F,.

4.3. Additive characters of F,.. Given a character ¢ : Fjn — Q,, there is a
unique integer 1 < m < n (which divides n) such that v factors through the trace
map Trg ., g m : Fgn = Fgm and does not factor through the trace map Fyn — F
for any 1 < k < m. We call ¢™ the conductor of . Since Trp , k. is surjective, we
can write 1 = 1y 0 Trg_, /F m for a unique character ¢ : Fym — @Z )

4.4. Definitions. In §3.4 we introduced a unipotent group U over F», a hyperplane
Y C U and a smooth hypersurface X = L_!(Y) C U, where Ly : U — U is
the Lang morphism g — Fr(g) - g7'. The definition of U depends on whether
m = 1 or m > 2, where m is the positive integer appearing in the formulation of
Theorem A from the Introduction. For the sake of brevity, we will treat both cases

simultaneously. Since we will need to vary n and ¢ in what follows, we will modify
the notation U to make the dependence on n and ¢ more explicit.

We first introduce a (noncommutative) ring object R in the category of affine
[F ,n-schemes defined as follows. If B is a commutative [ n-algebra, then R(B) is the
ring consisting of all formal expressions ag + a; - €1 + ... + a, - €,, which are added
in the obvious way and multiplied according to the following rules.

4.4.1. Case 1. This case corresponds to the case where m = 1 in Theorem A:
° ei~a:aqi~eif0rall1§i§nandalla€B;
o foralli,j >1,

o eiﬂ- lf Z —l—] S n,
€; - €j = .
0 otherwise.

4.4.2. Case 2. This case corresponds to the case where m > 2 in Theorem A:
° ei~a:aqi~eif0rall1§i§nandalla€B;

e foralli,j > 1,
{en if i+ 5 =n,
ei-ej:

0 otherwise.
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Remark 4.2. In the remainder of this part of the article, the letter m will be used
as an auxiliary index, independent of its meaning in Theorem A.

In both cases the multiplicative group R* C R is given by ag # 0, and we let
U™ C R* denote the subgroup defined by ag = 1. Then U™? is the unipotent
group that was denoted by U in §3. We write Y C U™ for the subvariety defined
by a, = 0 and we put X = L_.'(Y). The finite group U™?(F,») acts on X by right
translation, so we obtain a representation of U™?(F») on H!(X,Q,) (cf. Remarks
4.1) for each ¢ € Z, which commutes with the action of Fryn.

Remark 4.3. By construction, the ring R(F) of F n-valued points of R can be
identified with the quotient ring S = £/ considered in Lemma 3.4.

Remark 4.4. If Z C U™? consists of expressions of the form 1 + a,e,, then Z is
the center of U™ and Z(F,) is the center of U™?(F,n). We have Z = G,, and we
often tacitly identify the two groups. In particular, every irreducible representation

of U™4(F,) over Q, has a central character Fn — @Z .

Remark 4.5. We recall from §3.5 that there is a natural group homomorphism
U™(F;n) — F, (there it was denoted simply by N). In this part we will denote
it by Nm™? and refer to it as the reduced norm map. An alternative approach to
defining Nm™“ which is independent of Part 1, can be found in §5. In particular,
Proposition 5.1 shows that Nm™? depends only on whether m = 1 or m > 2 in
Theorem A, which is not obvious from the original definition.

This map plays the following role in the study of representations of U™?(Fn).
The restriction of Nm™? to Z(F;n) = Fyn is equal to the trace map Trp . p,- In

particular, given a character ¢ : Z(Fpn) — @Z with conductor ¢, we obtain a
preferred extension of 1 to a character of U™4(Fyx). Namely, if ¢ = 11 o Trg,_,, /r,,

where ¢, : F, — @Z, then ¢; o Nm™? : U (Fyn) — @Z extends ).

Remark 4.6. Suppose that n = m - ny, where m,n; € N, and put ¢; = ¢, so that
¢;" = ¢". We can consider the unipotent group U9 over Fy . To avoid confusion,
let us temporarily denote its elements by 1+ b€} + - - - 4 by, e;, . We can naturally
embed U"% as a subgroup of U™? via the map

L+ biey + baehy + - -+ b€, > L+ biey, + baeop + -+ + by en.

From now on we identify U"% with its image under this embedding. In particular,
we view U™ (F,») as the subgroup of U™%(FF,») consisting of all elements of the

form 1+ 3", 5 aje;, where each a; € Fon.

4.5. A more precise version of Theorem B.

Theorem 4.7. Fiz an arbitrary character ¢ : Fpn — @Z .
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(a) There is a unique (up to isomorphism) irreducible representation py of U™ (Fn)
that has central character ¢ and occurs in

HY (X, Q) = P HIX, Q).

€L

Moreover, the multiplicity of p, in H(X,Q,) as a representation of U™ (F )
18 equal to 1.

(b) Let ¢ have conductor g™, so that n = mny for some ny € N. Then py occurs in
H™™M=2(X, Qy), and Fryn acts on it via the scalar (—1)"~™ . gn(nHm=2)/2,

(¢) The representation py can be constructed as follows. Write ¢ = 1y o Trg,. [Fa,

for a unique character ¢, : F,, — @Z, where ¢ = q"™ as in Remark 4.6. Put

= {1 + Z ae; + Z ajej} c U™,
Jj<n/2 n/2<j<n
mlj
a connected subgroup. The projection v, : H,, — U™ 9 obtained by discarding
all summands aje; with m 1 j (cf. Remark 4.6) is a group homomorphism, and
¥ = 11 oNm™ % ou,, is a character of H,,(F;n) that extends i : Z(Fypn) — Q,
(see Remark 4.5). With this notation:
e if m is odd or ny is even, then py = Ind I(FF;;)(@Z);

e if m is even and ny is odd, then IndH (](F]F ';)(1#) is isomorphic to a direct

sum of ¢"/* copies of p,. Moreover, in this case, if Ty, C U™(Fyn) is

the subgroup consisting of all elements of the form h + a,/2€y/2, where h €
Hp(Fgn) and anje € [ ns2, then 1 can be extended to a character of 'y,
and if x : ')y — @; is any such extension, then py = Indgz’q(Fqn)(X).

Remark 4.8. By construction, X is a finite étale cover of Y = A"~  so all connected
components of X QF n F are irreducible and smooth of dimension n—1. Theorem 4.7

implies that the top compactly supported cohomology H2"~2(X,Q,) has dimension
q (indeed, as a representation of U™%(F,.) it is the direct sum of 1-dimensional

representations of the form 1y oNm™?, where 1), ranges over all characters F, — @; ),
and Fr,. acts on it via the scalar ¢""~Y/2_ Hence X has ¢ connected components,
which are geometrically irreducible and smooth of dimension n — 1.

Let us give an explicit description of these components. In §5 below we introduce
a morphism N™? : U™? — (,, which extends the reduced norm map Nm™? in
the sense that N™?: U"%(Fn) — F,» has image in F, and is equal to Nm™?. By
Proposition 5.1, X can be described as the subvariety of U™ &g, F¢» defined by the
equation N™%(g)? = N™%(g). Hence the connected components of X are precisely
the subvarieties given by N™9(g) = c as ¢ ranges over the points of F, C G,.
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5. PROPERTIES OF THE REDUCED NORM MAP

5.1. Summary. In this section we will extend the reduced norm map mentioned in
Remark 4.5 to a morphism of F.-varieties N7 : U4 — G, (it was denoted simply
by N in §3.5) and establish some properties of N™?. The main result is

Proposition 5.1. (a) There is a unique morphism N™? : U™? — G, of Fyn-schemes
such that N™4(1) = 0 and pr,(L,s(g)) = N™(g)? — N™(g) for all g € U™,
where pr,, : U™? — G, denotes the projection onto the last coordinate e,,.

(b) If g € U™ and h € U™4(F ), then N™(gh) = N™(g) + N™(h).

(¢) We have N™(g) = Nm™%(g) for all g € U™ (Fn).

Example 5.2. If n = 2, the two cases considered in §4.4.1 and §4.4.2 become the
same. For g = 1+ aje; + ages € U?, we have Frp(g ) =1+ a‘erl + ag262 and
g =1—ae; + (a7 — ag)ey, so that pry(Le(g)) = a2 +a;™ —ay — a‘112+q and
hence N2%(g) = ay + al — a?q. For higher n, it is possible to give a formula for
N™1(g) as the determinant of a certain matrix whose entries are given explicitly in
terms of the coefficients in the expansion ¢ = 1+a,e;+. ..+ a,e,, but we do not find
this formula to be useful and prefer to work exclusively in terms of the axiomatic
characterization given in Proposition 5.1.

Corollary 5.3. If g € U™%(F ) is such that pr,,(Lg(g)) € Fyn, then
Trs,. /v, (Pro(Lgn (9))) = N™(Fren(9)) — N™(g).
Proof. By the proposition, pr, (Ls(g)) = N™(g)? — N™%(g), whence

Trp n/Fq(pl" ZPT q = N™(g)"" — N™(g).

But N™4(g)?" = Fryn(N™4(g)) = N™4(Fr,(g)), completing the proof. O

5.2. Proof of Proposition 5.1(a). We begin by proving the uniqueness of N™q.
Suppose that Ny : U™ — G, is another morphism with the same properties as N™1.
Then (N™%(g) — Ni(g))? = N™(g) — Ny(g) for all g € U™, which means that the
image of N7 — N; : U™? — G, is contained in the discrete subset F, C G,. Since
U™ is connected, N™?— Nj is constant. Since N™9(1) = Ny(1), we have N™1 = Nj.

To prove the existence of N™¢ we use
Lemma 5.4. Fvery element of U™ can be written uniquely as
1+ aje; +ases+ -+ ane, = (1 —breg) - (1 —baea) - ...- (1 = buey).

The maps relating each of the n-tuples (a;) and (b;) to the other one are polynomial
functions with coefficients in [F),.
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Proof. This is straightforward: first observe that b; must necessarily equal —ajy.
Then multiply both sides of the identity above by (1 + aje;)™* on the left, and
observe that the left hand side takes the form 1+ aje; + - -+ + a,e,, where the a
are certain polynomial functions of the a;. Proceed by induction. U

To complete the proof of Proposition 5.1(a), we consider the following situation.
Assume that we are given an element of U™? of the form

g=(1—breg) (1 = brgrepy1) - ...~ (1 —bypen),

where 1 < k < n. We would like to show that there exists a polynomial map Fj,
(depending only on k) such that pr, (Lsn(g)) = Fi(bk, - .., 0n)? — Fi(bg, ..., by).

To this end, we use descending induction on k. When k£ = n, we have g = 1—b,¢,,,
50 Lgn(g) = 14 (by — b7 ey, and we can take F,(b,) = —(1+ 0% + b2 4 452",

Now suppose that 1 < k < n is arbitrary. We have
Lp(g) = (1 =blex) ... - (1=bT"¢,) - (1 = bpen) b (1= brep) ™Y,
which can be rewritten as

Lyn(g) = (1= b0 ez) <1+ > Clel> (1+ (bgex) + (brer)® + ).

i=k+1

Here each ¢; is some polynomial function of the variables by.1,...,b,. Further, by
induction, we may assume that

Cp = Fk+1(bk+1, cey bn>q — Fk+1(bk+1, Cey bn)
for some polynomial function Fj .

Expanding out the product above and collecting only the terms that involve e,,
we obtain the following expression:

Cnbn  + [(Cn_ken—k) < (brer) + (Co—oren_ok) - (breg)® + - - }
- (bznek> : [(Cn—ken—k) + (cn_%en_%) . (bk€k> + .. ] .

Thanks to our induction assumption, the term c,e, can be ignored for the purpose
of the present proof. The remaining terms can be regrouped as follows:

Z [(C"_ike"_“f) - (brey)' — (bZnek) (Cn—ikln—ik) - (bkek)i_l} )

i>1
It remains to observe that if we are in the case of §4.4.2, then the terms with ¢ > 2
in the last sum are all 0, and the sum becomes

(enrens) - (Brer) = (0 ex) - (enonens) = (bl ) = (sl )" ] e
On the other hand, if we are in the case of §4.4.1, then

(cnikenir) - (ber)’ = (b ex) - (cn—snenin) - (brer) ™" =
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. bqnfik(l_i_qk_i_m_i_qki—k) qk bqn+qn7ik+k(1+qk+m+qki—2k)
= | Cn—ik " Oy Uk *€n

— Ch ik

. qnfik_,’_qnfik«‘ﬁk_,’_“._,’_qnfk qk qnfik+k+qn7ik+2k+.“+qn
= <Cn—ik - by, — Gy~ b, " En
and since
qnfik_,’_qnfik«‘ﬁk_,’_“._,’_qnfk qk qnfik+k+qn7ik+2k+.“+qn . qk
Cn—ik " by — Cn—ir " U =A-4

nfik:_i_qnfikJrk_l_,,,_l_qnfk?

where A = ¢,_i, - b} , the induction step is complete.

Finally, define N™4 : U™? — G, by the formula
Nn’q((]_ — b161) . (]_ — b262) L (]_ — bnen)) = Fl(bla ey bn)
It is clear that N™9 has the two properties stated in Proposition 5.1(a).

5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.1(b). Fix h € U™4(F;»). The Lang map Ly :
U™4 — U™ has the property that L (gh) = Ly (g) for all g € U™, whence

N™(gh)" = N™(gh) = N™(g)* — N™(g)

by the definition of N™4. By the same argument as in the proof of the uniqueness
assertion of Proposition 5.1(a), the morphism U™? — G, given by g — N™%(gh) —
N™1(g) is constant. Its value at g = 1 equals N™9(h), proving Proposition 5.1(b).

5.4. Proof of Proposition 5.1(c). We use an observation due to V. Drinfeld.
Recall that U™? is a normal subgroup of the multiplicative group R* of the ring
scheme R introduced in §4.4. Now R* also contains the multiplicative group G,,
as the subgroup defined by the equations a; = a, = ... = a,, = 0, so we obtain a
conjugation action of G,, on U™4: for g € U™4, the action map is given by

(5.1) GnoAig=1+ Zajej = AGAT =1+ Z A aje;

j=1 j=1

Lemma 5.5. The reduced norm map Nm™? : U(F ) — F, is the unique group
homomorphism which is invariant under the action of Fy on U™(Fgn) coming from
(5.1) and restricts to Trg,_, v, on the center Z(Fgn) = Fgn of UM (Fgn).

Proof. The fact that Nm™? has all of the stated properties follows easily from its
original definition (cf. Remarks 4.5, 4.3 and §3.5). To check the uniqueness claim, let
H C U™(F,n) be the subgroup generated by all elements of the form g - (AgA™!)
with g € U™9(F4n) and X € F,.. It suffices to show that U™9(Fyn) = H - Z(Fgn).

Assume that this is not the case, and let g = 1+ 37, aje; € U™ (Fyn) be an
element that does not belong to H - Z(Fn), where k > 1 is as large as possible. In

particular, & < n. Hence there exists A € F. with A= # 1. Put b = /\17‘2’};_1 and

g1 = 1+ beg. Then gt - (AgiA™Y) = 1 4 aper + O(epy1), where O(eg41) denotes an

unspecified expression of the form .., aje;. Therefore g = g; Lo(AgiA™) - ¢ for
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some ¢’ € U™4(F;n) such that ¢ = 1 + O(eg11). The maximality of k& implies that
g € H-Z(F;), which is a contradiction. O

To see that Lemma 5.5 implies Proposition 5.1(c), we argue as follows. As a
special case of Proposition 5.1(b), we see that N™¢ : U™4(F;n) — F, is a group
homomorphism. Hence it suffices to check that N™? is invariant under the action
(5.1) and that N™(1 + ae,,) = Trg . /r,(a) for all a € Fyn.

Choose any 1 < j < n, pick x € Fyn, and consider g = 1 — ze; € U™ (Fyn).
We will check that N™4(AgA~') = N™4(g) for any A € F., and, in addition, if
j = n, then N"(g) = —Trg_, /5, (7). Since (5.1) is a group action, and since
Nmt o U™4(Fpn) — F, is a homomorphism, it will follow from Lemma 5.4 that
N™: Un4(Fgn) — F, is invariant under the F.-action coming from (5.1) and the

proof will be complete. As before, we consider two cases.

5.4.1. Case 1. Assume that we are in the case of §4.4.1 and consider the restriction
of N™% to the subvariety of U™? consisting of all points of the form 1 — be; (this
subvariety is isomorphic to A!). We calculate it explicitly as follows. We have
Lyn(1—bej) = (1= b"¢;) - [1+ (be;) + (bej)® + -],
so if j 1 n, we get pr, (an(l — bej)) =0 and N™9(1 — be;) = 0, while if j | n, we get
pr, (Ly (1 — bej)) = pita+a* +tqn I bqj+q2j+---+q"’
whence! _
N™(1 = bej) = —p(b) — p(0)* — p(b)” — -+ —(b)” ",
where @(b) = b7+ +"7  In particular, if j = n, we obtain ¢(z) = x and
N™4(1 — we,) = — Trp . r, (7). In addition, if j is arbitrary, then given A € Fp., we
have A(1 — be;)A™' =1 — M"%be;. Soif j f n, we get N™9(A(1 — be;)A™") =0
N™2(1 — be;). If j | n, then with the notation above, p(A'=7b) = A= ¢ (b) = (b),
so we again have N™1 ()\(1 — bej))\‘l) = N™9(1 — be;), completing the proof.

5.4.2. Case 2. Now assume instead that we are in the case of §4.4.2. Then we can
repeat the same calculations as in the previous case, the sole difference being that
the condition j | n must be replaced with the following one: either n = j or n = 2j.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM B

6.1. Outline of the argument. We first describe the strategy we will use to prove
Theorem 4.7 (which is a stronger version of Theorem B from the introduction). We

fix a character ¢ : Fyn — @Z and let ¢ be its conductor. We also write n; = n/m
and ¢; = ¢, and let ¢; : F,, — @Z be the character such that ¢ = ¢ o Trp_, r,, -

'Here we are using the fact that A' is connected to ensure that the expression we wrote down
coincides with N™%(1 — be;) for all b € A' (cf. the proof of uniqueness in Proposition 5.1(a)).
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Recall that pr,, : U™? — G, denotes the projection onto the last factor:
pr,(1+aje; + -+ aze,) = ay,.
If W C U™4 is a subvariety, we also write pr,, for the restriction of pr, to W.

Step 1. We first obtain some information about the irreducible representations of
the group U™?(FF»). To this end, along with the closed connected subgroup

Hm:{1+ Z ajej+ Z ajej}CU”’q

j<n/2 n/2<j<n
m|j

defined in Theorem 4.7(c), we introduce two more:

H:L:{l—'— Z ajej+ Z ajej}CU”’q

j<n/2 n/2<j<n
m|j

and
H, = {1 + Z a;e; —l—anen} c U™

n/2<j<n
mfj

By construction, H,  C H,, C H;}. The subgroup H, will play a role in the other
steps of the proof as well.

Remarks 6.1. (1) We have H = H,, unless m is even and n; is odd, in which case
H,, is a normal subgroup of H; of codimension 1.

(2) If m =n, then H,, = H,,.
The following lemma is proved in §6.2.
Lemma 6.2. If p is an irreducible representation of U™ (F ) with central character
Y, the restriction of p to H, (F) contains the character ¢ opr, : H (Fn) — Q,.
Now consider the character? J =1 o Nm" " ovy, : Hyy(Fn) — @; )
Remark 6.3. Recall that v, : H,(Fn) — U™ % (Fyn) is the map that discards all

summands a;e; with m { j (cf. Remark 4.6). Hence {DV‘H,(F = opr,
m\Lgn
Proposition 6.4. (a) Suppose that m is odd or ny is even. Then
U™4(Fgn) ,
is an irreducible representation of U™ (F,n).

2The fact that the projection map v, : H,, — U">? is a group homomorphism is verified by a
direct calculation, and since the restriction of Nm"*'% : U":@(Fyn) — Fy, to Z(Fgn) is equal to

Trp,. jp,, : Fqn — Fq,, we see that ¢ is indeed a character that extends 1 : Z(Fgn) — @ZX
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(b) Suppose that m is even and ny is odd®. Let T, C U™(Fz) be the subgroup
defined in Theorem 4.7(c); in other words,

L, = {7 =1+ Zajej‘fy € H (Fsn) and a,)s € Fqn/z}.
j=1

Then ibv can be extended to a character of ', and if x : I'), — @Z is any
such extension, then py = Indg:qmq”)(x) 1s an irreducible representation of
U™4(Fn), which is independent of the choice of x. Furthermore, Indgzzgffs)(qz)
/2 copies of py.

In both cases, the restriction of py to H, (Fm) contains ¢ o pr,,; in particular, py
has central character .

is isomorphic to a direct sum of q

This proposition is proved in §6.4.

Step 2. We consider H$(X,Q,) = @, H:(X,Q,) as a finite dimensional graded
vector space over Q, equipped with commuting actions of U™4(F,.) and Fry.. In
particular, given any representation (not necessarily irreducible) £ of U™4(Fn), we
obtain a graded vector space Homyn.a,.) (f CH2 (X, @Z)) with an action of Fryn.
Um™4(Fyn)
Hp (Fgn)
&y 1s isomorphic to a direct sum of all irreducible representations of U™4(F,») that
have central character 1, taken with certain multiplicities.

Now consider the representation &, = Ind (¢opr,). In view of Lemma 6.2,

Proposition 6.5. Homyna, . (fd,, H: (X, @4)) 1s concentrated in degree n+ny — 2.

n/2

It has dimension 1 if m is odd or ny is even, and it has dimension ¢"/= if m is even

and ny is odd. Frpn acts on it via the scalar (—1)""™ . gn(nFm=2)/2,
This proposition is proved in §6.5.
Step 3. The last ingredient is the following result, proved in §6.8.

Proposition 6.6. If py is the representation of U™4(F4n) constructed in Proposition
6.4, then Homyn.a, .y (py, HS (X, Qy)) # 0.

The finale. Let us show that combining the three steps above, we obtain a proof of
Theorem 4.7. Write p,, for the irreducible representation of U™?(F,) constructed in
Proposition 6.4. Then H?(X,Q,) contains p, as a direct summand by Proposition
6.6. Introduce the following multiplicities:

dy; = dim HomUn,q(Fqn)(pw, H? (X, @z)) > 1,

d2 = dim HomU"vq(Fqn) (pd)? gw) )
dz = dim Homgn.a (g, .) (&p, H (X, @Z))-

3Equivalently, n is even and m does not divide n/2.
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Then dj is at least the multiplicity of p, in IndZ:ZI(FiZ’;)(@Z). Furthermore, it is clear
that d3 > d; - da, and equality holds if and only if p, is the unique irreducible
representation of U™%(F,») that appears both in H?(X,Q,) and in &,.

We now claim that dy > d3. Indeed, combining Proposition 6.4 with Proposition
6.5, we see that

. U1 (Fon) , 7
d3 = dim HOIIlUn,q(Fqn) (Pw, Inde(]%*qZ)) (¢)> .

U™a(Fyn) ,

The last assertion of Remark 6.3 implies that Ind Hun(Fyn) (1) is a direct summand

of &, whence dy > dj.

Comparing the assertions of the last two paragraphs, we find that d; = 1 and
di - dy = dy = d3. In view of the first and third assertions of Proposition 6.5, we see
that all parts of Theorem 4.7 follow.

6.2. Proof of Lemma 6.2. Fix an irreducible representation p of U™%(FF») with
central character v». We must prove that the restriction of p to H, (F,») contains

the 1-dimensional representation ¢ o pr,, : H, (Fn) — Q, . For each integer k we
write UZ¥ C U™ for the subgroup consisting of elements of the form 1+ Z;L:k a;e;.
We will show, using descending induction on k, that for any k the restriction of p

to H,,(F,n) NUZ*(F,n) contains the character ¢ o pr,,. This will imply the lemma.

If kK = n, there is nothing to prove. So we assume that k < n and that the assertion
in the previous paragraph holds for £+ 1 in place of k. Further, we may assume that
k> n/2 and m 1 k, since otherwise H,,(F;n) NUZF(Fyn) = H,,(Fyn) N UZFFH(F ).

m

By the induction hypothesis, the restriction of p to H,, (F«)NUZ¥1(F,n) contains
Y opr,. This implies that the restriction of p to H,,(F,) N UZ*(F;n) contains some

character x : H(Fpn) N UZ%(Fn) — Q, such that
X‘H;L(Fqn)ﬂUZk+1(Fqn): Yo pry,.

The subgroup UZ""*(F ) C U™(F ) normalizes H,,(F,») N UZ*(F ) and central-
izes H (Fn) N UZF(F,0). It will be enough to find an element g € UZ"F(F )
that conjugates y into the character ¢ o pr,, on H,, (Fn) N UZF(F ).

To this end, observe that by construction, we can write

(14 3 e tanen) = () (o)

k<j<n
mfj
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for some character y; : Fpn — @Z Let g = 1+ ap_genr € UZ"K(F,n), where
an—i, € Fgn will be chosen later. Then a direct calculation shows that

X(g : (1 + Z a;€; + anen) : g_l) = Xl(a'k) ’ ,lvb(an + an—kagh

k<j<n
mfj

- akafllik).

It remains to check that a,,_; € F,» can be chosen so that

k

(6.1) xi(x) = ¢ (al_x - an—kanik)

for all x € Fyn. If we fix a nontrivial character 1, : F, — @Z , we can find (unique)

y,b € Fgn such that x1(z) = ¢o(Trs,.r, (yx)) and ¢(z) = o (Trg,.r, (bz)) for all
x € Fyn. Then

k

Yl e —ansa™ ) =ty (TrFqn/Fp (bal o — ban_kanm»

—(n—k)

- (s 2 0-0)

where we used the identities aflk_k = af;_(sz) and b?" = pr "7V (which hold because

an—k,b € Fyn) together with the fact that Trg , /Fp(zqnfk) = Trp,./r,(2) for all z €

F,n. Since m 1 k and 1 has conductor ¢" by assumption, we have b* # b. So if we
X n—k

choose a,— = (y/(b— bqk))q , then (6.1) is satisfied. O

6.3. Auxiliary lemmas on finite group representations. The next two lemmas
(which are rather standard) will be used in the proof of Proposition 6.4.

Lemma 6.7. Let I" be a finite group, N C I' a normal subgroup and x : N — @Z
a character. Write X C I' for the stabilizer of x with respect to the conjugation
action of I'. If p is any irreducible representation of I'X whose restriction to N is
isomorphic to a direct sum of copies of x, then Ind?x p 18 irreducible.

The proof is an easy exercise in applying Mackey’s irreducibility criterion.

Lemma 6.8 (See Prop. B.4 in [BD06] and its proof). Let H be a finite group,

N C H a normal subgroup and x : N — @Zx a character that is invariant under

H-congugation. Assume also that N contains the commutator subgroup [H, H].

(a) The map H x H — Q, given by (hy, hs) — x(hihohi'hy') descends to a
bimultiplicative map By, : (H/N) x (H/N) — Q, .

(b) Let K = {z € H/N|By(z,y) = 1 Vy € H/N} denote the kernel of B, and
write K' C H for the preimage of K in H. Then x extends to a character of

K’, and given any such extension x' : K' —» @;, the induced representation
Ind%, X' is a direct sum of copies of an irreducible representation py of H.
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(¢) Let L C H/N be mazximal among all subgroups of H/N with the property that

X}LXL_ 1, write L' C H for the preimage of L in H (so that K' C L), and

let '+ K' — Q, be as in part (b). Then x' extends to a character of L', and
given any such extension X' : L' —» @e , we have py = IndH X

6.4. Proof of Proposition 6.4. Write U>"/? C U™ for the subgroup consisting
of elements of the form 1+ - , ;. a;e;. This is a normal abelian subgroup of
U™, which is contained in H,,. We first establish the following

Lemma 6.9. The normalizer in U™4(Fyn) of the character
~ . —
¢‘U>n/2(qu): UA(F ) — Q,

is equal to H,\ (Fyn).

Proof. First let us check that H,! (F,») does normalize " } yonsz(Fgn). If mis odd or ny
is even, then H = H,,, so there is nothing to do. Suppose that m is even and n; is
odd. It is enough to show that any element of the form g = 1+ ay/0€,/2 € U™ (Fyn)

normalizes ‘U>" 12(Fyn). But in fact, g centralizes U>"/2(Fyu).

Now, to obtain a contradiction, assume that there exists an element g € U™?([Fn)
such that g ¢ H,(F,n) and g normalizes QZ‘UM/Q (Fgn). Write g = 143", aje; and
let k be the smallest integer such that a, # 0 and m 1 k. Then k < n/2. Multiplying
g by a suitable element of U™ (F;n) on the right, we may assume that a; = 0 for
all 1 < j < k. Next consider the subgroup of U>"/%(F,.) consisting of all elements
of the form 1+ ¢,_re,_r + c,e,. By assumption, we have

'I/J(Cn) = QZ(]- + Cp_gln_k + Cnen)
(g ]- + Cn—kln—k + Cnen) ’ g_l)

n—k
J(L+ Coneni + (o +arcl_y — copal  en)

(G
= v
qn k qk qnfkr
= (et acly = copal ) = d(an) - (acl_, = copal ).
We see that @D(akci_k — cn_kaznfk) =1 for all ¢, € F,n. We claim that this is a
contradiction. Indeed, as in §6.2, choose b € Fyn with ¢ (x) = 1o (Trp,, /g, (b2)) for
all x € Fgn. Then the computation from §6.2 shows that

k (n—k)

¢(akci—k - Cn_kak ) ¢0 <TI'F n/]Fp( gL k - ay - (b _ bqk))>,
and since b7" # b and ay, # 0, the right hand side cannot be 1 for all ¢,,_ € Fjn. 0O

We proceed with the proof of Proposition 6.4. If m is odd or n; is even, then
by Lemma 6.9, the normalizer in U™%(F,») of w}UMm(F . is equal to H,,(F,), so
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applying Lemma 6.7 to I' = U4(Fu), N = U>"/%(F) and x = J}WW(F _, implies

)
that Indzz;zgg)(@b) is irreducible, proving part (a) of the proposition.

Next assume that m is even and n; is odd. Let us apply Lemma 6.8 to the
group H = H;(F,), the normal subgroup N = H,,(F,») of H and the character

X = ¢. By Lemma 6.9, ¢ is invariant under H,'(F,)-conjugation. The quotient
HY(F,)/Hp(Fpn) can be naturally identified with the additive group of Fyn. To
calculate the induced “commutator pairing”

—X
B{[ : (Hr—;(Fq”)/Hm(Fq")) X (H;(Fq”)/Hm(Fq”)) — Qy,
we observe that if g = 1+ xe, /o and h = 1 + ye, /o with x,y € Fyn, then
ghg 'h =1+ (z- Yty a:qn/z) e,

whence BJ can be identified with the pairing
(6.2) Fpr x Fpn — @Z, (z,y) —> w(x : yqn/2 —y- an/Q).
Lemma 6.10. The pairing (6.2) is nondegenerate, and the additive subgroup F n/2 C
Fyn is mazimal isotropic with respect to it.

Proof. 1t is clear that F . 2 is isotropic with respect to (6.2). If we show that (6.2) is
nondegenerate, then the maximality will follow from the fact that #F ... = \/#Tgn .
To this end, as in §6.2, choose b € Fn such that ¢(x) = o(Trg,./r,(bx)) for all
x € Fyn. Assume that y € Fyn is such that ¢ (- yt"? —y. SL’qn/2) = 1forall z € Fyn.
Then o (Tre,. s, (b -y b1
identities b7 """ = p0"* 47 ""* = y"* and the fact that Trg,, /FP(anﬂ) = Trg,./r,(2)
for all z € Fyn. This forces (b — bqn/z) -y = 0. Since 1 has conductor ¢™ and m
does not divide n/2 by assumption, we have b # bqn/z, whence y = 0, as needed. [

n/2 _yqn/2 x)) = 1for all x € Fjn, where we used the

Now we complete the proof of Proposition 6.4(b). Note that the subgroup I,
equals the preimage of F 2 C Fon = Hf (Fyn)/Hp(Fn) in Hf (Fgn). By Lemmas

+ ~
6.8 and 6.10, Indﬁzngg(w) is a direct sum of ¢™? copies of a single irreducible
representation p of H (F,.). Moreover, ibv can be extended to a character of I',,

+
and if x is any such extension, then p = Indgs(Fqn)(X). We see that

U4 ]Fq’rl ~Y U (Fgn
po = Indp,, " () = Indyyy ) (o)

is independent of the choice of x, and

Una(Fyn) , T~ U™4(Fyn) HE(Fn),
Inde(qun) () = IndH,t(qun) Inde(an)(w)

n/2

is isomorphic to a direct sum of ¢"/* copies of p,, completing the proof.
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6.5. Proof of Proposition 6.5. As explained in Remark 4.6, we identify U"%
with the subgroup of U™ consisting of all elements of the form 1+ > . aje;.

m|j

6.5.1. Auxiliary notation. Let I' denote the set of integers j such that n/2 < j <n
and m¢tj. Put I =I'"U{n}and J={1,2,...,n}\ I. Then we can write

I’In_1 = {1 + ZGZBZ'} C Un,q’
el

and we can identify U™4/H, with an affine space A? of dimension

2
M"Tlﬂ — 1 if mis even and n; is odd.

di=#] — {n+n1 -1 if m is odd or n; is even,

We will denote the coordinates of this affine space by (a;) e

6.5.2. A reformulation of Proposition 6.5. The morphism
s: AT — U™, (aj)jes — 1+ Zajej
jeJ
is a section of the quotient map U™¢ — U™?/H . Define
F:AYx H — U™ via (x,h) > Fry(s(z))hs(z)™,

write L, for the Artin-Scherier local system on G, defined by the character 1, and let
pr, : A?x H- — G, be the composition of the second projection A4 x H— — H—
with pr, : H,, — G,. By [Boyl12, Prop. 2.3], we have

(63) HomU"vq(Fqn) (51117 Hc. (Xa @Z)) = Hc. (F_l(Y)> I’)vr;kzﬁdi ‘Ffl(y))

as graded vector spaces with an action of Fryn.

Now note that if h =1+, , a;e; € H,, and we put h° := 1+ Zig\{n} a;e;, then
for any g1, g2 € U™, we have pr, (g1hgs) = a, + pr,,(91h°g2). In particular, for any
z € A, we have pr, (F(z,h)) = a, + pr, (F(z,h°)). This implies that the map

AYx H- — Al x (H, NY), (z,h) — (z,h°)

(which is the projection onto the first n — 1 coordinates) yields an isomorphism
between F~1Y) C A?x H and A? x (H_NY). Under this isomorphism, the local
system ﬁ;ﬁﬂpl(y) corresponds to the local system a*(L,) on A? x (H, NY),
where a : A? x (H,,NY) — G, is given by a(z, h) = —pr,, (Frgn(s(z))hs(z)™). So
in view of (6.3), Proposition 6.5 is equivalent to the following assertions:

(6.4) HI(AYx (H,NY),a*(Ly)) =0  ifr#n+n —2
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dim H"™ 7% (A x (H,, NY),a*(Ly)) =
(6.5) {1 if m is odd or n; is even,

¢*? if m is even and n, is odd;

Frgn acts on dim H"™ (A x (H,, NY),a*(Ly))

6.6
(6.6) as multiplication by the scalar (—1)"~™ . gn(ntm=2/2,

6.5.3. Additional notation. There are n — d — 1 integers j such that n > j > n/2
and m t j. Let us label them as follows: j; > jo > -+ > j,_q_1. Thus I = {n} U I°,
where I° = {j1, 72, ., jn—a-1}, and J = {m,2m, ..., (ny — 1)m} U J°, where

o {n—J1, . yn—Jn_a} if m is odd or n; is even,
{n—7Jji,...,n—Jn_q-1,n/2} if mis even and n; is odd.

From now on we will identify A? x (H,, NY) with the affine space A", whose
coordinates will be denoted by (a;);ecsure.

6.5.4. An inductive setup. For each 1 < k < n —d, put I{ = {jk, jks1,- - Jn-d-1}
and J, = {m,2m, ..., (n; — 1)m} U J7, where

o {{n — Jks s — Jn—d-1} if m is odd or n, is even,
o —

{n—Jk,...,n— Jn_a_1,n/2} if m is even and n; is odd.

In particular, I7 = 1°, J} = J°, I _, =, J,_, =@ if m is odd or n; is even, and

°_4=1{n/2}if mis even and n, is odd. Observe also that foreach 1 < k <n—d—1,
the set I, (respectively, Ji11) is obtained from I} (respectively, J;) by removing
Jr (respectively, n — ji).

We write A"~2+1 for the (n — 2k + 1)-dimensional affine space, whose coordinates
will be denoted by (a;)jesure- f1 <k <n—d—1, we write pj, : A"~2F+1 — An=26-1
for the projection obtained by discarding a;, and a,_;,, and tj : A"72F=1 —y An—2k+1
for the natural “zero section” of p,. We put a = aotj0...00_1 : A28l 5 G,
where o : A" = A? x (H> NY) — G, is the morphism introduced in §6.5.2. In
particular, we have a; = a.

6.5.5. The key lemma. The next result allows us to exploit the inductive setup
formulated in §6.5.4. Its proof is based on [Boy12, Prop. 2.10].

Lemma 6.11. For each 1 <k <n—d— 1, we have
HE(A™* apLy) = HI(AY ap L4)[=2)(—1)

as graded vector spaces with an action of Fryn.
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Proof. Recall that
n -1
ak((aj)jejkujg) = —prn(<1 + Z aj ej) . (1 + Zai6i> . (1 + Z ajej> )
J€Jk iely Jj€J)

The right hand side can be written as a certain sum of monomials in the variables
(aj)jesure. By our choice of the ordering j; > ja > -+ > ju_q-1 > n/2, only two

o : n n—ik ik
of these monomials involve the variable a;,, namely, —a!_. -a? ™ and aj, -al”. .
o . . Jk Jk k n—=Jk
This implies that we can write
_ @’k "Ik "
ar((az)jenury) =aj, - ap"; —aj " -an_,

+ Qg1 ((aj>j€Jk+1UI§+1)
+ An—jp, 6k((a'j)j€JkUIg+1)

for some polynomials a4, : A" %"t — G, and 3, : A" ?* — G,. Substituting
aj, = an—j;, = 0 into the last identity shows that aj11 = ay1.

We now apply [Boy12, Prop. 2.10] in the following setting. 1, ¢ and n have the
same meaning as in loc. cit. We let Sy be the affine space A"~%¥ with coordinates
(a;)jenure,, and identify S = S x A' with the affine space A"%*! where the
additional coordinate is labeled a;, and corresponds to the coordinate y in loc. cit.
The morphism f : Sy — G, from loc. cit. is the projection onto the coordinate
Qn—j,, SO that the subscheme S5 C Sy introduced in loc. cit. is identified with the
affine space A"7?*~1 with coordinates (a;);ec, g, Since m{ ji, the assertion of

Lemma 6.11 follows at once from [Boyl12, Prop. 2.10]. O

6.5.6. Conclusion of the proof of Proposition 6.5. We return to the task of proving
(6.4)—(6.6). Applying Lemma 6.11 successively for k = 1,2,...,n—d — 1, we obtain

H (A x (H,NY),aLy) = HY (A" a*Ly)
= Hy (A2 o L) [=2(n —d = 1)](=(n —d — 1)).

Let us now calculate o ,(L,;). Recall that the coordinates on the affine space
An=2=d+1 are labeled (a;)jes, ,, Wwhere

(6.7)

. {m,2m, ..., (ny — 1)m} if m is odd or n; is even,
T {m,2m, ... (ny — 1)m,n/2} if m is even and n; is odd,

and
. -1
an_d((afj)jejnid) = —prn<<1 + Z aj ej> . (1 + Z ajej> )
J€JIn—a J€JIn—d
So if m is odd or ny is even, we can naturally identify A"~2("=D+1 with
ot ny)cumnt cum™,
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and «,,_g4 with the map
urtny — G, g—> —pr,(Ls(g)).

Recall that ¢" = ¢}"*. Applying Proposition 5.1 with (n, ¢) replaced by (n1,q), we
find that —pr,(Ls(g)) = N™%(g) — N9 (g)® for all g € U™9'. Since ¢; = ¢ is
the conductor of 1, the pullback of £, by the map x — x — 2% is trivial. Therefore
o _,(Ly) is the trivial local system on A"~2=9+1 whence

He (A720-0% _£,) = Qy[-2(n — 2(n — d) + D)(=(n — 2(n — d) +1)).
Combining this with (6.7) yields
H (A x (H, NY),a*Ly) = Q,[—2d](—d).

Recalling that d = (n + ny; — 2)/2 when m is odd or n; is even, we obtain all the
desired assertions (6.4)—(6.6) in this case.

Suppose next that m is even and ny is odd. Then we can naturally identify
An=2n=d+l with (U™ NY) x G,, where the first factor U"% N'Y corresponds
to the coordinates (a;)j—mom..... (mi—1)ym and the second factor G, corresponds to the
coordinate a,/,. Under this identification, c,_4 corresponds to the map

(g7 SL’) — —prn(an (g)) + an-;-qn/z _ xl-l-q”/z'
As in the previous case, the pullback of £, by the map (g, x) +— —pr, (Lgn(g)) is triv-
ial. Since the local system L, is multiplicative, we see that H? ( An—Q(n—d)_i_l’ o ﬁw)
is isomorphic to

H? (G, f*(Ly))[=2(n = 2(n — d))|(=(n — 2(n — d))),
where f: G, — G, is given by z — 27" +4"* — z1+4"* S by (6.7),

(6.8)  HAx (H,NY),a"Ly) = H(Gq, [*(Ly))[=2(d = D](=(d - 1))

Now we can factor f as f = f, o fa, where fi(z) = 27" — z and fo(z) = 24",

Thus f*(Ly) = f5f{(Ly). Since f; is a homomorphism, fi(Ly) = Lyos is the

multiplicative local system on G, corresponding to the character o f; : Fpn — @Z .

Now since ¢ has conductor ¢™ and m t (n/2) by assumption, ¥ o f; is nontrivial.

On the other hand, (¢ o f 1)‘]F b is necessarily trivial. Applying Proposition 6.12
o

below to ¢™/? in place of ¢ and 1 o f; in place of 1, we see that
n2oifr=1
. q ur )
6.9 dim H. (G, foLyor,) =
(6.9) i H (Go, f1Lvon) {O otherwise,

and

(6.10) Fryn acts on HY(Gq, f3Lyos,) via — ¢"/?
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Recalling that d = (n + n; — 1)/2 in the situation under consideration, we see that
all the desired assertions (6.4)—(6.6) follow in this case from (6.8), (6.9) and (6.10).

6.6. An auxiliary cohomology calculation. The next result was used in §6.5.

Proposition 6.12. Let ¢ : Fpo — @Z be a nontrivial character such that v is
trivial on F, C Fp2, and let Ly be the corresponding Artin-Schreier local system on
G, over Fpo. Write f: G, — G, for the map x — x9tt. Then

0 otherwise.

dlmHé(Ga,f*£¢) _ {q @f'l = 1a

Moreover, the Frobenius Fr2 acts on HX (G, f*Ly) via multiplication by —q.

Proof. Since z?t! € F, for all z € F2, we have the identity
(6.11) > ) = ¢,
SCEqu

which is consistent with the assertion of the proposition in view of the Grothendieck-
Lefschetz trace formula. We will deduce the proposition from (6.11). To this end,
observe that if pr : G, — SpecF,2 denotes the structure morphism, then

(6.12) RPT!(f*£¢) = RPT!(f!f*ﬁw) = Rpr!(&p ® f!@e)a

where Q, is the constant rank 1 local system on G, and in the second isomorphism
we used the projection formula.

Lemma 6.13. One has
q
£1Q = Q, 0 @A)
s=1

for certain nontrivial multiplicative local systems My, Mo, . .., M, on G, over IFp,
where j : G, — G, denotes the inclusion map.

Before proving this lemma, let us explain why it implies the assertion of the
proposition. By the lemma and (6.12), we have

(6.13) Rpr,(f*Ly) = Rpr(Ly) & @D Rpry(Ly, @ jidly).

s=1
Now Rpr (L) = 0 because v is nontrivial. By [Del77, Prop. 4.2 in Sommes Trig.],

1 ifr=1,
0 otherwise,

dim H' (Gq, Ly ® jrdly) = {
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and if ), is the scalar by which Frpe acts on HX(G,, Ly ® jis), then |N\s] = q.
Applying the Grothendieck-Lefschetz trace formula to (6.13) yields

D @) ==+ Ay).

z€eF a2

Comparing this with (6.11) and using the fact that |\s| = ¢ for all s, we see that
As = —q for all s, which, in view of (6.13), yields the proposition. O

Proof of Lemma 6.13. Since f~1(0) = {0}, the stalk of f,(Q,) at 0 is 1-dimensional.
Since f is a finite morphism, we have f,(Q,) = f.(Q,), and by adjunction, there is a
natural map Q, — £.(Q,) (coming from the natural isomorphism f*(Q,) — @Q,),
which induces an isomorphism on the stalks over 0.

Next let us calculate the restriction of fi(Q,) to G,, C G,. To this end, consider
the restriction of f to a morphism G,, — G,,. Since f'(x) = (¢+1)x? = 29, the map
f:G,, — G,, is étale, and in fact, it can be identified with the quotient of G,, by
the finite discrete? subgroup tg+1(Fg2) C Gy, of (g+1)-st roots of unity. This means
that the restriction f,(Q,) ‘ G decomposes as a direct sum Q, ® @@?_, 4, where the
M are the local systems coming from the nontrivial characters of 1,41 (F2).

In particular, for each s, we have a map .#, — f(Q,) }G , which by adjunction

induces a map ji/#; — £i(Q,). Finally, combining these maps with the map
Q, — fi(Q,) constructed in the first paragraph of the proof, we obtain a map

Qe@@J' ) — H(Q).

By looking at the stalks, one sees that this map is an isomorphism. O

6.7. The Lang torsor. This subsection contains background material for the proof
of Proposition 6.6. Let G be a connected algebraic group over IF,. The Lang isogeny
L,: G = G, given by L,(g) = Fr,(g9) - g~', identifies G with the quotient of G by
the right multiplication action of the finite discrete group G(F,). We will view G as
a right G(F,)-torsor over itself by means of L,, which we will call the “Lang torsor.”

If p is a representation of G(F,) over Q,, we denote by &, the Q,-local system
associated to the Lang torsor by means of p. For the definition of £,, see [Del77,
§61.2 and 1.22 in Sommes Trig.]; note that &£, is denoted by F(p) in loc. cit.

Proposition 6.14. Let G( ) be a set of representatives of the isomorphism classes
of all irreducible representations of G(F,) over Q,. Then

(6.14) L@)= @ res,

pEG(Fq)

4Observe that all the (g + 1)-st roots of unity already lie in F .
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as local systems with an action of G(F,), where Qq is the constant sheaf on G and
the action of G(F,) on the pushforward Ly(Q,) = Lg(Qy) comes from the right
multiplication action of G(F,) on G.

We remark that in formula (6.14), the action of G(F,) on each of the summands
p ® &, comes only from the action of G(F,) on p.

Corollary 6.15. Let Y C G be an Fy-subvariety and put X = L;'(Y'). Then
(6.15) Homgr,) (p, HI(X, Q) = HI(Y,E,],)

as vector spaces with an action of Fry, for any i € Z and any representation p
of G(F,) over Q,, where the action of G(F,) on HLX,Q,) comes from the right
multiplication action of G(F,) on X.

Proof. We have H}(X,Q,) = H.(Y, Ly(Q,)|,) by the proper base change theorem.
Both sides of (6.15) are additive with respect to p, so it suffices to prove it when p
is irreducible. In that case (6.15) follows from (6.14). O

If X is a scheme of finite type over F, and F is a constructible (-adic sheaf (for
example, a Q,-local system_) on X, we denote the corresponding trace of Frobenius
function by tr : X(F,) = Q,. The next result is [Del77, §1.23 in Sommes Trig.].

Proposition 6.16. Given v € G(F,), choose any g € G(F,) with v = L,(g). Then
97" Fro(g) € G(Fy) and te,(7) = tr(p(g~" - Fry(g))).

We will also need

Proposition 6.17. Let H C G be a connected algebraic subgroup and assume that
the quotient map G — G/H has a section s : G/H — G defined over F,. Letn be a

representation of H(F,) over Qq, put p = Ind 77, and write £, (respectively, &,)

for the Q,-local system on H (respectively, on G) coming from the Lang isogeny for
H (respectively, for G) via n (respectively, via p), as above. Then

(616) tg ll’ldg((IE:Q)) tgn,
where md denotes the induction map from conjugation-invariant functions on
H(F,) to conjugatzon invariant functions on G(Fy).

Remark 6.18. In general, tg, is not equal to the character of the representation p,
so formula (6.16) is not evident. However, by [Del77, Lem. 1.24 in Sommes trig.],
te, is a conjugation-invariant function on H(F,), so formula (6.16) makes sense.

Proof. Write pr, : (G/H) x H — H for the second projection and define F' :
(G/H) x H = G by F(x,h) = Fr,(s(z)) - h-s(x)~!. Then &, = F(pr3&,) by the
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argument used in [Boyl12, §6.2]. The Grothendieck-Lefschetz trace formula yields

te,(9) = E te,(h)  VgeGF,).
(,h)E(G/H)(Fq)x H(Fy)
F(x,h)=g

Now if x € (G/H)(F,), then F(x,h) = s(z)hs(x)~! for all h. Moreover, since G and

H are both connected, we obtain G(F,)/H(F,) — (G/H)(F,), so as x ranges over
(G/H)(F,), we see that s(x) ranges over a set of representatives of the left cosets of

H(F,) in G(F,). Recalling the definition of the map 1nd , we obtain (6.16). [

6.8. Proof of Proposition 6.6. Recall that ¢ : H,(F) — Q, is the character

defined by ¢ = 11 o Nm™% o, (see §6.1). In view of the last statements of parts
(a) and (b) of Proposition 6.4, the assertion of Proposition 6.6 is equivalent to:

Homgm.ar,.) <IndH (](F]F ) (), H* (X, Qz)) # 0.

Let 81; be the local system on H,, coming from the Lang isogeny L, : H,, = H,,

via J We simply write £ for the local system on U™? coming from the Lang isogeny
Ly : U™ — U™ via IndH J(F, n))(w) By Corollary 6.15, we have

Homgmage, ) (Ind (), H2 (X, @Z)> ~ [ (V,E],).

So in order to show that the left hand side is nonzero, it suffices (by the Grothendieck-
Lefschetz trace formula) to check that

(6.17) > tely) #0.

Now by Proposition 6.17,
ma(Fn)
(618) tg = ll’ld Hyp(Fgn) (tgiz).
To compute the right hand side of the last identity, we use
Lemma 6.19. We have® te, = opr,: H,(Fp) — Q,.

Proof. The projection v, : H,, — U™"% obtained by discarding all summands a;e;
with m { j is an algebraic group homomorphism (cf. Remark 4.6), whose kernel is
equal to H NY. Moreover, if we view U™ % as a subgroup of U™? as explained
earlier, then U™ % C H_ and v, restricts to the identity on U™%. So we obtain a
semidirect product decomposition H,, = U™ x (H, NY).

5We point out that in general, ¢ # 1 o pr,, on H,,(Fgn) and ¢ o pr,, : Hy(Fgn) — @ZX is not a
group homomorphism.
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Now to calculate the function f¢ : H,,(Fn) — Q, we use Proposition 6.16. Fix

v € Hy,(Fn) and choose g € H,,(Fyn) with Ly (g) = . Write g = g3 - h for uniquely

determined ¢; € U™ (Fyn) and h € (H,, NY)(Fyn). Then
V(97" - Frgn(g)) = vin(h™" - gi " Fron (1) - Fron (h)) = g7 - Frn (1)

because v, is an algebraic group homomorphism, so by Proposition 6.16,

te;(7) = U(g™" - Frgn(g)) = 1 (Nm™ " (g7 - Frgn(g1)))-
Now gi' - Frgn(g1) € U (Fyn) and Frgn(g1) = g1+ (97" - Frgn(91)). Applying
Proposition 5.1 to the reduced norm morphism N™-9 : U"% — (5,, we obtain
Nw™ " (g7 Frgn(g1)) = N"™"(Fren(g1)) — N™ % (q1)
= Trp./F, (pry,(Lqn (91))),

where in the last step we used Corollary 5.3. Here we note that Lyn(g1) € U™ % (Fyn)
because Lyn(g1) = V(7). Now pr, (L (g1)) = pr,,(7), so we finally obtain

te-(7) = U1 (Trr,/m,, (Pra(Lon (91)))) = ¢ (pr,, (7)),
which completes the proof of Lemma 6.19. U
Let us now verify (6.17). By (6.18) and Lemma 6.19,

. U™ 9(F n
té‘ = lnde(]g‘ ql))(w o prn)>

so if {g;}ier are representatives of all the left cosets of H,,(Fn) in U™?(F ), then
(6.19) Z te(y) = Z Z U(pr,(g; 'yg:))-
yeY (Fyn) €1 yeY (Fgn)N(gs- Him (Fgn)-g; )

We will show that the right hand side is a strictly positive integer. To this end,
consider a new group operation on U™, which we denote by H and define by

(1 + zn:ajej) H (1 + Xn: bjej) =1+ Xn:(aj +b;)e;.
j=1 j=1 j=1

For any g € U™, the map = — gxg~! is a homomorphism with respect to B (where

we denote the old group operation on U™? multiplicatively, as usual), as is the map
pr,, : UM — G,. Hence for each i € I, the subset

Y () N (g - Hn(Fyr) - 7)) € U™(Fyr)

is a subgroup with respect to B, and the map y — ¢(pr, (g; ‘yg:)) is a character of
this subgroup. Therefore the i-th summand,

> Y (pr, (g 'yg:),

YEY (Fyn)N(gi-Hm (Fqn)-g7 ")
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is equal to either 0 or the order of Y (Fn) N (gi - Hy(Fyn) - g; 1), which is a positive
integer. Finally note that there is an i € I for which g;, € H,,,(Fn). Then the
corresponding character y — ¥(pr, (g5, Y5i)) of Y (Fgn) N (gig - Hn(Fgn) - g.") =
Y (Fyn) N Hy(Fyn) is equal to y — ¢(pr,(y)) = ¥(0) = 1 because Y = pr;*(0). So
the summand corresponding to i = 4o in (6.19) is positive, which yields (6.17).

Part 3. Geometric realization of the correspondences
7. NOTATION AND CONSTRUCTIONS

7.1. Assumptions and terminology. In this section we state the last main result
of the article, Theorem C, which provides a bridge between Theorems A and B
from the Introduction. For convenience, we begin by briefly reviewing the notation
introduced earlier in the article, which will be used in the current part.

We work with a local non-Archimedean field K with residue field F, and integers
m,n > 1. We fix a uniformizer w € Ok, an unramified extension L D K of degree n
and a central division algebra D over K with invariant 1/n. We also fix a K-algebra
embedding L C D. There exists a uniformizer Il € Op such that II" = w and
[all™' = ¢(a) for all a € L, where ¢ € Gal(L/K) is the (arithmetic) Frobenius.

We assume that the matrix algebra M, (K) is identified with the algebra Endg (L)
of K-vector space endomorphisms of L by means of choosing a basis of Op as
an Og-module. This determines a K-algebra embedding L C M, (K). We write
G = GL,(K) and identify it with the group of K-vector space automorphisms of L
whenever convenient. In particular, we view Gal(L/K) as a subgroup of G.

The groups L*, G, D* have natural filtrations by principal congruence subgroups,
which we denote by Uj, Up and U}, respectively, where » > 1. We have U; =
14p} = 14+w"Of, where p;, C Of denotes the maximal ideal, U}, = 1+ w" M, (Ok)
and U}, =1+ II"Op, where Op C D is the unique maximal Oy-order.

We will say that a character 6 : L* — @Z is primative of conductor r > 2 if

7 vp= 1 and 6 vt has trivial stabilizer in Gal(L/K).

7.2. Auxiliary groups. In §3.4 we introduced a unipotent group® U defined over
Fgn and a smooth hypersurface X C U. Asin Part 1, we will write X5 = X @, F,.
In Theorem 3.5 we described a right action of a certain subgroup J C G x D* x Wk

on X;Orf. In the next few subsections we reformulate the definition of J and its
q
action on X;Crf in a slightly different way, which is more suitable for the proof of

Theorem C. Consider the subgroups
Jr=1+pr+p™lceca,  Jp=1+pp+piPces c D

6In Part 2, U was denoted by U™ to make the dependence on n and ¢ explicit; since n and ¢
are fixed throughout the present part, we omit them to simplify the notation.
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(we remark that |m/2| = [(m —1)/2]), where C} = C, N M, (Ok), C3 = ConNOp
and C; C M,(K) (resp. Cy C D) is the orthogonal complement of L with respect
to the trace pairing (resp. the reduced trace pairing).

With this notation, £* = A(Of) - (J& x J}), where L is the linking order
introduced in §3.3 and A : L* < G x D* is the diagonal embedding. Now define

diag, o : L™ < G x D* x W, ar— (a,a, 1),

and let Jy = diag, o(L*) - (J& x J§ x {1}). This is a subgroup of G' x D* x Wy
because L™ normalizes J2 and J}. With the notation of Part 1, Jj is the subgroup
of G x D* x Wy generated by £L* x {1} and the (central) subgroup consisting of
elements of the form (a, a, 1), where v € K*.

7.3. The subgroup J. We write j; : Wx — G for the composition of the natural
surjective homomorphism Wy — Gal(L/K) with the inclusion Gal(L/K) — G.
Whenever convenient, we will also view j; as a homomorphism Wy, x — G, where

Wik = Wik /Wi, Wy is the relative Weil group of L over K.

Recall also that there is a group isomorphism j, : Wy k — Npx(L*) that on
the subgroup W% = Wy /[Wy, Wy| restricts to the inverse of the local class field

theory isomorphism recy : L* — W where Npx(L*) denotes the normalizer of
L* in D*. We can also view j as a homomorphism Wy — D*.

Let W C G x D* x Wk be the subgroup consisting of all elements of the form
(j1(w), jo(w), w), where w € Wy. This subgroup normalizes both diag; ,(L*) and
Jorx Jp < {1}, whence it also normalizes Jy. The product W- 7, is an open subgroup
of G x D* x Wy, which can be identified with a semidirect product Wx x J, for
the obvious action of Wg on Jy. It is straightforward to check that W - 7, = 7,
where J C G x D* X Wk is the subgroup appearing in Theorem 3.5.

7.4. The action of 7 on X%mf. Recall from §3.4 that the variety X can already

be defined over Fy C Fyn, so that X = Xo ®g, Fgn and X5 = Xo ®p, F,. The group
U(F;») acts on X by right multiplication; the resulting representations of U(F,») in
H(XF, , Q) were calculated in Part 2. The right action of J on X2 perf, which was

constructed in Theorem 3.5, is determined uniquely by the following four rules. The
first one describes the action of J& x JJ x {1}, the second one describes the action
of diag, ,(L*) and the third and fourth ones describes the action of W.

7.4.1. Let Z denote the center of U, as in Part 2; then Z(IF ) is equal to the center
of U(F,n), and Z(Fn) can be naturally identified with the additive group of Fyn. If
m is odd there is a natural surjective homomorphism J' — U(F,») which induces

~

an isomorphism Ji% /J3 — U(F,n) (cf. the proof of Lemma 3.4), and the natural
projection J& — 1+ p induces a surjective homomorphism J& — Um /U =
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Fn =2 Z(Fyn). Similarly, if m is even, we have natural surjections Ji* — U(F;») and

JB — Z(F). In both cases, we obtain a surjective homomorphism J@# x J7 —

U(F;»)x Z(F,n), which determines a right action of the group J@% xJj5 x{1} on X;erf
q

as follows: U(F,») acts by right multiplication and Z(F) acts via z : x + x - 27!

for any z € Z(Fyn).

742, If a € K*, then (o, a, 1) € diag; ,(L*) acts trivially on X;erf. If € OF,

1

then (o, 1) acts on X2 via z — @ 'z@, where @ denotes the image of a in

]Fq
Or /U = Fgu (the conjugation action of Fy, on X5 comes from viewing Xz as a

subvariety of RS and identifying F . with a subgroup of R* (F,») as in §§4.4, 5.4).

7.4.3. Ifw e Wr, Wi] C Wk, the element (j;(w), j2(w), w) = (1,1,w) € W acts
trivially on X%erf, so from now on we form G x D* x Wy i, identified with a quotient

of G x D* x Wy in the obvious way, and (whenever convenient) use the notation
Jo, W, J for the images of these groups in G x D* x Wr i (by a slight abuse of

notation). With this in mind, the action of W = Wk on X%’Crf is characterized
q
as follows. If a € OF, then (1, a,recy(a)) acts on X%’Crf via  — @ lza when m is
q

odd, and (1, a,recy()) acts on X%’Crf trivially when m is even.
q

744. If ® € Wk is the element determined by the equality j,(®) = II, the
action of (j1(®), jo(®), P) on X%’Orf = (Xo ®r, F,)P" comes from the automorphism

idy, ®p, " of Xo ®p, Fy, where ¢, : F; — F, is the Frobenius substitution a — a’.

Since Wy k is the semidirect product of the cyclic group generated by ® and the
subgroup recy,(O; ), these formulas uniquely determine a right action of W on X%erf.
q

7.5. Formulation of the main result. The right action of J on X%’qerf yields
a (smooth) representation of J in the vector space Hg_l(X%’;rf,@Z). The natu-
ral morphism Xgrf — X, induces an isomorphism between Hg_l(XFq,@g) and
H g—l(X%’;rf,@g), which we use to tacitly identify the two spaces. In particular, we

let H"~! denote the resulting representation of J in H Q‘I(Xﬁq,@g); this will allow

us to write Xy instead of X%’erf in all that follows.
q q

Remarks 7.1. (1) Recall that with the conventions of Part 2 (see Remarks 4.1), the
underlying vector space of H!~'(X, Q) is equal to H'~'(X5 ,Q,). Thus Theo-

rem 4.7 gives us a description of H, g_l(XFq,@g) as a representation of U(Fn).
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(2) If Fry is the endomorphism of X5 = Xo®r, F, induced by the absolute Frobenius
on Xo, then the actions of Fr, and idx, ®¢, ' on HC.(XFq,@Z) coincide. Hence
if ® € Wy k is the element such that j,(®) = II, then by Theorem 4.7(b),
(71(®), ja(®), )" acts on H}~'(Xz, , Q) via the scalar (—1)"~¢ =D/,

The next result is proved in §8. In §9 we use it to prove Theorem A.

Theorem C. Let m,p,0 be smooth irreducible representations of G, D> and Wk,
respectively. The following two conditions are equivalent:

() Homys (1 @ p® U‘j,”H"_l) #0;

(i) 7 corresponds to p¥ wunder the local Jacquet-Langlands correspondence, and

to the twist U("—_l) under the local Langlands correspondence, and there is a

2
primitive character 0 : L* — @Z of conductor m + 1 such that 0 = oy =
IIldL/K 0.

Moreover, if these conditions hold, then dim Hom 7 (7r RpR O"J, 7—["‘1) =1.

Explicitly, a("T_l) is the twist of o by the character of Wy coming from

|2 o reci W — KX — @
where || is the normalized absolute value on K, so that || = ¢~!. The apparent

dependence of this twist on the choice of \/q € Q, when n is even is explained as

follows: if € : K* —» @, is a character whose kernel equals N /K (L*), then for
even n, we have €?(w) = —1 and €"/? ox= 1, and 0y is invariant under twisting
K

by e orecy (hence also by €*/2 o recy!).

8. PROOF OoF THEOREM C

8.1. Outline. We first introduce some notation and formulate two auxiliary results
that will be used in the proof of Theorem C. The proof is given in the next subsection,
and the auxiliary results are proved in the remainder of this section.

The main ingredients in the proof of Theorem C are Theorem 4.7 from Part 2
and some results of Kazhdan and Henniart on the local Langlands and Jacquet-
Langlands correspondences [Kaz84, Hen92, Hen93|. The results of Henniart on
which we rely were restated in a form suited for our purposes in the article [BW13].
However, the portion of the latter article on which the current one depends is rather
small: most of op. cit. was devoted to background from p-adic representation theory
and to the proof of a special case of Theorem 4.7, namely, [BW13, Thm. 2.9]. The
full strength of Theorem 4.7 is needed for Theorem C, and the proof of Theorem
4.7 that we gave in Part 2 is independent of op. cit.
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8.1.1. As we remarked earlier, the subgroup
{1} X {1} X [WL,WL] cJ CGxD* X Wy

acts trivially on Xg . Therefore without loss of generality we can replace Wy with
its quotient Wp,/k throughout the proof of the theorem. As before, by a slight abuse
of notation, we also use the letter J for the image of J in G x DX X Wr k. The
representation op = Indp,x 6 is also trivial on Wy, WL] so from now on we will

view g as a representation of Wy k. Explicitly, o = Ind "0 orecy Z )

Wab

8.1.2. Recall that the isomorphism j; : Wy =5 Npx (L) used in §7.3 restricts
to rec;' : W = L*. We introduce the homomorphism
diagy 3 : L™ — G X D™ x Wk, o (1,a,j2_1(a))
and consider the normal subgroup of index n
Ji = diag, o(L*) - (Jg x Jpy x {1}) - diagy 3(L™) C J.

We remark that J; can also be viewed as a subgroup of G' x D* x W%. For each
character ¢ : Fn — Q, with trivial Gal(F»/F,)-stabilizer, let H"'[¢)] € H™!
denote the subspace on which Z(F») = Fyn acts via 9. (As in Part 2, the action

of Z(Fpn) C U(Fp) on H ! = H™ 1(XF ,QZ) comes from the right multiplication
action of U(Fgn) on Xz .)

Lemma 8.1. (a) If : Fpn — Q, is a character with trivial Gal(F» /F,)-stabilizer,
then H"1[4)] is stable under Jy, and is irreducible as a representation of Ji.

(b) We have H"™' = @ H"[¢], the sum ranging over all characters ¢ : Fpn — @Z
with trivial Gal(F . /IF,)-stabilizer.

Proof. The action of Z(F,») on X5 commutes with the action of 71, so H"!is stable
under J;. By Theorem 4.7, the characters of Z(Fn) = Fyn that have nontrivial
Gal(F,» /F,)-stabilizer do not appear in H"~! (they appear in higher cohomological
degrees), which yields assertion (b). Theorem 4.7 also implies that H"~![¢)] is already
irreducible as a representation of U(F;»). Since J; contains a subgroup J» C J;
whose action on Xz comes from the right multiplication action of U(Fgn) on X5,

via a surjective homomorphism J, — U(F,n), assertion (a) follows. (We have
Jo = J& x {1} x {1} if m is even and J, = {1} x J} x {1} if m is odd.) O

8.1.3. The first key step of the proof of Theorem C is

Proposition 8.2. Let w, p, o be smooth irreducible representations of G, D*, Wr k.

(a) If Homj(ﬁ®p®a‘j, H""1) #£ 0, there is a primitive character 6 : L* — Q, of

WLk

b (B orec;t).

conductor m + 1 such that 0 = gy = Ind
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(b) If there is a primitive character 0 : L* — Q, of conductor m + 1 such that
o = oy, then there exists a natural vector space isomorphism

(8.1)  Homy(r®p® a‘j, H" ') = Homg, (T @ p®@ (Ao reczl)‘jl,?["_l[ibﬂ]),

where ¢ : Fpn — Q, comes from H‘U? via the identification U /U = Fou

and the sign £1 is equal to (—1)™.

This proposition is proved in §8.3. We see that to complete the proof of Theorem
C it suffices to show that the right hand side of (8.1) is 1-dimensional whenever
it is nonzero, and to identify those pairs (m, p) for which it is nonzero (for a given

primitive character 6 : L* — @, of conductor m + 1). We will now introduce some
additional notation and formulate two more lemmas from which Theorem C follows.

8.1.4. In the remainder of the proof of Theorem C (including §8.2) we work with

a fixed primitive character 6 : L™ — @Z of conductor m + 1 and let ¢ : Fpn — @Z
be the character induced by 6 as in the last proposition.

8.1.5. The subgroups JZ C G and Jj} C D* are each normalized by L*. We
let L™ act on each of them by conjugation and form the corresponding semidirect
products JF = L* x J& and J§ = L* x Jp. Let J, = J& x J. We obtain a
surjective homomorphism f : J; — J; given by

f(avxaﬁvy): (O"xvﬁ'yvreCL(a_l'B))a O‘aﬁe va LS ']g}na y e JgL

Let f* denote the functor of pullback via f from representations of 7; to representa-
tions of J;. Since f is surjective, this functor is fully faithful. If R is a representation
of L* - J& or L™ - J, we will denote by R its pullback to ij (respectively, jg‘) via
the multiplication map Jg — L* - JJ (respectively, Jg — L*-Jp). Ifvisa

character of L* and R’ is a representation of either JZ or J', we will write v - R/
for the twist of R’ by the pullback of v via the natural projection onto L*.

Lemma 8.3. f*(r1®p® (forec')) = (07" 7)® (0-p) as representations of Ji.
This lemma follows at once from the definitions.

8.1.6. Letn:K* — Q, be the character defined by n(z) = |z|™ /2, where |-| is
the normalized absolute value on K. If n is even, to define 1 one needs to choose

V4 € @; , though ultimately this choice is irrelevant (see the remark following

Theorem C). We also let £ : L* — @Z be the character determined by &

£(w) = (—1)""1. We now need to define representations R, and R’,_, of the groups
4 (0

OZE 1 and

jg? and j}’}, respectively; their construction depends on the parity of m.
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The case where m is odd. Let Ry : J3 — @, be the character defined as the
composition

Jr = LX) J — J s L+l = U — U UM 2 F, -5 Q)
where the first two arrows are the natural projections (even though they are not
group homomorphisms, R, is). On the other hand, we have a natural surjective
homomorphism J7 — R*(Fyn), where R is the ring scheme introduced in §4.4. It
is defined by combining the surjection J73 — U(F;n) < R*(F4n) (cf. the proof of
Lemma 3.4) and the surjection L* — Of — (Op/(w))* = Fpu < R*(F4n), where
the arrow L* — OF is the splitting of O] — L* defined by w.

The right multiplication action of U(F4») C R*(F¢n) on X5, and the conjugation
action of Fgn C R*(Fyn) on X5, combine to form a right action of R (Fyn) on X, ,

which yields an irreducible representation R, of J in the space H" ![1].

The case where m 1is even. Here the roles of G and D are reversed. We have a
surjective homomorphism Ji# — R*(F,n), which yields a right action of J& on X,

and an irreducible representation Ry of J@ in the space H" '[¢)]. On the other
hand, R;},l is the 1-dimensional representation of J}}' defined as the composition

Jp =D x Jp — T — L4y = Uy — Up U 2 Fp Y5 Q)
In each of the two cases considered above, we have the following
Lemma 8.4. f*H"[0*1] = (no Nyjx) - €+ Ry) @ ((no Nyy) - 671 R,
As usual, the sign is given by £1 = (—1)". The lemma is proved in §8.6.

8.2. Completion of the proof of Theorem C. Combining Lemmas 8.3 and 8.4,
we see that the right hand side of (8.1) is nonzero if and only if

(8.2) Hom j,, (077, (noNpyk) & Ry) #0
and
(8.3) Hom g (6 - 7, (n 0 Npyjie) ™ €71 Ryyt) # 0.

The representation (no Ny i) -§-0- Ry of J@ is trivial on the kernel of the multipli-
cation map J& — L™ - J& and hence descends to a representation of L* - J2' that
we will denote by R(¢). Similarly, the representation (7o Np/x)~' -0 R,

of J% is trivial on the kernel of the multiplication map JJ — L* - J7 and hence
descends to a representation of L* - J% that we will denote by R'(#~1). We see that
the (8.2) is equivalent to the nonvanishing of Hompx. jm (m R(6)) and (8.3) is

LX.J&R?

R(O°M).

equivalent to the nonvanishing of Hompx. jm (p Lx.Jm)
D
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Now let LLC(0) denote the representation of G corresponding to o under the local
Langlands correspondence and let JLC'(0) denote the representation of D* corre-
sponding to LLC(o) under the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence. The results of
[BW13, §2] show that Indgx,Jg(R(é’)) = (nodet)® LLC(0) and Indfxx,Jg(R’(é’_l)) =
(noNrd)™' ® JLC(¢)Y, where Nrd : D* — K* is the reduced norm and det :
G — K* is the usual determinant. Thus properties (8.2)—(8.3) hold if and only if
7 (nodet) ® LLC(0) and p & (noNrd)™ ® JLC(0)", in which case both Hom
spaces are 1-dimensional. This finishes the proof.

8.3. Proof of Proposition 8.2 (a). Assume that Homs (7 ® p ® U‘J,”H"_l) # 0

1

and choose any character 6 : L™ — @ZX such that 0 orec; " is a quotient of U}Wub.
L

8.3.1. Case 1. Suppose that m is odd. If a € U}", then the element
(@™ 1,rec (a)) = (™ a 1) - (1, a,recp (@) € Th

acts trivially on X5, while the element (a™! 1,1) acts on X, as multiplication

by the element of Z(F,.) coming from « via the identification U /U™ = F .
Z(F4n). Hence (1,1,recr()) acts on Xg, as the inverse of the latter.

The assumption that Hom (7T® ,0®U} 7 7—["—1) # 0 and the definition of 6 already

imply that 6] ..+.= 1 and that 9} pm comes from a character ¢ : Fgn — @ZX with
L L

trivial Gal(IF» /F,)-stabilizer. A fortiori, 6 has trivial Gal(L/K)-stabilizer, so oy is

irreducible. By construction, Homyy, . (0, 04) # 0, so o = 0y.

8.3.2. Case 2. Now let m be even. Then we use the factorization
(1,1,rec(a)) = (1,7t 1) - (1, o, rec ()
to conclude that if a € U7, then the element (1,1, recy(a)) acts on Xz as multipli-

cation by the element of Z(F ;) coming from « via the identification Up*/U* ! =
Fn =2 Z(F4n). The rest of the argument is the same as in the case where m is odd.

8.4. Proof of Proposition 8.2(b). Fix 6 and 1 as in the statement of the propo-
sition and suppose that 0 = gy. Let us construct the isomorphism (8.1). As an
intermediate step, define H?' = @ H" [y -¢*!], where v ranges over Gal(F,./F,)
and 7y - vt (z) = Y(y(x))*!, the sign being &1 = (—1)™, as in the proposition.

Lemma 8.5. H2! = Ind7 (H" ' [y*1]) as representations of J .
This lemma is proved in §8.5. Frobenius reciprocity yields a natural isomorphism
(8.4) Hom s (7 ® p ® U}J, H! ') 2 Homy, (T®p® U}jl, H ™).

The argument of §8.3.1 (resp. §8.3.2) when m is odd (resp. even) shows that the
left hand side of (8.4) is equal to the left hand side of (8.1). The right hand side

of (8.4) can be naturally identified with the right hand side of (8.1) because O"Wab
L



66 M. BOYARCHENKO AND J. WEINSTEIN

is isomorphic to the direct sum of Gal(L/K)-conjugates of 6 o rec;', which have
pairwise distinct restrictions to Uj". l

8.5. Proof of Lemma 8.5. Let ® € W, /i be the element such that j,(®) =1II €
Npx(L*) and write &g = (j1(P), jo(P),P) € W (cf. §7.4.4). The quotient group
J /T is cyclic of order n and is generated by the image of ®y.

Let us view UJ" as a subgroup of J; via the embedding UJ* < J& (resp. UJ* —
Jiy) when m is odd (resp. even). In each case, the induced action of U" on Xz,
is the inverse of the action induced by the multiplication action of Z(F,) via the
identification UP*/U"*" = Z(F,). Moreover, the conjugation action of ®, on U
coincides with the action of the Frobenius ¢ € Gal(L/K). This proves the lemma.

8.6. Proof of Lemma 8.4. Note that (7o Ny k) - { is the unramified character
of L* that takes value (—1)"~!. ¢ ""=1/2 on . On the other hand, by Remark
7.1(2), the action of idx, ®p,™ on H"~" induced by its action on Xg = Xo ®r, F,
(see §7.4.4) is given by the scalar (—1)"~!.¢""=Y/2, To obtain Lemma 8.4 it remains
to combine the following observations.

8.6.1. The element

f((@.1),(1,1)) = (@, Lrecr(w ™)) = (w,@,1) - (1,w ' recr (@) € T
acts on X via idx, ®ypj because (w,w, 1) acts trivially and (1, @™, rec (w™")) =
O, ", where &g = (j1 (D), jo(P), D) € W (cf. §7.4.4).
8.6.2. Similarly, f((1,1), (w,1)) = (1, @, recy(w)) € J acts on Xg_ viaidy, ®¢,".

8.6.3. Suppose that o € Of. Then the element
f((Oé, 1)’ (17 1)) = (Oé, 1>reCL(a_l)) = (Oé, «, 1) ’ (17 a_la reCL(a_l)) cJ

acts trivially on Xz if m is odd, and acts on Xg_via z — a~'za, where @ denotes
the image of o in O} /U} = F., if m is even.

8.6.4. Similarly, f((1,1),(a,1)) = (1, a,recs () € J acts on Xz, via z — @ 'aa
if m is odd, and acts trivially on Xz if m is even.

9. PROOF OF THEOREM A

Theorem A claimed the existence of an open affinoid subset V' C My o ¢ for
which V realizes the Langlands correspondences in its middle cohomology. We now
give the proof of Theorem A.

In Part 1, we constructed an affinoid Z2 C My« ¢ and described its reduction
Z in Thm. 3.5. The stabilizer of Z in GL,(K) x D* x Wy was a certain open
subgroup J. As for Z, it is a union of (uncountably many) copies of Xgrf, the
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perfection of an affine variety X5, Cor. 3.6 gave the cohomology of Z in terms of
XF :

q

Hc.(77 _Z> = @HJ(Xqu@D ® W © X)v
P

where 1 runs over characters of 1 + p¢. Here x: GL,(K) X D* x Wi — K* is
the determinant map of §3.6. Thus representations of J appearing in H? 1(Z, Q,)
are exactly the twists of representations appearing in H, Q_I(XE,@Z) by characters
of 1+ p7%.

The desired affinoid V' is the union of translates of Z by GL,(K) x D* x Wk.
Thus the cohomology of V' is induced from that of Z from J to GL, (K ) x D* x Wk.
This shows that an irreducible representation 7 ® p ® o of GL,(K) x D* x Wk
appears in H" 1(V,Q,) if and only if its restriction to J appears in H""*(Z,Q,).

This happens exactly when (up to a twist) 7@ p®c|s appears in H"~1( F,» Q). By

Theorem C, this happens if and only if 7 corresponds to p¥ and o ("T_l) under the

local Langlands correspondence, and (up to a twist) there is a primitive character
0: L — @Z of conductor m + 1 such that ¢ = Indy x 0. In this case, 7 ® p® 0|7
appears with multiplicity 1 in H" (X ® F,,Q,), so that 7 ® p ® ¢ appears with
multiplicity 1 in H"~1(V,Q,). This completes the proof of Theorem A.
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