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MULTIPLICITY ONE THEOREMS FOR THE GENERALIZED
DOUBLING METHOD

DMITRY GOUREVITCH AND EYAL KAPLAN

ABSTRACT. In this work we prove the local multiplicity at most one theorem underlying
the definition and theory of local -, e- and L-factors, defined by virtue of the generalized
doubling method, over any local field of characteristic 0. We also present two applications:
one to the existence of local factors for genuine representations of covering groups, the other
to the global unfolding argument of the doubling integral.

The doubling method of [PSR87, CFGK19, CFK] constructs an integral representation
for the tensor product of a pair of irreducible cuspidal automorphic representations of G(A)
and GLg(A), for a range of reductive groups G defined over a number field Fy with a ring of
adeles A. One of the advantages of this method, is that it does not rely on the existence of
a model (or a nonzero Fourier coefficient) for the representation of G(A); it is applicable to
any cuspidal representation. The family of local integrals can be used to define local -, e-
and L-factors. These factors are defined for arbitrary irreducible admissible representations,
and as such, generalize the corresponding (tensor) factors defined by Shahidi [Sha90] for
irreducible generic representations, using his method of local coefficients. We prove the local
multiplicity at most one theorem underlying the definition of the local factors.

Let F' be alocal field of characteristic 0. Let G be one of the split groups Sp,., SO., GSpin,
or GL,, where in the symplectic case ¢ is even. For an integer k, let H be the split group of
the same type as GG, which is either Sp,.., SOgke, GSpiny,, or GLok.. There is a unipotent
subgroup U of H, and a character v of U which is generic with respect to the unipotent
orbit ((2k — 1)¢1¢) associated with H, such that G x G' can be mapped into the normalizer
of U and stabilizer of ¢;;. We denote the image of G x G under this map by (G, G) and let
D be the subgroup U x (G,G) of H.

We identify F-groups with their F-points. The underlying principle of the doubling con-
struction is the multiplicity at most one property of the restriction to D, of representations
of H parabolically induced from certain degenerate representations of GLg..

A representation p of GLyg, is called a (k,c) representation if its wave-front set contains
(k¢) as the unique maximal orbit, and its degenerate Whittaker model with respect to this
orbit is unique. The simplest examples are the representation det of GL. or its twist by a
quasi-character of F*, which is a (1, ¢) representation, or irreducible generic representations
of GLy, which are (k,1). The generalized Speh representation p.(7) of GLy,. attached to ¢
copies of an irreducible unitary representation 7 of GLy is (k,¢) ([CFK, Theorem 5]).

Let P be a maximal parabolic subgroup of H which is a Siegel parabolic subgroup if
G # GLg.. Denote the Levi part of P by Mp. If Mp = GLg,, let p be a (k, ¢) representation
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of Mp. For a complex parameter s, consider the space V(s,p) of the representation of H
parabolically induced from | det [*~/2p and P to H. In the other cases of subgroups Mp the
representation V' (s, p) slightly varies: for Mp = GL;. x GL; we induce from p ® n with a
quasi-character n of F*, and for Mp = GLy. X GLyg., p is the (exterior) tensor product of
two (k, ¢) representations of GLg..

Theorem A. (see Theorem 2.1) Let m and o be irreducible admissible representations of
G, and p be an admissible finite length (k,c) representation of GLy.. Outside a discrete
subset B C C of s,

dim Homp (V (s, p), ¥g" @ m @ ) < dim Homg (), 75).

Over non-archimedean fields, for supercuspidal representations m and 7y the result holds for
all s, under certain additional conditions.

Here ¢ is a certain involution of G; when G = Sp,, 7 = 7”, and for GL,, ¢ is trivial.
As usual, if the field is non-archimedean and its residue field contains ¢ elements, the set
B consists of finitely many values of ¢7°. For the stronger statement for supercuspidal
representations we must exclude minimal rank cases where G does not contain nontrivial
unipotent subgroups, and for GL. there is an additional condition on p. In the setup of
the doubling method of [CFGK19, CFK], (7, m) = (7¥,7") and the dimension is precisely
1 outside a discrete subset of s. Note that there is no canonical isomorphism between the
spaces appearing in the theorem. For the definition of all objects and notation, and for the
more precise statement, see § 1, in particular § 1.5 where we recall the generalized doubling
setup, and Theorem 2.1 (e.g., ¢ is defined in § 1.5).

The case k = 1 of the theorem for supercuspidal representations was proved by Harris
et al. [HKS96, § 4], but the general setting of the theorem (even for k = 1) has not been
studied. In this sense we close a historical gap.

Theorem A is the local counterpart of the global unfolding argument in [CFGK19]. We
briefly recall the global result, focusing on the parts relevant to us here. For more detail on
the global setting see § 3.2.

Let 7 be an irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation of GLk(A), and &, be the
generalized Speh representation of GLg.(A) corresponding to ¢ copies of 7, defined by Jacquet
[Jac84]. The representation &, is a global (k,c) representation, in the sense that it does
not support any Fourier coefficient along an orbit greater than or non-comparable with
(k¢), it supports a Fourier coefficient along (k¢), and all of its local components are (k, )
([Gin06, JL13, CFGK19, CFK]). Let E(h;s, f) denote the Eisenstein series attached to a
suitable section f in the space of the representation of H(A) parabolically induced from
| det [*~1/2&, and P(A). One can consider the Fourier coefficient EV¥v (h;s, f) of E(h;s, f)
along (U, ¢y) (see (3.7)) as an automorphic function on G(A) x G(A). The global integral
was defined in [CFGK19] by integrating EV¥V (h; s, f) against two cusp forms in the space
of a unitary irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation w of G(A). In a right half
plane Re(s) > 0, one can rewrite the integral as a sum (of integrals) parameterized by
representatives of P(Fy)\H (Fy)/D(Fp). All summands but one vanish, and the remaining
summand was shown to produce an Eulerian integral.

There are 3 methods for showing the vanishing of a summand. The first is by finding
a subgroup U’ < U such that vy is nontrivial on U’(A), and showing that the summand
admits an inner integral of ¥y over U’ (Fy)\U’(A), which is then zero. Second, if the summand
admits an inner integral which constitutes a Fourier coefficient of £,, that is greater than or
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non-comparable with (£¢). This summand vanishes because &, is (k,c). Third, if one can
obtain an inner integral of one of the cusp forms along a unipotent radical Uy of a parabolic
subgroup R = Mg x Ug of GG, then the summand vanishes because 7 is cuspidal.

Our local result is, in some sense, parallel to the global unfolding. We consider distri-
butions on the orbits of P\ H/D. The argument involving vy can be applied locally. The
second case, where we use the (k, ¢) representation alone, is not difficult to carry out in the
non-archimedean setting, using the local “exchange of roots” arguments of Ginzburg et al.
[GRS99a] and the theory of derivatives of Bernstein and Zelevinsky [BZ76, BZ77]. Results
involving the Jacquet functor are in general more difficult and subtle over archimedean fields.
Fortunately, we are able to benefit from the recent (partial) extension of the theory of deriva-
tives to archimedean fields by Aizenbud et al. [AGS15a, AGS15b]. In fact, our argument in
this case is greatly simplified and streamlined using the precise reformulation of Gomez et
al. [GGS17] of the connection between the wave-front set and the theory of derivatives, over
both archimedean and non-archimedean fields.

The class of double cosets, where the global vanishing follows using the fact that the
representations of G are cuspidal, require a different approach. The difficulty arises because
in the local setting the class of representations of G must not be restricted to supercuspidal
ones. This is where we lose the subset B.

In more detail, if the global summand was treated using, say, Up < R < G, the corre-
sponding orbit should be handled by analyzing the action of the center Cyy,, of Mp. Consider
the non-archimedean setting. Following the method of Jacquet et al. [JPSS83], if the local
representations (which are usually Jacquet modules of 7; and p) restrict to finite length
representations of Mp, the action of Cyy,, is filtered by a finite sequence of quasi-characters,
combined with a quasi-character determined by | det |°. This produces a compatibility con-
dition that rules out a discrete subset of s, i.e., there are no distributions on the orbit unless
s belongs to a discrete set. This argument was carried out by several authors, including
[GPSR87, Sou93, GRS99a, Kap13b]. The main obstacle was showing that indeed the rep-
resentations involved restrict to finite length representations of a Levi subgroup, or more
precisely in those works, of the reductive part of the appropriate mirabolic subgroup, and
the key tool in the proofs was the theory of derivatives [BZ76, BZ77]. In contrast, here
the Jacquet modules of p that occur in the analysis do not afford a representation of the
mirabolic subgroup, but we are still able to show that they restrict to finite length represen-
tations of Mg. Moreover, while in the previous aforementioned works the number of double
cosets was finite, here there are in general uncountably many (unless k& = 1). Therefore we
must be careful to apply this argument to only finitely many representatives.

In fact, treating uncountably many orbits is another difficulty. In the non-archimedean
case, in principle if there are no distributions (satisfying certain equivariance properties) on
the orbits, there are no global distributions (see e.g., [BZ76, § 6]). Over archimedean fields
this is considerably more complicated. Kolk and Varadarajan [KV96] extended parts of the
archimedean Bruhat theory to this case using transverse symbols. In Appendix A by the first
named author and Avraham Aizenbud, we will present a generalization of the main result of
[KV96|, which is sufficiently strong for our application and is of independent interest, using
tools from functional analysis.

The proof here clarifies several arguments of [CFGK19], and is applicable to a wide class
of groups, in particular all groups treated in [CFK] (the unfolding argument in [CFGK19]
was presented only for symplectic groups). The original doubling method of [PSR87] was
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stated for a slightly different class of groups, e.g., the full orthogonal groups O., and also
unitary groups; general spin groups, as well as the double cover of the symplectic group,
were mentioned in [PSR87, § 4.3] but not treated in any way. The extension of the present
proof to other classes of groups would be straightforward.

Note that the aforementioned proof in [HKS96, § 4] does not involve ¢y nor the structure
of p (at any rate p for kK = 1 is plainly a character), and involves only finitely many orbits.
Once the proof here is reduced to the open orbit, it “mirrors” the arguments of loc. cit.
when the representations are supercuspidal, but again in the general case it is more difficult
and relies on the deep properties of p.

Our work has two immediate applications. The first concerns covering groups (topological
central extensions by finite cyclic groups). The classical doubling method (k = 1) was
extended by Gan [Ganl2] to the double cover of the symplectic group. In the recent work
[Kap], the doubling method was extended to m-fold coverings Sp{™ (A) of Sp,(A) (defined
by [Mat69]) for all m, and any k, providing an integral representation for the tensor product
of a pair of genuine irreducible cuspidal automorphic representations m of Spgm) (A) and T of
GLk(A), where GL,(A) is a covering group of GLi(A) defined by restriction from Spg,?) (A).
Alongside, the local doubling construction for GL. was developed as well (for all m and k).
The construction of [Kap] is still subject to a local and global conjecture regarding generalized
Speh representations, but the local theory for unramified data over non-archimedean fields
does not depend on these conjectures.

Theorem A can be reformulated for covering groups, granted certain conditions hold (see

§ 3.1 for details). In the particular cases of Spgm) and (f}\ic, Theorem A is applicable and as a
consequence, we can define local factors using uniqueness, at least when data are unramified.
Specifically, define the y-factor as the proportionality between two integrals, then use it to
define e- and L-factors; see (0.2) and the explanation below in the linear setting. To the best
of our knowledge, at present no other method for an analytic definition of these factors is
known (see below; of course, for a formal abstract definition of local factors for unramified
data one can use the Satake parametrization). Moreover, granted the conjectures of [Kap],
Theorem A is expected to imply the existence of local -, - and L-factors in general, i.e.,
also in the ramified case, for Sp™ xGL; (and additional covering groups).

As explained above, the doubling method does not rely on the existence of a model for
the representation of G. This is advantageous for linear groups, but even more so when
considering covering groups. As a rule, Whittaker models are not unique for representations
of covering groups (the double cover of Sp, is an exception), first and foremost, for genuine
irreducible unramified principle series representations. This means that Shahidi’s theory of
local coefficients is no longer applicable, even in the unramified setting. The fact that one
can still define local factors using analytic methods and uniqueness, is perhaps a surprise.

We note that the number of Whittaker models is still finite. In recent works, Gao et al.
[GSS18, GSS| and Szpruch [Szp] studied generalizations of Shahidi’s local coefficients, namely
a local coefficients matrix and a scattering matrix, and extracted interesting representation
theoretic invariants.

The second application is global. Since the local components of £, are (k,c) representa-
tions, our local analysis expresses the Fourier coefficient of the Eisenstein series as a sum
over a finite number of cosets in (the infinite space) P(Fy)\H (Fy)/D(Fp). Then it is visible,
that the integral of this coefficient against two cusp forms reduces to a single summand,
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explicating the unfolding process. In this sense we fill out the gap of the unfolding for the
cases of groups considered in [CFK]; although our arguments also readily globalize.

The original doubling method of Piatetski-Shapiro and Rallis [PSR87] produced an in-
tegral representation for the standard automorphic L-function of an irreducible cuspidal
automorphic representation of a classical group, or its rank-1 twists, which is the case k = 1.
The local theory for £ = 1 was fully developed by Lapid and Rallis [LR05]. The doubling
construction was extended to arbitrary k in [CFGK19], and the corresponding theory of local
factors was developed in [CFK].

We briefly explain how Theorem A is used for the definition of the local factors. Fix a
nontrivial additive character ¢ of F. Let m be an irreducible admissible representation of
G, and 7 be an irreducible admissible and generic representation of GL;. If 7 is unitary,
the representation p.(7) was introduced above, in general p.(7) is defined using Langlands’
classification and the tempered case. The local doubling integral Z(s,w, f) is defined for
a matrix coefficient w of 7¥ and a holomorphic section f of V (s, p.(7)). In its domain of
absolute convergence (a right half plane), Z(s,w, f) defines a morphism in

Homp(V (s, pe(7), vy @ 7' @ ). (0.1)
Applying a standard intertwining operator
M(s,w) : V(s, pe(7)) = V(1= 5,"pe(7)),

where “p.(7) = p.(7V) for G = Sp,, SO,, we obtain a second integral Z(s,w, M (s, w)f), abso-
lutely convergent in a left half plane, which still defines a morphism in (0.1). In fact M (s, w)
is further normalized using a second functional equation, M*(s,w) = C(s, ¢, T,9¥)M(s,w),
where C(s, ¢, 7,1) is a meromorphic function of s (see [CFK, § 4]). By Theorem A we can
define the ~-factor v(s,m x 7,1) by

Y(s,m x T, 0)Z(s,w, f) = Z*(s,w, f), Z*(s,w, f)=Z(1 — s,w, M*(s,w)f). (0.2)

The main local result of [CFK] was the characterization of this factor, according to the
prescribed list of properties formulated by Shahidi in the context of generic representations
[Sha90, Theorem 3.5] (see also [LR05, Theorem 4]). In turn, the y-factor was used in
[CFK] to define the local e- and L-factors, following Shahidi’s method [Sha90, § 7] (see also
[Sha78, Sha81, Sha83, Sha85]). The main motivation of [CFK] was to find a new proof of
global functoriality from G(A) to the appropriate general linear group, via the Converse
Theorem of Cogdell and Piatetski-Shapiro [CPS94, CPS99], thereby extending the global
result of [CKPSS01, CKPSS04, AS06] from globally generic representations to arbitrary
cuspidal ones. Of course the endoscopic functorial transfer for quasi-split orthogonal or
symplectic groups was obtained by Arthur [Art13] using the twisted stable trace formula,
and extended to quasi-split unitary groups by Mok [Mok15].

We mention that if 7 is supercuspidal (and certain additional assumptions), our unique-
ness results imply, using Bernstein’s continuation principle ([Ban98]), that the integral is
holomorphic (see Corollary 2.4). Using the fact that the integral can always be made con-
stant, it follows that the only poles appearing in (s, m x 7,1) are poles of M*(s,w). This
observation hints that a “g.c.d. definition” of the L-function using the generalized doubling
method must involve “good sections” (see e.g., [Kapl3a, 589-590]). Indeed this was the
approach of Yamana [Yam14], who studied this definition of the L-function for k = 1.

Similar multiplicity at most one theorems exist in the literature. In the context of Rankin—
Selberg integrals for representations of G x GL; admitting unique Whittaker models, where
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G is a classical group, see [GPSR87, Sou93, Sou9s, GRS99a, Kapl3b]. See also [AGRS10,
JS710, GGP12, MW12, Sunl2, SZ12, Wall2, L.S13] who proved strong general uniqueness
results (which in particular imply multiplicity one for the same Rankin—Selberg constructions
with irreducible generic representations). Our proof technique resembles Soudry’s [Sou93,
§ 8] and [Sou95].

In a more general context, for a representation p of an arbitrary group H, a subgroup D <
H and a representation £ of D, one can consider the space Homp(p, ). Typical questions
involve the multiplicity of this space, or the structure of ¢ for which Homp(p, &) # 0. In
certain cases, the nonvanishing is related to special values of L-functions. Globally, one is
often interested in a period integral of an automorphic form on H(A), over D(Fy)\D(A) (with
¢ = 1). There is a vast amount of studies of such problems, let us mention [Zel80, Jac91,
JR92, FJ93, Off06, OS07, OS08, Off09, Jacl0, Mat09, Matl0a, Mat10b, Mat11l, FLO12,
Mat15, Yam17].

For other works on the doubling method see, e.g., [KR90, HKS96, BS00, HLS05, HLSO06,
GS12]. The doubling method is not the only integral representation to lift the barrier of
globally generic representations: other constructions of similar generality were developed,
thus far without complete local theory, in [GPSR97, BAS09, GJRS11, JZ14, Soul7, Soul§].
While the local ramified theory is probably within reach (see e.g., [Soul7, Theorem 4.2]),
it will require an abundance of work. E.g., these integrals are far less uniform than the
doubling method, and for orthogonal groups one uses the Bessel model of m which involves
an auxiliary representation.

The rest of this work is organized as follows. In § 1 we provide some general preliminaries,
define (k, c) representations and recall the doubling construction of [CFGK19, CFK]. The
proof of our main result is given in § 2. Section 3 contains our main applications.

Parts of the non-archimedean version of Theorem A for supercuspidal representations
appear in [Cai]; him and the authors were working independently.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to the referees for their interest in this work and
helpful remarks, which helped improve the presentation.
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1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. The groups. Let | > 1 be an integer. Let Bgr, = T, X N, denote the Borel
subgroup of upper triangular invertible matrices, where Ngp, is its unipotent radical. The
standard parabolic subgroups of GL; can be identified with the set of compositions g =
(B1y.-+,Ba) of L (B; >0, a > 1), where P; = Mz x Vjz denotes the parabolic subgroup with
Mg = GLg, x ... x GLg, and V3 < Ngr,. Let J; be the permutation matrix with 1 on the
anti-diagonal and 0 otherwise. For g € GL;, ‘g denotes the transpose of g, and ¢* = J;'g~'J,.

For z € R, |z| (resp., [z]) denotes the largest integer smaller (resp., greater) than or
equal to x.

For an even [, define

J, J,
SPIZ{QGGLl3t9(_Jl/2 l/2>g: <_Jl/2 L/2>}.

Let BSPL = Spl QBGLZ- For any l, let SO, = {g € SL; : thlg = Jl} and fix BSO; = SO, ﬂBGLl.
Let Spin, be the algebraic double cover of SO,, with the Borel subgroup which is the preimage
of Bso,. This defines the set of simple roots ap, ..., a|;2)—1 Where a; = ¢; — €541 for 0 <i <
|1/2] — 1, and GSpin; can be defined as the Levi subgroup of Spin;,, obtained by removing
ap. For [ =0,1, GSpin; = GL;, and GSpin, = GL; x GL;.

Henceforth we fix one of the families of groups GL;, Sp;, (when [ is even), SO; or GSpin,,
and for a given | denote the member by G, e.g., G, = Sp,. Write the Borel subgroup in
the form Bg, = Ty, X Ng,, where Ng, is the unipotent radical. For a parabolic subgroup
R < G, 0 denotes its modulus character, and we write R = Mp X Ur where My is the Levi
part and Up is the unipotent radical. If U < G, is a unipotent subgroup, U~ denotes the
opposite subgroup. The Weyl group of G, is denoted W (G;), and similar notation is used for
any reductive group. The center of an algebraic group X is denoted Cx, and its connected
component by C%.

The unipotent subgroups of GSpin; are isomorphic (as algebraic groups) to the unipotent
subgroups of SO;, and W (GSpin,) is isomorphic to W(SO;). Also Caspin,,,, is connected and
for I > 2, Clgpin, = GL1.

Let F' be a local field with characteristic 0. Throughout, we identify F-groups with their
F-points, e.g., G, = G;(F'). The additive group of [ x I’ matrices (over F') is denoted Mat;
and Mat; = Mat;;. The trace map is denoted tr. If F' is non-archimedean, we let ¢ denote
the cardinality of its residue field. When we say that a property holds outside a discrete
subset of s, over a non-archimedean field we mean for all but finitely many values of ¢~*.
For any group X, z,y € X and Y < X, *y = ayz~' and ?Y = {*y:y € Y'}.

1.2. Representations. We describe the general notation involving representations that ap-
pear in this work. In this section G; can be replaced with any reductive algebraic group. By
a representation of a closed subgroup of G; we always mean a smooth representation on a
complex vector space. Over archimedean fields, an admissible representation is understood
to be admissible Fréchet of moderate growth. If 7 is a representation of a closed subgroup
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Y < G, 7 is the representation contragredient to 7, and for x € G;, “m denotes the repre-
sentation of *Y on the same space of 7, with the action given by “n(y) = 7(* 'y). Parabolic
induction is normalized. Morphisms are continuous and induction is smooth, and ® is the
complete tensor product, over archimedean fields.

In this work supercuspidal representations are not automatically irreducible (or unitary).
When the field is non-archimedean, a representation of a group which does not have unipotent
subgroups is also (trivially) supercuspidal. By definition, supercuspidal representations only
exist over non-archimedean fields. R

For a closed unipotent subgroup U < G;, denote the set of (unitary) characters of U by U.
Let m be a representation of U on a space V. For ¢ € 17, let V(U,v) C V be the subspace
spanned by the vectors m(u)§ — ¥ (u)€ for all u € U and £ € V over non-archimedean fields,
and over archimedean fields V(U, ) is the closure of this subspace. The Jacquet module
Jup(m) is the quotient V(U,9)\V. Assume R < G is a closed subgroup containing U.
Denote the normalizer of U in R by Ng(U). If 7 is a representation of R, Jy,(7) is a
representation of the subgroup of Ng(U) which stabilizes 1. We do not twist the action,
i.e., we do not multiply by a modulus character. For any r € R, we have an isomorphism
"Jup(m) = Jryrg(m) of representations of "U (use £ — 7(r)€). In particular if r € Nx(U),
TJU7¢(7T) = Jqup(ﬂ-)- R

Over non-archimedean fields, if U is abelian and Ng(U) acts on U with finitely many orbits,
by [BZ76, 5.9-5.12] if Jy 4 (7) = 0 when ¢’ varies over a complete set of representatives for
the nontrivial orbits, U acts trivially on the space of 7, i.e., 7 = Jy (7).

Let Jyy(m)* be the algebraic dual of Ji . (7) over a non-archimedean field, and the con-
tinuous dual over archimedean fields. By definition Homy (7, v) = Jy(m)*.

Over archimedean fields we will also need the notion of generalized Jacquet modules. Let
7 be a representation of G;, and R = Mg x Ug < G; be a parabolic subgroup. Denote the Lie
algebra of Ug by ug. For any positive integer i, we call w/uim the i-th generalized Jacquet
module of 7.

Lemma 1.1. If 7 is an admissible finite length representation of Gy, the i-th generalized
Jacquet module is an admissible finite length representation of Mpg.

This lemma is proven in the same way as the classical case (i = 1), see Wallach [Wal88,
Lemma 4.3.1].

Lemma 1.2. Assume 7 is an admissible finite length representation of Gi. The set of central
exponents of w/u'm, i.e., the central characters of the irreducible constituents of w/u'm as a
representation of Mg, where © varies over the positive integers, belong in a discrete set.

Proof. Let V' denote the Harish-Chandra module of 7, i.e., the space of K-finite vectors,
where K C G, is a maximal compact subgroup. By [Cas89, Proposition 2.2], V' is dense in 7,
and by [Cas89, Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.3], V/uV has finitely many central exponents.
In other words, for any X in the Lie algebra of the center of G; there exists a polynomial p
such that p(X) acts by zero on V/uV.

Now, V/u'V is filtered by the modules w/V/u/*V 0 < j < i, and each of these is a
quotient of w/ ® V/uV. When i varies, the set of central exponents of V/u'V is contained in
the set of central exponents of W @ V/uV, j > 0. Regarding u’, its central exponents can be
computed using the adjoint action, and when j varies they belong in a lattice. Since V/uV
admits only finitely many central exponents, the central exponents of V/u'V for all i lie in
a finite union of lattices.
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Finally, note that for any 4, the set of central exponents of 7 /u’r lies in the set of central
exponents of V/u'V. Indeed, if p(X) acts by zero on V/u'V then it acts by zero on 7 /u'm,
since V' is dense in 7. U

Remark 1.3. In particular, the set of central exponents of the i-th generalized Jacquet
modules of 7, where i varies over the positive integers, belongs in a discrete set.

Let ¢ be a nontrivial additive character of F. For v € Viuy, write v = (v;;)1<ij<i With
v;; € Mat.. Denote

o) =6 tr(viin))

For a representation 7 of GSpin; which admits a central character, let x, be the restriction
of the central character of 7 to Cggy, -

1.3. Distribution vanishing theorem. Let a real algebraic group C' act on a real algebraic
manifold X. Let E be a smooth representation of C' in a Fréchet space. Assume the actions
of C'on X and on FE extend to a Lie group A, which contains C' as a closed normal subgroup.

Let Z C X be a closed subset which is a union of finitely-many locally closed A-orbits.
For any v € Z-o and z € Z let A” be the symmetric v-th power of the conormal space at z
to the orbit C'z in X. Let C, denote the stabilizer of z in C, and ¢ be the ratio of modular
functions of C' and C,.

Denote the space of E-valued distributions on X, i.e., functionals on the space of compactly
supported smooth E-valued functions on X, by D'(X, E), and let D, (X, E) C D'(X, E)
denote the subspace of distributions supported on Z. For a smooth character y of Z, let
D, (X, E)Yx C D,(X, E) be the subspace of (C, x)-equivariant distributions.

The following theorem follows from Theorem A.13 in the appendix:

Theorem 1.4. Assume that for any z € Z, the set {x"|c. : a € A} is a union of finitely
many locally closed orbits, under the action of the stabilizer A, of z in A. Suppose also that
for any z € Z and any v > 0,

(E®A, ®8)")X=0. (1.1)
Then DY (X, E)9X = 0.

Remark 1.5. If x is trivial or A = C, the theorem already follows from [KV96, Theorem
3.15, Cases (i,ii)]. Note that in both cases x* = x for any a € A.

Remark 1.6. If A, X and the action of A on X are semi-algebraic, the A-orbits in X
are automatically locally closed. If in addition C' is semi-algebraic and C, is unipotent, the
condition (1.1) is equivalent to (E*)¢*X = 0, independent of v (see [Sun15]).

In order to check the conditions of the theorem we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 1.7. Let H be a real reductive group and (Q < H be a parabolic subgroup, with a
unipotent radical U = Ug. The set U (the unitary characters of U) is a finite union of locally
closed QQ-orbits.

Proof. Let u denote the Lie algebra of U. There exists a hyperbolic semi-simple element S €
H such that u is the sum of positive eigenspaces of the adjoint action ad(.S). The eigenspace
u; corresponding to the smallest positive eigenvalue of ad(S) is called the first internal
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Chevalley module of ). Clearly, u; projects onto (and in fact identifies with) the space of
characters of u, which in turn identifies with U by multiplying by ¢ and exponentiation. By
[Ric85, Theorem E’], @ has finitely many orbits on uy, and each orbit is locally closed since
the action is algebraic. O

1.4. Representations of type (k,c). Let k and ¢ be positive integers. For a partition o
of ke, let V(o) < Ngr,, denote the corresponding unipotent subgroup, and XA/(U)gen denote
the set of generic characters. If ¢’ is another partition of k¢, write o’ =~ o if o’ is greater
than or non-comparable with o, with respect to the natural partial ordering on partitions.
See [Gin06], [CM93, § 5] and [Car93| for details on these notions. For convenience, we
provide the definition of V(o). Identify ¢ with an [-tuple of integers (ay,...,qa;) such that
a, > ... > a > 0. Let p, be the ke-tuple of integers obtained by arranging the multi-
set {a; —2j+1:1 <4 <1 1<j<a} in decreasing order. For any x € F* put
aPr = diag(aPeM, ... aPs*)) € Ty, . The one-parameter subgroup {277 : x € F*} acts on
the Lie algebra of Ngp,. by conjugation, and V(o) is the subgroup generated by the weight
subspaces of weight at least 2. R

For the orbit (k¢), V((k°)) = V{), the group M .») acts transitively on the set V((£°))gen,

and vy, € ?((l{:c))gen. The stabilizer of ¢, in My is then the diagonal embedding GLZ of
GLC in M (ck)-

Let p be arepresentation of GLy.. We say that pis a (k, ¢) representation if Homy (4)(p, ') =
0 for all o = (k¢) and ¢’ € ?(U)gen, and dim Homv(ck)(p, ) = 1.

We briefly recall the definition of the wave-front set (see e.g., [GS19, § 4.1] for some
more details). When p is admissible of finite length, its character defines a distribution on a
neighborhood of 0 in the Lie algebra of GLj.. This distribution (in the non-archimedean case)
or the leading term of its asymptotic expansion near 0 (archimedean case) is a combination of
Fourier transforms of Haar measures of nilpotent coadjoint orbits ([How74], [HC77, p. 180],
[BV80, Theorems 1.1 and 4.1]). For a nilpotent orbit O, let co denote its coefficient in this
expansion (for a suitable normalization of the measures). The wave-front set WF(p) of p is
defined to be the set of orbits O such that co # 0 and for each orbit O containing O in its
closure, cor = 0.

In this case, an equivalent definition of a (k,c) representation can be given in terms of
WF(p): Now pis (k,c) if (k°) is the unique maximal orbit in WF(p) and the dimension of
the space of degenerate Whittaker functionals on p with respect to V(s and 1y is 1 (see
[GGS17, Theorem EJ).

For ¢ = 1, a representation is (k, 1) if and only if it affords a unique Whittaker model. On
the other end, a representation is (1, ¢) if and only if dim Homy,, (p, 1) = 1, equivalently p is
a character (V[ is the trivial group).

For a (k, c) representation p, dim TV iy (p)* =1, hence dim Y (p) = 1 so that SL2

acts trivially on Jy, , 4, (p) and GL% acts on Jy, (p) by a character.

oy Pk

We recall the map p. defined (implicitly) in [CFK, § 2.2] from irreducible generic rep-
resentations of GLj to admissible finite length (k,c) representations of GLj.. For an ir-
reducible tempered representation 7 of GLy, p.(7) is the generalized Speh representation,

Clic((7® ... @ 7)6H ) (see [Jac84, MWS9)).

Plrey Plke)
Then if 7 = Indg;“’c (@4, | det |*7;) where 3 is a composition of d parts of k, a; > ... > a4

i.e., the unique irreducible quotient of Ind
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and each 7; is tempered, p.(7) = Ind%’c’“(@f:l\ det |*p.(7:)). By [CFK, Theorem 5] the
representation p.(7) is (k,c¢). The definition of p.(7) was also extended to unramified
principal series Indgé”;k (®k_ | det|%7;), where 7; are unramified unitary quasi-characters
of F* and a1 > ... > a;, again by letting p.(7) = Ind%}ﬁ:(@f:ﬂ det | p.(7;)) (note that
pe(1;) = Todetgr, ). While p.(7) might be reducible in the general case, it is still admissible,
of finite length and admits a central character. Also note that (over any local field) GL2
acts on Jy, , (pe(7)) by g — 7((det g)I)) ([CFK, Lemma 14]).

We mention that over non-archimedean fields, certain structural properties of irreducible
(k, c) representations follow from [MW87, § I1.2]. For principal series representations, irre-
ducible or not, over any local field, a representation is (k,¢) if and only if it takes the form
Indgg“zj(@le Xi detgr, ) for quasi-characters x; of F*. This follows from [AGS15a, AGS15b,

GGS17] (their focus was archimedean; the non-archimedean case essentially follows from
[BZ76, MW8T]).

1.5. Doubling setup. We define the basic setup for the doubling method: the groups G
and H, the image of G x G in H, and the definition of the local integral. The precise details
depend on G.

Let ¢, k > 1 be integers, G = G, and H = Gy, (if G = Sp,., ¢ must be even). Let n = [¢/2]
if G # GL., otherwise n = c¢. Also set ¢¢ = —1 for G = Sp, and ¢y = 1 otherwise, and if
G = SO., GSpin, and c is odd, define (€1, €3) = (1,1/2) if k is even and (€1, €3) = (1/2,1) if
k is odd.

Recall By = Ty x Ny is our fixed Borel subgroup in H (see § 1.1). Set Hy = Ga.. Let
Q = Mg x Ug be the standard parabolic subgroup of H such that its Levi part Mg is
isomorphic to GL, x ... X GL. xHg if H # GLgg., otherwise @ = Pr-19,0+-1). Denote
U = Ug. We construct the following character vy of U.

For k > 1, denote the middle 4¢ x 4c¢ block of an element in U by

I. u U/
( . 1;) . (1.2)
Let u'?! be the top left n x n block of u, and if H # GLyy., denote the bottom right n x n
block of w by u??. For H = GLas., u*? is defined to be the top ¢ x ¢ block of u'. If
H = SOsy., GSpiny,,. and ¢ is odd, denote the middle two coordinates of row n + 1 of u by
(Ug, u4) c Mat1X2.

If H # GLgg, and k > 1, the character 1y restricts to 1,1 on the group V-1, identified
with a subgroup of U via the embedding v +— diag(v, Iy, v*) € U. For H = GLgy. and
k > 1, iy restricts to ;' on each of the two copies of Viee-1y, embedded in U via (vy, vp) =
diag(vy, Ioc, v2) (v1,v2 € V{s-1y). The character ¢y is given on (1.2) by

Ptr(—ub? +u>?)) H = GLoy,,
P(tr(utt +u??)) H = Spy,., SOge, GSpiny,., even c,
Ptr(ut! +u??) + qud — eu?)  H = SOy, GSpiny,., odd c.

For k =1, U and thereby ¢y are trivial.
Now consider the case H # GSpiny,.. In this case G x G is embedded in the stabilizer
of Yy in Mg. Explicitly, assume & > 1 and g1,92 € G. If H = Spy,,., SOgi. with an even c,
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: __ (91,1 91,2
write g1 = (91,3 g1,4 )7 91i € Matna then

. 91,1 91,2 % %
(91792) = dlag(gla <o 01, <g1,3 g2 9174) y 915 -+ 791)’

where g7 appears k — 1 times. For H = GLg,,

(91792) = dia‘g(glv - 01,091,92, 915 - - - 791)'

Here ¢, appears k times on the left of g and k£ — 1 on the right.
For odd ¢ and H = SOgy,., take column vectors e4;, 1 <17 < ¢, whose Gram matrix is Jo,
(i.e., t6i6_j = (SZ'J'). Let

b= (€1,...,6c1,€1€ — €26_, €1€c + €2€6_¢, € i1, ...,€_1),
by = (€1, ., €n,€16c — €26 ¢, €y, ... € 1),

by = (€ng1y-vey€o1,€1€c+ €26 € i1y €_pn_1),

m = diag(lo_1, (%, 2) L),

The Gram matrices of (b, by,by) are (Jo, diag(l,, —1, 1,)J., J.). The left (resp., right) copy
of SO, acts on the subspace spanned by b; (resp., by); the left copy is defined by

{gl S SLC . tgldiag(lm _1> In)chl - dlag([na _1a [n)Jc}a

and the right copy is defined using the convention of § 1.1 (the Gram matrix of by is J..).
Extend g; by letting it fix the vectors of bs_;, then write this extension as a matrix g} € SO,

with respect to b, i = 1,2. The matrices "g; and "¢}, commute and the embedding is given
by

(glvg2> = diag(gla s 7glvmgi mgévgikv s 7gik)
The notation (1,g) or (g,1) is used for the embedding of one of the copies of G in H,
where 1 denotes the identity element of G.

Example 1.8. Here are a few examples for the embedding in the odd orthogonal case, adapted
from [CFK, Example 15]. Consider the standard Siegel parabolic subgroup R of G. For
a,b € GL,, = Mg,

(a,b) = diag(diag(a, 1, a*)A/, diag(a, b, I, 0", a")),

where A" denotes the diagonal embedding of GL. in GLg_1)., and we omitted, here and
below, the bottom right (k — 1)c x (k — 1)c block of (a,b) (it is uniquely defined by the given
blocks and H ). The images of (Ugr,1) and (1,Ug) take the form

In €2r —€1X Y
’ I
Inz y \& " /
. 1 €@z
d1ag(< 1 %,/> : . Ao D1
n In
In
In
Iy e2x e1x Yy
: 1 ez’
dlag(](k_l)c’ 1 e’ )’
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where x' is uniquely determined given x and H. We also note that

Infl

In-1 In_1 AN In
1 . 1 2¢?
—1 = —1 1
( 1 ) 1) dlag( 1 ) 25% )7
Infl Infl In

Infl
Ion—1

Infl 1 21
. —2e
(1,< ! >>=dlag<f<k—1>m = )
Infl

1
Iopn—1

The case of H = GSpin,,, is slightly more complicated: we have an embedding of
{(2,2) : 2 € CZH\G x G (1.3)

in Mg, in the stabilizer of ¢y. Here with a minor abuse of notation (z, z) is regarded as an
element of G x G. For details see [CFK, § 3.5].

We define the space of the induced representation of H, which is used for the construction
of the integral. First assume H = Spy,., SOg.. Let P = Mp x Up be a standard maximal
parabolic subgroup of H such that Mp = GLy, and Mp < M k). Let p be a representation
of GLg.. For a complex parameter s, let V (s, p) be the space of Ind% (| det|*~'/2p). For
H = GSpin,,,,. we take the standard parabolic subgroup P obtained by removing the simple
root ag., then Mp = GLj. x GL; and note that GL; is identified with C%;. Let p be as above,
and 1 be a quasi-character of F*. Then V' (s, p®mn) is the space of the induced representation
Ind} (| det |*=*2p@n). For H = GLay, we take P = P ko), p = p1&ps for two representations
p1 and py of GLy,, and V (s, p) denotes the space of Ind% (| det |*=7/2p; @ | det |5+1/2p,).

Assume H # GSpin,,,. Take dy € H satisfying °Up = Up if kc is even or H = GLg;
otherwise take d, € Og. with SUp=U p and let 9 be the product of ¢, and a representative
of the transposition in Og. which normalizes Ny (to obtain det dy = 1). Let §; € Hy N Up
(Hy < Mg) be such that its natural identification with a matrix in Mat, is of rank ¢, unless
H = SO and ¢ is odd, in which case the rank is ¢ — 1 (this is the maximal rank). Put
§ = 6o61. Then let ¢ be an involution of G such that °{(g,'g) : g € G} < Mp.

One concrete choice of dy, d; and ¢ was given in [CFK]:

(601kc Ikc) H # SOg. or ¢ = 2n,

I . In In
(1, ™) diag(I-1)e; B A B WG L

5 —
: ) A—1)e)Jee  H = SO0y, ¢ =2n + 1,

where Jke = diag([kc—h (1 1)kc ) ]kc—1)7 51 = diag([(k—1)67 (IC 2) 7](k—1)c> with

Ic H - Sp2kca GLZkCa
A = (_I" In) H = SOy, ¢ = 2n,

(0 i 1n> H = SOy, c =2n + 1,
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and
( ( ol I") H = Spye; SOoke, € = 2n,
IC H = GL2k67
, (I b“) H = SO, ¢ = 20+ 1, k is odd,

In
( —25% _26% ) H= SOQk‘ca c=2n + ]., k 1S even.
\ In

Also set Uy = U N7kUp, then 1y is a character of Uy by restriction.

For H = GSpiny,,., g € H is defined using the isomorphism W (H) = W (SOsqy.), d; is the
element taken for SOqy., and ¢ satisfies the same condition as above (the concrete examples of
¢ extend to involutions of GSpin, as well). The important observation for us here concerning
GSpiny,,., is that the images of unipotent subgroups, and subgroups GL; occurring as direct
factors of standard Levi subgroups, can be read off the corresponding orthogonal cases.

For any representation 7 of GG, w* is the representation on the space of 7, with the action
defined by 7*(g) = m(‘g). The definitions imply (7*)" = (7¥)".

We define the (local) doubling integral. Let 7 be an irreducible admissible representation
of G. If H # GLgye, let p be an admissible finite length (k, ¢) representation of GLj. which
admits a central character. Otherwise p = p; ® Y~ py where p; and p, are admissible finite
length (k, c) representations of GLg., each admitting a central character, and such that the
central character of p; is the inverse of the central character of py, and y is a quasi-character
of F™.

Let w be a matrix coefficient of 7¥. Let f be a holomorphic section of V' (s, p) if H #
GSpiny,,., and for GSpin,,,., f is a holomorphic section of V (s, p® ). The doubling integral
for ™ x p is defined by

Z(s,w, f) = //w(g)f(s,éuo(l,bg))wU(uo) dug dg. (1.4)
G Uy
Here if H = GSpin,,,, the domain of integration is C&\G instead of G.

Theorem 1.9. [CFK, Propositions 17, 20, 21] Integral (1.4) enjoys the following properties.
(1) Formally, it belongs to the space

Homg ) (-1 (V (5, p @ X)), X 7Y @ 7). (1.5)

Here x. and x are omitted for the cases where they are undefined.

(2) It is absolutely convergent for Re(s) > 0, independent of the data (w, f).

(8) Owver non-archimedean fields there is data (w, f), where f is a polynomial section in
q*®, such that Z(s,w, f) is absolutely convergent in C and equals a nonzero constant
(independent of s). Over archimedean fields for each s there is w and a smooth section
f such that the integral is nonzero at s.

Proof. The theorem was proved in loc. cit., for the representation p = p.(7) (H # GLog.) or
p = pe(T) @ X Lpe(7Y) (pe(7) was defined in § 1.4). However, the proofs of these statements
remain valid when we take the more general representation p as described above. U

Over non-archimedean fields, once we prove that (1.5) is at most one-dimensional outside
a discrete subset of s, Theorem 1.9 together with Bernstein’s continuation principle (in
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[Ban98]) imply that for a rational section f, Z(s,w, f) admits meromorphic continuation
to a rational function in ¢—°. Over archimedean fields for the choice of p in [CFK], the
meromorphic continuation of the integral and continuity of this continuation in the input
data were proved in [CFK, § 6.13].

2. UNIQUENESS RESULTS

2.1. Outline of the proof of Theorem A. Let m; and 7y be admissible finite length
representations of G. If H # GLog,, let p be an admissible finite length (k, ¢) representation
of GLg.. For H = GLogg, put p = p; ® po where each p; is an admissible finite length (k, )
representation of GLy., and let xo be the quasi-character of F* such that the diagonal action
of GLS on Jv(ck),m (p1) ® JV(Ck)ﬂl}k (p2) is given by g — xo(det g) (g € GL.). If H = GSpiny,,,
assume in addition that xr,, Xr, exist and X;ll = X, and put n = X;ll- To preserve uniform
notation the characters xo, x», and 7 are simply ignored in all other cases.

Let D =U % (G,G) < H. We will prove our main result by analyzing distributions on the
orbits of the right action of D on the homogeneous space P\H. The space P\H/D is finite
if £ =1 (see [PSR87, Lemma 2.1]) or ¢ = 1 (then either n = 0 and U = Ny, or G = GL,4
and U contains all the roots of Ny but one, on which (G, G) acts with 2 orbits). Otherwise
it is infinite, even uncountable (e.g., for H = Sp,,. and k > 2), but contains a unique Zariski
open orbit which is PdD. This follows by showing that the dimension of PdD is equal to
the dimension of PU,. For h,h' € H, write h ~ h' it PhD = Ph'D, otherwise h o I/

Regard ¢y @7 @7y as a representation of D. For H = GSpin,,, (G, G) is a homomorphic
image of G x G (see (1.3)), and the condition x,' = xr, above implies that 7/ ® 7y is a
representation of (G, Q).

Consider the space

Hom g g) (g1 (V (s, p @ 1)), m1 @ m2) = Homp(V(s, p @ 1) @y @ @ my, 1), (2.1)
which is isomorphic to
Homp(Ind228 ((Idet [ V2p @ 1) @ (v © 7 © 1)) , 1) 22)
Here the action of D on the space of functions £ on H x D is given by d-£(h',d") = £(h'd, d'd);
and if H = GLay,, |det [71/2p is short for |det [*71/2p; @ | det |5+1/2ps.

For any h € H, denote P, =" PN D. We will study (2.2) by considering the following
spaces of distributions on the orbits PhD (this is well defined, see below):

Hom p (ind}, (’fl((| det |'""2p @)oY @ (by @ 7Y @ 1Y @ A,,)) ). (2.3)

Here over non-archimedean fields ind denotes the compact non-normalized induction, while
for archimedean fields ind is the Schwartz induction of [dC91, § 2] (see also [GGS, § 2.3]); and
Ay is the trivial character. If the field is non-archimedean or h ~ 9, we only have v = 0. Over
archimedean fields when h ¢ §, we further have for each integer v > 0, a finite dimensional
algebraic representation A, which is the algebraic dual of the symmetric v-th power of the
normal bundle to the double coset. Note that when h ~ ¢, i.e., for the open orbit PiD,
the tangent space to the double coset coincides with the total tangent space, and thus the
normal space is trivial.
By the Frobenius reciprocity (2.3) is isomorphic to

H,,(h) = Homp, (" (| det |*?p @) @ (Yy @ 7 @ 75) @ Ay, 0). (2.4)
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Here 0),(z) = 6p, (7)) (x)5;1/2(hx) (x € P,). We define H(h) = Ho(h) if F' is non-
archimedean or h ~ §, otherwise H(h) = ®,H,(h).

Our main result — Theorem 2.1 below, is that (2.1) is at most one-dimensional outside a
discrete subset of s. We will prove there is a discrete subset B C C, such that for all s ¢ B,
H(h) =0 for all h £ ¢, and dim H(§) < 1.

Over non-archimedean fields this already implies (2.1) is at most one-dimensional outside
B. Indeed this follows from the theory of distributions on l-sheafs of [BZ76]. In more detail,
let F be the [-sheaf of the induced representation in (2.2). The right action of D on P\H
is constructive, by [BZ76, Theorem A] applied to X (F) where X is the algebraic F-variety
P\H. Each H(h) (see (2.3)) is the space of distributions on the restriction of F to the orbit
PhD (the orbits are locally closed, hence this restriction is well defined). Fix s ¢ B and
let 7,7’ be nonzero distributions in (2.2). Since PJD is open, by [BZ76, 1.16] both 7 and
T restrict to distributions on H(0), which is one-dimensional, hence there is a@ € C such
that o7 |psp = T'|psp- Then oT — T is well defined on the quotient I-sheaf F(PdD)\F
(see [BZ76, 1.16] for the definition and notation), which is an l-sheaf on the complement
of POD in H. Since there are no nonzero distributions on any #H(h) for h ¢ 6, by [BZ76,
Theorem 6.9] we deduce o7 — T vanishes on F, i.e., a7 =T".

Over archimedean fields the argument also depends on the precise methods we use in order
to handle each #H(h). We describe this below.

2.1.1. Basic properties of H(h). In general every algebraic representation of a unipotent
group is unipotent, i.e., admits a (finite) filtration such that the group acts trivially on each
of its quotients. We can hence filter each A, and consider these quotients. If (2.4) is nonzero,
it is nonzero when A, is replaced by one of these quotients. Since we will prove H,(h) =0
for all v > 0, we can consider each of these quotients, re-denoted A, (at the cost of re-

enumerating the index set of /), separately, so that we assume A, is a trivial representation

of U for all v > 0.
In general if Y < "U N Mp, then " 'Y < P, and by definition any morphism in H(h)
factors through JY,;L%l(p). Indeed since 'Y < U, for y € Y we have

"ldet T Ppm) (") = py), e @m @A) y) =du("y),
then if 7 € H,(h) for some v, and £, ® £ is a pure tensor in the space of p® (1) @ 1) @ A,),
Yo" DT (pW)E @ &) = TWu (" Y)p)&, @ &) = T(E, ® ).
Thus
T((p(y)8 — "7 (1)€p) ® €) = 0. (2.5)

This means that 7 factors through Jyﬁ%l(p), where in the archimedean case note that 7 is

continuous, and because the argument is applicable to all v, we conclude that any morphism
in #H(h) factors through Jyﬁwal(p).

2.1.2. The vanishing of H(h). One can prove the vanishing of H(h) using three types of
arguments. First we have an incompatibility condition: assume h is such that

¢U|Umh*1Up 7 L. (2.6)

In this case we can take a subgroup Y < U such that "Y < Up and ¢y|y # 1. Then Y < P,
and both " '(|det |*"*/2p @ 1) and 7} ® 7y ® A, are trivial on Y (because "Y < Up and
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Y < U), hence the action on the left hand side in H, (h) is given by ¢y which is nontrivial by
(2.6). However, the action on the right hand side is trivial, because it is given by a modulus
character and Y < U. Thus H,(h) = 0 for all v, and H(h) = 0.

Note that while a priori (2.6) depends on h, we will actually prove it only depends on the
double coset Ph() (this is only important for the archimedean parts).

Second, if any morphism in #H(h) factors through Jy (o) (p), where o 22 (k) and ¢ €
IA/(U)gen, then Jy o)y (p) = 0 because p is (k, c), a fortiori H(h) = 0.

Let us remark, that these two methods for proving vanishing will be applied to all but
finitely many representatives. In fact, consider the Bruhat decomposition H =[], Pw'Q
where w’ are representatives for Weyl elements of H, and let wy denote the representative
of the longest reduced Weyl element. Then the orbit Pwy(@ is open. The above arguments
prove vanishing on H — Pwy(@). The remaining orbit Pwy(@ is the disjoint union of finitely
many orbits PhD, namely n + 1 orbits when H # GLg. and (¢ + 1)(c + 2)/2 orbits for
H = GLgg.. In particular for §, as explained in § 1.5, one can choose § = dyd; with 6y = wq
and 0, € Npg,, then P0D C PwyQ. The orbits in Pwy() must be handled using the third
method, which we turn to describe.

Third, assume there is a composition 3 of kc and a character ¢ of V3, which may depend
on h, such that any morphism in H(h) factors through Jy, ,(p). The vanishing argument in
this case will be applicable to all but a discrete subset of s.

We first describe the non-archimedean case. Assume there is a proper parabolic subgroup
R = Mg x Ug < G, with Mg containing GL; as a direct factor, [ > 1, such that Jy, 4(p)
is a trivial representation of (1, Ug). Therefore any morphism in #(h) also factors through
Ju, (my) which is an admissible finite length representation of Mp (if 7y is supercuspidal,
we immediately deduce H(h) = 0). On each irreducible constituent of Jy,(7y), as a rep-
resentation of Mg, Car, < Cu,, acts by a character, and there are only finitely many such
characters possible, depending only on 7y and Ug (thereby on h).

Also assume Jy, 4(p) admits a finite length filtration as a representation of "(1, GL;), and
on each of the (not necessarily irreducible) constituents, *(1, Cqr,) acts by a character. Again
this character belongs to a finite set, now depending only on p and on the character ¢ (which
depends on h).

If 0 # T € H(h), we can take constituents V of Jy, ,(p) and V' of Jy,(7y), such that T
is well defined and nonzero on ¥V ® my’ ® V'. We then obtain a relation

p(@)la*T(€) = T(("" (Jdet 2 p@m) @ (bv @ ' @ 7)) (1,a)¢) = Ou((1, )T (€),
(2.7)

where p is a quasi-character of F'* which belongs to a finite set depending only on (s, 1, p, h),
and b is a constant which depends only on h, and we assume b # 0. We deduce p(a)|a|®® =
0r((1,a)) for all @ € F*. This excludes at most a discrete subset of s, and if we apply this
argument to only finitely many representatives h, the set of these values of s can be taken
to be our B.

Now assume the field is archimedean. Let ug denote the Lie algebra of Ugr. Assume
"(1,ug) acts locally nilpotently on Jy, ;(p)*. Then there is a countable increasing filtration
of (closed subspaces) W of Jy, 4(p)* by the order of nilpotency. The orthogonal complements
Vi= Wi)L C Jy,u(p) form a decreasing filtration of Jy, ,(p), exhausting in the sense that
(), Vi = 0. For each 4, Jy, »(p)/Vi is a quotient of a generalized Jacquet module of p with
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respect to "(1,ug). Since any morphism in H,(h) lies in some W, it is annihilated by u,.
Thus it factors through a generalized Jacquet module 7y /u’my. The latter is an admissible
finite length representation of Mgz by Lemma 1.1, in particular admits a finite filtration such
that Cqr, acts by a character on each constituent.

Assume in addition, that there exists a parabolic subgroup of GL., whose Levi part
contains "(1,GL;) as a direct factor, such that the Lie algebra v of its unipotent radical
acts locally nilpotently on Jy,,(p)*. Repeating the argument in the last paragraph, any

morphism in H,,(h) factors through a generalized Jacquet module p/vip, and the latter — by
Lemma 1.1 — has a finite filtration with "(1, Cqr,) acting by a character on its constituents.

Now if 0 # T € H,(h), there are constituents V of p/vip, V' of my /ul,my and V" of A,
(considering A, as a representation of (1, GLy)), such that 7 is well defined and nonzero on
Ve @V @V". Again we can apply (2.7) and obtain a relation ju(a)|al® = 0,((1,a)) (with
b #0) for all @ € F*. Here p is uniquely determined by V, V', V" and h. In the archimedean
case this condition excludes one s. o L

As we vary V and V' over the finite filtrations of p/v7p and 7y /ubmy, and also vary j and
i, the actions of (1, Cqr,) and Cqy, are given by a discrete set of characters, by Lemma 1.2.
The action of (1, Cgr,) on V" is also given by a discrete set of characters, because the central
characters of the set of irreducible constituents of {A,}, as representations of (1, GL;) form
a lattice. Thus the total subset of s we exclude is still discrete (for each h). Again, repeating
this for finitely many h, we will obtain a discrete set B.

2.1.3. The space (2.1) is at most one-dimensional outside B: archimedean case. Re-denote
the Bruhat cells appearing in the decomposition P\H/Q by Y, ...,Y;, numbered such that
if Y; CYj, i > j. In particular Yj is the open Bruhat cell (i.e., Yy = PwyQ). We have

Homp(V (s, p@n), 95" @ m @) = (V(s,p@ 1) @ Yy @ 1y ® 1))
= D'(H, (|det " 2p@n) @ Yy @ 1 © ) )P*.
First we show that outside B,
De(H, (|det " ?p@n) @ gy @ 1) @ m))P*F = 0. (2.8)

For any ¢ > 0, let X; = U;:o Y, it is an open subset of H and Y; is a closed submanifold of
X;. It is enough to show that for any ¢ > 0, outside B we have

Dy (X, (|det |*?p@n) @ Yy @ 7 @ 73)P*F =0. (2.9)

Indeed we show by induction on i that for any distribution 7 belonging to the left hand

side of (2.9), the restriction 7 |x, vanishes. The base case ¢ = 0 holds by definition, and the
induction step is (2.9). Since Xy = H we get 7 = 0.

To prove (2.9), we divide Y; into two cases depending on the first two vanishing arguments

from § 2.1.2 (which apply to all s). Assume (2.6) holds and recall this condition only depends
on the double coset (this is proved in Proposition 2.7 below). In this case we show, for all s,

Dy (X, (| det "2 p @) @y @ m @ my)V*VP = 0.

Indeed by [KV96, § 2, p. 70], the left hand side can be identified with the subspace of (U xUp)-
invariant maps from C2°(X;,¢y) supported on Y; to ((|det |*2p@n) @ 7 @ my)" (recall
that over archimedean fields * denotes the continuous dual). Since U x Up acts trivially
on (|det|*""2p @ n) @ 1} @ my, such a nonzero map £ would define a nonzero distribution
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in DY (X;,vp)"*V7 (e.g., fix some functional which is nonzero on the image of £). But
Dy (Xi, ¢u)V Y7 = 0 by [KV96, Theorem 3.15, case (iii)] (in their notation M = A, which
can be taken to be trivial as explained above, and O =Y;).

Now assume (2.6) does not hold. We prove a more general result: for all s,

D}, (X, (| det [ @ 1) ® 4y @ ) @ 7y)UF = 0. (2.10)

We deduce it from Theorem 1.4 as follows. Let X = X;, Y =Y, C =U x P; E =
(|det |*"Y2p @ n) @ 7/ ® 7y with U acting trivially and P acting only on |det |*~'/2p @ n;
and y = wljl x 1. Let A =@ x P and extend the action of C' on F to an action of A by
letting @ act trivially. Condition (1.1) follows from our proof of H(h) = 0 in this case (which
uses the fact that p is (k,c)). Note that H(h) can indeed be identified with the space of
distributions on the orbit PhD by, e.g., [War72, Theorem 5.2.4.5]. The set {x*|c, : a € A} is
finite: first, ¢y| vy, = 1 and because this condition is independent of the representative

h in the double coset Ph@), x* is trivial on U N " Up; and second, QN MU Mp s a parabolic
subgroup of Mp and U N" " Mp is its unipotent radical (see (2.27) below). From this and
Lemma 1.7 we deduce that the set {x*|c. : @ € A} is a finite union of orbits. All orbits are
locally closed since they are orbits of an algebraic action of an algebraic group (note that
the characters are unitary). Thus Theorem 1.4 implies (2.10).

Altogether we have shown (2.8). Therefore restriction of D x P-equivariant distributions
from H to Yy is injective. Now D x P acts on Y{ with finitely many orbits Z,..., Z,,
enumerated such that Z; C Z; implies i > j, in particular, Zy = P§D is the open orbit. As
above is suffices to prove that for any i > 0, but for s ¢ B,

Dy (U %, (|det " Ppon) @ gv @ 1 @ m)P" = 0. (2.11)
5=0

Let A=C =DxP, E= (|det]*?p®n) @) ®@nry with D acting only on 7} ® 7y
(U acting trivially), P acting only on |det|*""/?p ® n; and x = ¢p x 1, where 9p is the
character of D defined by v, extended trivially to (G, ). Our proof of H(h) = 0 in this
case (using (2.7)) implies (1.1) for s ¢ B, and Theorem 1.4 implies (2.11). It then follows
that restriction of D x P-equivariant distributions from H to Zj is injective. Combining this
with the fact that dim H(J) < 1, we are done.

2.1.4. The main result. We turn to formulate our main result. Define
d(S, Py 75 T, 7T2) = dim Hom(G,G)(JUﬂ/,{]l(V(Sv P& 7]))7 T ® 7T2)’

Theorem 2.1. Let my, my and p be as above.

(1) Outside a discrete subset of s, d(s, p,n,m,m) < dim Homg(xom), 75).

(2) If m and 7 are irreducible, outside a discrete subset of s, d(s,p,n,m,m) = 0 unless
m = Xo(7m5)Y in which case d(s, p,n,m,m) < 1.

Furthermore, assume my 1s supercuspidal and p is not necessarily of finite length. Then the

assertions of (1) and (2) hold for all s, granted one of the following:

(a) H # GLog. and ¢ > 2; or H = Spy,, (G = Spy); or H # GLay., ¢ =2 and p = p.(T) for
an irreducible supercuspidal representation T of GLy and k > 1.

(b) H = GLiog, ck > 1, my is also supercuspidal, and p; = p.(7;) for irreducible supercuspidal
representations T, and T of GLy.



20 D. GOUREVITCH AND E. KAPLAN

Remark 2.2. Ifn # x;!, d(s, p,n,m,m) = 0 outside a discrete subset of s.

The proof of the theorem occupies § 2.2-§ 2.3. Note that the case of GL; x GLj over non-
archimedean fields was proved in [CFGK19, Lemma 35| for m; = my and xo = 1 (P\H/D is
finite in this case).

Recall the representations 7 and p defined in § 1.5: 7 is an irreducible admissible repre-
sentation of GG, and p is either an admissible finite length (%, ¢) representation of GLj. which
admits a central character, or the tensor product p; ® x~!ps of two such representations p; of
GLg., with a quasi-character y of GLy, in which case yo = Y (the central character of p
is the inverse of the central character of po). This is a minor generalization of [CFK], where
p was taken to be p.(7) (or p; = p(3), 1 =1,2).

Combining Theorem 2.1 with the doubling integral, we obtain the following.

Corollary 2.3. Let F' be non-archimedean and consider (1.4) for the representations m and
p defined in § 1.5.

(1) If f is a rational section in q—°, Z(s,w, f) admits meromorphic continuation to a rational
function in q°.
(2) d(S, P Xns X07Tv> 7TL) >1 fOT all s.

Proof. For part (1), by Theorem 2.1 with 7 = xom¥ and m = 7 (then n = x| = x»),
the dimension of (1.5) is at most 1 outside a discrete subset of s. Now the meromorphic
continuation follows from Theorem 1.9 and Bernstein’s continuation principle ([Ban98]).
For part (2), fix some so. Consider the family Z of integrals Z(s,w, f), where w varies
over the matrix coefficients of 7V, and f varies over the sections of V(s,p ® x,) that are
polynomial in ¢¥°. The set of poles of Z(s,w, f) € Z belongs to a finite set of values of
¢~° which depends only on the representations 7 and p, by [Ban98] (we do not claim the
multiplicity of a pole is bounded independently of w and f). Therefore, there is r > 0
such that all integrals of Z are holomorphic in the punctured disk of radius r around sq.
Let v be the boundary of this disk. Moreover, by Theorem 1.9 (3), there is Z(s,w, f) € T
which is a nonzero constant at sg. Thus Cauchy’s integral formula gives a nonzero morphism
(w, f) = & ¢ 2o ggin (1.5). O

2w Jy  s—so

Corollary 2.4. Consider (1.4) for the representations m and p defined in § 1.5. Assume 7
is irreducible supercuspidal and the additional assumptions (a) or (b) of Theorem 2.1 hold.

(]) d(S,p, Xy X07Tv>7TL) =1 fO’f’ all s.
(2) If f is a polynomial section in q¥*, Z(s,w, f) admits analytic continuation to a polyno-
mial function in q*°.

Proof. The first assertion follows from Theorem 2.1 combined with Corollary 2.3 (2). The
second holds because when d(s, p, xx, Xom”, ) = 1 for all s, by the corollary in [Ban98] the
continuation is to a polynomial. U

2.2. The case H # Glog.. As explained in § 2.1, we will consider each H(h) separately.
We prove that all but finitely many spaces H(h) vanish using the first two methods, show
the vanishing of the remaining H(h) with h 4 § outside a discrete subset B, then prove
dim H(§) < 1.

Recall n = [¢/2], and since we prove the result for both odd and even ¢ simultaneously,
we also use [¢/2], which is n when ¢ is even and n + 1 otherwise.
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We start with describing a choice of representatives. Since P\H/Ny can be identified
with W(Mp)\W(H) and Q = Mg x U, we can write P\H/D = [[, PhD with h = wu,
where w is a representative from W (Mp)\W (H) and u € Mg N Ny. Since W(Mp)\W (H)
is embedded in Z5¢, we can identify w with a ke-tuple of 0 and 1, where the i-th coordinate

corresponds to the permutation matrix
Te—i
0 1
Ia(;—1)
€0 0
Ik:cfi

If H # Spyy., only even products of such matrices can appear in w. In this case denote for
an integer a > 0, 5, = (1,0%71) if a is odd otherwise 7, = (0¥¢). Note that 7, normalizes Ny.
If H = Sp,,., we set 7, = (0¥¢) for uniformity. We use * in an expression for w to signify an
undetermined coordinate (either 0 or 1).

For the case k = 1, we can parameterize P\H/D = P\H/(G, G) using the elements

]l(oc_la 1l)(ﬂul)> 0 S l S n,

where

-1 11 Ji
(074 1%) = Ia(e—1 (2.12)
€odJ;

and

U = Iae—a(nt1) . (2.13)

I

Here if | < [¢/2], 7'u; = u; (always the case for an odd c¢). The double cosets for k = 1 were
described in [PSR87, § 2]; see also [GRS99b, § 4] for Sp,.; SOs. and GSpin,, with even ¢ are
similar, and for odd c¢ also refer to the description of the embedding of SO, x SO, in SO,
given in [CFK, Example 15] (see Example 1.8).

We start by generalizing this description, to some extent, to all k > 1. For x € M, denote
its projection into the direct product of k — 1 copies of GL. by ¢(x), then x = ¢(z)ly(x),
where (y(z) € Hy. For k=1, x = {y(z) and {(z) is trivial. If y € My,

(Ty) =" Dily),  o(Cy) = D De(y).
For any (g1, 92) € (G, G),
(91:92) 1 = g((91:92) 1), ((91:92) ), (2.14)
but because (1, ¢g2) € Ho,
(192) 3 — 0(2) (1920 (2)). (2.15)

Proposition 2.5. Let h = wu, where w is a representative from W (Mp)\W (H) and u €
Mg N Ng. Then h ~ wta with the following properties. There is 0 <1 < n such that

W = 7,07 1wy, . wy), Vi, w; € {0,1}¢, (2.16)
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where a is the sum of coordinates 1 in (07!, 1 ws, ..., wy). Additionally @ € Mg, there is
o= 1(g,1) € (G,1) such that g is a representative of an element in W(G) and “t € MgN Ny,
Jolo(u) takes the form

12c72(n+l)

2.17
I Al (2.17)
Infl
I

and there are no zero rows in A;.

Proof. Let E = Mg x Ug denote the standard parabolic subgroup of Hy such that Mg =
GL;, XGa(c—n), and identify Ngp,, with its natural image in Mp. According to the description
of (G,G)in§ 1.5, Ngr, X Cy, < o((G,1)). Let g € Ng be with ¢4((g,1)) € Nar, X Cy,, such
that the projection of ¢5(u(g, 1)) into Np, is trivial on Ngr,,. Put vy = u(g,1) € Mg N Ny,
wu ~ wuy. We also have some control over the projection of the unipotent part of the
representative into Cpy,, (see below).

If ¢ is even, then also Ng,. ., < (1,G), and for g € Ng,, ., such that the projection of
lo(ui(1,g)) into Ng, ., is trivial, wu; ~ wuy with us = u;(1,g). The projection of £o(us)
into Ngr, X Cp,, coincides with that of £o(uy).

If ¢is odd, Ng,,_, /(1, Ng) = Mat, 1. Choosing g € Ng and taking us = u(1, g), we can
assume the projection of fy(uz) into Ng, . takes the form

In y1 y2 y”
1 Y4
U ) € Nay (2.18)

In

where ¥/, y” uniquely depend on y,ys and H, and we can choose either y; = 0 or yo = 0
(see Example 1.8). Observe that w conjugates precisely one of the columns y; or ys in (2.18)
into P, so that if we choose the other column to be zero (i.e., define g € Ng accordingly),
then now we already have both zero. In other words we can write us = 2~ 'usy for z defined
by y; or yo such that Yz € P, then wu; ~ wus = wzus ~ wug. If ¢ is even, put ug = us, so
that the projection of ¢y(ug) into Ng,._,, is trivial now for both odd and even c.

One can take a representative g of an element in W (G) such that

wy = w(l, g) = jo (0172, ke 1e2T), (2.19)

Then wus ~ wug(1,g) = wl((l’g)flug). Put uy = 19 "y, it is of the same form as ug: this
conjugation merely permutes the columns in the projection of ¢y(u3) into Cy,\Ug. Now we
can write

1

In v v
lo(uy) = Iye-ny v' | € Np,,

In

where v € Mat, xa(c—y) is arbitrary and v’,v" are uniquely defined given v and H.

Put v = (v1,v2), v1 = (21, 22) and vy = (23, 24), Where 21,24 € Mat, x[c/21-1 and 2o, 25 €
Mat,, 1. The element w; does not permute any column of z; or z4, and conjugates the block
24 into Mp. Hence one can write us = 2z 'uy, where 2z € Ny, is defined by z4, and the
corresponding block z4 of ly(us) is 0, then wyuy = wizus ~ wyus.

Next we see that w; also conjugates precisely one column z; out of {2, 23} into P. If a
is even, 7 = 3 and we can assume z3 = 0. Otherwise j = 2, we can assume z, = 0. In both
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cases we multiply us on the left by a suitable matrix 2!, and wyus ~ wyug with ug = 2z~ us.

We deduce
I, v 0 o
a P IC*’I’L 0
J 60(11‘6) = Ton o' - NH()’

In

If ¢ is odd, v contains n + 1 columns. We show that the rightmost column of 7*¢y(ug) can
be made 0. Indeed we can take g € N such that

In €2L —€1T Y
In

t((9:1)) = v e | ey,

—exx’!
I
I,

(see Example 1.8). The element w; permutes precisely one of the middle 2 columns into P,
either the column with esx or with —e;z. Then if £o((g,1)) is chosen such that the other
column is 0 in ug(g, 1), and z; € Ny, is defined by the column of ¢5((g, 1)) which is permuted
by wy into P (thus “'z; € P),

wyug ~ witg(g, 1) = wlzjzj_luﬁ(g7 1) ~ w12j_1u6(97 1).

Put u; = z; 'ug(g, 1), then

I, v !

In
Iafy(ur) = Ia(c—2m) € Np,.
In v
In

For uniformity, denote u; = ug when c is even.

By the definition of H, the block v” in 7*¢y(u;) above can be taken independently of v.
Hence we can multiply u; on the right by (g,1) with g € Ng, where {y((g,1)) € Cy, is
defined using v”, and obtain ug = uz(g, 1) such that 7¢y(ug) is of the form

I, v
In
IZ(C72n) c HO (220)
I, v
I,

Then wyu; ~ wyug. If ¢ is odd, fy(ug) commutes with 7, (since then 2(c — 2n) = 2).

At this point we still have ug € Mg N Ny, since the only changes from u to ug involve
multiplying by elements of My N Ny (on the right or left).

For any matrix ug of the form (2.20), denote the block of v by v(ug). For any representative
w' = (%), let R(w') denote the set of 1 < i < n such that w’ permutes the i-th row of
the block v of a general matrix (2.20). Note that R(w’) only depends on the coordinates
[¢/2] +1,...,cof w' (enumerating the coordinates of w’ from left to right).

For each row i of v(’*{y(ug)), one can always write ug = 2, ‘ug, where the i-th row of
v(?*ly(ug)) is zero, Joz; is of the form (2.20) and any row j # ¢ in v(’*z;) is zero. Moreover,
zi € P, and if i ¢ R(wq), w; commutes with z;. Hence wjug = zwiug ~ wiug. Since we
can apply this separately to each row, we can assume that for each 1 < ¢ < n, either the
i-th row of v(?ly(ug)) is zero or i € R(w;). The difference between ug and ug, is that the
nonzero rows of v(?*{y(ug)) occur only at rows i which w; permutes.

Consider i such that both the i-th row of v(7*¢y(ug)) is zero and i € R(w;). In this case
take o1 = (g,1) where g € G is a representative of an element of W (G) of minimal length,
such that R(oy) = {i}. More specifically take g with £5((g,1)) = 7:(0°7%,1,0°71) (if ¢ is
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odd, the right hand side is multiplied by diag(l._1,2¢%,2¢3, I._1), see Example 1.8). Since
o1 = 6(0'1)60(0'1) and 6(0'1) < P,

WilUg ~ W1lU901 = wlO'l(U;lUg) = 6(01)(Z(”l)ilwl)ﬁo(al)("fluQ) ~ (Z(Ul)ilwl)£0(01>(0;1UQ>.
Put wy = (90w )lo(0y), it is again a representative from W (Mp)\W (H) and
R(wz) = R(wilo(o1)) = R(w1) — {i}.

Let w9 = "flu9. We have (y(u19) = lo(ug) if H = Spy,. or ¢ is odd, otherwise ¢y(u10) differs
from fo(ug) only in the middle 2 columns: these columns are exchanged because of j;. The
element ¢(uyp) need not be in Ny anymore, only in Mg, but “*uyg € Mg N Ny and by (2.14),
also “Vf(uy0) € (Ho\Mg) N Ny. Since we can apply this procedure separately to each row
i, we can assume the i-th row of v(’*fy(u10)) is nonzero if and only if ¢ € R(w,). However,
we can no longer assume £(ujp) € Ng.

Regard GL,, as the direct factor of the standard Levi subgroup GL, xXG. s, of G. For
any representative g of an element of W (GL,), set oo = (g,1). Given arbitrary sets R(w’)
and R C {1,...,n} of the same size, one can find o for which R(”glw’) = R’'. Because
i € R(wy) if and only if the i-th row of v(?*fy(u10)) is nonzero, we can choose g, such that
R(%2 wy) = {1,...,1}, where 0 < < n is the size of R(ws), and simultaneously

I v
Iy

_ In
Co(* (72 uyg)) = In(e—2n) (2.21)

I
—1 -1 .
where none of the rows of v are zero. Set w3z = %2 wy and uy; = %2 wug. Since 0y € (G, 1)NP,
oyt oyt
Wall1g ~ Wallin0a = 02(72 w2)(72 u1g) ~ Ww3u1s.

Now R(ws) = {1,...,l} and note that wj is still of the form (2.19) (with possibly a different
a, but of the same parity), because when we pass to wy and then to w3, we do not change
the coordinates 2,...,[c¢/2] of wy (¢ —i > [¢/2] for i < n). Moreover, “3(%(1,q)) € Mp
for any g € GL,, (where GL,, < GL,, XG._2, < G); if j, is trivial, ws simply commutes with
(1,GL,). Also

T2, = ”1u10 c MQ N Nyg. (222)

The rank of v in (2.21) is at most [, whence we can further use #(1, go) with go € GL,, to
reduce v to an [ x [ block (e.g., in a column reduced echelon form). Denote w = w3 and @ =
7¢(L90) " . Now R(w) = {1,...,1} and w takes the form (2.16), namely 7, (07, 11, (k=1e),
Since “37+(1, g) € Mp for any g € GL,,, wsuy; ~ wi.

Regarding u, 7*fy(1) takes the form (2.17) with A, = v. Denote 0 = 0109 with the
notation above. We claim 74 € Ny (clearly 4 € Mg). Since the conjugation by 7#(1, go) ™
only affects the columns of v and rows of v’ in (2.21), the result follows from (2.22). O

While it is relatively straightforward to obtain condition (2.6) when h = w, the represen-
tatives wu are more difficult to describe, because of the form of ¢(u). The following lemma
implies that (with our current structure of ) it is sufficient to obtain (2.6) for w.
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Lemma 2.6. Let h = wu, where w and u are given by Proposition 2.5. Assume

¢U|Umw*1Up # 1. (2.23)
Then (2.6) holds as well, namely Yy | p-1y, # 1.

Proof. By (2.23) there exists a root in U, such that for the subgroup Y < U generated by
this root, “Y < Up and ¢y|y # 1. Since u € Mg, it normalizes U whence Y < U, and
also "(*'Y) =Y < Up. It remains to show ¢y, 1, # 1, since then (2.6) holds.

We can identify the quotient of U by its commutator subgroup, with the direct product
of k — 2 copies of Mat., and one copy of Mat.xs.. The root defining Y corresponds to a
coordinate (7, ) in one of these copies. Looking at the definition of ¢y, we can be more
specific. Either (7, j) belongs to one of the k& — 2 blocks of size ¢ x ¢, on which ¥y is given
by 1 o tr, or (4, ) belongs to one of two n x n blocks inside Mat.yo. (u'! or u??, see (1.2)),
and again ¢y restricts to 1) otr on these blocks. Denote the block by B. In both cases, since
Yyly # 1, the coordinate (i, j) appears as a diagonal coordinate of B. When ¢ is odd there
is a third possibility, that (i, j) appears in the block B € Mat;y2 on which ¢y is given by
(e1By1 — €2By2), and (4, ) is either the coordinate of By or By. In this case also note
that w of the prescribed structure can not permute both B;; and B; 5 into Up.

Write “u = uy' € Mg N Ny, where 0 € (G, 1) is given by Proposition 2.5. Then 7Y
is again a root subgroup, and since conjugation by o permutes the coordinates of U and
stabilizes ¥y, 7Y is still defined be a coordinate (i, j) which belongs to one of the blocks B’
described above. In fact if B € Mat,., we must have B’ = B; if B € Mat,, there are two
options for B’, one of which is B; and for B € Maty», B’ = B. Of course vy is nontrivial
on Y.

The conjugation of 7Y by uy must be performed with more care, because uy normalizes
U but may not stabilize ;. First consider the case where B = B’ € Mat.. Then 7Y is the
root subgroup defined by the (d, d)-th diagonal coordinate in B, for some 1 < d < ¢. For a
fixed element y € Y, assume the (d, d)-th coordinate of “y is x # 0. It is the only nonzero
coordinate in the projection of y to B. Since uy € Mg, the nontrivial coordinates of “°(“y)
are still contained in B. This means that the only nonzero coordinates of “°(“y) on which
1y can possibly be nontrivial, are coordinates in the block B. Because ug € Mg N Ny, the
(d, d)-th coordinate of “0(?y) is still x, and all other nontrivial coordinates belong to the set
of coordinates in B of the form {(¢', j') # (d,d) : i' < d,j' > d}, i.e., are above or to the right
of the (d, d)-th coordinate. Therefore ¥y ("°(?y)) = ¢(x), hence ¢y is nontrivial on “0Y".

Next assume B’ € Mat, and proceed with similar notation. Now “0(%y) can contain
nontrivial coordinates outside B’. Assume B’ is the top left n x n block in Mat.xs. (i.e.,
u'!). Then “0(?y) contains z in the (d,d)-th coordinate, 1 < d < n, and arbitrary elements
in the coordinates (i, j') # (d, d), where i’ < d only varies over the rows of B’, but j’ varies
over all columns j° > d of B’ and also the columns to the right of B’, up to the rightmost
column of Mat,.ys. (this is the (k + 1)c-th column as a matrix in U). Otherwise B’ is the
bottom right block (which is u*?). Then “°(“y) contains z in the (d,d)-th coordinate and
may contain nontrivial coordinates for (¢, 5’) # (d,d), where ¢’ varies over the rows i’ < d
of B" and the rows above B’, up to the first row of Mat.xs. (row (k — 2)c + 1 for matrices
in U), and j° > d only varies over columns of B’. In both cases 1y is trivial on all of the
possibly nonzero coordinates (7', j'), and the (d, d)-th coordinate is z, thus )y |uey # 1.

If ¢ is odd we also consider B = B’ € Mat;y,. Observe that now vy is trivial on all
coordinates above or to the right of B; 5, and also on all coordinates above or to the right of
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By 1 except By . Hence if the nonzero coordinate x of 7y is in By 9, ¥y |usy # 1, but also if
x is in By we have 9y |uwey # 1, because multiplying uo(“y) on the right by uy* leaves Bj o
zero (when c is odd, the (kc, kc + 1)-th coordinate of any element of Ny is zero).

Now because o € (G, 1), it immediately follows that ¢ is nontrivial on ¢ %07y = 'Y
completing the proof of the lemma. O

Re-denote h = wu where w and wu satisfy the properties of Proposition 2.5. In particular
w defines the integer 0 <[ < n.

Proposition 2.7. We have H(h) = 0 unless

Proof. For k = 1 there is nothing to prove, assume k > 1. Write wy = (wj, w}) with
wh € {0, 1321wl € {0,1}". If w) is not of the form (1%, *¢/21=1) then [ > 0 (for [ = 0, w}
is automatically of the form (1°, [¢/21=1) = (x[¢/21)) Let Y < U be the subgroup of elements
with the middle 2(¢+1) x 2(¢+ 1) block of the form
I Y yA]
I; —Ay’
Iy

I Yy’
12c72(n+l)

In—y

I
I
Recall 9y; restricts to 1 o tr on the block u*? (see (1.2)). The block y A} above occupies the
bottom right [ x [ block of u*2. Since there are no zero rows in A;, there are no zero columns
in Aj. Hence for each 1 < i </, the form y — (yA));; on Mat, is not identically 0. Then if
one of the first [ coordinates of w) is 0, we can take a subgroup Y; <Y on which ¢y |y, # 1
and "Y; < Up, hence H(h) = 0 by (2.6). Thus we can write w}, = (1!, */*?1=!) (whether [ > 0
or [ =0).

If wh # (17, %1¢21=") one of the rows from the top left n — [ x n — [ block of u*? is
conjugated by w into Up. Hence we can take a subgroup Y < U such that ¢y|y # 1 and
Y < Up, then H(h) = 0 by (2.23).

If ¢ is odd, vy restricts to a nontrivial character on the middle two coordinates (u?, u?) of
row n+ 1 in (1.2), and the columns of u® and u* are either swapped or remain unchanged by
w. Then if wh # (1!¢/21), one of these coordinates is conjugated by w into Up, and if Y < U
is defined by this coordinate, we have ¥y|y # 1 and VY < Up. Thus H(h) = 0 by (2.23).
(Because 2¢—2(n+1) > 2, “Y =Y and we can also apply (2.6) directly.) Thus w) = (11¢/21)
whether ¢ is even or odd. We proceed for all c.

Recall 9 restricts to 1 o tr on the top left I x [ block of u!!. Since the first ¢ coordinates
of w are 7,(0°7!,1"), w permutes the columns of this block into columns in Up, hence if
wly # (¥"71 1Y), we can again find Y < Up such that ¢yly # 1 and *Y < Up, so that
H(R) =0 by (2.23). Altogether wy = (11¢/21 571 11),

If k = 2 we are done, assume k > 2. We show wsy = (121 5"~ 1), Recall V1) < U.
Because wy = (1121 7= 1) w conjugates the last [¢/2] and first [ columns of vy_o 1 (see
§ 1.2 for this notation) into Up. Hence if ws # (1?1, %7=! 1%), a diagonal coordinate of one
of the blocks inside vj,_5 1, namely the bottom right [¢/2] x [¢/2] block if wy # (11¢/21 xm),
or the top left [ x [ block if w3 # (x*7!, 1), is conjugated by w into Up, so that if Y < U is
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generated by this coordinate, H(h) = 0 by (2.23). Proceeding in this manner for 3 <i < k,
each time using vj,_;1 0 and (2.23), we deduce w; = (11¢/21 s~ 11, O

For each 1 < i < k, since w; takes the form (2.24), we can uniquely identify a max-
imal integer 0 < d;_; < n — [ such that w; = (1121 sn=l=dim1 1l+di1) " By maximality
(xn7ldicry = (§n=l=dici=l ) (if d;_; < m — [), but the remaining coordinates are still un-
determined. As we show next if H(h) # 0, we can replace h by a representative for which
(xn~l=di-1) = (Qn~I=di-1) (this may mean the integers d;_; are larger), and even fix an as-
cending order on d;_;. Note that for kK = 1, the integers d;_; are undefined.

Proposition 2.8. We have H(h) = 0, unless h ~ wu where

W = 9,(0°70 1 wa, .. wy), V1 <i <k, w = (112 grlrdia qltdiony g < < dy_yq,
(2.25)

and U satisfies the conditions of Proposition 2.5, in particular ly(a) takes the form (2.17)
(and A, does not have any zero row).

Proof. Write w; = (11¢/?1 w/, 1Y) with w! € {0,1}"". The rightmost d;_, coordinates of w/
are 1. We start with the following observation. Let 1 < j < n — [ and assume 1 < ig < k
is minimal such that wj [j] (the j-th coordinate of wj ) equals 1. We claim #(h) = 0 unless
wi[j] = 1 for all i > ig. Otherwise, assume 7 > iy is minimal with w{[j] = 0. Write the
top left n x n block of the block vy 11 x—iy2 of V1) in the form (z; f}i) with v! € Mat,
and v* € Mat,,_;. Then a unipotent subgroup Y containing coordinates from v* will satisfy
Yyly # 1 and *Y < Up, whence H(h) = 0 by (2.23).

We turn to show that we can sort the coordinates of ws, ..., wy to obtain (2.25). Iden-
tify GL,_; with its natural image in the middle factor of the standard Levi subgroup
GL; X GL,,_; XG._9, of G. Then P N (GL,_;,1) contains a full set of representatives for
W (GL,_;). Given such representative g, h ~ h(g, 1)~ ~ (9Yw)(@Yy) where @ = @Yy still
satisfies the conditions of Proposition 2.5 and ¢o(4) = lo(u) ((9,1) commutes with (2.17)).
Hence one can use such conjugations to permute the entries in each w;, while maintaining
the prescribed structure of w. Using transpositions from W(GL,_;) we can permute each
consecutive pair (w}[j], wi[j + 1]). If wi[j] = wi[j + 1], the conjugation has no affect on this
pair. Choose some j such that there is a minimal iy with (wj [j],w; [j +1]) = (1,0). If j
does not exist, then w] = (0"~!=di-1 14i-1) for all 1 < i < k, and by what we have proved,
if H(h) #0, dy <...<d,_ so that (2.25) holds. If j exists, then again by the above ob-
servation (assuming H(h) # 0), for i > ig, either (w][j], wi[7 +1]) = (1,0), in which case the

/

order is swapped, or w}[j] = w}[j + 1] = 1. Proceeding in this manner we obtain (2.25). O

Re-denote h = wu, with w and u given by Proposition 2.8, in particular w satisfies (2.25).
Recall that in general if Y < "U N Mp, "'Y < P, and by definition any morphism in
H(h) factors through JY7h¢51(p) (see § 2.1.1). We turn to compute "U N Mp. To simplify
the presentation we slightly alter w, using multiplication on the left by representatives of
W (Mp), which we identify with permutation matrices in GLyg.. First, we multiply w on the
left by diag(/(t—1)c, Ji, Ic—1), this changes the innermost block J; into I; (see (2.12)). Then
for w;, 1 <1 < k, we multiply w on the left by

diag(l(k—i)m ']l+di717 In—l—difp J[c/ﬂ ) Ic(i—l))-
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For example if k = 2,

Titay
In—1—q,
Ite/2
I
W= Jq Iy . (2.26)
eol;
€olfe/2) ;
n—l—dj
€0litd,

For 1 <j <k —1, define v; € GLy. by

Ike—te/21—(j—1)c—n )

Vi :dlag(]n—l—dkfj'i‘zg;f n—l—d_;’ (I[c/21 ) Il+dkfj+zi;11 [5/21+l+dk—i>

. Tie—(j—1)c—i—dy,_;
. —J .
x diag(lyt, g, s (mdk,j ) it ava, )

E.g.,

I Ikcf[c/Z]fn Ikc*l*dkfl
7 = diag(ln—1-g; (1[6/21 v, ) Diay_, .

Further multiply w on the left by 741 - ... -y (henceforth we only use this form for w).
For the computation of "U N Mp also note that "U = “U. Now we see that "U N Mp = Vs,
where [ is the composition of kc given by

B=m—-1—di1,....n—=1—dy,c,[c/2] +1+dy,...,[c/2] + 1+ dk_1). (2.27)

(The purpose of the elements v; was to obtain an upper triangular *U N Mp.) The character
"ihrr is a character of Vj by restriction, denote Yy, = h¢U|VB. We can not fully describe vy,
without determining ¢(u), but the lemma below will provide the information we need. First
we describe sz(“)wU\VB. For v € Vj write

In—i—ay,_; b1

In—i1—ay be—1 -

v= Lo by : (2.28)
' I[c/2'|+l'+dk72 bog_2
Irc/o1 414y, 4
Here
(bi)lSiSQk—Z = (bla ey bk:—27 bk:—17 bk7 bk+17 ceey b2k2—2)
is a general element of the product
2 k—2

H Maty,—1—d;xn—1-d;_; X Mabn_i—a,xe X Matexie/2)4ita X H Matie/21414d; x [e/2] +1+ds 41 -
j=k—1 Jj=1

Note that for k = 2, (bi)1§i§2k—2 € Matn_l_d1><c X Matcxl'c/g]+l+d1. Then

2 0 _i—
Od:—d: 1xn—i—d: l+dy Xxn—l—dy
w00y (0) = (3 by (MUTTIT ) + el ( iy )) (2.29)

J Orc/21xn—i—dy

N

0 0 0
0 el, ; O 0 0 —2 Ite/2 Ore/21xd;+i
8 8 0 Ie—on ) — tr(bk+j Oy g —djxfe/2] Odjiq—djxd;+i ))
X
0 0

Od;+1x [e/2] Taj1

o
<.
Il
—
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Here the sum Z?Zk_l is omitted if £ = 2; and if c —2n =1 (0 < ¢ —2n < 1), the
coordinate I, 5, = 1 initially depends on the constants €1, € (see § 1.5, 2e1e5 = 1), but we
can use another conjugation of w by an element of Mp to fix this coordinate to be 1 (without
otherwise changing (2.29)). Additionally, for | = n and A; of rank [, the character (2.29)
belongs to the orbit of v, *.

Example 2.9. For k = 2 and an even a, after multiplying (2.26) on the left by 1 we have

0 Ing-gq, O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 I., 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0l O 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Iiq
W= 1 e«lia, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o | (2.30)
0 0 elfeyy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 I.;0 0 0 0
0 0 0 el 0O 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Ijg O

S

In—1—day *
Vs = Vin—i—dy c,[c/2]+1+d1) = {( » ba )}
[c/2]+14dq

and Yy, depends only on by and by. E.g., if u = {o(u), its restriction to by is given by
composed with the trace of the n —1 —dy X n—1 —dy block of by starting at column |+ dy + 1
of by. For k =3 and again an even a, after multiplying w on the left by vy, we obtain

0 Iyqa, O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 Iyqaq O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0o o0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0l O 0o o0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 lipa, O 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Ifepsp O 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 Iita,
colisdy, O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o o0 0 0 ;
0 0 eolfeso) O 0 0 0 0 00 0 0 0o o0 0 0
0 0 0  elipq, O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o o0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 elfepzy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o o0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I.;0 0 0 0o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 el 0 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 00 0 Ij4gq 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Ingag O

B=(n—1—dyn—1—dyc[c/2] +1+dy,[c/2] +1+da).

Remark 2.10. It is convenient to compute Vg in 2 steps: first compute U N Mp using w
without the elements ~y;, e.g., (2.26), then conjugate by these elements in order to obtain Vj.

Proposition 2.11. Assume k > 1 and [ < n. If H(h) # 0, ¢y, belongs to the orbit of

2 *l+d1><n l—dq
v = ( E tr(br—j (tn—i—d; 1 xn—i—d;)) + tr(bp—r | In-t-ar ) (2.31)
[e/2]xn—1—dq
j=k—1
0 0 —ed; O o
0 eln_y O 0 0 Irey2 Ore/a1xd;+1
—tr(by | 0 O 0 0 leam |)— E tr(bptj | *dja—djxTe/2l *dja—djxaz+t |))

0 0 0 O4yxn—t O — *d;+1x[c/2] #dj 41
I, 0 0 0 0 J=

Here x means undetermined block entries. When €(u) is the identity element, all coordinates
were computed above and (2.31) coincides with (2.29).
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Proof. We introduce notation for blocks of unipotent matrices in Mg and U. Recall from
Lemma 2.6 that ¢y is defined by k—2 blocks B; € Mat,, 1 <1i < k—2, 2 blocks B/, B, € Mat,,
and when ¢ is odd also by B” € Matyyy. Set dg = 0 and dy = dj_;. Foreach 1 <i <k — 2,
B; is further divided into subblocks by writing it as the upper right block of

1,1 1,2 1,3 1,4
Iia, ;4 B} B} B} B}
2,1 2,2 2,3 2,4
Tay j—dp_; B; B; B; B;
In—i—q,_, B! B2 B ¥t
4,1 4,2 4,3 4,4
Iy B B; B; B;
Tigay ;4
Tay_i—dj_;_q
In—i—ay_,
Irez
The blocks B}, B are contained in the following blocks:
I Bl gl g Iita, By B'Y? By
2,1 2.2 52,3
I, B’f'l B’f’2 B’f'?’ In—i-a By BT B
3,1 3,2 3,3
In_i—a, B3 B3? pyd Tre/21-1 B'y” By By
41 54,2 54,3
I[C/Z] B/%yl B/‘11,2 Bl%v?’ ) Il B/2 B/2 B/2
I Ioe—n—i
I I
d
! Iy

In—1—dy I

If ¢ is odd, we also have the ¢ x 2 block containing B” which we write in the form

B//3

Bl/l
(B) ,B"" € Matyq,x2, B” € Maty,_j_a4,x2, B"* € Matyy2, B" € Mat,o.
B//4

For 1 <i <4, B" = (B""!, B"?). In terms of the blocks B;, B} and B”, vy is given by

k—2 4 3
O tr(BI) ) te(BY) + tr((0u-ixe-an Lot) BY?) +t1(By%) + B (1L,). (2.32)
i=1 j=1 Jj=1

Let A p, %p and %} denote the lists of blocks Bf’tl, B’E’tl, B" conjugated by w into Mp,
Up and Up, respectively (these can still be computed using (2.25), w differs from (2.25) by
an element of Mp). If ¢ is odd, let ap € {1,2} be the column of B” which w conjugates into
column kc + 1, it consists of the blocks (B"h0 B pB3a pria) We see that

Mp={B}", B, B B, BY? B B BM 1 <i<k-2}
H{B/i,l’ B/?,l7 B/i’72, B/i’73, B/ﬁll,l’ B/é’l, B/§,27 B/g,?:7 B/g,l’ 3/2,27 B/;l,l7 B/421,2}7
H{B//Lao’ B//2,3—ao’ B//3,ao’ B//4,a0}’

Up ={B}" B} :1<i<k-2}[[{B}". B3 B’ B™"},

Uy, ={B}* B B B B»* B :1<i<k-2}
H{B%Q’B%B’ B/?Q’ B/§,3’ B/411,2’B/411,3’B/§,3’ B/:;s, B/;l,3’B//1,3—ao’B//3,3—ao’ B//4’3_a0}.

Since ““0(u) € Mg N Ny with o € (G, 1), we can write {(u) = diag(z1,...,2,_1), for
z; = Yov; where w, € W(GL,) corresponds to the projection of (¢,1)~! into the i-th copy of
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GL. and v; € Ngr,. Note that if we write a general element of 2 N¢p,, in the form

X1 X2 X3

<X4 Xs X6>

X7 Xs Xo
where X7, X5 and Xy are square matrices (of arbitrary sizes), then X;, X5, Xy are already
invertible, and so are (_&4 )%) and (—_Ixs )?5), whence I + X0 Xy, I + X3 X5, I + XgXg and
I + X3 X¢ are also invertible (X}, X; need not be square matrices).

Since the left coset of w in W(Mp)\W (H) is still represented by (2.25), we can write

z; = zim; where “diag(2!, ..., 2,_q, Lo, 215, - -, 25—1) € Mp and
Ty, ,+M}M? M} 0
m; = M} In——ay_;+MIM} MP ) € GL,,
0 Mt Ttz

Il+dk—i + M}Miz < GLl—l—dk,iu In—l—dk,i + ]\423]\4;l < GLn—l—dk,i .

These matrices are invertible because m; = “7v} where v, € Ngr,. We have

Iija,_, —M} M}M3
myt = M2 Iagg+MEM} ~(In—1-ay_,+MZM})M} .

MEME —MHIy——ay +MZM}) Irej)+ MLy —ay ,+MZM} )M}

Since h ~ ph for any p € P, we can already assume z; = m;.

We show that ¢y, belongs to the orbit of a character whose restriction to the blocks
be—1, bk, sty - - -, bog_o agrees with (2.31), otherwise H(h) = 0. This will complete the
proof. To this end it suffices to compute “i)yy on the blocks of U conjugated by w into

be—1, bk, bry1, - - -, bag—_o. The contribution of ¢y(u) is simple to compute and was essentially
given in (2.29). To determine ‘) (thereby “;) we compute
m; ! By, m, ! B, m; ! B, m;  Bim, Vi<i<k-—2.

Columns [ +d; + 1,...,n of by_; (the only columns of b;_; where (2.31) is determined)
consist of the block Bf)”?’, conjugated to by_; by w (other columns are conjugated from
B*? B* and columns between the columns of u!! and u?*?). The coordinates of by, are
uniquely defined by

/1,1 2,1 14,1 /1,1 11,2 13,1 13,2 /4,1 14,2 nl,ag 112,a0 13,3—aop n4,a0
B B> B B B By By By By BT B B B

and by additional I+d; + [¢/2] xn—1 coordinates appearing to the left of BY"', B!, ByW' (v
and )y, are trivial on the corresponding columns, thereby also “¢ because multiplying
on the left by m; ', can not introduce a character on a column where %) was trivial,
so we do not provide notation for these), as well as the form defining H. Note that B” is
omitted if ¢ is even.

When we multiply m, ', B} we see that if the top | rows of M} | are nonzero, “i; is
nontrivial on B/"' € %p and then H(h) = 0 by (2.6). Hence we can assume the top [
rows of M} | are 0, which implies “i; is trivial on the coordinates of b; obtained from B,
namely B"", B! Bi"" (¢ and ©qy; are also trivial there). Additionally “e)y restricts to

Y(tr((Tnoi—ag, + M2_ M} )B??)) on B® and since
wdiag(f(k_2)c+l+d1, Lnioa, + Mi?—lMli—la ]2([0/2]+c)7 ([n—l—ch + Ml?—lMii—ﬁ*a [l+d1+(k—2)c) € Mp,

Yy, belongs to the orbit of a character which agrees with (2.31) on b,_; and the coordinates
of by conjugated from Bj.
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The character ©(Wq)y; is given on the blocks of Bj, which w conjugates into by, by

lir(eBy), = (gt e e 4G

n—txi+d; On—ixn—i—d; (On—ixc—2n In—1) Opn_ixi

Here B}° is the ¢ x n block consisting of Bét’tl with 1 <t <4 and 1 <t <2 (all of these
blocks except for ¢ = 2 are conjugated into by). Multiplying @xm; ', we deduce H(h) = 0,
unless the product of ¢ and columns [ +d; +1,...,n of m,;_ll defines a trivial character on

(B>, B4>*) € %p, which amounts to

Xlec — A

(Onflxc72n Infl) Onfl><l

Hence the product of ¢y and last [¢/2] columns of m; ', equals
< Otxre/n - A0 ) (][c/ﬂ + M]i‘l—l(ln—l—dl =+ M§—1Mé—1)M1§—1) = < Oixfe/21-1 A0 ) )

(Onflxc72n Infl) Onflxl (Onflxc72n Infl) On—lxl

thus "¢y agrees with ¥y on the blocks contained in Bj.
If ¢ is odd, the restriction of “¢)y; to B” is given by

r((0men (L) 00 ) i, B).

Since B"*% € %/p and €165 # 0, we deduce the first row of =M} | (1,4, + M7 M} ) is
0, and because I,,_;_q, + M?_; M} | is invertible we obtain that the first row of M}, is 0.
Then the first row of m; ', is (0. 10, ), whence “) and 1 agree on B”.

Altogether we have shown that ¢y, belongs to the orbit of a character which agrees with
(2.31) on bk—l and bk

Consider by, 1 <1 < k — 2. The coordinates of by,,; are uniquely defined by the blocks

1,1 1,4 2,1 2,4 4,1 4.4
By Byl B Byl Bl Byl

More precisely if we denote for X € Mat,yy,, X' = — L' X J,,

bk—i—i _ ((B:Ail)/ (Blifi—l)l (BiAiﬂ/) ' (233)

(BLio)) (Bl By
We multiply m,;_li_lBk_i_lmk_i. Since 1y restricts to ¢ o tr on By_;_1, the restriction
of "y to Bj_;_1 is given by w(tr(mk_im,;ii_lBk_i_l)). If this restriction is nontrivial on
BY. | BM. | € Up, we obtain H(h) = 0.
On B} |, "y is given by the product of the last [¢/2] rows of my_; and columns
I+dipa+1,...,nof m ', _|; H(h) = 0 unless this product vanishes:

_Mlififl
(0[6/21xl+di Mﬁ—i I[c/21 ) I”*l*di+1+M§7i71M%7i71 = 0.
_Mjgfifl(lnfldeFl+Mlz—i—1M]%7i71)

Thus the product of the last [¢/2] rows of my,_; and last [¢/2] columns of m; ', | is

M, Mp
(Ore/21xta; Mit_; Tresz ) ~n—tmdyy FME o My )M,y = Ifc/a)-
1[0/2]+Mg—i—1(ln*l*di+1+M137i71M1%7i71)MI§7i71

This means that the restriction of “4y to B:fi_l, which corresponds to the bottom right
[c¢/2] x [c/2] block of my,_sm; ', |, is ¢ o tr, so that it agrees with 1y on this block.



MULTIPLICITY ONE THEOREMS FOR GENERALIZED DOUBLING 33

On Bz’fi_l, Yy is defined by the product of the first [ + d; rows of m;_; and columns
l+diy1+1,...,nof m,;_li_l. Then H(h) = 0 unless

_Mzifiq
(IleriJ’_MlifiMIgfi M}Li Ol+di><[C/21 ) I”*l*di+1+Mlg—i—1MILif1 =
_Mlgfifl(In*l*di+1+M137i71MI%7i71)
Hence
1 3
My My 4
(Il+di+M117iMI§7i M}Li Ol+diX[c/21 ) _(I"*l*di+1+Mlgfi71MI%7i71)MI§7ifl =0.
Treyo +M1§—i71(1n7l7d¢+1 +Mlg—i—1MI%—i—1)MI§—i—l

Therefore the restrictions of “1y and Yy to Bgfi_l, which correspond to the top right
I+ d; x [¢/2] block of my_;m; ', |, are both trivial.

Finally using (2.33) and noting that the leftmost [ columns of X are the bottom [ rows
of X’ (and the entries are permuted), we find that “1)y; is given on the blocks which w
conjugates into by; by

B4’4- / B2’4- ’ B1,4_ ’
wton(( i) e ) (om0

k—i—1
We conclude vy, belongs to the orbit of (2.31). O

Proposition 2.12. Assume dy < n — 1 (in particular k > 1 and | < n, because d; > 0).
Then Jy, Wl(p) =0, in particular H(h) = 0.
Vs

Proof. Any morphism in H(h) factors through .J;. ol (p). We show J;, oo (p) = 0. Suppose
Ve Ve

otherwise. The subgroup Vs and character w;ﬁl define a degenerate Whittaker model in the
sense of [MW87, GGS17]. The character w‘jﬁl uniquely defines a nilpotent element ‘o € Maty,.
such that ¢;Bl(v) = (tr(v(p))) for all v € V5. Then ¢ € Maty,. is an upper triangular
nilpotent matrix. We prove ¢ is nilpotent of order at least k£ + 1. By [GGS17, Theorem EJ,
the orbit of ¢ belongs to the closure of the wave-front set WF(p) of p, but this orbit is
greater than or non-comparable with (k¢), contradicting the fact that p is (k,¢). When 7y is
supercuspidal (in particular, the field is non-archimedean) and p is not necessarily of finite
length, we derive the same contradiction from [GGS17, Theorem A].

By Proposition 2.11, we can assume vy, is given by (2.31). Since ¢ + I, € V3, we
let by,...,bo—o denote the blocks of ¢ above the principal diagonal (see (2.28)). These
can be read off (2.31), namely b; is the transpose of the block appearing to the right of
b; in (2.31) (one should include the signs appearing in (2.31) before tr). E.g., by_1 =
— (*nflfdl xitdy In—1—dq *n—1—dyx[c/2] )

We apply a sequence of conjugations to ¢, conjugating k nonzero coordinates from ¢, one
coordinate from each block by_1, by, . .., bag—o: since dy < n — [, ¢y, is nontrivial on by_y, so
that the block b,_; of ¢ is nonzero; and because k£ > 1, these are k blocks.

The only nonzero blocks of ¢ are the blocks by, . .., bor_2, and these blocks contain nonzero
entries at the coordinates defined by (2.31). Define the following partial sums d’ of the
integers appearing in the composition [, from right to left (see (2.27)):

e/l + 1+ dei 1<j<k—1,
& =< c+d? j=k,
n—1—d +d* j=k+1.
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First we conjugate ¢ by

1
€1 = diag(]kc_dk—l_[c/g]_l, (1 Ireya1-1 ) A ge-1).

Note that ¢; normalizes V3. The (n,n)-th coordinate of by, which is ¢y = =1 because [ < n,
becomes the (¢, n)-th coordinate, and the (n — [ — dy, n)-th coordinate of by_;, which is —1,
becomes the (n — | — dy, ¢)-th coordinate — the bottom right coordinate. Both of these
coordinates are independent of the blocks where 1y, is undetermined (denoted * in (2.31)),
and are the only nonzero entries on their columns. We can further conjugate ¢ by an
element of the group

{diag(Liss 1o (" tioay ) oee oo (b hea, )) 10 € GLyn} < Mg,

to take the (¢, n)-th coordinate of by into the (¢, 1)-th coordinate, without affecting any of
the blocks bg_1,...,boy_o of 1y except the block by (the diagonal embedding of b € GL,
instead of b € GL./2) in each of the last & — 1 blocks is sufficient). Now let

1 1
€9 = dlag([(zi_c;; n—l—d;)+e’ <1 I(c/21+l+d1—2 > sy <1 I[c/21+l+dk,r2 >) S Mﬁv

where if [¢/2] 4+ 1+ dy_; = 1, the corresponding block of size 1+ ([¢/2] + 1+ dp_; —2) + 1
is I;. Again e, normalizes V3. Conjugating “'¢ by €9, the (¢, 1)-th coordinate of by is taken
into the (¢, [¢/2] 4+ [ 4+ dy)-th coordinate (the bottom right coordinate), and the top left
coordinate of by;, which is independent of the undetermined blocks and is the only nonzero
coordinate on its column, is taken into the bottom right coordinate for each 1 <i < k — 2.
We conclude that the bottom right coordinate of each of the blocks by_1, ..., by_o of #21p
is nonzero (—1 for by_1, €o for by, 1 for all other blocks), and in each of these blocks, the
bottom right coordinate is the only nonzero entry in its column. Therefore ¢ is nilpotent of
order at least k + 1. O

Example 2.13. Considerc =k =2, G =Spy, H =Spg andl =0. Then0 < dy <n—[=1.
For d; =0, w € Mp(0%,wy) with wy = (1,0). One can take

1
1
w = Iy .
-1
1
Then

Io =y 1 y11,1 T1,1 T1,2
‘o ( . }c’) ’ wU(U) - ¢<x171 + SL’2,4), “UNMp = xz2,4 1 .
2 2,3 1

Multiplying w on the left by v, = diag(1, (1 Iz )),
: )
-1
a -
0

lzi1 zi2 y1,1 0 -1
_ _ 1 2,4 _ 0
Vﬁ = ‘/(1,2,1) - 1 x23 ) Y= (
1

The nilpotency order of ¢ is 3, and since p is a (k,c) = (2,2) representation, JVBW\;; (p) =0.

(=Y Ne)

Now consider the cases d; =n — [ or kK = 1. There are only finitely many representatives
(i.e., representatives h;, h; with h; ¢ h;) satistying this condition. This is trivial when
k = 1. For k > 1 recall h = wu with ¢y(u) of the form (2.17). Since d; = n — [, and
thereby dy = ... = dy_; = n — [, we finally have for any m € Mg, “¢(m) € P, in particular
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“l(u) € P hence h ~ wly(u). We simplify ¢y(u) and deduce that there are only finitely many
representatives remaining. Regard GL; as the direct factor of the standard Levi subgroup
GL; xG._9 of G. For gy, g2 € GL, because (finally) “ (g1, g2) € P,

wlo(u) ~ wlo(u)(gr, g2) ~ w(P9" by (u)).

Looking at (2.17), we can now assume A; = diag(Ily,0;,_y), where I’ < [ is the rank of A;.
There are only finitely many such representatives. Furthermore if I < [, take a representative
g of an element of W (G) such that wly((g, 1)) does not permute the rows I'+1, ..., [ of (2.17).
Since (as opposed to the proof of Proposition 2.5) “¢((g,1)) € P, w(g, 1) ~ wly((g,1)). Then

w(992)7 0o () ~ w(g, 1)(WD 01927 g (u)) ~ wly((g, 1)) (@D 91927 g ().

Since I" < [, wly((g,1)) now trivially satisfies (2.25) for I’ with d; = ... = dp—y = n =1
(the multiplications on the left by elements of W(AMp) do not matter for this), and if we
re-denote w = wly((g,1)) and | = ', we have h = w(?¢-veriy,). If ¢ is odd, w; commutes
with any 7,, otherwise jg—_1yes = 2. Hence h = w(’u;) (as in the k = 1 case).

Thus there are only n + 1 representatives h to consider, and note that the representative
w(’"u,) satisfies h ~ .

Proposition 2.14. Assumed; =n—l ork =1, andl <n. Then H(h) = 0 outside a discrete
subset of s. Moreover, under each one of the conditions of (a), e.g., my is supercuspidal (and

c¢>2 or G=S8p,y), H(h) =0 for all s.

Proof. Now Vg = V{y which is trivial when k& = 1, in which case we set ¢y, = 1. If k > 1,
since now £(u) is trivial, one can read vy, directly off (2.29), then

0 0 —el; 0 0

0 el,—; O 0 0 k=2
Yy, (v) = (— tr(by 0 0 0 0 l lean )=y tr(beij)). (2.34)
L0 o 0 o0 j=1

(Note that A; was replaced by [; in the first matrix.)
Consider the parabolic subgroup R = Mg x Up < G where Mr = GL,,_; XGc_3(,—1) and

Il u1 0

ug Inp wa  uz uf
J(c+1)lUR — Ie_on “21
Infl

u’z Il

Here if ¢ is even, j41y = Ji, otherwise j41y is trivial. Since | < n, this is a nontrivial
parabolic subgroup unless ¢ = 2 and G # Sp,. If ¢ is odd, the image of Ugr in Hy is given by
(see Example 1.8)

I eaug €rug ur 0
us I uz  uj
1 e1u)
1 eau)y
Iy
u’2 Il

Denote the Lie algebra of Ugr by ug.

Lemma 2.15. The following holds for all s.
(1) If F is non-archimedean, J,,, w‘;l(p) is a trivial representation of "(1,%+iUg).
Ve

(2) For an archimedean field, "(1,%¢+vtug) acts locally nilpotently on Jy, wy(p)*.
Vs
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The proofs of this lemma and the following one appear after the proof of the proposition.
If 7y is supercuspidal (nontrivially), the proposition follows immediately from Lemma 2.15,
in particular we do not need to exclude any s (see also the discussion preceding (2.7)).

Identify the group GL,_; with its image in Mg,

h(l, GLn—l) = {diag([n+l, a, [c—2n+(k—1)c) ra e GLn_l} ,

where the right hand side is implicitly regarded as a subgroup of Mp. By (2.34), "(1, GL,_;)
stabilizes 1y, , and because it also normalizes Vj, "(1, GL,—;) acts on Jv, d};l(p).
Vs

Lemma 2.16. The following holds for all s.

(1) If F' is non-archimedean, JVB ! (p) admits a finite length filtration as a representation of
Ve

"(1,GL,_;), where"(1,Cqr, ,) acts by a character on each constituent. (The constituents
need not be irreducible.)

(2) Over archimedean fields, there is a mazimal parabolic subgroup of GLg. whose Levi part
contains (1, GL,_;) as a direct factor, such that the Lie algebra v of its unipotent radical
acts locally nilpotently on Jvﬁﬂl}‘;ﬁl (p)*.

(3) If c =2, p = p.(7) for an irreducible supercuspidal representation T of GLy and k > 1,
J\@,ﬂ;;& (p) = 0.

This implies H(h) = 0 outside a discrete subset of s, because "' (| det |*"/2)(1, al,_;) =
la|=D(=1/2) for all € F*, and | < n, then we can apply (2.7). Also Lemma 2.16 (3) implies
H(h) =0 for all s, in the remaining case of (a). O

Proof of Lemma 2.15. First consider a non-archimedean field. We show .J,, -1 (p) is a trivial
Vs

representation of "(1,%+0Ug). For z € Ug, "(1,7iz) = m_ 2" where 2/ € Up and

Infl
m, = diag( L Ak—1)c)-

uf ug I, €uy

Ic72n

Here € = €, or €5 depending on j;; also for the computation note that since [ < n, 5 commutes
with 2;. When [ = 0 and ¢ is even, m, is trivial whence *(1,/+01Ug) < Up, so that JV5 ! (p)
Ve

is immediately a trivial representation of (1, %+iUp).

Let Z be the subgroup of Mp generated by the matrices m. as z varies in Ug. It is an
abelian group. The rank of Z is (2l +¢—2n)(n—1). Since @D;ﬁl restricts to a trivial character
on the rows 2n,...,2n+ 1 — (n — [) of by (which are the last n — [ rows if ¢ is even), Z
stabilizes w;ﬁl (it clearly normalizes Vj). Thus Jvﬂ’w‘;ﬂl (p) is a representation of Z and for

each character y of Z,

JZ,X(JV5,¢‘;; (p) = Jvﬁ KZ,ib‘;;@X(p)'

A similar identity holds for any subgroup of Z.
For b € GL,, denote b = diag(b, b)) € M cry where b® is the diagonal embedding of

GL, in M(z-1y. The group diag(/,, GLCA,) stabilizes the restriction of w‘jﬁl to the blocks
ki1, - -5 bar—o (but not to b). The group GL; x GL; x GL,—; x GLc_2, embedded in M.
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/

T T2 1 A
I, n—
[x17x27$37x4] = dlag(( l x2 ) ) ( l e I ) )7 (235)
z3 n—l1
x4 1

where x1, 29 € GLy, 23 € GL,_; and x4 € GL._5,, acts on the set of characters of Z with

infinitely many orbits, but precisely 2 orbits separately on each block Z" = u, us and euy,

and stabilizes @D;ﬁl. It is enough to prove that each block Z’ acts trivially on Jvﬂ w‘;l(p). By
Ve

[BZ76, 5.9-5.12], it suffices to show that for each nontrivial character x’" of Z’,
JvﬁxZ/,w‘;;@X/(P) =0, (2.36)
since then for each 7/, ng,w;ﬁl (p) = JVBKZ,W‘;;(;)), and thus JVaﬂ/f&; (p) = Jvﬁlxz,w;ﬁl (p). This
implies that "(1,%+1Ug) acts trivially on Jy, Wl(p).
Ve

Let x’ be a nontrivial character of Z’. As in the proof of Proposition 2.12, we let ¢ denote
the transpose of the nilpotent element defined by the character @D;ﬁl ®@ x" of V3 x Z', and
show that ¢ is nilpotent of order at least k + 1, then (2.36) essentially follows from [GGS17,
Theorems A, E| because p is (k, ¢), but an additional argument is used because V3 x Z’ does
not correspond to a unipotent orbit (see below).

Conjugating ¢ by a suitable element (2.35), we can assume the bottom left coordinate of Z’

in ¢ is 1, and all other coordinates on the same column of Z’ are 0. Assume (momentarily)
cis even or [ > 0. One can permute euy (for odd ¢) with the first column of uy using

conjugation by
fr 1 TR
et ()
-1 I,

This element normalizes V3 and stabilizes the blocks by, ..., bayy_2 of . Moreover, we can
exchange the blocks v} and wus using conjugation by

I
diag( ( I e ) A k-1)e)s (2.37)
Ireya1—1

hence we can always assume, for any Z’, that after a conjugation the bottom left coordinate
of the block u} of ¢ is 1. The matrix (2.37) normalizes Vj, fixes the blocks byi1, ..., bag_o
of ¢, but permutes the coordinates of the block b, of ¢. In particular the (n + 1,1)-th
coordinate in the block by of ¢, which is —eg, is conjugated into the (1, 1)-th coordinate of
this block. If Z" = u} we can skip this conjugation. When ¢ is odd and [ = 0, in which case
7" = euy (evidently ) and uy are trivial when [ = 0), we use conjugation by

diag((1 Ie—z 1) ; (1 Ie—2 1>A,)7

so that the (¢,n 4 1)-th coordinate of the block by of ¢, which is 1, is permuted to the
(1,n+1)-th coordinate, and the bottom left coordinate of Z’ in ¢ is permuted to the (2n, 1)-
th coordinate of . At any rate, ¢ has a nonzero coordinate in the first row of by.

Conjugating ¢ by an element of diag(/,, GLCA'), we can always assume ¢ contains 1 on
the top right coordinate of b, and additionally (still) contains 1 in the (2n, 1)-th coordinate
(the bottom left coordinate of u} if [ > 0). If ¢ is odd, we can permute this coordinate to
the (c, 1)-th coordinate using conjugation by diag(Z.—a, (1 ), Jk—1)c)-
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Now conjugating ¢ by

] 1
d1ag(<1 le—s ) Ar(e-1)),

the top right coordinate of b, is permuted into its bottom right, so that now ¢ has 1 in the
bottom right coordinate of each of the blocks by, ..., by_o, and the (¢, 1)-th coordinate of ¢
is permuted into the (1, ¢)-th coordinate. Moreover, the only nonzero entry in column c is the
(1, ¢)-th coordinate, and in each by, . . ., bar_o the only nonzero entry on the rightmost column
is the bottom right one. This brings us to the situation in the proof of Proposition 2.12,
with two exceptions. First, instead of —1 in the bottom right coordinate of the block by_1,
we have 1 in the (1, ¢)-th coordinate (the first coordinate to the left of the top left coordinate
of by). It again follows that ¢ is nilpotent of order at least k + 1.

Second and more importantly, the unipotent subgroup Vi x Z’ does not correspond to a
unipotent orbit (i.e., it is not of the form V' (o), see § 1.4). However, we reduced (2.36) to the
vanishing of Jy, 2 ytex" (p), where Z” < Ngy,. corresponds to the (1, ¢)-th coordinate and
X" is a nontrivial character of Z”. We see that V3 x Z” < Vi1,c-1,¢+-1) and any character e
of V{1,c—1,c+-1) which extends @D;ﬁl ® 7 is still nilpotent of order k + 1. Also, the torus Tqr,, |
acts on the added ¢ — 2 new coordinates of Vit ,e—1,c6-1) with finitely many orbits (one can
identify each diagonal coordinate from 7Ty, , with an element of Ty, which fixes w;ﬁl X ).
Thus (by [BZ76, 5.9-5.12]) JVBMZ”,w;;@x” (p) = 0 if for any 1 as above, ‘]V(l,cfl,ckfl)ﬂ/”(p) =0.
The latter holds by [GGS17, Theorems A, E| because p is (k,¢). We conclude (2.36) for any
nontrivial ' and any block Z’.

For the archimedean case, again the result is trivial if [ = 0 and ¢ is even. The (abelian)
Lie algebra 3 of Z decomposes into the direct sum of one-dimensional Lie algebras 3; ;,
corresponding to the coordinates Z; ; of Z (which can be identified with roots of GLj.).

For each (i,j), there is a subgroup of (2.35) which acts on the characters of Z;; with
2 orbits; one can identify this subgroup with Tgr,. Then we can proceed as in the non-

archimedean case and prove JVBM Zij bl ey (p) = 0 for any nontrivial character x’, where to
77T Ve

deduce this from the vanishing of Jv(lwlckfl)’w/(p) = 0 for all ¢" we apply [GGS, Corol-

lary 3.0.2] (instead of [BZ76]). By the transitivity of the Jacquet functor, this implies that

there are no continuous distributions on Jy, 1 (p) that transform on the left under Z; ; by x’,
Vs
ie., (Jy, w‘;l(p)*)(zm’x') = 0. Hence by [GGS, Proposition 3.0.1], 3;; acts locally nilpotently
Ve
on Jy, Wl(p)*. Note that for the proof of (2.36) above we really used only one coordinate,
Vs

the bottom left one, for each block, and using conjugation we can assume this coordinate is
Zi,j.
We deduce that each 3; ; acts locally nilpotently, hence so does 3. O

Proof of Lemma 2.16. Consider a non-archimedean field. We prove that ‘]Vza ! (p) admits a
Ve

finite length filtration as a representation of "(1, GL,_;), and on each constituent "(1, Cqr,, ;)
acts by a character, by showing JVB ! (p) factors through a Jacquet module along a unipo-
Vs

tent radical of a certain parabolic subgroup, with respect to a trivial character.
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After conjugating JVBW;; (p) by

Iy
K= diag((h In ) Ar(e-1)),
Ie—on

we regard Jy, w‘;l(p) as a representation of *("(1, GL,;)) = diag(GLy,—, Iye—(n—p)). In addi-
Ve
tion, this conjugation only changes the restriction of @D;ﬁl to by, now given by

0 0 —el; 0 0

b 0 elp—; 0 0 O
0 0 0 0 I.—

w(tr( F O0p—; O 0 0 c02n ))
0 0 0o I, O

(use (2.34)). Now w;ﬁl is trivial on the top n—I rows of by, hence Jy_ -1 (p) is a representation
Vs

of Vin—1,c—(n-1)), which we identify with its image in the top left ¢ x ¢ block of GLy,.
We claim

ng,qp‘;ﬁl(P) = \/(nil’ci(nil)’ck,l)@‘;;(p)- (2.38)
Here w‘jﬁl is extended trivially to V{,—ic—(n—). Before proving (2.38), we explain how it
leads to the result. Because Viy—ike—(n-1)) < Vin—i,c—(n—1),cs-1), the right hand side of (2.38)

becomes
Jdiag(Infl7‘/'(c,(n,l)yck71))vw\7ﬁl (J‘/(n*lvkcf(”*l)) (p>>

Since p is an admissible finite length representation of GLy., TVin it ke nsy) (p) is an admissi-
ble finite length representation of M(,_j ye—(n—1)). As such, it admits a finite filtration with
irreducible admissible constituents. On each constituent V), CM(nfl,kcf(nfl)) acts by a charac-

ter, and because *"(1,Cqr, ,) < CMi ke ny) *h(1,Cqr, ,) also acts by a character. Note

that V may certainly be reducible (or not admissible) as a representation of *(1, GL,_;).
By the exactness of the Jacquet functor, Jy, d}‘;l(p) admits a finite filtration where on each
Vs

constituent (1, Cqr,, ,) still acts by the same character. This completes the proof of the
main assertion — part (1) — for the non-archimedean case. Regarding (3), when ¢ = 2,
p = p.(1) for an irreducible supercuspidal representation of GL; and k£ > 1, the Jacquet
module Jy, ..., (p) vanishes since n — 1 =1 ([BZ77, 2.13 (a)]).

Write v € Viy—i,c—(n—1)) in the form v = (v1, v2, v3,v4) With v1 € Mat,,_;, vs,v5 € Mat,_;
and vy € Mat,_jxc_2,. The group [z, xq, T3, x4] (see (2.35)), together with the group GL,,_;
embedded in M) by x5 diag(L,_;, z5, Inipe—2n)”, stabilizes @D;ﬁl and acts on the set of
characters of V{,,_; c—(n—)) With infinitely many orbits, but only 2 on each block v; separately.
Using the transitivity of the Jacquet functor and [BZ76, 5.9-5.12], (2.38) follows at once if
we prove separately, that for each block Z’ = v; and nontrivial character x’ of Z’,

JVﬁKZ/7¢;;®X/ (p) - 0 (239)

Let ¢ denote the transpose of the nilpotent element defined by the character @D‘jﬁl ® X

of Vg x Z'. We prove ¢ is nilpotent of order at least k + 1, then since p is (k,¢), [GGS17,
Theorems A, E] imply (2.39).
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First we show that, after possibly a suitable conjugation, ¢ is nontrivial on the (1, ¢)-th
coordinate, and all other blocks remain unchanged except the block by, where there is a
nonzero entry on the bottom right coordinate.

We can assume the top right coordinate of Z’ in ¢ is nonzero, and it is the only nonzero
entry on that column. If Z’ = vy, the (1, ¢)-th entry of ¢ is nonzero. Using conjugation by an
element of diag(l., GL2"), the (¢, n + 1)-th coordinate of b, becomes its (c, ¢)-th coordinate,
and the other blocks by, ..., byx_o are unchanged.

For Z' = vy, we conjugate ¢ by

In—y

!
_ Loy n\%
diag( 7 A, fem ),
l

I
Ie—2on

and for Z' = v; we conjugate by

I N
I
. Il ! Il
diag( ; I , Lo, ).
n—l1 Infl

Ic72n

Both conjugations preserve byi1, ..., ba_o, the (1,2n)-th coordinate of ¢ becomes nontriv-
ial, and the rightmost column of b, has (precisely) one nontrivial coordinate, which is the
(¢ — 1, ¢)-th coordinate if ¢ is odd, otherwise it is the bottom coordinate (the (¢, ¢)-th coor-
dinate). For an even ¢, ¢ is of the prescribed form; if ¢ is odd, using another conjugation
by diag(Ze—2, (1 '), Ir—1)c), the (¢ —1,¢) entry of block by, is permuted into its bottom right
coordinate, and the (1,2n)-th coordinate of ¢ becomes its (1, ¢)-th coordinate.

We conclude that in all cases of Z’, when y’ is nontrivial, the (1, ¢)-th coordinate of ¢ and
the bottom right coordinate of each block by, . .., by of ¢ are nonzero (these coordinates
are all 1 except for by, where the coordinate is 1), and the corresponding nonzero entry is
the unique one in its column. Thus as in the proof of Lemma 2.15 (and again considering all
extensions to characters of V(; .y s-1) in order to “adjust” Vs x Z’ to a unipotent radical),
¢ is nilpotent of order at least k£ + 1 and (2.39) follows.

Over archimedean fields, as in the proof of Lemma 2.15, we deduce that the Lie algebra
O(n—t,c—(n—-1)) Of Vin—i,c—(n—1y) acts locally nilpotently on Jvﬂ’w‘;ﬁl (p)* by carrying out the proof

of (2.39) and applying [GGS, Proposition 3.0.1] separately for each coordinate of each v;. Let
v’ denote the Lie algebra of the unipotent subgroup Vi,— ke—(n—1)) N Vs. Since v’ acts trivially
on ngvw;; (P)s O(n—tke—(n—1)) = O(n—1,c—(n—1)) B 0’ acts locally nilpotently on JVg,w;Bl (p)*. O

Example 2.17. Considerc =4, k=2, G =Sp,, H =Spys andl =1. Assumedy, =n—1 =
1. Then w € Mp(03,1,wsy), wy = (1*) and u = ly(u) € Hy is given by

u = diag(Ls, (Hi) I, (11‘11) L),

The element w is given by (2.30), note that v, = diag((;, ™), I2) (, ™) (see Remark 2.10).

We have 8 = (4%), and if we write an element of Vs in the form v = ("} ), by, (v) =

(=214 + 92 — x31). The Jacquet module JVB Wl(p) is a representation of (1, Ug) with
Vs

1 up 0
_ uz 1 uz wup
—ug 1
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We see that for z € Ug,

1 ul
! 1 w1
u(la Z) = diag(Ll? vz 1 ulg wem a]4)'
—ug 1

1
Then "(1,2) = m.2" with m, € Mp and 2’ € Up, and such that as an element of GLg,
1
m, = dlag(( ! 1 ) 714)‘
w1 u2 1

Denote the subgroup of elements of this form by Z, then Jvﬂ w‘;l(p) is a representation of
Vs
Z. We proceed over non-archimedean fields. To show that Jvﬂ wy(p) 1S a trivial represen-
Vs
tation of "(1,Ug) amounts to proving JVBMZW;l@X(p) = 0 for any nontrivial character x of

Z. Combining Z and Vg together we are considering the following unipotent subgroup and
character:

1 T1,1 T1,2 1,3 T1,4
1 T21 T2,2 T2,3 T2.4
1 x31 T32 3,3 3,4 _1
{U = | w1 u2lxa1 Ta2 T43 Taa }, (@Dvﬁ & X)(U) = ’gb(l’lA — Too +X31 + Uy + a2u2).

1
1
1
1

We have an action of Tgr, on uy and uy separately, given by diag(xq, Is, x3, I3, x1) (for uy)
and diag(ls, o, x3, o, I3). When considering each coordinate separately, there are 2 orbits.
The corresponding ¢ takes the form

000O00O0O01

00000-100

00001 O0O00O0

— a1 0az 00 0 00
¥ = 0 )

0
0
0

and a nontrivial x means (aq, ) # (0,0). Using conjugations by diag(Js, Is) and by

diag(ly, g) for a permutation matriz g € GLy if necessary, we can assume the (4,1)-th and

(1,8)-th coordinates of ¢ are nonzero, then conjugating by diag((1 I 1) ,1y), we see that ¢

is nilpotent of order at least 3. Thus J,, Wl(p) is a trivial representation of "(1,Ug) (p is
Ve

(k,c) = (2,4)).

The Jacquet module Jy, w‘;l(p) is also a representation of
Vs
"(1,GL,_;) = {diag(Is,a, I ) : a € F*}.

Conjugating by kK = diag((1 I 1) 1), we can regard JVB w‘71(p) as a representation of
Vs
diag(Vi1,3), I4). Combining the coordinates of V(13 and Vg, we then have

1 v; vo v3 T4,1 Ta2 T4,3 T4,4
1 T2,1 2,2 T2,3 T24
1 T3,1 T3,2 T3,3 T34
v = 1 z11 212 21,3 21,4
1
1
1
1
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and note that we permuted the coordinates of ; ; (so that @D;ﬁl remains as above). The tensor
product of an arbitrary character x of V(1 3y with 1&;61 takes the form

(@b;ﬁl @ x)(v) = (214 — 22 + 2371 + V11 + Vo + V3v3).

As above, we have the action of Tgy, on each of the coordinates v;: diag(zs, x5, I3, x5, I3) for
vy, diag(xs, 1, xq, 1, 29, I3) for vy, and diag(xs, Iz, z1, I3, x1) for vs. The corresponding ¢ is
then nilpotent of order at least 3, when V192093 # 0. This is immediate when 93 # 0, using
4. If 93 = 0 and 92 # 0, we conjugate by diag(Is, Jo, <1 I 1)) and use xs3;1, otherwise

Y1 # 0 and we conjugate by diag(1, J3, 1, J3) and use xas.
Therefore Jy, w‘;l(p) Jactors through Vi1 7), so that the original module J,, w;l(p) factors
b ,8 ’ B

through =~ ' Vi1.7). Since det(diag(ls,a, Iy)) = a, we can use (2.7) to deduce H(h) = 0.

Propositions 2.5-2.14 imply H(h) = 0 for all h such that h ¢ 4. Finally consider h =
w(™u,) ~ 6. We prove that for all s, dim H(§) = dim Homg(7), 7). In this case Ps =
(G* x O%) X Viery, where G* = {(g,'g) : g € G}, w;ﬁl belongs to the orbit of ¥, (the choice of
d of [CFK] gives precisely ), and any morphism in #(4) factors through J‘/(Ck),wk(f’)~ Note
that Cj, is trivial unless H = GSpin,,, in which case C} < Ps because C¢ is mapped by
the embedding g — (g, 1) bijectively into C (see also (1.3)). Therefore

H(0) = Homauxcy (O Iy un(p) @ n@ 1 @ 77, 1)

Here |det |*~'/2 and 6, are absent because they are trivial on G* x C%.

For H = GSpiny;, we assumed Xr,, Xr, exist, then H(0) = 0 unless n = x;' = Xr,.
because for 21, 20 € C%, (21, 2) is the element 2, 'z, of C%. When this condition holds, we
can finally ignore C; and n altogether.

Recall that GL denotes the diagonal embedding of G' in Miery, and Jy, . (p) is a trivial

representation of SLZ. Since °G* < SL% (for H # GSpiny,,., °G* = G*), the action of G* on
71JV(C,€)7¢I€ (p) is trivial, and because dim TV, ey (p) =1 (see § 1.4),

Home: (*' v, (p) ® 7} @ 7, 1) = Homg(ny @ (x))", 1) = Home(nY, 75).

This completes the proof of the first part of the theorem. For the second part, clearly
when 7 and 7y are irreducible, dim Homg(7y, 74) < 1 and is zero unless m; = (74)". Under
the assumptions of (a) (e.g., my is supercuspidal and ¢ > 2), we do not need to exclude any
s, by Proposition 2.14 (which is the only case where the vanishing depends on s).

2.3. The case H = GLgy.. Write P\H/D = [[, PhD with h = wu, where w is a rep-
resentative from W(Mp)\W(H) and u € Mg N Ny. Throughout this section we fix the
standard identification of W (H) with permutation matrices in H. One can still describe w
as a 2kc-tuple of {0, 1}: if the i-th coordinate of w is 1, w permutes the i-th row into one
of the first kc rows, and if it is 0, then w permutes this row into one of the last kc rows.
Of course only vectors whose total sum of coordinates is kc are permissible (Up contains kc
nontrivial rows). Let po(w) denote the middle 2¢ coordinates of w, and pi(w) (resp., pa(w))
denote the first (resp., last) (k — 1)c coordinates. Also note that in general, w permutes row
i into Up if and only if w™! permutes column i out of Up.
For the case k = 1, we can parameterize P\H/(G x G) using the elements

(', 1571 077 1y, 0<i<e, 0<j<I,
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where

I qe=l (el ql f 8 A L
(0 ) 1 70 71 ) = Ta(e-1) ) U5 = Ta(e-1) ) Al’j - (0 ]) ’
I

I

The choice of matrix for (0%, 17!, 07!, 1!) is not canonical, but can be used for convenience.
Assume k > 1. Recall

Mg =GL,x ... x GL, xHy x GL, x ... x GL,, Hy = GLs...

Given x € My, denote its projection into the left (resp., right) direct product of k — 1 copies
of GL. by ¢1(x) (resp., l2(x)), put £(x) = ¢1(x)lz(x), and let £y(x) be the projection into H.
We have the analogs of (2.14) and (2.15), in particular since (1, G) < Hy, conjugation by
elements of (1,G) does not affect ¢(x).

Proposition 2.18. Let h = wu, where w is a representative from W(Mp)\W (H) and
u € Mg N Nyg. Then h ~ wa, where po(w) = (0L, 1¢7, 071 1Y) for some 0 < 11" < ¢,
u € Mg, there is o € (W(G), W(GQ)) with “u € Mg N Ny, and {o(a) takes the form

I X
< Tpe 1 , ) , (2.40)
l/
for some X.

Proof. 1dentify Ngr, X Nar, with its image in M.y < Hy. Since Ngr, x Nar, < 4((G, GQ)),
one can assume {o(u) € V(). Through this ¢(u) is multiplied by an element in Mg N Npy.

One can find o € (W(G), W(Q)) such that wo = w, satisfies po(w;) = (0%, 174, 0°7, 1Y)
for some 0 < [,I' < ¢. Denote u; = ° . Since (G, G)) < My, lo(ur) € Vieey. Also
((u1) € Mg, but might not be in Ny. Then wu ~ wuo = wyuy.

Write the top right ¢ x ¢ block of fy(u1) in the form (§§ §i), X? € Mat;xy. Now w;
conjugates the blocks X', i # 2, into P. Hence if uy = 2~y with z € V) defined by these
blocks, wiu; = wyzuy ~ wius. Now lo(us) takes the form (2.40). Note that £(uy) = €(uy),
whence ((“uy) = £(7u1) = £(u) € Mg N Ny, and lo(“us) € Np, because lo((G,G)) < M)
Thus “us € Mg N Ng. Then @ = w; and @ = uy satisfy the required properties. O

Lemma 2.19. Let h = wu, where w and u are given by Proposition 2.18. Assume

Yulymu-ry, # 1 (2.41)
Then (2.6) also holds, i.e., Yyl -1y, # 1.

Proof. The proof is a repetition of the proof of Lemma 2.6, with only one case to consider.
In the notation of that proof, we only have to consider the case where the coordinate (i, j)
defining Y belongs to a block B € Mat.. Then ?Y is also defined by a coordinate in the
same block B. One change here is that o € (W(G), W(GQ)) instead of (W(G), 1), but this
does not make any difference. In fact, (1, G) commutes with all of the blocks of U where ¢y,
is nontrivial. O

Re-denote h = wu where w and u satisfy the properties of Proposition 2.18. In particular
w defines the integers 0 < I',1 < ¢. Write

w= (wy, ..., w,wl,. .. w), Vi, j,w! € {0,1}°.
With this notation

po(w) = (wi,wi),  wp= (0,177, wi=(0",1").



44 D. GOUREVITCH AND E. KAPLAN

Proposition 2.20. We have H(h) = 0 unless
wl = (0L, %7, wi= (1Y), Vi<i<k (2.42)

Proof. For k = 1 there is nothing to prove, assume k > 1. Since wl = (0!, 1°7!), conjugation
by w leaves the last ¢ — [ rows of u*? (see (1.2)) in Up, these are rows

(k—1)e+1+1,... ke

The character ¢ is nontrivial on the bottom right ¢—1x ¢—1 block of u*?2, whence H(h) = 0
by (2.41), unless w™! permutes the last ¢ — [ columns of u*?, columns

(k+1Dc+1+1,...,(k+2)c,
outside of Up. This means w permutes rows
(k+1Dec+1+1,...,(k+2)c

into Up, i.e., w? = (x1,1°7!). But these are also the last ¢ — [ rows of the block v; 5 of the
bottom right copy of Vi-1y in U. Since ¢y restricts to 1 o tr on vy, H(h) = 0 by (2.41),
unless w™! permutes the last ¢ — [ columns of vy 5, columns

(k+2)c+1+1,...,(k+3)c,
outside of Up, so that w permutes rows

(k+2)c+1+1,...,(k+3)c

into Up, w? = (x!,1°7!), and these are the bottom ¢ — [ rows of vy3. Proceeding similarly
(Y is 1 o tr on vj;41) We obtain w? = (x!,1°7!) for all 1 < i < k.

i

In addition, wi = (0%, 1°7!) implies w~! permutes the first / columns of u'!, columns
(k—1c+1,....(k—1Dec+1,

into Up. Since vy restricts to 1 otr on u'!, H(h) = 0 by (2.41), unless w permutes the first
[ rows of u'! outside of Up, these are rows

(k—2)c+1,...,(k—2)c+1,

and we obtain w} = (0!, x7!). Then w~! permutes the first [ columns of the block vy_1 4 of
the top left copy of V(cx-1y in U, columns

(k—=2)c+1,...,(k—2)c+1

into Up, so that H(h) = 0 by (2.41), unless w permutes the first [ rows of vj_1 j, rows
(k=3)c+1,...,(k—=3)c+1,

outside of Up, i.e., wi = (0, %¢7!). Similarly, we deduce w} = (0", %¢7!) forall 1 <i < k. O

For each 1 < i < k,let 0 < dl ; <c—1land 0 < d?, <[ be maximal such that for all
1< <k,
wil _ (0l+d}71’ *c—l—d}71)7 wi2 _ (*l—di17 1c—l+df71)'

The integer d)_, is defined since w! takes the form (2.42).
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Proposition 2.21. We have H(h) = 0 unless h ~ Wi, po(w) = (0%, 171,071 1Y), for each
1 <1<k,

w _ (Ol"'d@ T Ll dl 1) w _ (Ol a7y 17 I4+d2_ 1) di <... Sd}g_p d% <dk 1
(2.43)

and U satisfies the conditions of Proposition 2.18, in particular ly(u) takes the form (2.40).

Proof. For each 1 < i < k, put w? = ((w?);,1°7") with (w?); € {0,1}. Let 1 < j <[ and
assume 1 < ig < k is minimal such that (w?); [j] = 1. Assume ¢ > iy is minimal with

(w?)i[j] = 0. Since (w?),_,[j] = 1, w permutes row (k + i — 2)c + j into Up. This row
contains coordinates of a row from v;_5,_1, and ¢y is ¢ o tr on v;_,_1, so that on row
(k+1i— 2)c+j it is nontrivial on the column (k44— 1)c+ 7. Thus (2.41) implies H(h) =0
unless w™! permutes column (k+i—1)c+j outside of Up, which means that w permutes row
(k+1i—1)c+ j into Up, contradicting the assumption (w?)i[j] = 0. Therefore (w?)i[j] = 1
for all i > ig (or H(h) = 0).

Now we are in a situation similar to the proof of Proposition 2.8. If i is minimal with
(w?)i,[j] = 1 and (w?)] [j + 1] = 0, then for each i > iy, either (w?)i[j] = 1, (w?)}[j +
1] = 0 or (w?)i[j] = (w?)i[j + 1] = 1. Using transpositions from (diag(W(GL;), I._;), 1),
one can sort the coordinates of the blocks w? so that d7 < ... < di_; holds. Any b €
(diag(W(GLy), I._;), 1) fixes the last ¢ — [ rows of w} and keeps the first [ rows of w; in w},
for each 1 < i < k, and since w} starts with (0'), p;(*w) = pi(w) (for brevity, we identify
w} with the rows it is affecting: (k —i)c+1,...,(k —i)c+ ¢). Additionally b fixes the last
2¢ — [ rows of po(w) While keeping the first [ rows in po(w), thus po(°w) = po(w).

Similarly denote w} = (0, (w 1);) with (w!), € {0,1}¢7!, and consider 1 < j < ¢ — L.
Suppose ig > 1 is mlnlmal with (w')] [j] = 0 and i > iy is minimal with (w');[j] = 1. On
the one hand (w'),_;[j] = 0 hence w permutes row (k — i+ 1)c + j outside of Up, so that
w™! permutes column (k — i+ 1)c + j into Up. On the other hand (w')}[j] = 1, whence w
permutes row (k —i)c + j into Up. Again H(h) = 0 because of (2.41), 0therw1se we deduce
that if ig exists, (w')i[j] = 0 for all i > 1.

This means that unless H(h) = 0, if 4y is minimal with (w ) ] =1 and (w?) [j+1] =0,
then for each i > i, either (w?)i[j] = 1, (w?)i[j+1] = 0 or (w ) 7] = (w?); [j+1] = 0. Again
we use transpositions, now from (dlag(]l, W(GL._;)), 1), to rearrange the coordinates of the
blocks w} and obtain dj < ... <d}_,. For b € (diag([;, W(GL._;)), 1), b fixes the first [ rows
of w? and leaves the last ¢ — [ rows in w? for 1 < i < k, and because w? (still) ends with
(1671, po(Pw) = w. Also po(*w) = po(w).

Now condition (2.43) holds, and note that the conjugations affect u, but it still satisfies
the conditions of Proposition 2.18. As opposed to the proof of Proposition 2.8, we do not
claim (i) = fo(u), it might not hold because (diag(W (GLy), I.—;),1) does not commute
with (2.40). O

Re-denote h = wu, with w and w given by Proposition 2.21. Since the total sum of
coordinates of w must be kc, we have

k—1 k—1
c—l+U+Y (c=1—d)+> (c—1+d?) = ke,

i=1 =1
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k—1
>odi—dl=(k-1)2-c)+1-1.
=1

(2.44)

We can multiple w on the left by an element of W(Mp), so that the matrix corresponding

to w takes the form

0 Ic—l+dz71
1 0
e—l—d}
0
. 0
I
( Tyey v >
Iy
0 I
0
0
Il+d11€71 0
For example if k = 2,
0 00 0 0 0 I_.p
0 I, g0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 I; O 0
w = 0 0 01y, p0 0 0 ’
0 0 I 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0l p O
Ijg 0 0 0 0 0 0
and for k = 3,
o 0 o0 0o 0 0 0 U
0 I, 1 O o 0 0 0 0 0 0
2
R 0 0 0 0 I_,. 0 O
1
0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
c—l—d}
0 0 0 0 0 0 Iy 0O 0 0 0
w = 0 0 0 0 0l , 10 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0
o 0 0 0 0 0 0l 0 0 0
1
0 0 Ly O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 Iz 0
3
Iig 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 o
For 1 < j <k —1, denote
I -
. ke—(2j—1)(c—1)—d2 437744l 42
. :dla ] _— k—j i=1"k—i "k—i ] L W GL
7] g( 23:1 c_l_di7i7 ]Cin%ij ) Zizl C_l"'dzﬂ') S ( kc)>
' —diag (I REAN ) € W(GLy)
; —dla, =1, 1 . =1, g2 S
i & i=1 I+dy,_ 0 Ikc—(2j71)l7d11€7j+zz;11 a2 —dl P imr i ke)s

and multiply w on the left by diag(ye—1- ... 71, Vg -- -

Vs x Vi, where 5 and " are the compositions of kc given by

B=0+d_,,..

c—l—di,l' +c—lc—1+di, ...
dde—U4LI—&, ...

,C

) [ — dz—l)'

7,). Now we see that "U N Mp =

—1 + di—l)a
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Both § and " are indeed compositions of kc, by (2.44). Put Vvyxv, = hIDU\VBxVB,, Yy, =
"bulvsxr,. and Yy, = "byr, xv,,, and note that

JV,@ XVg/,lﬁvﬁxVB, (p) = JVg,wvﬁ (pl) ® ‘]Vgl,wvﬁ, (p2)' (245)

We start with describing MO(“)@DUWBX%,. For v € V3 and v' € Vj, write

I _at b1

k—1
Ic—l—d% br—2
Ic—l—d% e br-1
v = Il’ 0 by, 5
Ty brya
1 2 bog 1
cfl+dk72
1
c— l+dk 1
I, 1 b
Idy 4 1
. -
Il+d% bp—o -
! /
Il+d% e by
/ E—
v = Iy 0 f
I b,
' /
I_ g2 by _o
I, o
1-d?

The dimensions of the blocks b; and b, are clear, note that by and by, (resp., b},) have c—I+d?
(resp., | — d?) columns. Then

2 Ogl gl xe—1-al 04l soiqt
wfo(u)wU(diag('U,]kc)) = w(— Z tr(bk‘—] ( J ijl J )) _ tr(bk—l ( d}. l—dy )) (246)

c—1—dl c—l—d}
j=k—1 J

A e —d2><c l+d2
—trto (89, )+t () Ztr by (90
J

2
)y (diag(Tie, o)) =tp(— Y tr(By (freaty Ol wat-a, ) — tr(By (4 Ot )) (2.47)
j—=k—

i 1
k—2
+ ’EI"([);C (Ilfd% Olfd%xd% )) — Z tr(b;c—i-j (Ilﬂi?Jrl Ol—d§+1xd§+1—d? )))
j=1

In both formulas, the sums Z?Zk_l are omitted when k = 2. The matrix A(X) € Matg
in (2.46) is uniquely defined given the block X of ¢y(u), and in particular A(0) = 0 and when
di=1=1, A(I}) = I,. For | = ¢, we have d} = 0 for all 7, and since d? < c and I < ¢, (2.44)
implies d? = ¢ for all i and [ = I, then (2.47) becomes v; ', and when X = I.., (2.46) also
becomes ;.
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Proposition 2.22. Assume k > 1 and H(h) # 0. The character 1y, belongs to the orbit of

2
*alxe—1—dl
vp(— > tr(be ) —tr(bk_1< i,l,df)> (2.48)
j=k—1
*d2><l’ 0d2 ) k2 *d?+17d?><c7l+d?
=t (3570 )+ o () = Lt (550
j=1
and vy, belongs to the orbit of
2
V(= D (B (Tt ey ai=at ) = tr(by (1 Ot ) (2.49)
j=k—1
k-2
+ 'Cl"(b;g (szd% *1—a2 x 2 )) — tr( ;f-l-j*))'

1

Here x means undetermined block entries. When ((u) is the identity, (2.48)—(2.49) coincide
with (2.46)—(2.47).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 2.11. Now v is defined by 2(k — 1)
blocks in Mat,. Let By o (resp., Bag) be the block corresponding to u'! (resp., u*?), and
Big,...,Big—3 (resp., Bay,...,Bag_2) be the blocks corresponding to the top left (resp.,
bottom right) embedding of Vi-1y < Mp (see § 1.5).

Set dj = d2 = 0. For 0 <i <k — 2, write By, as the upper right block of

<.
Il

1,1 1,2 1,3
I, 1 By By; By
l+dk7i72 1,7 1,2 1,2
2,1 2,2 2,3
I 1 By’ Bis Bi:
dkfiflidk:—i—2 1, 1,7 1,7
3,1 3,2 3,3
Icflfd}eiiil By By By
I, 1
Idy i o
1, 1
Ay i1 9% 9
I
el=dy i

and B, ; as the upper right block of

1,1 1,2 1,3
Il—dlz+1 B2,i BZ,i B2,7,
2,1 2,2 2,3
T g2 By By B3
i+1 7
3,1 3,2 3,3
I, I+d? B2,1 B2,1 B2,z‘
I
1=dZ
I
2,
Ic—l+d?
Recall 9y is given by
k-2 3 3 k-2 3
(- tr(BY) + ) tr(BYY) — tr(BS)) (2.50)
1, 2,0 2)) .
=0 t=1 t=1 i=1 t=1

Let Ap (vesp., Up, %y ) denote the list of blocks conjugated by w into Mp (resp., Up, Up):
Mp={Bj},B}} B} B} 1<j<20<i<k—2},

Jyt ) TG g

Up={B}}:1<j<20<i<k—2},
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={B;?, B B}, B 1< j<2,0<i<k—2}
We can assume ¢;(u) = diag(zjo,...,2jk-2), j = 1,2, with z;; € “"Ngr.. Here w, is the
projection of (¢,1)~! into the i-th copy of GL. ((1,0) commutes with ¢(u)). We can then
write z;; = 2 ;m;; where

W s
dlag(mw, sy, My g2, ]207 Mmoo, - - ,m27k_2) c Mp
and for all 0 <7 <k — 2,
I, 1 Ml- I, 1\41
dy i1 1—d2
my; = € GL Mo = € GL
1 ( M2 . 107l7d]1$ . +M121M1 ) Cy 2,1 M22,i Ic7l+d2 +M22 le Cc

2 1 2 1
Ieggy + MMy, e GLyg -, Ioryaz,, + My My; € GLoyy g2 |

Then
I, 1 +M1 M2 — M1 I, o +M}.M2. —ML.
I+d i1 1,2 1,2 1—d* 2,972, 2,1
my; = ( bt € GL,, my; = o € GL,.

M2, 1 1 —M2 . I 2
1,3 c=l—dy . 4 2,1 c— l+d1+1

£(u)

Henceforth we assume z;; = m;;. To compute “"“1);; we calculate

~1 ~1 ~1 ,
my g oBik—2, my;Brimiivi, Baomaog, Mo Baiyimeip, V0 <i<k-—3.

We start with ¢y, and show that it belongs to the orbit of (2.48), otherwise H(h) = 0.
This amounts to the description of its restriction to by_1,...,box_1 and e. The rightmost
¢ — | columns of b,_; consist of Bi’i_z and Bi’,i’_Q (the leftmost I columns are conjugated

from the ¢ x ¢ block to the right of u' 1) Looking at my By o, if the top [ rows of M{,_,
are nonzero, “by is nontrivial on B} Vk_2 € %p. Hence H(h) = 0 by (2.6) in this case. Also
Y1y restricts to 1 o tr on Bik—? Hence 1)y, agrees with (2.48) on by._;.

The block by consists of (Bg’g, Bg’g’ ) and we consider B gmag. If the last ¢ — [ columns
of Mj, are nonzero, “ihy is nontrivial on B;’é € %p. Unless H(h) = 0, we obtain that the
last ¢ — [ columns of My o are 0, then it follows that "1y and ¢y coincide on (32 0> B )

Regarding by, it is conjugated by w from the ¢ x ¢ block below u*2. Denote this block by

By, which we further divide by writing it as the upper right block of
Iy Byt By? By?
I By' BY? B

3,1 3,2 13,3
BO BO BO

c—1
’ 2
I'—d3

1,0
a1

Here

By',By?, By®, By, By € Mp, By',By' € Up, By’ By’ €U .
The blocks conjugated into by are Bg’2,B§’3, 33’2 and Bg’?’. The conjugation of U by ¢(u)
multiplies By on the right by my o- The restriction of ™y to B§’2 and 33’2 is defined by

A(X), but o ¢U can also be nontrivial on By or By (or we could have, e.g., d? = 0,1).
We can assume ™, is given on By by

By By? By 0ot A1(X)
Ultr(oe | B0 B2 822 ])), e = Ogwew A0 |, Ay(X) € Maty_pyp.  (251)

3,1 13,2 13,3
By By” By Oc—ixe—tr Ocyxu
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Here A;(X) defines the restriction of b))y to Bg’l and Bg’l. When we consider mg g, we
see that the restriction of “1y to Bg’l, Bg”l € %p is given by the first [ — d3 rows of mag
multiplied by the last I’ columns of ¢y, this restriction should vanish, and the restriction
to the blocks conjugated into by, corresponds to the last ¢ — [ + d3 rows of mgo multiplied

by the last I columns of ;. Since the last ¢ — [ columns of M21,0 are 0, we can denote

I
Mo = (*O%-azxer). Also put M3, = (f;) with 8! € Mat g2, g2, then

A (X) Il—d% a 0 A1 (X) A1 (X)+aA(X)
Ma.o ( A(X) ) = ( Bt Ip+Bla 0 ) < A(X) ) = (BlAl(X)Hd%JrBlaA(X)) .

Ocixr 32 1ﬁ2a 1., Ocyxr B2A1(X)+B2aA(X)
Now if H(h) # 0, we must have A;(X) + aA(X) = 0 thereby 52A4;(X) + f2aA(X) =0, in
which case ¢VB agrees with (2.48) on by. Thus both characters agree on by_1, by and by .

Consider by, 2 <1 < k — 1. We multiply mi}_ngJ_lng_l. The block by, consists of

By?, and By} . Recall By} | € %p. Then H(h) = 0 unless the top right { —d? x c— I +d?_,
block of mg,i_lmig_Q is 0:

M1

1 2,i—2
(e o) (502 ) =0,
c7l+di71

In this case the restriction of “4)y to (Bg’f_l, Bg’f’_l), which corresponds to the bottom right
¢c—1l+d? x c—1+d} | block of my;_1my;_,, is defined by

—M3,is —M3,is
2 2 1 i i
(Mz,iﬂ I ipq2tMs; My, ) I = (0c7l+d2><l7d2 I 1ya2 ) I
@ e—l+d?_ ¢ ¢ ¢ e—l+d2

1
B Fa2-d2 | xe—l+d?_|
- Ic—l+d2271 ’
Therefore ¢y, agrees with (2.48) on by ;.
Also 9y,|e = 1, because e is conjugated from the ¢ x ¢ block to the right of ubl. This
completes the proof for ¢y, .
We turn to the restriction of ¢y, to by, ..., b, ¢ and f’, and prove that unless H(h) = 0,

Yy, and (2.49) coincide. The block bj, corresponds to 3217’01 and B;’Ol. Considering Bs gma.,
the restriction of “¢yy; to these blocks is given by the top left [ — d? x [ block of mg, namely
¢(tr(( Ilfd% *1-d2xd2 ) (B

o
1 )))-
,0
Hence 1y, and (2.49) coincide on bj,.
The block b}, is conjugated from Bllj,i_z and Bi’;_T This is similar to byy;. We multiply

B

NN =

millg_gBl,k—2 and if the first [ rows of M|, , are nonzero, “¢y is nontrivial on Bi’,i_Q € Up
whence #(h) = 0. Henceforth we can assume the first [ rows of M{, , are 0, then the top
left I x [ 4 d} block of mii_2 equals (7t %ural ), so that the restriction of “¢y to Bllj,i_z and
Bi’;_z coincides with the restriction of ¥y (¢ o tr on the former, trivial on the latter).
Consider ), 1 <i < k—2. We multiply ml_,il_lB1,z'—1m1,z'~ The block b} is conjugated from
(311:3_17 Bi’il_l). This is similar to the case of by;. Since Bi’il_l € %p, H(h) = 0 unless the
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top right [ +di_;, ; x ¢ — 1 —dj_, block of ml,imiil_l is 0, i.e.,

MY
I Ml) 1,2—1 o
(Fragicy M (, =0
—1

Then the restriction of “4y to (Blljil_l, Bi’il_l), which corresponds to the top left [ +d}._, | X
[ +d}_, block of ml,iml_,il_l becomes

I +M} . M?. I
(Il+d1 M ) by T L L = (Il+d1 M ) s
k—i—1 _M2 k—i—1 chlfdiiixhkdl

1,2—1 k—i

— (I, .n *, 01 1 )
_( My 1 Wi ¥ i i1 )

hence 1y, agrees with (2.49) on b}.

The character ¢y, is trivial on f', because f’is conjugated from Bé’l (see (2.51), the top

left [ — d? x ¢ — I’ block of ). It is also trivial on € since it is conjugated from the ¢ x ¢
block to the right of u! (this is similar to e). O

Proposition 2.23. Consider k > 1. Assume di < ¢ — 1 (in particular | < c) or d <1 (in
particular 0 < 1). Then JVﬁXVﬁ'vW;va, (p) =0 and H(h) = 0.

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Proposition 2.12. By Proposition 2.22, we can assume
Yy, (resp., Yv,,) is given by (2.48) (resp., (2.49)). Let ¢ be the transpose of the nilpotent

element defined by w‘jﬁl (resp., @D;ﬁll). By (2.45) and [GGS17, Theorems A, EJ], because p;

(resp., p2) is (k, ¢), it is enough to show that ¢ is nilpotent of order at least k + 1.

Consider d} < ¢ — I. Looking at (2.48), we have k nontrivial blocks bg_1,bpi1, - - -, bop_1,
and for each block, the bottom right coordinate is nontrivial and the other coordinates on its
column in ¢ are 0. This does not depend on the undetermined coordinates of the character.
To see this use the assumption ¢ — [ — d} > 0 for by_; and [ < ¢ for b1y, and the bottom
right coordinate of by, is the only nonzero coordinate on its column in ¢ because on the
I' x ¢ — 1+ d? block by above by 1, ¢ is 0 on the last ¢ — [ columns (if I = 0, this is trivially
true). It follows that ¢ is nilpotent of order at least k + 1.

For the case d? < I, the blocks b}, ..., b} are k nontrivial blocks, the top left coordinate of
each block is nontrivial (use [ > 0 and d} < [) independently of undetermined coordinates,
and is the only nonzero coordinate on its row (for bj_; use the fact that (2.49) is trivial on
¢'l). Again ¢ is nilpotent of order at least k + 1. O

Remark 2.24. Ifl =, the conditions d} = ¢ — 1 and (2.44) already imply d? =1 for all .

For the remaining cases k = 1 or both d} = ¢ — [ and d7 = [, in which case d} = ¢ — [ and
d? =1 for all i, whence by (2.44) we have, for all kK > 1, I’ = 1. Up to left multiplication by
an element of W(Mp), w equals

I

I

I
( Iy > ,
I

I

I.
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so that “l(u) € P and h ~ wly(u) (we still do not change w, in order to use g, and

the formulas for the characters given above). Therefore ¢y, and Yy, are already given by
(2.46) and (2.47). Considering the action of (GL;, GL;), where GL; is the natural subgroup of
M c—1), we can already write X = A; ; = (Oz—j Ij) with 0 < j < [. We deduce there are only

finitely many more representatives to analyze, but as opposed to § 2.2, we must handle each
0 < j < separately (i.e., we can not easily reduce to j =1). The form of representatives is
finally similar to the case k = 1. For the representative h such that j =1 = ¢ we have h ~ §.

Proposition 2.25. Assume di = c—1 ork =1, and 0 <1 < c. Then H(h) = 0 outside
a discrete subset of s. Furthermore, if | > 0 (forcing ¢ > 1) and 7y is supercuspidal, or
ck > 1,1=0, m and my are supercuspidal and py = p.(T2) for an irreducible supercuspidal
representation T of GLg, then H(h) = 0 for all s.

Proof. Now Vg = Vi = V(x). Consider the parabolic subgroup R < G with Mp = M.,
and Ur = V(;_l’l). Note that V(;—l,l) is trivial if { = 0. Identify the group GL._; (nontrivial
for 0 <[ < ¢) with its natural image in Mg.

For convenience, we multiply w on the left by diag(loge—e, ( I Il)). This permutation
normalizes Vi X Vg, fixes 1y, and conjugates @bvﬁ, into

I b,

2
L e [ e(= ) ) — (B (1 0er))). (2.52)
I ; j=k—1

Now "(1,GL.;) = diag(loge—(c—1), GLc—s), and since the character (2.52) is trivial on €/,

JVﬁXVﬁ'vW;va, (p) is a well defined representation of *(1, GL._;).

Over non-archimedean fields, we simultaneously prove that for all s, JV/J‘XV[?’ v (p) is
) BX B/

a trivial representation of *(1,Ug), and admits a finite length filtration as a representation
of "(1,GL,_;), where "(1,Cqr, _,) acts by a character on each constituent. For archimedean

fields we prove that (1, ug) acts locally nilpotently on JV/J’XV,B’ el (p)*, and the Lie algebra
} B X ,

O ((k—1)ett,c—1) Of diag(Lre, Vik—1)et1,c—1)) acts locally nilpotently on JVﬁXVﬁ'vW;XV (p)*. Note
ﬁ/

that (1, GL,,_;) is a direct factor of diag(/j., M(k-1)et+1,c—1))- Cf. Lemmas 2.15 and 2.16.

Granted that, since (| det [*"V2)(1, al,_;) = |a|~“DE=1/2) one can apply (2.7) to de-
duce H(h) = 0 outside a discrete subset of s. For [ > 0, if 79 is supercuspidal, H(h) = 0 for
all s (because Jy, (7)) = 0).

Henceforth we identify GL;,. with the bottom right block of Mp. For u € Ug, "(1,u) =
myu’ with «' € Up and m, = diag({—1)c, <I’ f}’jl")) Let Z = diag({(x—1)e: Vii,e—1))-
This (abelian) group stabilizes (2.52). In addition, the subgroups diag(/yc—(.—i), GLc—;) and
diag(GLy, I._;)® < GLy. stabilize (2.52), and act on the characters of Z with 2 orbits.

Over non-archimedean fields, we show that for any nontrivial character x of Z,

Jvﬂ,xz,qp;;,@X(m) =0, (2.53)
which implies (by [BZ76, 5.9-5.12])
JVg/ﬂ/f‘};/ (p2) = Jvﬁ,xz,w;; (p2)- (2.54)
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Thus Jvﬁl7w\71 (p2) is a trivial representation of "(1,Ug) and this Jacquet module factors

through JV((kmC e (p2), which is an admissible finite length representation of M((k=1)e1,c-1)-
By exactness Jvﬁ/’d}‘;l (p2) admits a finite length filtration such that on each constituent,
ﬁ/

"(1,Cqr, ,) acts by character. Now by (2.45), JVBXVz%W;xvﬂ,

(p) is a trivial representation
of "(1,Ug) and admits a finite filtration with "(1,Cqr, ,) acting by a character on each
constituent.

For the proof of (2.53) we can assume [ > 0, otherwise (2.54) is trivial. Identifying Z with
Mat;y._;, we can assume Y is nontrivial on the bottom right coordinate of Z, and trivial
on the other coordinates of the rightmost column. Let ¢ be the transpose of the nilpotent

element defined by the inverse of (2.52) and by x. Note that ¢ is independent of A4 ;. After
N )
conjugating ¢ by diag( ( I IH) ,1.) (GLZ is the diagonal embedding of GL, in GL(%-1)c)

it has nontrivial entries on the bottom right coordinates of k blocks: b},...,b, ; and Z, and
in each block there is only one nontrivial coordinate on the rightmost column. Therefore ¢
is nilpotent of order at least k + 1 and (2.53) holds, because ps is (k, c).

Over archimedean fields we repeat the proof of (2.53) and apply [GGS, Proposition 3.0.1]
for each coordinate of Z separately, exactly as in the proofs of Lemmas 2.15 and 2.16.

It remains to prove the stronger assertion when ck > 1, [ = 0, both 7 and m, are
supercuspidal and ps = p.(72) for an irreducible supercuspidal 75. Since 7, is supercuspidal
and ‘]V;auW;, (p2) factors through Jy,, . (p2) = Jv, .., (Pe(72)), We obtain H(h) = 0 for

all s, unless ¢ = tk for some integer ¢t > 1 (use [BZ77, 2.13 (a)]).

If t > 1, in particular ¢ > k, and we claim Jy, _, _ (p2) is trivial on *(1, V;) for some com-
position ¢ of ¢, then because s is supercuspidal, H(h) = 0 for all s. This follows by repeat-
edly applying the derivatives of Bernstein and Zelevinsky [BZ76, BZ77] to TVie1yeny (p2). In-

deed for 1 < i < ¢, let x; be the character of Vi(,_1)c,c—i11) given by x;(2) = V(3 01 Zke—it ke—ir+1)-
Then either

JV((kﬂ)c,c) (p2) = J‘/v((kfl)c,cfl,l) (p2>7
in which case our claim is proved with § = (¢ — 1,1), or
J‘/((kfl)c,c) (p2) = va((kfl)c,cfl,l)yxl (p2)
We proceed with i = 2. After i steps, our claim is either proved with § = (¢ — 1, 1%), or
Jv((k,l)c,c)(m) - Jv((kfl)c,c,iyli)&(i (p2)-

However, since ¢ > k, for i = ¢ we already obtain Jy,, . x. (p2) = 0, because the highest
derivative of ps is k (put differently, the suitable ¢ is nilpotent of order at least k + 1).

Lastly for c = k > 1, Jy, .., (p2) = | det [* p._1(72) ® [ det [*275, where ay, ap € 17 (see
Zel80, 3.4]) and p._1(72) is (k,c — 1), then (because [ = 0)

Ty, (02) = 19U [y () © | det 7,

Hence diag(SLcA,, 1.) acts trivially on Jvﬁw‘;l (p2). Additionally because w‘jﬁl belongs to the
,8/
orbit of 4, (I = 0, see (2.46)), SLS acts trivially on Jy, w‘;l(pl). Thus "(SL,, 1) acts trivially
Vs

on JVBXVza'vW;xvﬁ, (p), in particular H(h) = 0 for all s, because m is supercuspidal. U
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For the remaining cases [ = ¢ and 0 < j < ¢ (recall j is the rank of 4, ;). The cases j < ¢
are similar to [ < ¢, but involve Vg and vy, .

Proposition 2.26. Assume 0 < j <l =c or k = 1. Then H(h) = 0 outside a discrete
subset of s. Furthermore, if 7 > 0 and my is supercuspidal, or ck > 1, j =0, m and m are
supercuspidal and py = p.(11) for an irreducible supercuspidal representation 11 of GLg, then
H(h) =0 for all s.

Proof. In this case X = A.; = <chj Ij), so that if we consider R < G with Mg = M. j
and Ur = Vi._; 5,
except we use Vj instead of Vi (hence, e.g., 7 instead of 7).

Identify GL._; with its natural image in Mg. We have "(1, GL._;) = diag(GL,_;, Tok—1)c)-
The character 1y, is now given by

we can repeat most of the proof of Proposition 2.25 (with j instead of 1),

I b
IIZ br12 k-1
o = (= tr(beAey) — Y (b)),
Ic bag 1 j=2

Ie
and ¥y, = ¢ ' Then JVﬂXVB/ﬂ/’\;;XVﬁ, (p) is a well defined representation of "(1, GL,_;).

We proceed over non-archimedean fields, and prove that for all s, JVBXVB’ vl (p) is a
’ ﬂx ﬂ/

trivial representation of "(1, Ug) and factors through TV s sateeye (P1)-

Since "' (| det |*=Y?)(1, al,_;) = |a| =12 H(h) = 0 outside a discrete subset of s by
(2.7). For j > 0 (then I = ¢ > 1), if my is supercuspidal, #(h) = 0 for all s. For more details
and the archimedean case see the proof of Proposition 2.25.

Identify GLg. with the top left block of Mp. Let Z = diag(Vic—j ), lh—1)c) = Mate_jx;.
For u € Up we have "(1,u) = myu’ with m, € Z and «' € Up. The group Z stabilizes
Yy, and the set of characters of Z is partitioned into 2 orbits with respect to the action of
diag(GLe—j, Ire—(c—j)) and {diag(I._;, g, diag(g, I._;)*") : ¢ € GL;}. We show that for any
character y # 1 of Z,

Jvﬁxz,w;;@)x(Pl) = 0. (2.55)

This implies that .Jy, (p) is a trivial representation of "(1, Ug) and factors through

Xvﬂl’dj\;ﬂlx Vg
Ve si-1e) (p1)-

For the proof of (2.55) assume j > 0. We can assume x is nontrivial on the bottom right
coordinate of Z, and trivial on the other coordinates on the rightmost column. Let ¢ be

the transpose of the nilpotent element defined by w‘jﬁl ® X, which now depends on A;; (as

opposed to the proof of Proposition 2.25). Using a conjugation by diag(/,, (1]» Ic*j) ), we
obtain ¢ which has nontrivial entries on the bottom right coordinates of by, bgio, ..., bor_1
and Z (k blocks). This proves (2.55), because p; is (k, c).

The proof of the assertion for the case ck > 1, 7 = 0, supercuspidal representations m;
and 7y, and p; = p.(7) for an irreducible supercuspidal 71, proceeds as in the proof of
Proposition 2.25. Since now Jy,__. . 1. (01) = v ;1o (p1), H(h) = 0 for all s unless
c=tk,t > 1. For t > 1 we use derivatives along Viyi .—; 4—1)c), 1 <@ < c¢. Fore=Fk > 1,
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N teoy (p1) = | det |7y @ [det [*p._1(71) and pe_1(71) is (k, ¢ — 1), hence "(SLe, 1) acts
trivially on JVﬁXVﬂ'vW;va, (p). O

Propositions 2.18-2.26 imply H(h) = 0 for all h unless h ~ §. We prove dim H(d) =
dim Homg (xomy, m2), for all s. Now P5 = G* x (V(r) X V() with G* = {(g,9) : g € G} (for
H = GLagy, one can take ¢ = I.., we keep the notation G* for uniformity) and any morphism
in H(0) factors through Jy , «v . w.ew.(p). Hence

H(5) = Homg. (5*1 ']V(ck)xv(ck)vwk(@d}k (p) @7 @my,1).

Note that |det|*""/2 ® | det |~**/2 and 6, are trivial on G*.
We can assume § commutes with G* (G* is simply the diagonal embedding of G in H).
Then as a representation of G*,

571
Jv(ck)xv(ck)ﬂ/’k@wk (,0) = JV(ck)ﬂ/Jk (/01) ® JV(ck)ﬂ/Jk (,02)-

Recall that the action of G* on JV(ck),dJk (p1) @ sz(ck),¢k (p2) is given by g — xo(det g) (g € G)
for some quasi-character xo of F* (see § 2.1), therefore

-1
Homg: (6 JX/(Ck)xV(Ck),mewk (p> ® 7‘-1/ ® 7‘-;/7 1) = HomG(Xoﬂ-Ya 71-2)-

The remaining parts of the proof now follow as in § 2.2, and note that when ck > 1, m; and
7y are supercuspidal and p; = p.(7;) for irreducible supercuspidal representations 7; of GLy,
1= 1,2, we do not need to exclude any s.

3. APPLICATIONS

3.1. Covering groups. In this section we describe the extension of Theorem 2.1 to certain
covering groups. We proceed with the definitions and notation of § 1.5. Let m > 1. Assume
F* contains the full group of m-th roots of unity u,,. A topological central extension of
G(F) by p., is an exact sequence of topological groups

1= i = G B G(F) = 1,

where i and p are continuous, i(u,,) is closed and belongs to the center of G and p
induces an isomorphism i(u,,)\G'™ = G(F) as topological groups. We call G an m-fold
covering group of G(F'); it is in general not unique, but for G(F') = Sp,.(F') is it uniquely
defined given a Steinberg symbol (e.g., a Hilbert m-th order symbol). The covering groups
under consideration here were constructed, in increasing level of generality, through a series
of works including [Wei65, Kub67, Moo68, Ste68, Kub69, Mat69, KP84, BD01]. For further
reference see [BLS99, McN12].

In this section we assume the field is non-archimedean, then G is an l-group in the sense
of [BZ76]. For m > 2, an archimedean field is already complex, then the cover is split over
the group so that the results in this case are immediate from the linear case. As above, we
identify F-groups with their F-points. Of course this only applies to G and its subgroups;
G™) is not an algebraic group.

In general if X < G, X denotes the covering of X (precisely: of X(F')) defined by
restriction from G™) . This covering depends on the embedding of X inside GG. We say that
X is split over X if there is a group embedding X — X. If X is perfect (as an F-group),
such a splitting, if exists, is unique. Note that since F' is of characteristic 0, Sp, and SL, are
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perfect. The coverings under consideration are split canonically over unipotent subgroups,
hence the notions of Jacquet functors and unipotent orbits extend to the covering in the
obvious way. If Y is a unipotent subgroup of G, denote by ¢y : ¥ — Y the splitting of Y.
Since gy is canonical, we usually omit it from the notation, e.g., it R < G is a parabolic
subgroup and we consider a genuine representation o of Mg, for the induced representation
Ind%(m) (0) we extend o trivially on Ug, which more precisely means on ¢y (Ug). Since we
are considering central coverings, G acts on G by conjugation. In particular

"ov(y) = oy ("y),  Vyey. (3.1)
We describe a general system of assumptions for covering groups, under which the doubling
construction is Well defined, then state the analog of Theorem 2.1. For the partlcular cases of

the covering SpC of [Mat69] and the covering GL obtained by restriction from szc , these
assumptions were verified in [Kap]. More details are given below, see also Corollary 3.5.

Fix a covering group G™. Assume there is a covering Hof H (typically H=Hm )) with
the following properties.
(1) For H = GSpiny,,, the preimage C%, of C% in H belongs to the center of H, and 5}’{ is
split over Cf;. The same properties are satisfied by the preimage C¢g of C¢ in G.
(2) Let ei1(g) = (g,1) and ea(g) = (1,g). These are the embeddings of G into Mg in the
linear case. Assume they extend to embeddings ¢; : G™ — ¢;(G).
(3) The restriction of ¢ to p,, is the identity. (Here we regard i, as a subgroup of G(™).)
(4) The images of ¢; and ¢, commute in H, and give rise to a homomorphism

{(€1,63) € fim X i : €1 = NG x G — M. (3.2)

This is (automatically) an embedding unless H = GSpiny,, in which case we further
assume that ¢ (2)ea(2) is the identity for z € Cg, then the left hand side of (3.2) is further
divided by the subgroup {(z,2) : z € C&} (a subgroup by (1)). Cf. (1.3). Denote the
left hand side of (3.2) by (G, G)(™

(5) For H = GLog,, the preimages of the direct factors GLg. of Mp commute in H , and the
coverings éikc of each copy of GLy,. are isomorphic.

(6) Identify Gch with M, pif H # GL%C, or with the covermg of one of the copies of GLj,
in Mp for H = GLy.. Assume Gch is split over SL

(7) For H = GLy, assume Mp is split over {diag(¢%, g ) g € GL.}.

(8) The involution ¢ extends to an involution of G™ and for a genuine representation 7 of
G (V) = (7)Y,

(9) For any maximal parabolic subgroup R < G whose Levi part contains GL;, the covering
éil has the property that for a sufficiently large integer d, the preimage of C’éLl = {z?:
x € Cgr,} belongs to the center of &l.

First we use these properties to construct the basic data for the doubling method. Define
GLy. by (6). Let p be a genuine representation of GLy.. We say that p is a (k, c) represen-
tation if Homy ) (p,9’) = 0 for all o 2Z (k) and ¢’ € YA/(U)gen, and dim Homv(ck)(p, ) = 1.
By (6), the action of SL on IV (p) is well defined, then it is trivial.

It H # GLoj, let p be a genuine admissible finite length (k, ) representation of GLy.. For
H = GSpiny,,, by (1) the irreducible representations of C§ are the lifts of quasi-characters
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of " to genuine characters, therefore if 7 is a quasi-character of F”* which we regard also as
a character of Cf;, the representation p ® 7 is well defined. For H = GLgy,, by (5) we have

{(61,62) € Um X Uy : €169 = 1}\Gch X GLg. = Mp.
Hence p = p; ® ps is defined for genuine representations p; and ps, which we take to be

admissible finite length and (k,c). The space V(s,p ® ) is now defined as in § 1.5, with

induction from P to H.
If H = GLogg,, according to (7) there is a quasi-character yo of F*, such that the action of

{diag(g”, 9°) 1 g € GL} on* (v, (1) ® Ty, (p2)) s given by g — xo(det g).
Let 7 (resp., m3) be an anti-genuine (resp., genuine) finite length admissible representation
of G™). If H = GSpinyy,, we assume 7; and m, admit central characters. Then by (1) these

characters restrict to genuine characters of 6’1?1, denoted x,, and x;,, which we can identify
with quasi-characters of F™*. We assume X;f = X, and put n = X;f. Consider the space

Homg gyom) (JU,w,;l (V(s,p®@mn)),m @m). (3.3)

The representation V (s, p ® 1) is a priori a representation of (G,G)™ by (4). Since 7 is
anti-genuine and 7, is genuine, 7; ® 7y factors through (G, G)™) | and it follows that (3.3)
is well defined.

Recall D = U x (G, @) and denote D™ = U x (G, G)™. Then (3.3) is isomorphic to

HOIIlD(m) (V(S, p& 77)7 wl;l ®m & 7T2)‘ (34>

By (3), V(s,p ®n) is a genuine representation of the right copy of G and so is 7.
Combining (3) with (4), €, € g, is mapped to e, under ¢;, whence V(s,p ® 1) is an
anti-genuine representation of the left copy of G(™), as is m;. Therefore the representation

V(s,p@n) @ (Yv @ m @my)
of D™ factors through D. Hence (3.4) equals
Homp(V (s, p®n) ® (Vv @ 71/ @ 75), 1)

7 x D(m) .
= HomD(Indg:g(m) ((|det " 2p@n) @ (Vv @m @73)),1).

(Cf. (2.2).) Recall P, = "'P N D. The covering P, obtained by restriction from H
coincides with the covering restricted from D™ by (4). The space of distributions on
PhD™ corresponds to

Hom p(ind3" (*!(|det [0 @ m)ol?) © (by @ 7! @ 7)) 1),
which by the Frobenius reciprocity is equal to
H(h) = Homp, (" (|det [* "2 p@n) ® (Yy @ 7Y @ 73), 01). (3.5)

(Cf. (2.4).) We can now use the theory of distributions on [-sheafs of [BZ76]. Recall that
the right action of D on P\ H is constructive, i.e., the graph of the action is a finite union of
locally closed sets (see [BZ76, 6.1-6.6] for more details on these notions). This follows from
[BZ76, Theorem A], because P\ H is an algebraic F-variety. Since

(P x D")\(H x D)~ P\H =~ P\H
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(as topological spaces), the right action of D on (P x D™)\(H x D™) is also constructive,
justifying the application of [BZ76, Theorem 6.9] (note that the action of D™ on the quotient
factors through D).

The arguments of § 2.1 for showing the vanishing of H (k) also remain valid. We explain this
in more detail. First, if Y < "I/ N Mp, then by (3.1), " "oy (V) = ¢h71Y(h71Y) = ou("'Y).
Hence (2.5) holds and any morphism in H(h) factors through JY7hw[;1(p).

Condition (2.6) is independent of the covering. Since p ® 7 is trivial on ¢n, (Up), the
condition 'Y < Up and (3.1) imply "~ (| det |*"/2p @ 1) is trivial on @y (Y), then we can
deduce H(h) = 0. The second method, where we show that any morphism in #(h) factors
through Jy ()4 (p) with o 2Z (k°) and ' € YA/(U)gen, also implies H(h) = 0, as in the linear
case.

The only change concerns the third condition, where it is not necessarily true that the
preimage of "(1, Cqy,) in H acts by a character, because this preimage might not be abelian.
However, we can instead use the preimage 6%1% of C&;, (for a large integer d), which is
abelian and belongs to the center of (f}\il, by assumption (9). Then 5@Ll acts by a character

on each irreducible constituent of Jy,(my), and the preimage of "(1,C¢; ) in H acts by a

character on each of finitely many constituents. The only change to (2.7) is that now we

replace a € F* with a?, but this still implies the vanishing outside a discrete subset of s.
Define

d(s> P15 T, 7T2) = dim Hom(G,G)(m) (JU7’IZ)I;1 (V(Sa P& 77)), T & 7T2)'
We are ready to prove Theorem 2.1 for covering groups.

Theorem 3.1. Let my, my and p be as above.

(1) Outside a discrete subset of s, d(s, p,n, 71, m2) < dim Homgm) (xomy, 75).

(2) If w1 and 7 are irreducible, outside a discrete subset of s, d(s,p,m,m,m) = 0 unless
m = Xo(mh)Y in which case d(s, p,n,m,m) < 1.

Furthermore, assume my is supercuspidal and p is not necessarily of finite length. Then the

assertions of (1) and (2) hold for all s, granted either H # GLay. and ¢ > 2, or H = Spy,.

Remark 3.2. Fuvidently, there is no essential difference between the statements in the linear
setting and the covering (for m = 1, G = G), except the supercuspidal cases, where
we excluded the conditions depending on p. This is because we are not discussing p.(T)
for covering groups here; the definition of this representation is thus far clear only when T
is a genuine unramified principal series (see [Kap]). Once the details are worked out, the
arguments here are expected to extend to these cases as well.

Proof. Since P\H /D™ = P\H/D, we can use the same description for the representatives
h. The arguments of Propositions 2.5-2.11 and Propositions 2.18-2.22 extend to the covering.

For Propositions 2.12, 2.14, 2.23, 2.25-2.26 we used two types of arguments. First, we
showed that the Jacquet module Jvﬂ’w‘;ﬂl (p) vanishes, because the order of nilpotency of ¢ is

at least k + 1. The arguments involving the action of a normalizer on the set of characters
of an abelian unipotent subgroup carry over to the covering. This is because in general,
if a subgroup A < H mnormalizes a unipotent subgroup Y < H, thereby acts on its set of
characters, then A also acts on the set of characters of Y with the same orbits (because H
is split canonically over Y). The arguments of [BZ76, 5.9-5.12] still apply. Then we used
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[GGS17, Theorems A, E|, in which strictly speaking covering groups were not discussed.

However, one can still use conjugations and [BZ76, 5.9-5.12] to show that J,, ! (p) factors
Vs

through a Jacquet module with respect to a unipotent orbit which is greater than or non-
comparable with (k¢). See Example 3.3 below. Second, we used (2.7), which is still applicable
with the minor change explained above.

It remains to consider H(h) where h ~ §. Consider H # GLag.. Then

H(d) = Homgexcs, (éilj\/(ck),wk (p)@nem ®my,1).

For H = GSpiny,, the assumption 7 = x;' = X, implies that this space equals
Home: (" v i (p) @ 7 @73, 1).
Then since Jy, , (p) is a trivial representation of SLZ (see (6)) and by virtue of (8),
H(§) = Homg. (7 @ 75/, 1) = Homg(my @ (7y)", 1) = Homgm) (7), 75).
For H = GLy;,. we first have

H(6) = Homg: (éiljxx'(ck)xv'(ck),wkc@w (p) @ m ®my,1).
The action of G* on 571(Jv(ck)7wk (p1) ® IV oyt (p2)) is given by g — xo(det g), and we obtain
Homm) (xomy), m2). The remaining parts of the proof now follow as in the linear case. [

Example 3.3. Consider a Jacquet module of a (2,2) representation p with respect to the
unipotent subgroup Y < GLy4 and character 1 given by

1z 22 x3
YZ{?JZ( 1”3”15)}, Y(y) = (1 + x5).

It suffices to show the wvanishing with respect to the subgroup of Y with x4 = 0. Using
conjugation by diag(1, (;1),1), we obtain

, lmlzmlmg
v=fo- ()

The Jacquet module Jy,(p) (¢ does not change) is a representation of

()

The preimage of the subgroup {diag(1,t,I5) : t € F*}, which also acts on Jy 4 (p), acts on
the set of characters of X with 2 orbits (for an action of Tgr, use diag(t',t,t',t")). Both
orbits can be conjugated into Jyrx(p) with still the same v using diag(1,(Ll,),1). It
remains to prove Jyrx.(p) = 0. Passing to the subgroup with xo = 0 and conjugating by
diag((, 1), ), it is enough to prove Jyn 4 (p) = 0 with

1 T6
v — {y: ( 19611 ig)}’ U(y) = P(x + x5).

1
As with xg, one can fill in the missing coordinate above xi using

Xf:{(llmfl)}, (diag(t, Is) : t € F*},  diag((1,),]»).
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We have shown that Jy.,(p) factors through Jy,  ,, 4(p). This module is filtered by the third
and fourth derivatives of p (in the sense of [BZ76]), both of which vanish because p is (2,2).

We briefly describe the applicability of Theorem 3.1 to the construction of [Kap|. Hence-
forth assume —1 is an m-th root of unity in F* (this is a technical assumption, used in [Kap]

and several other works, to simplify some of the computations). For any integer [, let Spgln)
denote the covering of [Mat69] defined using the m-th order Hilbert symbol (,),,. For GL;,

let GLl(m) denote the covering obtained by restriction from Spglﬂ), when we identify GL; with
the standard Siegel Levi subgroup of Spy, by g — diag(g, g*).

Let 7 = m if m is odd, otherwise » = m/2. Let ko be a positive integer, and put k = rky.
The above list of properties were verified in [Kap] when G = Sp, or GL,, for the covering
G™ | with H = H™),

Remark 3.4. The group GLl(m) was denoted GLl(m’T) in [Kap], to underline the difference
between this covering and the coverings of [KP84], and k of [Kap] is ko here.

Assume we have a (k,c) = (rko, ¢) representation p (admissible of finite length). It is at
present not clear how to construct such representations in general (e.g., from representations
of a covering of GLg), but in the unramified setting this was obtained in [Kap| (following
[Suz98]). Note that here the “unramified setting” includes the assumptions |m| = 1 and

q > 4. Briefly, given a genuine unramified principal series representation 7 of GL,(;:), one
can choose an unramified character of Tgr, —associated with the inducing data of 7 (the
correspondence is not unique). Using this character and an exceptional representation of
GL{™ (exceptional in the sense of [KP84], see [Gao17]), the prescribed p was constructed in
[Kap, § 2.2].

For H = GLag., X0 was taken to be trivial (see [Kap, (3.34)]).

Also let 7 be a genuine irreducible representation of G™. The integral Z(s,w, f), with
a holomorphic or rational section f, was defined in [Kap] (using notation similar to § 1.5).
Formally, it belongs to (3.3) with m; = ¥ and 7y = 7*. This was proved in [Kap, Proposi-
tions 68, 75] (in loc. cit. (3.21) and (3.36), G™ x G™) should be replaced with (G, G)™).

Corollary 3.5. Z(s,w, f) admits meromorphic continuation to a function in ¢ *.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.1 and Bernstein’s continuation principle ([Ban98]), see
[Kap, Remark 72| and [Kap, § 3.3] (cf. Corollary 2.3 here). O

Corollary 3.6. One can define a local y-factor ~(s,m x T,1) by virtue of (0.2).

Note that the additional normalization of the intertwining operator appearing in (0.2) can
be applied to the covering case as well; but we are not proving the multiplicativity properties
of the y-factor here, and at any rate, we are still limited to the unramified setting. The point
here is that the proportionality factor exists.

3.2. Global unfolding. The global doubling construction in the linear case for arbitrary
k was first described in [CFGK19] mainly for the symplectic group, with some details also
for the special even orthogonal group, then briefly explained in [CFK] for the other cases
appearing here. The covering version for the symplectic group was described in [Kap].

Let Fy be a number field with a ring of adeles A. Let 7 be an irreducible cuspidal
automorphic representation of GL,(A), and &, denote the generalized Speh representation
of GLg.(A) corresponding to ¢ copies of 7, constructed by Jacquet [Jac84]. According to
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[Gin06, JL13, CFGK19, CFK], the representation &, is a global (k, ¢) representation: it does
not support any Fourier coefficient along an orbit greater than or non-comparable with (k¢),
it supports a Fourier coefficient along (k¢), and all of its local components are (k,c). See
[CFGK109, § 2.2] and the references therein for more details on the global notions. Moreover,
if 7= ®! 7, as a restricted tensor product, (&), = p.(7,) for any place v of Fj.

One can readily globalize our arguments used for the proof of Theorem 2.1 to obtain a
proof of the unfolding of the global doubling integral, for all of the groups under consideration
here (and in [CFK]). At the same time, since local vanishing of Jacquet modules implies
global vanishing of the corresponding Fourier coefficients (even one local (k,¢) component
suffices for this), the proof of Theorem 2.1 also provides a proof of the global unfolding. In
addition we obtain the following corollary, which for brevity, is stated here in the symplectic
or special orthogonal cases, but the other cases are evident as well.

We use the notation and definitions of § 1.5, in the global context. Let Ky be a standard
maximal compact subgroup, in a “good position” with respect to Ty. Let f be a Kpy-finite
section of Indg((ﬁ)) (| det [*=1/2&,), whose restriction to Ky is independent of s. We regard f
as a complex-valued function.

Recall the definition (2.34) of a character ¢y, when § = (¢*), defined with respect to
0 <[ < n, which we re-denote here by ), (in the context of (2.34), | was fixed). In
particular ¢y, is in the orbit of U (V) = Y. " when ¢ is even). For k = 1, Yok 18
trivial. Then we have the Fourier coefficients of f along (Vi) ¢(ey,), defined by

f‘%k)vw(ck),l(s, x) = / f(s,vz) w(ck)vl(v) dv.

Vi (Fo)\Vi i (4)

In particular f' ¥ is the coefficient fw, &, appearing in [CFGK19, Theorem 1}, i.e.,

the composition of f with the global (k, ¢) functional on the space of £, given by a Fourier
coefficient (if ¢ is odd, this is true up to a conjugation which identifies ¢y ,, with 1&,;1).
The Eisenstein series corresponding to f is defined by

E(z;s, /)= Y, f(s,y2),  xe€H(A). (3.6)
YEP(Fo)\H (Fb)
The series is absolutely convergent for Re(s) > 0 and admits meromorphic continuation to
C. Consider the Fourier coefficient of F(z;s, f) along (U, ¢y ), given by
B )= [ Bluss o) du (37

U(Fo)\U(4)

The definitions imply that EV¥(-; s, f) is an automorphic form on G(A) x G(A).
For 0 < [ < n, let w; be the representative w chosen after the proof of Proposition 2.8

(used for the computation of (2.27)), but with d; = ... = dy_; = n — [. Using Example 2.9
we see that

0 0 0 0I5 o0

0 0 L., 0 0 0

o 0 0 0 0 0 I(xg_1)c
We="1 eIy 0 0 0 0 0 J(k=1)e+1-
0 0 0 I.,0 0
0 el 0 0 0



62 D. GOUREVITCH AND E. KAPLAN
A quick computation implies “ 1V(Ck) = "V ox), Where
. I_
W = Jge—1)errdiag(Lp—1)e+1, (EOIH l) A k—1)et1)-

Then U = “’flV(ck) X U,_; for the subgroup

Ik—1)e 0 w1 0 w2 wug
Il Uy

" J(k—1)c+l1 I._ 0
U =" (UNUp) = ! ,

if we replace w; by dg, Uy = U N*Up), and P, NU = w 'y . Denote P/ = P, N(G,G).
l (k) w; 1
Corollary 3.7. In Re(s) >0,

n

EUvu (:l?; s, f) — Z Z / fv(ck)’w(ck)»l(s, wl(”ul)uyz)@b(](u) du.

1=0 yePy, (F\(G(Fo) G(Fo)) 17 )

Proof. We can assume x = Io;.. Write the sum (3.6) over P(Fo)\H (Fy)/D(Fy)x Pr(Fo)\D(Fyp).

In a right half plane we can exchange summation and integration. Thus

EUWU (Ich; S, f) = Z Z f($> h'yu)wU(u) du.

heP(Fo)\H (Fo)/D(Fo) 7 pop\v(a) YEFR(FO)\D(Fo)

Next because u € Mg and PN"YQ = (PN"“Mg) x (PN"*U), we have

MIpaQ=""(Pn“Q)=(""PnMy) x (" PNU).

Since P, < @ and (G, G) < Mg, we deduce
P,=(P,N(G,G))x (P,NU)= P x P/,

whence we can collapse the du-integral, exchange yu — uy and take the integral inside:

EUW(Iys fy= 3 S J
he P (Eo)\H (Fo)/D(Fo) yeF} (F\(G(Fo).G(Fo)) pir( g0 (a)

Now the proof of Theorem 2.1, more specifically Propositions 2.5, 2.7-2.12, imply the
inner du-integral vanishes unless h ~ w;(?u;), 0 <1 < n. The corresponding summand is

3 / PV Y (s, wy (e Yuy Yo () du.
yEPL, (Fo)\(G(Fo),G(Fo)) 17, (a)
This completes the proof. D

Now let 71 and 7y be irreducible cuspidal automorphic representations of G(A), and ¢ and
9 be two cusp forms in the corresponding spaces. Assume G admits nontrivial unipotent
subgroups (i.e., exclude some low rank cases). Denote ‘¢o(g) = ¢2(‘g) and

(o1, 02) = / o1(9)72(9) dg.

G(Fo)\G(A)
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Then by Corollary 3.7 and Lemma 2.15, (3.7) pairs with ¢; and @9, in the sense that for
Re(s) > 0,

@1(91)L802(92)EU7w((91> 92); S, f) dgi dgs (3-8)
G(Fo)\G(A)xG(Fo)\G(A)

B / / < o1, ma(g)pa > FUE Y emn (s, dug (1, 9) ) (uo) dug dg.
G(A) Uo(A)

Indeed consider one of the summands appearing in Corollary 3.7 with [ < n. Set Uk =
wiltw) (1 3eniUR), with the notation of the proof of Proposition 2.14. The Fourier coeffi-
cient of f along (V(cr), ¥),) is left invariant under U L(A). To see this consider a second
Fourier expansion of this coefficient, along UL. All terms but the constant one vanish, be-
cause by Lemma 2.15, at the non-archimedean places v of Fy the action of UkL((Fp),) on

JV( oL ((&:)v) is trivial. Since my is cuspidal, the summand itself vanishes.
k) ¥k,

Of course (3.8) is plainly the main global identity of [CFGK19]: the left hand side is the
global doubling integral Z(s, 1, @2, f), and it is nontrivial when m; = my according to the
computations of the local integrals appearing in the Euler product on the right hand side.

One can include low rank cases, e.g., ¢ = 2 and G = SO,, by globalizing the argument from
Lemma 2.16 (the constant term of the Eisenstein series defining &, along V(1,ke—1) vanishes
when k£ > 1). The low rank arguments of Propositions 2.25 and 2.26 can be globalized using
the constant term computation of &, given by [JL16, Lemma 4.1].

The results of this section also hold in the covering case of [Kap], but to formulate them
properly one must check the validity of certain properties of the global covering, which are
the analogs of the list from § 3.1 (this was carried out in [Kap]).

APPENDIX A. VANISHING OF VECTOR-VALUED DISTRIBUTIONS ON SMOOTH MANIFOLDS,
BY AVRAHAM AIZENBUD AND DMITRY GOUREVITCH

Let a Lie group C act on a smooth manifold X. Let Z C X be a locally closed C-
invariant subset. Let F be a possibly infinite-dimensional C-equivariant bundle on X (see
§A.1.3 below for this notion). Assume that for any z € Z, and k € Z>, we have

((Fl: @ Sym*(CNZc.) ® ((Ac)le./Ac.))) = 0. (A1)
In this appendix we show that
Dy(X, F)° =0, (A.2)

under certain additional finiteness conditions, generalizing Theorem 1.4.

In §A.1 we will explain the notation of (A.1,A.2), and give the definitions of the main
notions used in this appendix, as well as some basic properties of these objects. In particular,
we use the theory of infinite-dimensional bundles developed in [KM97], define generalized
sections of such bundles, and construct pullbacks and pushforwards for such sections.

In the case when C' has finitely many orbits on Z, and the bundle is trivial, the implication
(A.1)=(A.2) is classical, see [Brub6]. In [CS] a cohomological version of the implication is
proven, in a semi-algebraic setting and assuming finitely many orbits. In [AG13] a similar
implication is proven in the semi-algebraic setting, with F finite-dimensional. In [KV96]
several special cases of the implication are proven, in particular the case in which F has the
form £ ® V', where £ is finite-dimensional and V' is a fixed representation in a Fréchet space,
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and the action of C' on X, £ and F can be extended to an action of a group G that includes
C as a normal subgroup, preserves Z and acts on it with finitely many orbits, each orbit
locally closed.

We prove that (A.1)=-(A.2) in a similar generality, but with two essential differences.
First, we allow £ to be a general Fréchet bundle (which makes V' obsolete). Second, we
allow to twist the action by an additional C-equivariant line bundle L on which the C-action
does not necessarily extend to G. However, we put an additional finiteness condition on the
pullbacks of L under the action of G on X. The twist by a line bundle L is crucial for our
application. We use both the result and the method of [KV96] in our proof.

We do not know whether the vanishing (A.1) implies the vanishing (A.2) in general. This
is probably a very difficult analytic question.

Structure of our proof. Let us first describe the finiteness condition we require. For
any z € Z denote by C, and G, the stabilizers of z in C' and G respectively. Let L. denote
the character of C, defined by L. For any g € GG denote by L? the character of C, given by
LI(c) := Ly.(gcg™). We require that for any z € Z, the set {L?]g € G} is a finite union of
locally-closed orbits of G..

We first solve the case in which G acts trivially on X, and £ is constant as a G-equivariant
bundle. For this case we remove the assumption that Z lies in a finite union of G-orbits.
Localizing the problem, we assume X to be R", and let it act on itself by translations, and
on & trivially. We translate the problem to a problem on X x C-equivariant distributions on
X x C¢, where C¢ denotes the set of all (continuous) characters of C'. In this new problem,
the X x C-equivariant structure on the line bundle extends to an action of X x G, and thus
the space of equivariant distributions vanishes by [KV96].

The next case we resolve is when G acts transitively on X. Then we have X = G/H. We
construct a bundle F; on X; := C'\G such that the space of C-invariant F-distributions on
X is isomorphic to the space of H-invariant Fi-distributions on X;. We show that already
the space of H N C-invariant distributions vanishes, using the previous case. The argument
here is somewhat similar to the argument in [KV96]. However, it is complicated by the
presence of the line bundle L, and by F not being constant.

The next case we treat is the case of Z being a single G-orbit. As in [KV96], it reduces
to the previous one using the transverse symbol of distributions.

Finally, we prove the general case by induction on the number of G-orbits on Z.

Acknowledgements. We thank Alexander Shamov for fruitful discussions. We were
partially supported by ISF grant number 249/17.

A.1. Preliminaries.

A.1.1. Topological vector spaces. All topological vector spaces considered in this appendix
will be complete, Hausdorff, and locally convex. For such a space V, V* will denote the
strong dual, and for two spaces V and W, V@W will denote the completed projective
tensor product (this is the same tensor product denoted ® in the body of the paper, for
convenience). The projective topology on VW is generated by the family of seminorms
which are the largest cross-norms corresponding to pairs of generating semi-norms on V' and
W, see [Tre67, §43]. In particular, if V' and W are Fréchet spaces, then so is Vew. v
(or W) is nuclear then the projective tensor product is naturally isomorphic to the injective
one, see [Tre67, Theorem 50.1]. This is the case in all our theorems. The tensor product of
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nuclear spaces is nuclear. A Fréchet space is nuclear if and only if its dual space is. For more
information on nuclear spaces we refer the reader to [Tre67, §50] or [CHMO00, Appendix A].

A.1.2. General topology. We will use the following elementary lemma.

Lemma A.1. Let X be a topological space, and let {X;}¥_| be disjoint locally closed subsets
such that X = Ule X;. Then there exists i such that the interior of X; is non-empty.

Corollary A.2. Let a topological group G act continuously on a topological space X with
finitely many locally closed orbits. Then one of the orbits is open.

A.1.3. Infinite-dimensional smooth bundles over smooth manifolds. We will use the results
and terminology from [KM97], which considers infinite-dimensional smooth manifolds and
bundles over them. In our case the base manifolds will be finite-dimensional, but we will
consider infinite-dimensional bundles. All the vector spaces we consider are complete, thus
sequentially complete, and thus ¢>-complete, see [KM97, Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 2.14].
Therefore all the results of [KM97] are applicable to them. We use the notion of infinite-
dimensional vector bundles and their spaces of smooth sections and spaces of compactly
supported sections, see [KM97, §§29, 30].

Let X be a smooth manifold and £ be a vector bundle over X, possibly infinite-dimensional.
We define the space of E-distributions D’'(X, £) to be the continuous dual space C°(X, E)*
equipped with the strong topology. For a closed subset Z C X, we denote by D, (X,&) C
D'(X, ) the subspace of distributions supported on Z. For a locally closed subset Z C X,
we denote

D, (X, E) :=DZ(U,E), where U := X \ (Z\ Z). (A3

By [Gro55, 11.§3.3], if £ is a trivial bundle with Fréchet fiber V| then C*(X,&) =
C=(X)RV.

For any smooth map v : Y — X and a bundle £ over X, the pullback bundle v*£ over Y
is defined in [KM97, 29.6]. For a smooth section f of & we denote the corresponding section
of v*€ by v*f.

We define '€ 1= v*€ ® Dy ® Dy'. In the case v is a submersion and £ has Fréchet fibers,
we can also define v, : C°(Y, ' €) — (X, £) in the following way. For a trivial bundle £
with Fréchet fiber V', we use the identification

C=(X,E) = CX(X,V) = C=(X)RV,
and the classical pushforward v, : C®(Y, Dy ® v*Dy') — C®(X). For a locally trivial
bundle we use the partition of unity to trivialize £.

We denote the map dual to v, : C2(Y, /') — C*(X, &) by

v D(X,E) = DY, VE).

If Z is a smooth submanifold regularly embedded in X, and V' is a Fréchet space, then
for any € € Dz(X,V) and z € X, [KV96, §2] defines a transversal degree d € Z>o and a
transverse symbol 04(§) € V* ® Symd(NfZ), where Sym? denotes symmetric power, N,
denotes the normal space to Z in X at z, and C’Nfz = (Nfz)* is the conormal bundle.

Denote by D’ng(X , V) the space of distributions that have transversal degree at most d for
any z € Z. By [KV96, Theorem 2.1], 04 defines a natural embedding

04 : DX, V) /DX, V) < DX,V @ Sym(CNZY,)) .
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Using partition of unity, this construction extends to any bundle £ with Fréchet fibers.

Let a Lie group GG act on X, let a : G x X — X denote the action map and p: Gx X — X
denote the projection. A G-equivariant bundle £ on X is a bundle £ on X together with an
isomorphism a*& ~ p*& satisfying the usual cocycle condition. Note that this structure also
defines an isomorphism a'€ ~ p'€. Note also that the dual of an equivariant bundle has a
canonical equivariant structure.

We denote by Ag the modular function of G.

We define a smooth representation of G' to be a G-equivariant bundle on a point. Note
that a smooth Fréchet representation of moderate growth is also a smooth representation
according to this definition.

Note that if G is a Lie group, X is a G-manifold, p : X — Y is a G-invariant map (i.e.
p(gz) = p()), and F is a bundle on Y, then p'F has a natural G-equivariant structure.

Lemma A.3. Let G be a Lie group, Y be a smooth manifold, and p : X — Y be a G-
principal space over Y. Let £ be a G-equivariant bundle on X. Then there exists a natural

bundle F over'Y and an isomorphism of G-equivariant bundles p'F = € such that p* defines
an isomorphism D'(Y,F) 2 D'(X, &)“.

The proof is standard, but we will include it here since our bundles are infinite-dimensional.
We will need the following notation and lemmas.

Notation A.4. For any continuous representation A of G, denote A(G) := Span{v—gv|g €

G, v e A}, and Ag .= AJA(G).

Lemma A.5. Let A be a continuous representation of G, and B be a nuclear space. Let
G act on ARB by acting on A. Then the natural map o : (Ac®B)* — ((A®B)*)Y is an
1somorphism.

Proof. We have (Ag®B)* = Bil(Ag, B) and (A®B)*) = Bil(A, B), where Bil(A, B) denotes
the space of continuous bilinear maps A x B — C (see e.g. [Tre67, Ch. 41]). The map « is
defined by the map o' : Bil(Ag, B) — Bil(A, B)¢ which in turn is given by the projection
pr: Ax B — Ag x B. Since pr is onto, ' is injective. To show that o' is onto, choose
w € Bil(A4, B)“. Since the left kernel of w includes A(G), w factors through a bilinear map
W' Ag x B— C. Since pr: A x B — Ag x B is open and surjective, w’ is continuous. [

Lemma A.6. Let G be a Lie group, andY be a smooth manifold. Let G act on'Y X G by left
shifts on G, and let p : Y x G — Y denote the projection. Then p, defines an isomorphism
of topological vector spaces

CE(Y x G, Dg)a = C2(Y)

Proof. Denote by C*(Y x G, D¢)o the kernel of p,. Let us first show that
CR(Y x G,Dg)(G) =C(Y x G, Dg)o - (A4)

Since p, is a G-invariant morphism, the inclusion C follows. For the other inclusion, let

f € CX(Y x G, Dg)o, and approximate it by a sequence f7 of the form f/ =377, ¢/ ® hl,

with ¢/ € C=(Y) and h] € C=(G,Dg). Fix p € CX(G,Dg) with [,p = 1 and let
FI = fI —p.(f) ® p. Then we have

i i (Z (/#) q;'> @pzém (12 ([ 1) 0) € cxvy @ C2(6. D

i=1
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where C°(G, Dg)o denotes smooth compactly supported measures on G with zero integral.
By [BW83, Theorem 1] we have

Cso(Ga DG)O = CSO(G> DG)(G) )

and thus FV € C*(Y x G,Dg)(G). Now, since p.(f) = 0, we have p,(f’) — 0, thus
Fi— 7 — 0, and thus FV — f. Thus f € C(Y x G, Dg)(G) and (A.4) holds. This shows
that p. defines a continuous linear isomorphism between C°(Y x G, Dg)¢ and C(Y). To
see that its inverse is continuous, it is enough to construct a continuous section of p,. One
such section is given by f +— f ® p. O

Proof of Lemma A.3.

(1) Case 1: X =Y x G.

Leti:Y — X be defined by i(y) := (y,1) and F := i'6. The isomorphism p'F = &
is given by the G-equivariant structure of £. By partition of unity, we can assume
that F is a constant bundle and denote its fiber by V. We have to show that p*
defines an isomorphism D'(Y, V) 2 D'(Y x G,V @ Dg 1), where D¢ is the fiber of
the bundle Dg at 1. By Lemma A.6 we have

CEO(Y X G, DG,l)G = CSO(Y)
Now, the map p* decomposes as
DY, V) = (CZ(V, V) = (CZ(V)BV)" = (CX(Y x G, Dg1)e@V)" =
>~ ((C2(Y x G,Dg1)®V)) 2 (C2(Y x G,V ® Dg1)* )¢ =D'(Y x G,V & Dg,)°.
(2) The general case.

Note that if there exists F and an isomorphism v : p'F = &£ of G-equivariant
bundles then such F and v are unique, in the sense that for any other such pair
(F', V) there exists an isomorphism g : F = F' such that v = 1/ o p'(u), and such
that p is unique. Thus it is enough to construct F locally, which is done in Case 1.

Now, p* : D'(Y,F) = D'(X, €)% is an isomorphism by partition of unity and Case
1. 0

A.2. Distribution vanishing theorems and their proofs.

Theorem A.7. Let X be a smooth manifold and Z C X be a locally closed subset. Let C
be a Lie group with finitely many connected components. Let C' act trivially on X. Let L be
a C-equivariant line bundle on X. Let H be a Lie group with a smooth action on C. For
any z € Z let L, denote the character by which C' acts on the fiber L|,. Let ac denote the
manifold of all characters of C. Assume that the set {L,|z € Z} lies in a finite union of
locally closed H -orbits in ac- Let V' be a smooth representation of H x C' in a Fréchet space.
Assume that for any z € Z we have ((V ® L|,)*)° = 0. Then

D,(X,V ® L) =0.

Proof. By partition of unity, we may assume that L is trivial as a line bundle, that X = R"
and Z is compact. Let Ly denote the natural C-equivariant line bundle on ac. There exists
a unique smooth map ¢ : X — Ct such that L & *(Lg). Define I' C Z X Cc C X x Ce
to be the graph of the restriction v|z. Let L := Cy ® Ly. Tt is enough to show that
Dp(X x Ce, V@ L)C = 0.



68 D. GOUREVITCH AND E. KAPLAN

Assume the contrary. Let 0 # & € Di(X x Ce,V @ L)°. Let G := X x H x C act on
X X 6’((: by
(ZL’, h, C) (y> X) = ([L’ +Y,xo° a(h_l))
where a(h) denotes the action of H on C. Define a structure of a G-equivariant bundle on
L through the action on the total space by

(z, b, ) (y, x, @) = (z +y,x 0a(h™"), x(c)a).
Define a representation of G on V' by letting X act trivially. By the conditions, Supp(¢)
lies in the union of finitely many locally closed G-orbits on X x C¢. By Corollary A.2, for
one of those orbits O, the intersection O N Supp(§) is open and non-empty in Supp(§). Let

x € ONSupp(&). There exists a cutoff function p such that z € Supp(p€) C O. This leads
to a contradiction since by [KV96, Theorem 3.15(i)], p§ = 0. O

By partition of unity, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary A.8. Let X, Z,C, H, and L be as in Theorem A.7. Let Hx C act trivially on X,
and let € be a locally constant H x C'-equivariant bundle on X, i.e. an equivariant bundle
that is locally given by a single representation of H x C'. Assume that for any z € Z we have
((E® L)],)")Y =0. Then

D, (X, V& L)Y =0.

We will need the following corollary of Lemma A.3.

Corollary A.9. Let G be a Lie group and Hy, Hy be closed Lie subgroups. Consider the
two-sided action of Hy X Hy on G, and let £ be an Hy; X Hs-equivariant bundle on G. Let
p : G — G/Hy denote the natural projection. Then there exists a natural Hy-equivariant
bundle F on G/Hy and a natural isomorphism p'F = € such that p* defines an isomorphism

D'(G/H,, F)*' = D'(qG, &)1 *Hz,

Corollary A.10. Let G be a Lie group and Hy, Hy be closed Lie subgroups. Let Fy be an
Hy-equivariant bundle on G/Hy. Let py : G — H1\G and py : G — G/ Hy denote the natural
projections.

Then there ezists a natural Hy-equivariant bundle Fo on H{\G such that pll]:g = p’z]-"l as
H, x Hs-equivariant bundles, and

D'(G/Hy, F1)™ = D'(H\G, F2)"™.

Notation A.11. Let a Lie group G act on a smooth manifold X. Let C' C G be a subgroup.
Let L be a C-equivariant line bundle on X. Then for any x € X and g € G we define a
character LI : C, — C* by letting LI(c) be the scalar by which gcg™ acts on the fiber Ly, .

Definition A.12. Let a Lie group C act on a smooth manifold X. Let F be a C-equivariant
Fréchet bundle over X. Let Z C X be a locally closed C-invariant subset. We call the
quadruple (C, X, Z, F) convenient if there exist

a) A Lie group G D C acting smoothly on X extending the action of C,
b) A G-equivariant Fréchet bundle & on X,
c¢) and a C-equivariant line bundle L on X,

such that the following holds:
i) F=2E®L as a C-equivariant bundle.
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ii) C' is a normal subgroup of G.

—

i) For any z € Z, the collection {L% € (C.)c | g € G} lies in a finite union of locally closed
G ,-orbits.
i) Z is contained in a union of finitely many locally closed G orbits.

Theorem A.13. Let (C, X, Z, F) be a convenient quadruple. Suppose that for any z € Z
and any k > 0 we have

(F1z ® Sym"(NZ. .) ® (Ag)le. ® Ac.,)™ =0. (A.5)

Then Dy (X, F)¢ = 0.

Proof. We divide the proof into several cases.

(1)

G acts transitively on X.

Fix g € X and let v : G — X be the corresponding action map. Let G’ := X; :=
C\G. By Corollary A.10, there exists a G -equivariant bundle F; on X; such that
D'(X,F)¢ = D'(Xy, F,)%0 and v'F = p'F|, where p : G — X is the projection.
We construct bundles & and L; on X; in a similar way, and have F; = & ® L.

Let H, := G, and C; := H;NC. Then it is enough to show that D’(X;, F;)¢* = 0.
We deduce this from Corollary A.8. For this we need to show that

(a) & is locally constant as a Ci-equivariant bundle.
) The action of C on the fibers of & extends to Hj.

(b
(c) The set {(L1). |z € X1} lies in a finite union of locally closed H;-orbits in (C1).
(d) For any z € X, we have (((£; ® L;)[.)*)“* = 0.

Proof of (a). It is enough to show that & = & ® D! is locally constant as a
Ci-equivariant bundle. Since p locally has a section, it is enough to show that p*(&])
is constant as an Hi-equivariant bundle with respect to the action of H; on G by
right multiplications. We have p*(£]) = v*(£'), where & = £ ® Dy'. This gives
a structure of a G x Hj-equivariant bundle on p*(€]) with respect to the two-sided
action. This implies that p*(€]) is constant as an Hj-equivariant bundle.

Proof of (b). The fiber of & at [1] is isomorphic to €|, ® Am,|c, ® AZ' e, as a
representation of C;. Since C' is normal in G, we have Ac = Agl|e, and thus the
representation £,y ® A, |, ® AZ' e, extends to Hy.

Proof of (¢). L satisfies condition iii) of Definition A.12. Thus so does L' :=
L ® Dy', since the action of C' on Dy' can be extended to G. It is enough to show
(c) with L; replaced by L} := L ® Dy,. Now, we have p*(L}) = v*(L'). Thus for any
g € G we have (L')J = (L))} and thus

(L), € Cely e X1} ={(L,,)" € Cc|g € G}.

Statement (d) follows from (A.5) by a straightforward computation.

Z lies in a single closed G-orbit O.

Suppose by way of contradiction that there exists 0 # ¢ € D (X, F)¢ and let
z € Supp(§). Let d be the transversal degree of £ to O at z. Let X; := {p €
O] deg, »(§) = d}. Consider

Ud(£>|X1 e D/ZﬂXl (Xl?f@ Symd(CN))(gl)>C
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By the previous case we obtain 4(£) = 0 - contradiction!

(3) The General case.

We prove this step by induction on the number n of orbits of G in GZ. When

n = 0, Z is empty and the statement is obvious. For n > 1, Corollary A.2 implies
that there exists an open orbit O C Z. Let Z/:= Z\ O, X' := X \ Z'. Then we have
the exact sequence

0 — D, (X, F)° = D,(X,F) — DX, F)°.

We have D), (X', F)¢ = 0 by the previous case, and D), (X, F)¢ = 0 by the induction
hypothesis. 0

Remark A.14. Substituting for £ the constant bundle with fiber V' and for L a constant
line bundle, we obtain Theorem 1.4.
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