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ON THE GAN-GROSS-PRASAD PROBLEM FOR FINITE CLASSICAL
GROUPS

ZHICHENG WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem for finite classical groups. Our
results provide complete answers for unipotent representations, and we obtain the explicit branching
laws for these representations. Moreover, for arbitrary representations, we give a formula to reduce
the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem to the restriction problem of Deligne-Lusztig characters.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Fq be an algebraic closure of a finite field IF,, which is of characteristic p > 2. Consider a
connected reductive algebraic group G defined over [, with Frobenius map F'. Let Z be the center
of G¥'. We will assume that ¢ is large enough such that the main theorem in [S2] holds, namely
assume that

e TF/Z has at least two Weyl group orbits of regular characters, for every F-stable maximal
torus 1" of G.

Let H be a subgroup of G. Let 7 (resp. o) be a representation of GI" (resp. HF'). We write

(m,0)yr = dimHompyr (7, o).

In this paper, we focus on Gan-Gross-Prasad problem for orthogonal and symplectic groups over
finite fields. Let V' be an Fg-vector space endowed with a nondegenerate bilinear form (,) with
sign €, i.e. (v,w) = e(w,v) for any v,w € V. Moreover, suppose that W C V is a non-degenerate
subspace satisfying:

o - (—1)dmWVE =
e W is a split space.

9

According to whether n —m is odd or even, Gan-Gross-Prasad problem is called the Bessel case or
Fourier-Jacobi case.

1.1. Bessel case. We first consider the Bessel case. Let V,, be an n-dimensional space over F, with
a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form (,), which defines the special orthogonal group SO(V},).
We will consider various pairs of symmetric spaces V,, D V,,_o and the following partitions of n,

p,=[20+1,1"71, 0<t<n/2
Assume that V,, has a decomposition
V=X + Vn—2€+X\/
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where X + XV = VnL_% is a polarization. Let {e1,...,es} be a basis of X, {€],...,¢,} be the dual
basis of XV, and let X; = Span]Fq{el,...,ei}, 1 =1,...,¢. Let P be the parabolic subgroup of
SO(V,,) stabilizing the flag

X1 C---C Xy,

so that its Levi component is M = GL{ x SO(V,,_s). Its unipotent radical can be written in the
form

oy x
NE@ =Sn=|0 L9 v |:2€Ua,,
0 0 z*

where the superscript * denotes the transpose inverse, and Ug,, is the subgroup of unipotent upper
triangular matrices of GLy. Fix a nontrivial additive character ¢ of F,. Pick up an anisotropic
vector vy € V,,_op and define a generic character 1[)1,(71,0 of Nf”z (F,) by

/-1

Up, 0 (n) =1 (Z Zii+1 + (yz,’uo)> , n€ Ny (Fy),

i=1
where yy is the last row of y. The identity component of the stabilizer of ¢Be’”0 in M(F,) is the
special orthogonal group SO(W), where W is the orthogonal complement of vy in V,,_o,. Put
(1.1) H =S0(W) x Nﬂe’ v= ¢Be’”0‘

Let m and 7" be two irreducible cuspidal representations of SO(V;,) and SO(W) respectively. The
Gan-Gross-Prasad problem is concerned with the multiplicity:

(1.2) m(m,7') ;= dim Homy g ) (7, 7' @ v).

Note that m(mr, ') depends on the choice of vg. Let @ be the quadratic form associated to ().
Pick up two anisotropic vectors vg, v, € V;,_g¢ such that Q(vy)/Q(v() is a non-square in F,. The
identity component of the stabilizer of wpzv”(’) in M(F,) is the special orthogonal group SO(W’) of the

orthogonal complement W’ of v, in V,,_gp. If n—2¢ is even, then SO(W) = SO(W'), but the groups
SO(W), SO(W') are not conjugate in SO(V,,_9¢). If n — 2¢ is odd, then there are two choices of
anisotropic vectors v, v, € V,,_9¢ such that W is split but W’ not. Thus we get SO(W) 2 SO(W”)
in this case. In general, we have

(1.3) disc V = (=1)""1- Q(vp) - disc W,

where both sides are regarded as square classes in Fy/ (IFqX)2 >~ {+1}. Here the discriminant is
normalized by

disc V = (—1)"" "D/ 2 det V € F) /(F})?,
such that when dim V' is even, disc V' = +1 if and only if SO(V) is split.

The above discussions are valid for full orthogonal groups as well. In this paper, we will focus
on the full orthogonal groups case. If dimV — dimW = 1, then

(1.4) m(m, ') = (m, 7T/>G(W).

We call the above multiplicity the basic case for Bessel case.
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1.2. Fourier-Jacobi case. We next turn to the Fourier-Jacobi case. Let W5, be a symplectic
space of dimension 2n over F,, which gives the symplectic group Sp,,(F,). Consider pairs of
symplectic spaces Wa,, D Ws,,_op and partitions

BRI, 0<esn

We use similar notations for various subspaces and subgroups as in the Bessel case. Note that if
we let P, be the parabolic subgroup of Sp,,, stabilizing X, and let N, be its unipotent radical,
then N, = Uqr, X N¢. Let wy be the Weil representation (see [Ger]) of Spyg,_g)(Fg) X Hon—2
depending on v, where Ho,_os is the Heisenberg group of Wy, 9. Roughly speaking, there is a
natural homomorphism Ny(F,) — Ha,_9¢ invariant under the conjugation action of Ugqt, (F,) on
N¢(Fy), which enables us to view wy, as a representation of Spy(,_p (Fq) x Ny, (F,). Let 1), be the

character of Ugr, (F,) given by

/-1
1/’[(2’) = w (Z Zi,i-i—l) , R € UGLK(Fq)'
i=1

For the Fourier-Jacobi case, put

(1.5) H = Spyey X Np,, V= wy @Yy

Similar to the Bessel case, the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem is concerned with the multiplicity:
(1.6) my(m, ') := dimHom g, (7, 7' @ v).

If £ =0, then

(1.7) my(m, ') = (1 @y, ™))

We call the above multiplicity the basic case for Fourier-Jacobi case.

In the p-adic case, the local Gan-Gross-Prasad conjecture [GP1, GP2, GGP1] provides explicit
answers. To be a little more precise, let G be a classical group defined over a local field and =
belongs to a generic Vogan L-packet. The multiplicity one property holds for this situation, namely

m(m, o) (resp. my(m, o)) <1,

and the invariants attached to 7 and o that detect the multiplicity m(m, o) is the local root number
associated to their Langlands parameters. In the p-adic case, the local Gan-Gross-Prasad conjecture
has been resolved by J.-L. Waldspurger and C. Mceglin and J.-L. Waldspurger [W2, W3, W4, MW]
for orthogonal groups, by R. Beuzart-Plessis [BP1, BP2] and W. T. Gan and A. Ichino [GI] for
unitary groups, and by H. Atobe [Ato] for symplectic-metaplectic groups. On the other hand, D.
Jiang and L. Zhang [JZ1] study the local descents for p-adic orthogonal groups, whose results can
be viewed as a refinement of the local Gan-Gross-Prasad conjecture, and the descent method has
important applications towards the global problem (see [JZ2]).

There are also some multiplicity one results over finite fields, proved via known multiplicity one
result for local field. However, we can not get the the multiplicity one in the Gan-Gross-Prasad
problem for arbitrary representations directly in this way. In previous works [LW2, LW3, LW4], we
have studied the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem of unipotent representations of finite unitary groups
and the descent problem of unipotent cuspidal representations of finite orthogonal groups and
finite symplectic groups. In this paper, we generalize our previous results and our main tool is
the theta correspondence over finite fields. To apply the theta correspondence, we first show that
the parabolic induction preserves the multiplicity (1.2) and (1.6), and thereby make a reduction to
the basic case as follows. For the Bessel case, let [ = ”HT_m, and let P be an F-stable maximal
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parabolic subgroup of O(V;,+1) with Levi factor GL; x O(W). There exists a cuspidal representation
T satisfying some technical conditions such that

(1.8) m(m,0) = (r, I (1 ® o)) o)

where IS(V”“)(T ® o) is the parabolic induction. For Fourier-Jacobi case, let [ = n —m, and let P

be an F-stable maximal parabolic subgroup of Sp,, with Levi factor GL; x Sps,,,. There exists a
cuspidal representation 7 as before such that

S
(1.9) my(m,0) = (7, [27" (T @ 0) @ W) sp,. (E,)

where Ifjp% (T ® o) is the parabolic induction. Then we compute the right side of (1.8) and (1.9)

by the standard arguments of theta correspondence and see-saw dual pairs, which are used in the
proof of local Gan-Gross-Prasad conjecture (see [GI, Ato]). We can conclude that each cases can
be reduced to the multiplicity (1.4).

For an F-stable maximal torus T of G and a character 6 of TT, let RC(F; ¢ be the virtual character

of G defined by P. Deligne and G. Lusztig in [DL]. We say a complex irreducible representation
is uniform if it is a linear combination of the Deligne-Lusztig characters. In [R], Reeder consider
the multiplicity (1.4) for Deligne-Lusztig characters on the special orthogonal groups, and he gives
a explicit formula. In other words, if both 7 and o are uniform, then (1.4) can be calculated by
Reeder’s formula.

Our main result is to give a formula to reduce the the multiplicity in above three problems
to the uniform case. Although in general, explicit calculation with Reeder’s formula is still quite
involved, we can give some explicit results for some interesting cases. For example, we can give the
multiplicity one for unipotent representations, and have branching laws for these representations.

1.3. Classification of the irreducible representations of finite orthogonal groups and
finite symplectic groups. Let G be a reductive group defined over F,, and let £(G) = Irr(GF)
be the set of irreducible representations of G'. Let P be an F-stable parabolic subgroup of G with
Levi decomposition P = LV. We focus on classical groups. Assume that the Levi subgroup L is
of the form GL,, x G’ where G’ is a classical group with the same type of G. For any irreducible
cuspidal representation o € £(G’), let

E(G,o)={m¢€ €(G)|(7T,IgLnX(;,(p® 0))qr # 0 for some p € E(GL,)}.
It is easily seen that for every irreducible m € £(G), there exists exactly one of pair (G, o) such
that 7 € £(G, 0).

Let G* be the dual group of G. We still denote the Frobenius endomorphism of G* by F'. Then
there is a natural bijection between the set of G¥-conjugacy classes of (T',6) and the set of G*¥'-
conjugacy classes of (T*,s) where T* is a F-stable maximal torus in G* and s € T*F. We will also
denote R%e by R%’s if (T,6) corresponds to (T*,s). For a semisimple element s € G*F', define
Lusztig series as follows:

E(G,s) ={m € &(G) : (m, R%78> # 0 for some T containing s}.
And
@) =][&G, s
(s)

where (s) runs over the conjugacy classes of semisimple elements. Moreover, there is a bijection

Ls:E(G,s) — E(Ca=(s),1),
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extended by linearity to a map between virtual characters satisfying that
Cax
ﬁs(f‘:GRg*,s) = €CG* (S)RT*GJ(S).
In particular, Lusztig correspondence sends cuspidal representations to cuspidal representations
and sends uniform representations to uniform representations. We say an irreducible representation
7 € £(G, s) is unipotent (resp. quadratic unipotent) if s = 1 (resp. s? = 1).

Let G be a symplectic group or orthogonal group. We have a modified Lusztig corespondence
with three groups GV (s), G®(s) and G®)(s) (c.f. [P4] and section 3.3 for details). Our notation is
slightly different from that of [P4]: the group G (s) always associates with eigenvalue 1. Let £, be
the modified Lusztig corespondence defined in Subsection 3.2. The modified Lusztig corespondence
is equal to the Lusztig correspondence if GG is an orthogonal group. We have

L E(G,s) {S(G(l)(s) x GP(s) x GO)(s),1) x {+} if G is odd orthogonal;
L E(G,s) =

E(GY (s) x G (s) x GB)(s),1) otherwise.
where
° G(l)(s) is a product of general linear groups and unitary groups;
o If G = Oy, 1, then GP)(s) and G®)(s) are symplectic groups.
o If G = O;tl, then G (s) and G (s) are even orthogonal groups.
o If G = Spyy, then G (s) is a symplectic group and G (s) is an even orthogonal group.

We now review some results on the classification of the irreducible unipotent representations by
Lusztig in [L1, L2, L3]. We follow the notation of [P3], which is slightly different from that of [L1].

a1,a2, " ,m
A — bl ) bl 1 .
<b17b27“'7bm2>
We always assume that a; > a;11 and b; > b;11. Let

2
rank(A) = Z a; + Z b; — {(%) J ’

a; €A b;eB
def(A) = | 4] — |BI.

A symbol is an array of the form

Note that the definition of def(A) differs from that of [L1, p.133]. For a symbol A = <g>, let

A* (resp. A,) denote the first row (resp. second row) of A, and let A! = <ﬁ> It is clear that

rank(A?) = rank(A) and def(A?) = —def(A). Then Lusztig gives a bijection between the unipotent
representations of these groups to equivalence classes of symbols as follow:

E(Spay, 1) S, = {Afrank(A) = n,def(A) = 1 (mod 4) };
E(O2p41,1) Sn x {£}

£(03,,1) — S,f == {Alrank(A) = n,def(A) =0 (mod 4)};
£(0;,,1) S, = {AJrank(A) = n,def(A) = 2 (mod 4)}.

If G is an even (resp. odd) orthogonal group, it is known that mx: = sgn-mp (resp. ma . = sgn-ma )
where mp (resp. mA ) means the irreducible representation parametrized by A (resp. (A,€)) and
sgn denotes the sign character. Here we distinguish 7a 4+ by decreeing that my +(—1) = +Id.
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Let 7 be an irreducible representation of Sp,, (F,), 05, (F,) or Og,+1(F,). Suppose that
L) =7W 01® @r® = pory @mpr, (resp. pR T @ TA D €).

where £ is the modified Lusztig correspondence. Then we denote 7 by 7, A ar (resp. mpaar,e). If
G (s) is trivial, then we denote 7, 5 o by 7_ A os. Similar notation applies for G*)(s) and G (s).
If # = 7, _ _, then we denote it briefly by 7,. If 7 = m_ s _ (resp. m_ A — ), then it is unipotent
and ™ = 7wy (resp. ma ).

It is worth pointing out that there is not a canonical choice of modified Lusztig correspon-
dences. If we fix a choice of modified Lusztig correspondences for every Lusztig series, then we fix
a parametrization of irreducible representations. For any 7 € £(G), let

Lo(m) = Li(r) if 7 € E(G, s).

From now on, for every G, we fix a choice of L, satisfying some technical conditions in Subsection
4.4 , and parameterize irreducible representations by this £j,. We emphasize that our result does
not depend the choice of L.

According to Lusztig’s results [L1], let TSPor(est)® TSOak(ht1) 1 and TSOS be the unique unipotent
cuspidal representations of the corresponding groups It follows easily that there are two irreducible
unipotent cuspidal representations 7 and 7’ of Osz( ) (resp. Oop(pr1)41(Fy)), and 7 = sgn - 7.
Moreover, if mp (resp. ma ) is a unipotent cuspidal representation, then we have

|def(g\)| , ifmp € S(Sp2k(k+1))5
k= ity e (Ozk(k+1)+1);
|def2(A)|7 if mp € 5(02k2)

(c.f. [P3, section 3| for details).

Let m, A a7 (resp. mya a) be an irreducible representation of Sp,,, (IF,), O (Fq) or Ogn+1(Fq)
)

Assume that A and A’ correspond to unipotent cuspidal representations of G ( ) and GG s),
respectively. Let

% if A €S,
k =
dez(A) if A eSE.
and )
7|def(A2)| —L N es
/
deféA ) it A €Sk

For abbreviation, we write 7, 5 (resp. 7,k ) instead of m, A ar (resp. 7y a7 ). We emphasize
that 7,5, (resp. 7,k ) is not necessarily cuspidal.

1.4. The main result. As is standard, denote by SOf, and Of,, ¢ = &£, the (special) orthogonal
groups of an n -dimensional quadratic space with discr1m1nant elelFy/ (IFqX)Q. For convenience,
by abuse of notation we also write ¢ = ¢ 1 for the sign of the corresponding discriminant. Denote
by e€_1 the square class of —1.

Fix a character 1 of Fy. For the dual pair (Sps,,, O5,/), we write w;, , for the restriction of wsp,
to Spy, (Fy) x O5,,(F,). Similar notation applies for (Spgn, 08 41)- When the context of dual pairs
is clear, abbreviate by @;,n’ the theta lifting from G,, to G/,
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By abuse of notation, for 7 = m, € £(Spy,) and 7’ = 7,y € £(Spy,,), we write

/ f > .
mof, ) = | melm )0z m
my (', 7), ifn<m.

For n = m, by Proposition 7.8, it is well defined. If n =0 (resp. m = 0), then we set

1, if 7’ (resp. ) is regular (see subsection 3.3);
o) (esp. (=) = { o7 B e m) B reslar )

Similarly, for 7 € £(0¢,) and 7’ € £(0O¢,), we write

m(r, ) = m(m,7'), ifn>m;
TT)=\ mx,7), ifn<m

and for n =0 (resp. m = 0), we set

1, if «/ (resp. ) is regular (see subsection 3.3);
m(=, ") (resp. m(r, =) :{ 0 other(wiss. ) ° ( )

For a pair of irreducible representations (m, 7'), whether the multiplicity (1.2) and (1.6) vanishes
depends on the behavior of the pair in the see-saw. For instance, let m and sgn - be two unipotent
cuspidal representations of O;(Fq). By [LW1, Theorem 3.12], there exists a representation my €
{m,sgn - w} such that @;1(710) = m; where 7 is a cuspidal representation of Spy(F,). Let 7’ €
E (OI, s) where s has no eigenvalues +1. Then by Theoren 5.2, the first occurrence index of 7’ is
2, and @; (1) = 7] where 7} is an irreducible representation of Sp,(FF,). Consider the see-saw
diagram

Spy X Spy o7
Sp, Of x OF

We have
m(mo, ') = (70, 7)ot (r,) < (O12(m1), ™)t g,y = (71,031 () @ W )sp,ar,) = 0.

So we need to pick some good pairs of representations such that the situation does not happen.
We call these pairs of irreducible representations of orthogonal groups (resp. symplectic groups)
strongly relevant (resp. (v, €_1)-strongly relevant). See subsection 6.3 for the explicitly definition
of strongly relevant pair.

Our first main result is the following.
Theorem 1.1. Assume that q is large enough such that the main theorem in [S2] holds.

(1) Let n > m. Let m,pn € E(Spgy,), and let my oy be an irreducible representation of and
Spom (Fq). Then

M (Tp, T ) Af (Tp ey T 1) 05 (1, €-1)-strongly relevant;
M (T ke T/ k! 1) :{ 0 v otheﬁwz’se ’

where m. (7, 7,) does not depend on 1.
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(ii) Let 7y p ke be an irreducible representation of OS5, 1(F,), and let 7y 3 pr be an irreducible
representation of and O%, (F,). Then

My (T, 7)) if (T 0, T e wt) 48 Strongly relevant;
m(ﬂ'p Bk Tl h’) — 111( py TTp ) f ( p,h,'k,s y o' K \h ) gty s
M W 0 otherwise

where , and 7,y are representations of symplectic groups, and my (7, 7,y) is the same one in (7).

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 does not depend on the choice of modified Lusztig correspondences. In
fact, the parametrization of irreducible representations is not involved in the definition of strongly
relevant pair (resp. (1, €e_1)-strongly relevant pair). And for two different choices of modified
Lusztig correspondences, 7, and 7, will not change.

Note that 7, and 7, are uniform and the theta lifting of them are very simple (see Theorem 5.2
and Theorem 5.3). So we can reduce my(7,, 7, ) to the Bessel case by the standard arguments of
theta correspondence and see-saw dual pairs, and calculate the Bessel case by Reeder’s formula.

By Corollary 6.6 and Corollary 6.7, we have following result.

Corollary 1.3. Assume that q is large enough such that the main theorem in [S2] holds.

(i) Keep the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 (i). Assume that my (7, 7y) # 0. If k ¢ {|0'], || -1}
or k' & {|h|,|h] — 1}, then my(mpppn, Tp ) = 0. If k € {|W|,|W| = 1} and k' € {|h|,|h| — 1}, then
there are €y, €, € {£} such that

_ my(mp,my) if (€1,€%) = (€0, €0);
My (T ks Ty ot e2hr) = { 0 e otherwise ’
(ii) Keep the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 (ii). Assume that my(my,my) #0. Ifk & {|K'|,|K'|-1}
or h ¢ {|h,|, |h,| — 1}, then m(wp,h,k,g”yﬂp’,k",h’) = 0. Ifk‘ € {|k‘/|, |k‘/| — 1} and h € {|h,|, |h,| — 1},
then there are €, €, € {£} such that

m(ﬂ-p,h,k [4E) 7Tp €

; 1 2 /
M\ Ty Tyt iy (€7,€7) = (€0, €);
1k/,e2h/) = { d’( prp ) f( ) ( 0)

0 otherwise

In remark 5.4, we know that two different choices of modified Lusztig correspondences are equal
up to sgn. So Corollary 1.3 does not depend on the choice of modified Lusztig correspondences.

In [P3, P4], Pan determines the theta correspondence for finite symplectic and orthogonal pairs.
A complete understanding of theta correspondence should extend our above results to more general
representations. Let

Goremt = {(A, A)L(A)s < T(A)w, T(A)* < T(A)*, def(A) > 0, def(A) = def(A) — 1} ;
Gevem = {(A, A)P(A)s < T(A)*, Y(A)e < T(A')*, def(A) > 0,def(A) = —def(A) — 1} ;

G = LA, A T(A)* < T(A), T(A)y < T(A)s, def(A) < 0,def(A) = def(A) + 1} ;
Goadt = {(A, A)T(A)* < T (A * X T(A)s, def(A) < 0,def(A') = —def(A) + 1}
be subsets of S,, x S;= where T(A)* and Y(A), are defined in subsection 4.2. Let

g = (gt Uamn Jgata | Jgsi) .

~—  —

Our second main result is the following.
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Theorem 1.4. Assume that q is large enough such that the main theorem in [S2] holds.
(i) Let n = m. Let mpa o1 € E(Spay) and 7y, Ay A7 € E(SPay,). Then we have
My (Tp, Tpy )y if (ﬁ/p\LA’A/,ﬁpLALA/l) is (1, €_1)-strongly relevant, m/zii there
are N} € {A}, A} and N € {A', A"} such that (A, A))

and (A1, \') € G;
0, otherwise.

Moy (Tp, AN Ty Ay A;) =

Moreover, if m = n, then we have
Tp AN & Wfﬂi = EB my (T, 77/)1)7Tp1,A1,A’1
where the sum runs over the irreducible representations as above.
(it) Let moparen € E(O5,,41) and my Ay A, € £(05,)). Then we have
My (Tp, Tpy )y if (7TP7A,A’,€”77TP1,A1,A'1) is strongly relevant, and there
are Ay € {A1, A} and A} € {A}, A} such that (A, A1)

and (A',\}) € G;
0, otherwise

m(ﬂ-p7A7A/ 76” ’ Trpl 7A1 7A/1 ) =

where my (7,7, ) is the same one as above. Moreover, if m = n, then we have

7Tp’A7A/7E// ’OSIm = @ mw(ﬂ'p, 7Tp1)7Tpl’A17A’1
where the sum runs over the irreducible representations as above.

Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.4 does not depend on the choice of modified Lusztig correspondences.
In fact, for (i), we already know that the condition of (1, e_1)-strongly relevant does not depend
on modified Lusztig correspondences. Let o,z s be the irreducible representation of Spy, (F,) by a
different choice of modified Lusztig correspondences, and assume that o,z o7 # 7y a,A7. In remark
5.4, we know that o,z a» = m, a7 with A” € {A’, A"}, which implies that the conditions does not
depend on modified Lusztig correspondences. For orthogonal groups, we have similar arguments.

Corollary 1.6. Assume that q is large enough such that the main theorem in [S2] holds.

(i) Keep the assumptions in Theorem 1.4 (i). Let {n'} = {7Tp7A,A/,7Tp7A,ArtL and let {rt} =
{7 o1 a0y Ty Ay e} with iil,Z. Assume that my(m,,7y) # 0. If there are A} € {A}, A} and
A e {A A"} such that (A, A}) and (A1, N') € G, then there are iy, jo such that

i J\ m’tﬁ(ﬂ-p’ﬂ-p’) Zf (Z7]) = (Z07]0)a
my(m',m) = { 0 otherwise.

If not, then m“ﬂﬁﬂ{) =0 for every i and j.

(ii) Keep the assumptions in Theorem 1.4 (ii). Let {n'} = {7 o1 A AL oy AL AL oy A AT Tpy AT AT
Assume that my(m,y, my) # 0. If there are Ay € {A1,A}} and A} € {A}, A} such that (A, A1) and
(AN, A) € G, then there is iy such that

iv _ ) my(mp,my) if i = do;
Ma(Tpa e, M) = { 0 otherwise.

If not, then my(mya ar e, m) =0 for every i.

We obtain the following immediate consequence by Theorem 1.4, Proposition 3.2 and Theorem
1.1 in [LW3].
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Corollary 1.7 (multiplicity one for unipotent representations). Assume that q is large enough such
that the main theorem in [S2] holds. Let n > m.

(i) Let mp € E(Spay, 1). For an irreducible representation m, n, n; 0f SPay,(Fq), we have

1, if (7TA,7TP’A17AQ/’ZIS (1, e_1)-strongly relevant, and there is ZXv’l e {A}, A}

M (TN Tp Ay A,) = such that (A,A})) € G, and wp, and p are regular;
0, otherwise.

(ii) Let mp € E(Spy,,0), and let m_ _ pr € E(Spyy,, 0') where o is an irreducible unipotent cuspidal
representation of Spoyi1)(Fg) and o' is an irreducible 0-cuspidal representation of Spoye(Fy).
Then

1, if either Dg’{p(a) =o' or Dg,{w(a’) = o and there is N € {A/, A"}
My (TN T— — A7) = such that (A, \') € G;
0, otherwise.

where Dgi is defined as in [LW3, (1.9)] and 0-representations are defined in section 4.

(iii) Let mp o be an irreducible unipotent representation of OS5, (F). For an irreducible repre-
sentation ™, A, A, Of 05,,(Fy), we have

1, if (7TA7€N,7TP7A1’A/1) 18 strongly relevant, and there is A€ {A1, AL} such that
m(WA,e“,Wp,Al,Afl) = (A,A1) €G, and AL and p are reqular;
0, otherwise.

(iv) Let mp en € E(OS,1,0), and let m_ € E( 5 .0') where o is an irreducible unipotent

cuspidal representation of ng(k +1)(Fq) and o' is an irreducible unipotent cuspidal representation
of 05,.»(Fy). Then

1, if either D,EUO(J) =0 or DE,_LUO(J’) = o and there is N € {A/, A"}

My, (TAer, T A1) = such that (A,K’) € g;
0, otherwise.

where DEUO is defined as in [LW3, (1.5)].
Corollary 1.8. Assume that q is large enough such that the main theorem in [S2] holds.
(1) Let n > m. Let wp be a unipotent representation of Spy, (F,). Then we have
T @wly =P T
where T, x, A7 Tuns over E(Spyy,) such that (wa, T, A, 1) is (1, €—1)-strongly relevant, and there is
Ay € {AN], A} such that (A, A}) € G, and T, and p are regular.

(ii) Let mp en be a unipotent representation of O, | (Fy), Then we have

aerlog, £g) = Dmonin
! . . —~
where 7, A, A7 Tuns over £(O%,) such that (ma, T, ;) is strongly relevant, and there is Ay €

{A1, AL} such that (A,E) €, and my, and p and are regular.

The conditions of our main result look very complicate. The following will explain the meaning
of these conditions.
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Corollary 1.9. Assume that q is large enough such that the main theorem in [S2] holds. The mul-
tiplicity in Gan-Gross-Prasad problem for unipotent representations can be visualized as a diagram:

™ € £(Span 1) Theta Ujting @', «' € £(05,,,1)

£10D RoD

unipotent part of GGP

™ € 5(SOQn+1, 1) @ﬂ'/*, n'* e 5(SO§m, 1)

Y

where L1 is the Lusztig correspondence and R is the restriction form O5,, to SO5,,, and D is
the Alvis-Curtis duality which sends ma to mp with def(A) = def(A’), T(A')* = Y(T(A).) and
T(A). ="(T(A)).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the notation of Harish-Chandra series.
In Section 3, we recall the theory of Deligne-Lusztig characters and Lusztig correspondence. In
particular, we focus on the modified Lusztig corespondence for finite symplectic groups and finite
orthogonal groups. Then we provide some results for regular characters which are used in this paper.
In Section 4, we recall the classification of quadratic unipotent representations of symplectic groups
and orthogonal groups. In Section 5, we recall the result by Pan in [P4] on the Howe correspondence
for finite symplectic groups and finite orthogonal groups. Then we discuss the relations between the
symbols of representations in the Howe correspondence which play the important roles in the proof
of our main results. In Section 6, we recall the and first occurrence index of cuspidal representations
of finite orthogonal groups and symplectic groups, and give the definitions of relevant and strongly
relevant. In Section 7, we prove the Theorem 1.1. In Section 8, we prove the the Theorem 1.4.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Dongwen Liu for many helpful and en-
lightening discussions on this topic.

2. HARISH-CHANDRA SERIES

Let G be a reductive group defined over F,, F' be the corresponding Frobenius endomorphism,
and let £(G) = Irr(GY) be the set of irreducible representations of G¥'. A parabolic subgroup P
of GG is the normalizer in G of a parabolic subgroup P° of the connected component G° of G. A
Levi subgroup L of P is the normalizer in G of the a Levi subgroup L° of P°. Then we have a Levi
decomposition P = LV. If P is F-stable, then we have P¥ = L¥V¥ . Let § be a representation
of the group LY. We can lift § to a character of PF by making it trivial on V. We have the
parabolic induction

(2.1) 15(8) := I5(5) = Ind% 0.

It is well-known that the induction in stages holds (see e.g. [DM, Proposition 4.7]), namely if
@ C P are two parabolic subgroups of G and M C L are the corresponding Levi subgroups, then

IS o1t = 1.
We say that a pair (L,d) is cuspidal if § is cuspidal.

Theorem 2.1. For 7 € £(G), there is a unique cuspidal pair (L,0) up to G -conjugacy such that
(m, IF (0)gr #0
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Thus we get a partition of £(G,,) into series parametrized by GZ'-conjugacy classes of cuspidal
pairs (L,8). The Harish-Chandra series of (L,d) is the set of irreducible representation of GI
appearing in Ig(é). We focus on classical groups, and let L be an F-stable standard Levi subgroup
of Gy, := Spy,,, Oécn or Og,41. Then L has a standard form

LY = GL,, (F,) x GL,,(F,) x --- x GLy,, (F,) x GE
where G, = Spa,,,, Ozim or Ogp41, and ny + - -+ + n, +m = n. For a cuspidal pair (L, ), one has
0=p®---Qp Qa0
where p; and o are cuspidal representations of GL,, (F,) and GE | respectively.
By induction in stages, for any irreducible component 7 of Ig(é), there exists p € E(GLy—p,)
such that m C Igﬂnimem (p® o). Let
E(Gp,0)={me €(Gn)|(7r,lgLn7mX@m (p®0))qr # 0 for some p € E(GLy—pm)}-

Then we have a disjoint union

E(Gn) =|JE(Gn,0),

where o runs over all irreducible cuspidal representations of Gﬂ, m=20,1,--- ,n.

3. DELIGNE-LUSZTIG CHARACTERS AND LUSZTIG CORRESPONDENCE

Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group over F,. In [DL], P. Deligne and G. Lusztig
defined a virtual character Rgﬂ of GF', associated to an F-stable maximal torus T of G and a
character 0 of TF. We review some standard facts on these characters and Lusztig correspondence
(cf. [C, Chapter 7, 12]), which will be used in this paper. In the last part of this section, we
compute the the multiplicity (1.4) for regular characters by Reeder’s formula in [R].

3.1. Centralizer of a semisimple element. Let H be a symplectic group or orthogonal group.
Let s be a semisimple element in the connected component of H. Let C H(E)(s) be the centralizer

in H(F,) of a semisimple element s € H°(F,). In [AMR, subsection 1.B], A.-M. Aubert, J. Michel
and R. Rouquier described Cpy g y(s) as follows. Let T (F,) = qu X e X qu be a rational maximal
torus of H(F,), and let s = (Ay,---, ) € T, Let vy(s) := #{i|]\; = A}, and let (\) denote the
set of all roots in [, of the irreducible polynomial of A over F,. The group C H(Fq)(s) has a natural
decomposition with the eigenvalues of s:

Cuey®) =TI Hw)(Fy)
NCT{A1, )

where Hy (s)(F,) is a reductive quasi-simple group of rank equal to |[(A)[v(s).

3.2. Modified Lusztig correspondence for symplectic groups and orthogonal groups.
Let G* be the dual group of G. We still denote the Frobenius endomorphism of G* by F. Then
there is a natural bijection between the set of G¥-conjugacy classes of (T,6) and the set of G*¥'-
conjugacy classes of (T*,s) where T* is a F-stable maximal torus in G* and s € T*F. We will also
denote R%e by R%7 ¢ if (T',0) corresponds to (T, s). For a semisimple element s € G*F'| define

E(G,s) ={x €&(Q): (x, R%ﬁ) # 0 for some T containing s}.
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The set £(G, s) is called the Lusztig series. We can thus define a partition of £(G) by Lusztig series
ie.,

£@) =&, ).
(s)

Proposition 3.1 (Lusztig). There is a bijection
Ls:E(G,s) — E(Cq=(s),1),
extended by linearity to a map between virtual characters satisfying that

C * S
Es(eGRg*,s) = €CG* (S)RT*GJF( )

Moreover, we have
. | G |p’
[Caer (8)|pr

where |G|y denotes greatest factor of |G| not divided by p, and eq = (—1)" where r is the Fq-rank
of G. In particular, Lusztig correspondence send cuspidal representation to cuspidal representation.

dim(r) dim(L4())

T

Note that the correspondence Ly is usually not uniquely determined. We now give the explicit
results of (modified) Lusztig correspondence for symplectic groups and orthogonal groups (c.f. [P4,
section 6, 7] for details). Our notation is slightly different from that of [P4]: the group G(?)(s)
always associates with eigenvalue 1.

(1) Suppose that G is a symplectic group. Then G* is a special odd orthogonal group. We define

o GW(s) =T nyc o, apagst Gy ()7
o GA(s) = ( ’[kl](s))*F, the dual group of G’[kl}(s)p;
o GO (s) = Gf_l](s)F.
Then we have
Canr(s) = GW(s) x (GP(s))* x GO(s),
and the modified Lusztig correspondence:

L E(G,s) = E(GW(s) x G (s) x GP)(s),1)

where G(1(s) is a product of finite general linear groups and finite unitary groups, G (s) is a
finite symplectic group of rank equal to v;(s) and G®)(s) is a finite even orthogonal group of rank
equal to v_(s). So we can write £.(r) = 7)) @ 7 @ 7). Let {m;} denote the image of £ of
the set

(3.1) {(rW @ r® gr® 10 @71? @ (sgn - 7))},

(2) Assume that G is an odd orthogonal group. Then G* is the product of a symplectic group
and {£1}. We define

® G(l)(s) = H()\)C{)\l,---,)\l},)\yé:tl GB](S)F;
o GO(s) =Gy (s);
e GO)(s) = ’[k_l](s)F.

Now
Conr(s) 2 G (s) x GP(s) x GO (s) x {1},
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and the Lusztig correspondence:
Ls:E(G,s) = EGCW(s) x G (s) x G (s),1) x {£}

where G®)(s) = SPay, (s)(Fq) and GO(s) = SPa,_, (s)(Fg). Here, by abuse of notation, we denote
characters of {1} by {£} instead of {1,sgn}.

(3) Assume that G is an even orthogonal group. Suppose that GI' 22 O (F,). We define
® G(l)(s) = H()\)C{)\l,---,)\l},)\yé:tl GB](S)F;

o GO(s) = Gy (s)F;
o GO)(s) = Gr_y(s)"

Now
Canr(s) = GW(s) x GP(s) x G¥)y(s),
where G2 (s) = 0% (5) (F,) and G (s) = O;u,l(s) (Fq) such that € - ¢ =e_; - €. Let {m;} denote

the image of £;1 of the set
(3.2)
(Yo er® 10er® g Emer®), 70 (sgner®@)er® 70 @ (sgner®) @ (sgner®)}.

By abuse of notation, we write £, = L, if G is an orthogonal group, and call it modified Lusztig
correspondence.

3.3. Regular characters. Let T be an F-stable maximal torus of G and W (T') be the weyl group.
An F-stable maximal torus 7T is said to be minisotropic if 7" is not contained in any F-stable proper
parabolic subgroup of G. Then a representation 7 of G¥ is cuspidal if and only if

(77’ R%6>GF =0
whenever T is not minisotropic, for any character 6 of T (see [S1, Theorem 6.25]). Note that if
G = GL,(F,), then T is said to be minisotropic when T 2 GL;(Fyn).

Assume that 0 € E(T), 0 € E(T") where T, T are F-stable maximal tori. The pairs (T',6),
(T',0") are said to be geometrically conjugate if for some n > 1, there exists € G such that

PP = 7" and *(@o NI) =6 o NI

where NI : TF" — TF is the norm map. By [C, p. 378], for any geometrically conjugate class
k, there is a unique regular character 7"/ appearing in Rge for some (7,0) € k; and any regular
character appears in exactly one geometric conjugacy class. Moreover

(3.3) 7T = >

(T,0)ex mod GF

EGETR%Q
<R%9, R%9>GF'
The above equation implies that 7. appears in R%G for every pair (T,6) € k. Thus 7. is cuspidal
if and only if 7" is minisotropic and 6 is regular for every pair (T, 6) € k. Here 6 regular means that
20 =0, x € Wg(T)" if and only if = 1.

In particular, if 7 is an irreducible cuspidal representation of GL,,(F,), then there is a pair (7, 6)
with T" an F-stable minisotropic maximal torus and 6 regular such that 7 = j:R%G.
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Proposition 3.2. Let s and s’ be two semisimple elements of SO;,(F,)* and SO;/_l(IFq)*, respec-
tively. Assume that s and s’ have no common eigenvalues and +1 are not eigenvalues of s and s'.
Let 7 € £(SOS, s) and, 1o € E(SOS,_1,5"). Then

(71, 72) | 1, if both 7y and T are regular;
727804 (Fg) = ) 0, otherwise.

Proof. By [R, (9.1)], for any F-stable maximal torus s € T C SO and s’ € S € SO%_,, we have

n—1»
!
SO5 5054 _
(3.4) (Rp s 5. >SO;/71(F(I)—ESO;ETESO;/AES.

Since +1 are not eigenvalues of s and s, both Cgge)+r(s) and C(Sog',l)*F(s,) are a product of

general linear groups and unitary groups, which implies that 7, and 75 are uniform, i.e. 71 and 7
are linear combination of the Deligne-Lusztig characters. Suppose that

e Y R
(T,s)€x mod SO (Fy)
and )
Ty = > CSR;(;?H
(S,s")er’ mod SO, (Fy)
where k and £’ are geometrically conjugate classes, and Cp and Cs € Z. Then by (3.4), we have

’ !
SO¢_, _ SO;5, pSOL_1
(s Rg o soy_, ) = > Cr(Rr " Re i sor,r,)
(T,s)er mod SO, (Fq)

- > €80567€50¢ | ESCT
(T,s)erx mod SO, (Fq)

=Eqne ES Z esocerCr
Sonfl "
(T,s)ex mod SOf, (Fq)

SOS S0

Z 5SOfL€TCT <RT,s Y RT,sn>SO%(Fq)
SOT ,SO¢

(Rp s Ry " )sos (k,)

=S50, 55
(T,s)ex mod SO, (Fq)

By [C, Theorem 7.3.4], for two pairs (7, s) and (1", s) € &, if (T,s) # (1", s) mod SO (F,), then
we have

SO¢  ,S0¢ .
(Br " By §)sog g) = 0.
So by (3.3),
SO¢  ,S0¢
Z esoserCr(Ry ", Ry [)sos, (F,)
€s0¢ €S (RS9 RSO%y .
(T,s)ex mod SOS (F,) T,s + T, /SO (Fg)
SO,
. - Z ESO%ETRT,s Z O RSO0
= SOZ,,l S <RSO$L RSO;> . ) T T',s
(T,s)ex mod SO, (Fq) T,s 2 'T,s /805 (Fq) (T7,s)ex mod SO (Fy)

SO5, (Fq)
o re
=e50¢_ E5(mcs T804 (ky)

Teg.,

{ 680;’71657 ile = Tk 75

0, otherwise,
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which implies that (r1, 7—2>SOZL1(]Fq) =0, if 7 # 1.

Suppose 71 = 7.9, With same argument, we have

!
SO5—1
<T17 T2>SO§:71(]Fq) - Z CS <T1’ Rsvsl >SO$:71(F11)
(S,s")er’ mod SOE_ (Fy)
= 2 fs0;/_, 5505

(S,s")er’ mod SOf:fl(IF'q)

_(ﬂ_reg - > )
LARRE SO;5,_1(Fq)

. _ Tegqg.,
L it =7,

_{ 0, otherwise.

4. CLASSIFICATION OF QUADRATIC UNIPOTENT REPRESENTATIONS

In the this section, we first review some results on the classification of the irreducible unipotent
representations of symplectic groups and orthogonal groups by Lusztig in [L1, L2, L3]. Then we
give a parametrization of irreducible representations.

4.1. Symbols. We follow the notation of [P3]. The notation is slightly different from that of [L1].

A symbol is an array of the form

_ A [ a1,a2, - ,Gm,
A_ <B> a <b17b27'“ 7bm2>

of two finite subsets A, B (possibly empty) with a;,b; > 0, a; > a;+1 and b; > b;y1.
The rank and defect of a symbol A are defined by

rank(A) = > a;+ > bi— K%ﬂ :

a;EA b;eB
def(A) = [A] - |B|

where | X| denotes the cardinality of a finite set X. Note that the definition of def(A) differs from
that of [L1] p.133.

For a symbol A = <g>, let A* (resp. A,) denote the first row (resp. second row) of A, i.e.
A* = A and A, = B. For a symbol A = B , let A' = 1)

Define an equivalence relation generated by the rule

a1,02, " 5 Amy ~ a1+1,a2—|—1,~-,am1+1,0
b17b27"'7bm2 b1+17b2+17”'7bm2+170 '

Note that the defect and rank are functions on the set of equivalence classes of symbols.
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4.2. Bi-partitions. Let A = [\, Ag, -+, A\x] be a partition. We always assume that A\; > A\;11. We
denote by !\ the transpose of \. For two partitions A = [A1, Ao, -+, A\g] and p = [p1, po, -, ),
we denote

Axp if p; —1 < N\ < p; for each q.

Let Pa(n) = { [2] } denote the set of bi-partitions of n where A, p are partitions and |\|+|u| = n.

To each symbol we can associate a bi-partition as follows:

ToA— <a1,a2,...,am1> = [al—(ml—1),a2—(m1—2),...,am1_1—1,am1} _ [)\}
’ bl,bg,...,bm2 bl—(7712—1),[)2—(777,2—1),...,1)7712_1—1,1)7712 1% ’

We write T(A)* = X and T(A). = . Then we have a bijection:

. Py(n — (B (&Y, if Bis odd,
T Snp = { Pa(n — (5 ), ’ if 3 is even.

where S, g denotes the set of symbols of rank n and defect §3.

4.3. Classification of unipotent representations. Now we recall the correspondence on irre-
ducible unipotent representations of symplectic groups and orthogonal groups. If 7 € £(G,I), we
say that 7 is a unipotent representation. Lusztig gives a bijection between the unipotent represen-
tations of these groups to equivalence classes of symbols as follow:

E(Spay, 1) S, = {A]rank(A) =n,def(A) =1 (mod 4)};
E(O2p41,1) S, x {x}h

£(03,,1) _> S,F = {Alrank(A) = n,def(A) =0 (mod 4)};
£(0;,,1) S, = {Alrank(A) = n,def(A) =2 (mod 4) };

If G is an even (resp. odd) orthogonal group, it is known that 7+ = sgn-mp (resp. mp . = sgn-ma )
where 75 (resp. ma ) means the irreducible representation parametrized by A (resp. (A, €)) and
sgn denotes the sign character. Here we distinguish 75 + by decreeing that mp +(—1) = £Id.

4.4. Classification of quadratic unipotent representations.

Definition 4.1. (i) If G is orthogonal group and 7 € £(G, —1I), we say that 7 is a f-epresentation.
For G¥' = Sp,, (F,) we have G*!' = SOq,,11(F,). Let s = (—1I,1) with I being the identity in
S04, (Fy) € SO2,41(F,). We say that 7 is a f-epresentation if 7 € £(G, s).

(i) If 7 € £(G, s) where s satisfies s> = I, we say that 7 is a quadratic unipotent representation.
Let

Quad(G) := {7 € £(G)|r is quadratic unipotent}.

By the work of Lusztig [L1] and Waldspurger [W1], we have a parametrization of the quadratic
unipotent representations by a pair of symbols which generalizes that of the unipotent represen-
tations given above. We will give a parametrization of quadratic unipotent representations via
(modified) Lusztig correspondence, which is slightly different from that in [W1]. We think this
definition here will be more convenient to use the results in [P3, P4].
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By the (modified) Lusztig correspondence, there is a bijection between Quad(G) and |, £(Cg+(s), 1)
where s satisfies s> = 1. More explicitly, we have bijection between the quadratic unipotent repre-
sentations of these groups to equivalence classes of symbols as follow:

[ Quad(Spy,) — | €(SPany11,1) x (03, 1);
ni+ns=n
Quad(Ozn41) — | E(SPan; 1) X E(SPayy. 1) x {£};
ni+na=n
Quad(02,) — | £€(03,,.1) x £(03,,,1);
\ ni+n2=n

where

Quad(0s,) = Quad(03,) U Quad(O5,,).
Based on above bijection and Lusztig’s classification of unipotent representations, we obtained in
loc. cit. the following classification of quadratic unipotent representations:

Quad(Spa,) — U Sp, X ST

ng?
ni+no=n

Quad(Ozn1) — | Sny x Sy x {&};

ni+no=n

Quad(02,) — | J 8% xSi.

ni+no=n

Recall that the (modified) Lusztig correspondence is not uniquely determined. The parametriza-
tion of quadratic unipotent representations depends on the choice of the (modified) Lusztig corre-
spondence. Let

g(G(l) 5),1) ® g(G(2)(s), 1) ® S(G(3)(s), 1) ® {£}, if G is an orthogonal group;
EGW(5),1) @ E(GP(s),1) ® E(GB)(s),1), otherwise

such that for 7 € £(G, s), we have

ﬁ@:g(c)%{

o~ o~

L(m) = Li().
We call L, the modified Lusztig correspondence for G. For a fixed Ly, let mp o (resp. ma are)

denote the irreducible quadratic unipotent representation parametrized by the pair of symbols
(A, A') (resp. (A, Ae€)) via L.

Note that wa _ (resp. ma — ¢) is a unipotent representation of symplectic group or even orthogonal
group (resp. odd orthogonal group) and 7 - = ma (resp. ma . = mp, ) where we write blank
by —. On the other hand, m_ o (resp. 7_ ) is a f-epresentation of symplectic group or even
orthogonal group (resp. odd orthogonal group). And we have

L :man (resp. Tanre) = TA @ o (Tesp. TA @ Ta @ €).
The following information may be read off of [W1, section 4] and [P3, section 6.1].

Proposition 4.2. Let G, be Spy,,, O;tn or Ogpi1. For every Gy, there exists a modified Lusztig
correspondence E’Gn such that the following hold. Let wa pr (resp. A are) be a cuspidal quadratic
unipotent representation of GE .

(i) Let Gy, = Spy, and G, = Spy,, with m > n. Let mp r» be a cuspidal quadratic unipotent
representation of GE, and let LIS Quad(Gy,). If TN, € E(Gm,ma,n), then

o T, a1 € E(Gmy TpAn);
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o g AL AL (hgh™1) = Ta, a1 where g € GE and h € CSps, (F,) with ¢ o A(h) = —1.
(Here m§ | AL ¢ and X\ are defined in [W1].)
° 7TA7A/(—I) = 7TA7A/t(—I).

(i1) Let G, = O5,, and Gy, = 05, with m > n. Let mp pr be a cuspidal quadratic unipotent

representation of G, and let LINWVS Quad(Gy,). If TN, € E(Gm,ma,n), then

o X @7 A =Tar Ay € E(Gm,Tarn), where X is the character sp defined in [W1, p10];

® AN S 5(Gm,7TA’A/t),'

Tat A € E(Gmy e ar);

® SgN X T, AL = AL A € g(Gm,TfAt’A/t)

7110\171\,1 = WAI,Azl(hgh_l) = T, Ar where g € GF and h € COZL (F,) with ¢ o A(h) = —1
(Here 7TIC\1’A,1, ¢ and A are defined in [W1]).

(iit) Let Gy, = Ogpq1 and Gy, = Ogpqr with m > n. Let wp p be a cuspidal quadratic unipotent
representation of G, and let AL, € Quad(Gp,). If TApA, e € E(H,mA N ), then

n’

/
o =e.
® X @A AL = TA, Apye € E(Gm,ar Ae), where x is the character sp defined in [W1, pl10];
° 7TA1,A’1t,e S E(Gm, 7TA7A/t’6);
® Sgn @ ma, A1 e = @Tpy A e € E(Gimy TA A, —e)-

(iv) In each case, the defects of (A, ') are preserved by parabolic induction. In other words,
def(A1) = def(A) and def(A}) = def(A).

More generally, we have a parametrization of irreducible representations via the above choice of
modified Lusztig correspondences as follows. Let 7 be an irreducible representation of Sps, (F),
05, (Fy) or O35, (F,). Suppose that

Lo(m) =170 @71® @710 = pomy @ mpr, (resp. p@ Ty @A D €)

where L, is the modified Lusztig correspondence. Then we denote 7 by 7, A ar (resp. 7y aa7,e). If
G(l)(s) is trivial, then Tp AN = T— AN = TAN -

It is easily seen that there exists a modified Lusztig correspondence E’Gn satisfying similar condi-
tions in Proposition 4.2. To be more explicitly, let 7, s o» € £(Gy,) be an irreducible representation,
and let 7, 7, A, € E(Gm,mpa,nr). We can substitute m, o ar, T, o an for mp a7, Tp o in Proposition
4.2 and similar argument applies for other representations by the obvious way.

From now on, we fix a choice of modified Lusztig correspondences E’Gn satisfying the conditions in
our discussion above. Thus we fix a parametrization for irreducible representations, and in partic-
ular, for quadratic unipotent representations. In what follows, we denote by m, A A (resp. 7, A A7)
the irreducible representation corresponding (p, A, A’) (resp. (p,A,A’,€)) in this parametrization,
and denote it briefly by mp o/ (resp. ma ar) for quadratic unipotent representations.

5. HOWE CORRESPONDENCE OF UNIPOTENT REPRESENTATIONS FOR FINITE SYMPLECTIC
GROUPS AND FINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS

In this section we review the Howe correspondence of irreducible representations for finite sym-
plectic groups and finite orthogonal groups. We first recall the Howe correspondence for symplectic
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groups and even orthogonal groups. Then we deduce the (Sp,,,, O2,/41) case from the (Spy,,, OS,,/)
case by the modified Lusztig correspondence.

5.1. Notations. Let wgp,,, be the Weil representation or its character (cf. [Ger]) of the finite
symplectic group Spyy(F,), which depends on the choice of a nontrivial additive character 1 of
Fq. For the dual pair (Spy,, 05,/) where € = =&, we write wy, ,, for the restriction of wgp,, to
Spay, (Fg) x 05, (Fy). Similar notation applies for (Spy,, 05,/ ;). When the context of dual pairs
is clear, abbreviate by ©7 ,, the theta lifting from G,, to G!,. For an irreducible representation m
of G, the smallest integer n(7) such that m occurs in W e () is called the first occurrence index

of 7 in the Witt tower {G/,}.

Recall the convention that O;’n (resp. O,,,) denotes the isometry group of the split (resp. non-
split) form of dimension 2n. For odd orthogonal groups, one has O;n 41 = 0Og, 1 as abstract groups;

however they act on two quadratic spaces with different discriminants. We write Sp, OZ,, and
O, for the Witt tower {Spy,, n>0, {03, }n>0 and {Oétnﬂ}nzo.

5.2. Pan’s result. In [AMR] conjecture 3.11, Aubert, Michel and Rouquier give a explicit descrip-
tion of the theta correspondence of unipotent representations for a dual pair (Spy,, OS,,). In [P3],
Pan proves their conjecture.

Let

~+

By = {AA)F(T(A)) < (X)), (T(A)) <
e

nn' T

(T(N)*), def(N) = —def(A) +1};
T(A'),), def(A') = —def(A) — 1}

—~—
-
=
=
=
N
=
=
=
=
N

be two subsets of S, x S:Lr, and S, X S, respectively.

Theorem 5.1. Let mp € E(Spy,,1) and mp € £(OS,,,1). Then mp ® war occurs in wf, ., if and
only if (A,N') € B ...

Recall that

5(G(1)(s), 1) x g(G(2)(s), 1) x 5(G(3)(s), 1) x {£} if G is odd orthogonal;

/.
Lo 8(Gs) = {E(G(l)(s), 1) x £GP (s),1) x E(GP(s),1) otherwise.
Theorem 5.2 (Pan). Let (G,G') = (Spy,,05,,), and let 7 € E(G,s) and " € E(G',s") for
some semisimple elements s € G* and s' € (G™*)°. Write L(7) = 7 @ 7 @ 7®) and and
Ly(n") =7V en@ @) and let {n]} be defined in (3.2). Suppose that q is large enough so that
the main result in [S2] holds. Then ™ ® 7, (for some i) occurs in WS, ., if and only if the following
conditions hold: 7

° G(l)(s) ~ Gl(l)(sl)’ 7_r(l) ~ 71./(1)}.
o cither ¥ @ ' or n®) ® (sgn - 77/(2)) 0CCUTs 1N W) (5),Gr(2) (515
e GO (s) = GO (s"), 1 is equal to ©'®) or sgn - 7',
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That is, the following diagram:

c c,

() g ) g p® JEOGM ) g ) g o)

commutes up to a twist of the sgn character.

Theorem 5.3 (Pan). Let (G,G’) = (Spay,, 05,1 1), and let 7 € £(G,s) and ©' € E(G',s') for
some semisimple elements s € G* and s' € (G™)°. Write L(7) = 7Y @ 7® @ 78 and and
L") =W @@ @G @, and let {m;} be defined as in (3.1). Then m; @ 7' occurs in W, .,
for some 1 if and only if the following conditions hold: 7

° G(l)(s) ~ G/(l)(sl)’ (1) o 71_/(1)’.
o GO(s) = G'O(s'), 7 = 7',
o cither 73 @ /2 or (sgn - 7r(3)) @ 7@ occurs in Wa) (s),G') (s7)

That is, the following diagram:

T S — ™
L vo L,

0 @ r® @@ 4SSO ) o e g i)

commutes up to a twist of the sgn character where (7' @ 7'? @ ') @ ¢) = /() @ 7/C) @ '@,

Remark 5.4. In [P4], above two Theorems hold for any modified Lusztig correspondences, which
implies that any two different choices of modified Lusztig correspondences are equal up to sgn.

Therefore, the description of general Howe correspondence for dual pair of a symplectic group
and an orthogonal group is now completely characterized up to sgn. We remark that if 7 @ 7’
occurs in wy, ., then m(—I) = 7'(—1) (see [LW1, Proposition 3.1 (i)]). So, keep the assumptions in
Theorem 5.3, the sgn of 7’ is uniquely determined.

5.3. Theta lifting and parabolic induction. We now shows that theta lifting and parabolic
induction are compatible.

Lemma 5.5. (i) Let m be an irreducible representation of Sps,,(Fy). Let m > n, and let o be an
irreducible cuspidal representation of Sp,, (Fq). Let {m;} be defined as in (3.1). Then there is at
most one of w; appearing in E(Spa,,, 7).
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(it) Let  be an irreducible representation of O%,,(F,). Let m > n, and let o be an irreducible
cuspidal representation of 05, (F,). Let {m;} be defined as in (3.2). Then there is at most one of
m; appearing in E(0S,,,0).

(iii) Let  be an irreducible representation of 0%, (F,). Let m > n, and let o be an irreducible
cuspidal representation of 05, (F,). Assume that m € £(05,, . 1,0). Then sgn-n & £(05,,,1,0).

Proof. 1t follows immediately from Proposition 4.2. O

n [LW3], we know the Howe correspondence of representations in the Harish-Chandra series
E(G, o) for a cuspidal representation o.

Proposition 5.6 (Proposition 5.8 in [LW3]). Let (Gy,,G’,) be a dual pair in the Witt tower
(Sp, Ofyey) OT (Sp,Ogdd). Assume that m € E(Gy,0), where o is an irreducible cuspidal repre-

sentatzon of GE'.n < m, n = m mod 2. Let n' = n(c) be its first occurrence index, so that
= 0, /(o) is an irreducible cuspidal representation of G’Tff. Then the following hold.

(i) The irreducible constituents of ©5, () belong to E(G,/,0"),
(it) If m" —m >n' —n, then ©;, () # 0.

Corollary 5.7. Let (G,G") be a dual pair in the Witt tower (Sp, ogm) or (Sp,0¢,,). Let ™ €
E(Spay,0) and 7' € (05, ,,,0") (resp. ' € £(05,,,0')). Let m and ' satisfying the conditions
in Theorem 5.2 (resp. Theorem 5.3).

(i) Let (G,G") = (Spyy,, 05,,), and let {7} be defined as in (5.2). Assume that w, € £(OS,,,0%).
Then

e There is exactly one of T @ T, appearing in wn i
o T®m, appears in W, ., if and only if o ® o appears in W, ., for some m,m’.
o IfTpn € @jw,l (m) and 7,y n; € 9;&,”’2 (77), then def(A1) = def(A2) and A} = Af,.

(ii) Let (G, G') = (Spay, 0%,/41), and let {m;} be defined as in (3.1). Assume that m; € £(Spyy,, 0;)
and 7' € £(0S,,,0"). Then

e There is exactly one of m; @ @' appearing in wn ns

o m; @7 appears in W, ., if and only if o; ® o’ appears in ¢, ., for some m,m’.
o If myn A e € 627”1( ™) and Tpay Ayer € @n’n (m), then def(Al) = def(A2), €1 = €2 and
A} = AL

Proof. By Proposition 4.2, for every i # j, we have o; # o (resp. o} # J;»). Note that the defects
are preserved by parabolic induction. Then the Corollary follows immediately from Proposition
5.6, Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 5.3. O

The next result shows that the theta lifting and the parabolic induction are compatible.

Proposition 5.8 (Proposition 3.1 in [LW3]). Let G,, and G, be two classical groups in the same
Witt tower, £ > 0. Let T be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLy(F,), 7 be an irreducible
representation of G, ( q), and ' := O, (7). Let xar, be the unique linear character of GL¢(F)
of order 2. Let p C Iij*ﬁG (1 ® ) be an irreducible representation of Gyie and p' C Oy pnite(p)

be an irreducible representation of G’ g Assume that T is non-selfdual if £ = 1. Then we have

pC IGE chf (xer) ),
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where
Y= XaLes i (Gnye, Ghyyy) contains an odd orthogonal group,
1, otherwise.

In particular, if Igﬁ;ﬁGn (1 @ m) is irreducible, then

G, G,
®n+€,n’+€(IGLZ>iGn (T® 7T)) = IGL;(ZG’ , ((X X T) ® 77,)-

Suppose Igf;ﬁcn (1 ® m) is not irreducible. We have following result which generalizes above

Proposition.

Proposition 5.9. Let G,, and G,1¢ be two classical groups in the same Witt tower of symplectic
groups or orthogonal groups, ¢ > 0. Let m € E(Gy,s) be an irreducible representation of G, (Fy)
with s € G5 (F,), and ©’" := ©,, /(7). Let xcr, be the unique linear character of GLy(F,) of order
2. Let T € £(GLy, 50) be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLy(F,) with sg € GL(F,). Let

IgfjﬁGn (r®@m) =@, pi with p; irreducible. Assume that s and sy have no common eigenvalues,

and sg has no eigenvalues +1. Then we have
G,
@ Ontem+e(pi) = Igﬂetfgl , (x®7) ).
i n

where
_ | xav,, if (Gnye, G, yp) contains an odd orthogonal group,
] 1, otherwise.

Hence, by abuse of notations, we write

Gy, G
®n+5,”’+5(IGLZ>iGn (rem) = IGLZJ;ZG’L, (x®r) @)

Proof. If T is not self dual, then Igfe*ﬁ N (7 ® ) is irreducible. Then the proposition follows from
Proposition 5.8.

Suppose that 7 is self dual. Let

L)) =tV @ pP @ p?.

Since sg has no eigenvalues +1, we have pl(-l) #* pg-l) for ¢ # j. Then by Theorem 5.2 and Theorem

5.3, for any irreducible representation p’ of G7,,,, at most one of p; ® p" appears in wy, ;s\, In

other words, if p’ appears in ©,,1¢,/4/(p;), then we have
Wi se: i ® P) = Wiy IoE g, (T O ™) © ).
By the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [LW3], we have
(W ot IarHe, (TOT) @ ) = (Igé;i‘(;; (xer)e),p),
which implies

G,
@ ®n+€,n’+f(pi) - IGEZZZG’ , ((X ® T) ® 7T/)'
Z‘ n
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5.4. Symbol A. Consider (G,G") = (0L, Spon).
Let 7, o,a» be an irreducible representation of O5,,(F,). Define
def(©(p, A, N, O%)) := {def(A1)|mpan ® Tp A1 A, € w;n,}.
It is well defined by Theorem 5.2 and Corollary 5.7.
Definition 5.10. For 7,z x» with def(A) # 0, define
A€ {AAY}

satisfying

oy [ 4O AN 0 i e =
A=\ det(@(p, A, A, O)) — T if e = —

By Theorem 5.2 and Corollary 5.7, for two triples (p, A, A’) and (p, A*, A") with def(A) # 0, we
have A = At. Then we have a bijection:

T, AN — (p, K, A,).

Note that A depends on (p, A, A'), ie. for two triples (p1,A,A}) and (p2, A, A}), we may pick
different A.

Corollary 5.11. Let m, s ar € £(OS,,) with def(A) # 0.

~ def(A)
(i) If o a A @Tp Ay A, appears inwy, ., then (A1, A) € Bia, o where ey = (—1) 2, m = rank(A)

mi,m
and my = rank(Ay). In paritcular, 73 ® Tz, appears in wph

m,mi°
(i) If (p, A, \') = (—, A, —), then A = A.

Proof. (i) clearly follows from the definition of A and Theorem 5.1. We will only prove (i) for
epr = +, and the proof for ey = — is similar.

Suppose that 7, A a» € £(O5,,,s). Recall that
Car(s) = GW (s) x G (s) x GB)(s),

where G?)(s) = O;Ajl(s)(Fq) and GO (s) = O

2U_1

(s)(FQ)' By Theorem 5.2, either (Ay,A) € B},

mi,m

or (A, A") € B, .- On the other hand, for any A* € {A, A"}, (A,A*) € B}, ,, if and only if
def(A’) = —def(A*) + 1. Hence, (i) follows from the definition of A. O

Now consider (G, G’) = (Spy,,, O

o +1). In the same manner, by Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.3,
we have

def(A)
Corollary 5.12. Let mpz a0 € E(Spyy,), and let mp p, a1 € (05, ). Let exr = (1) 2. If
Tp AN @ Ty Ay A, aPPears in wy, . for some m and m/, then there exist a symbol A’ € {A', At}

such that (A1, A\) € B:L”‘;L, where A’ depends on e, p and A.
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5.5. See-saw pairs. Recall the general formalism of see-saw dual pairs. Let (G,G’) and (H, H')
be two reductive dual pairs in a symplectic group Sp(W) such that H C G and G’ C H'. Then
there is a see-saw diagram

and the associated see-saw identity
(O c(ma), ma)u = (t6r, O p (TH)) G
where g and 7g are representations of H and G’ respectively.
In this paper, we consider the following two cases. (1) Consider the case that
G = 05, (F,), H= 0%, 1(F,) x OF (F)), H = Spy,s(F,), xSpyy (Fy) and G = Spy(E,),

where € - e_; = €' - € so that H is embedded into G by [LW3] (1.3), and G’ is embedded into H’
diagonally.

(2) Consider the case that
G = 05,41 (Fy), H = 05,(Fy) x OF (Fg), H' 2= Spyyy(Fy) X Spay (Fg) and G 2= Spyy (Fy),
where € = ¢’ - €”. For fixed ¢, so that H is embedded into G again by [LW3] (1.3).

6. FIRST OCCURRENCE INDEX OF CUSPIDAL REPRESENTATIONS

For a dual pair (G,,G’,) and an irreducible cuspidal representation 7 of Gy, by [AM, Theorem
2.2] , there is a cuspidal representation appearing in the theta lifting if and only if n’ is the first
occurrence index of m. Moreover, the theta lifting of 7 is an irreducible cuspidal representation.

6.1. Symbol of unipotent cuspidal representations. In [L1], we know that Sp,,, (resp, SO2,,41,
SO5,,) has a unique irreducible unipotent cuspidal representation if and only if n = k(k + 1) (resp.
n=k(k+1),n=Ek?.

For Sp%(k +1)5 the unique unipotent cuspidal representation m, is associated to the symbol:

<2k’2k_ Lo ’1’O> if k is even;
A=

(6.1)
<2k 2/<;—I o O> if k is odd;

of defect(—1)*(2k + 1).
The trivial character of the trivial group Oar is regarded as unipotent cuspidal and is associated

to the symbol <:> For Of,, with € = (—1)k , there are two unipotent cuspidal representations mx
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and sgn - wp = mxt Where

A= (21@—1,21@—2,---,1,0).

For Ogy (1)1, there are two unipotent cuspidal representations ma 4 and sgn-mp 4 = 75 — where

<2I<:,2k:—1,---

’1’0> if £ is even;
(6.2) A=

<2k,2/<;—17... ,1,0> if  is odd.

6.2. First occurrence index.

Theorem 6.1 ([AM], Theorem 5.2). The theta correspondence for dual pairs (Spy,,O5,,) takes
unipotent cuspidal representations to unipotent cuspidal representations as follows :

(Z) (Sp2k‘(k‘+l)7 O§k2)7 €= Sgn(_l)kJ

T, A= <2k’“_"1’0> — 7, N = <2k¢—1_~' 1 0> if k is even;

(k1) 42 _ 1.
as A = <2k T 0) Sy, A = <2"C b ’1=0> if ki is odd

(ZZ) (Sp2k(k+1)v O; k+1 2)a € = Sgn(_l)k—H’
(k+1)

_ 2k7"'71’0 I - . . .
7TA,A—< B >_HTA"A_<21<:+1,---,1,0> if k is even;

T, A= <2k,--_',1,0> — 7, N = <2k+1’”' ’1’O> if k is odd.

92(k+1),(k+1)2 :

Let m, A Ar (resp. 7, a A7) be an irreducible representation of Sp,,, (IF,), 0%,(F,) or Og,41(F,).
Assume that A and A’ correspond to unipotent cuspidal representations of G(?)(s) and G®)(s),
respectively. Let

7"16“1;)’ 1 taes,
k =
def2(A) if AeSE
and

/ —

LM;’ LN e s
/

def;A ) itA €Sk

For abbreviation, we write 7, n (resp. 7, n.e) instead of m, A (resp. 7,4 7). We emphasize
that 7,k p, (resp. Tp.k,h,e) 15 not necessarily cuspidal.

Proposition 6.2. Let 7, be an irreducible representation of Spy, (Fy).

(i) Let n® be the first occurrence index of m, . in the Witt tower O Then either

even -

nt =n—k; or nt=n+k+1;
n"=n+k+1 n~=n-—k.
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Moreover, if n® =n —k, then ©5, (T k1) = Tp ki ,n, 8 irreducible with ki € {£k} and hy € {£h},

and Oge o (Tp ki i) = Tpkn- The first occurrence index of mpk 1 in the Witt tower Of, is also

€

n¢, and O5, e (Tpk,—h) 7 Tpky b -

(ii) Let ny be the first occurrence index of 7,y in the Witt tower Of 4. Then either

nt =n— h; nt =n+ h;
n~=n+h 1 n =n-h

Moreover, if n® = n—|h|, then ©5, ,,e(Tpkn) = Tpky b, 18 irreducible with ky = |h| =1 and hy = k,
and Oge ,(Tp ky hy ') = Tp k- The first occurrence index of wy g —p, in the Witt tower OF 34 is n+|h|.

Proof. The Proposition follows immediately from Theorem 5.2, Theorem 5.3, Corollary 5.7 and
Theorem 6.1 no matter whether 7, 5 is cuspidal or not. O

Proposition 6.3. (i) Let 7,5 be an irreducible representation of 0%, (Fy). Let n' be the first
occurrence index of w, 1, in the Witt tower Sp. Then n’ =n % k. Moreover, the following hold.

o Ifn' =n+lk|, then ©5, /(7pkn) = Tp ki py withky = |k| and hy € {£h}, and 5,  (7p k1 hy) =
Tpk,h- Lhe first occurrence index of sgn -,y 5 is n — |k|.

o Ifn' = n — k|, then O /(Tpkh) = Tpkyh with ki = [k —1 and by € {£h}, and
62',n(77p7k1,h1) = Tpkn- The first occurrence index of sgn - m, 1, is n + |k|.

e Let ny and no be the first occurrence index of m, _pp and 7, . Then ng = n' and
ni+n' =2n, and @;m/(ﬂp,k,—h) = Tphey,—hy ONA @;/7n(ﬂp’k17_hl) = Ty k—h-

(ii) Let 7y h,er be an irreducible representation of OS5, ;. Let n' be the first occurrence index of
Tpk,h,e @0 the Witt tower Sp. Then either n=n+k+1 orn =n—k. Moreover, the following
hold.

o Ifn' =n+k+1, then O (Tpkhe) = Tpkihy with ki = h and hy € {=(k + 1)}, and
@;,7n(7rp7k1,h1) = Tpkhe- Lhe first occurrence index of sgn - m,pp e s N — k.

o Ifn' =n—k, then©f, (Tpphe) = Tpki b Withky =h and hy € {£k}, and O, (Tp k1 hy) =
Tpkhe - LThe first occurrence index of sgn -, pe isn+k+ 1.

Proof. We only prove that last part of (i). The rest follows immediately from Theorem 5.2, Theorem
5.3, Corollary 5.7 and Theorem 6.1, and the conservation relation for cuspidal representations given
in [P1, Theorem 12.3] as above Proposition.

By the same argument of the proof of Proposition 4.3 in [W1], we have 7Tz7k’h = Ty k,—h for the
irreducible cuspidal representation of finite symplectic groups and finite even orthogonal groups.
Let

Wy (9) = W (wgz ™)
where g € 05, (F;) X Spy,/(Fq) and z = x1 x x5 € CO5,(F,) x CSpy,(Fy) with (o Xy, = —1 (see
Proposition 4.2). Since there is only one Weil representation for dual pair (OS,,(F;), Spy, (Fy)), we
conclude that w®, =w¢ . So
<7Tp7k’h ® Trp’kl’hl ) w;’7n/>ogn(FQ)XSp2n/ (F(I) :<7T;7k7h ® ﬂ‘;vklvhl ’ w:;fn,>ogn(F(I)XSp2n/ (]FCI)

— €
_<7rp7k7_h ® 7Tpvkly_hl ’ wn,n’>0§n(Fq)XSp2n/ (Fq) .

By the conservation relation and Proposition 4.2 (ii), we have ny +n’ = 2n. O



28 ZHICHENG WANG

6.3. Strongly relevant pair of representations. Denote by e¢_1, the square class of —1.

Definition 6.4. Let v be a fixed nontrivial additive character of IF,.

(i) Let m be an irreducible cuspidal representation of Sp,,(F,), and let 7’ be an irreducible
cuspidal representation of Sp,,,(IF,). Let n¢ be the first occurrence index of 7 in the Witt tower
Of, e, and let m¢ be the first occurrence index of 7’ in the Witt tower Og/dd. Pick € € {£} such
that n¢ < n. We say the pair of representations (, 7') is (1, €g)-relevant if n—n = m—m° —1 or
n—nf=m—m. We say the pair of representations (m,7’) is (¢, €g)-strongly relevant if (r, ")
is (¢, e0)-relevant and (7', 7) is (1, €e_1 - €g)-relevant. It is easily to see (m,7') is (¢, €o)-strongly
relevant if and only if (7/,7) is (¢, e_1 - €9)-strongly relevant.

(i) Let mpa.ar € E(SPay,0), and let my A, a1 € E(SPayy, 01). Assume that either def(A}) # 0
or Ai = <:> We say the pair of representations (7TP7A’A/,7TP17A1’A/1) is (1, €g)-relevant if (o, 01) is

(1, €o)-relevant.

If def(A}) = 0 and A} # <:>, then we define (1, €p)-relevant pair by induction on |Y(A})*| +

|T(A])«|. Let n¢ be the first occurrence index of 7, o o+ in the Witt tower O, and let m¢ be
the first occurrence index of m, A, ar in the Witt tower Og/dd. Pick e € {£} such that n® < n. Let
T = 0] e(mpan) and T = O .o (), A,,a,)- By Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 5.3, we know that
m* and 7] are irreducible. Let n* and m* be the first occurrence index of 7* and 77 in the Witt tower
Sp, respectively. With same argument, we know that O, ,..(7*) and ©; %, . (77) are irreducible,

and we denote them by 7, v, ¢ and m,, y, ¢/ Note that [T ()" + T ()| < [T(A])*[+[L(A])]
and def(¥;) = 0.

We say the pair of representations (7, A A7, T, A, A ) is (1, €g)-relevant if the following hold:

en—n‘=m-—mP—1orn—nt=m—mco;
e Nt —n*—1=m0 —m* or n® —n* =m0 —m*;
o (Tpw,w, Ty, wy,w) 18 (¥, €0)-strongly relevant.

We say the pair of representations (7, A s, 7Tp17A1’A/1) is (1, €0)-strongly relevant if (7, A A/, ﬂphAl,Azl)
is (¢, e0)-relevant and (m,, A, A7, Tp,A,A7) IS (¥, €-1 - €g)-Televant.

(iii) We will write (1), €g)-relevant (resp. (1, €p)-strongly relevant) simply €p-relevant (resp. €p-
strongly relevant) when no confusion can arise.

For orthogonal groups, the first occurrence index does not depend on . In fact, for even
orthogonal groups, the Weil representation is the same for different choices of ¢. For odd orthogonal
groups, let wsp, . 4 and wsp, 4 be the Weil representations of the finite symplectic group Spyy (Fy)
corresponding to 1) and v respectively. Note that restricted to the dual pairs Sps,, (IF) x O5,, 1 (Fy)
with N = n/(2n + 1), one has

(6.3) Wt =W

via the isomorphism 0%, ,; = Oy ;. Let 7 € £(05,,, 1, 5) be an irreducible cuspidal representation.
Assume that the first occurrence index of 7 (resp. sgn - m) is n{ (resp. n§) and SH (m) = Tp AN

(resp. Of ns (sgn - ) = m, A, 0,). Then myp ar (vesp. m,a, a;) is cuspidal and so is 7,z are (vesp.

Tp AL, A/lt). By Theorem 5.3, if 1 is not a eigenvalue of s, then nzjE = n do not depend on 7. Assume
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that s has a eigenvalue 1. By Proposition 4.2, we have
7Tp7A’A/(—I) = Wp,A,A’t(_I) and 7Tp,A1,A’1(_I) = ﬂ—p,Al,A/lt(_I)'

Recall that for any m € £(05,,,;) and 72 € £(Spy,e), if m ® 2 appears in Wy, ne» then m(—1) =
mo(—I). Then m, 5, an(—1) = sgn-m(—1I) # 7(—1I), therefore 7 @, y, or does not appear in w;fng.
On the other hand, by Theorem 5.3 and the conservation relation, either 7@, » Ajt O TR T, A Art

appears in w,§, for some m. So the first occurrence index of 7 is n{ in Oy, ;.
)

Definition 6.5. (i) Let 7 be an irreducible cuspidal representation of 0%, (), and let 7’ be
an irreducible cuspidal representation of Og;n(Fq). For xo € {1,sgn}, let nf (resp. mf)’) be the
first occurrence index of xo ® m (resp. xo ® 7’). Pick xo such that n§ < n. We say the pair of
representations (,7’) is relevant if n —n§ = m —m§ — 1 or n —n§ = m —m§. We say the pair of
representations (m,7’) is strongly relevant if both (7,7') and (y ® m, x ® 7’) are relevant where x
is defined as Proposition 4.2.

(ii) Let mp a,a7c € E(OS,,41,0), and let 7, 4, a1 € £(0S ,a1). Assume that either def(A;) # 0 or

A= (:) We say the pair of representations (7, A A7, 7Tp1,A1,A’1) is relevant if (o, 01) is relevant.

If def(A1) = 0 and Ay # <:>, then we define relevant pair by induction on [T (Aq)*| 4+ [T (A1)«

Fix a nontrivial additive character ¢ of F,. For xo € {1,sgn}, let n§ (resp. mgl) be the first
occurrence index of xo ® 7y A s (Tesp. Xo ® 7Tp17A1,A’1)- Pick xo such that nf < n. Let 7@71 =
O (Tpanre) and 77 5 = 9::1%6' (7py,A1,0;)- By Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 5.3, we know that
7717} , and 7717} o are irreducible. Let n* and m* be the first occurrence index of 711’21 and 711’2 5 in the

Witt tower Of ;,; and 0¢, .., respectively. With same argument, we know that @6”67“* (7?1’271) and

6/

!
€ *
m§ ,m

‘T(\Ifl)*‘ < ’T(Al)*’ + ‘T(Al)*‘ and def(\Ill) =0.

We say the pair of representations (7, A A%, Tp, A, A ) is relevant if the following hold:

(7}, o) are irreducible, and we denote them by 7, ¢ v and 7, , g, Note that [T (¥1)*[+

/ /
en—nyg=m-—mg—1orn—nj=m-—mg;

! /
e ng—n*—1=m§ —m* or nj —n* =my —m*;

° (7Tp7\p’\1;/76,71'p1’\1,17\1,/1) is strongly relevant.

We say the pair of representations (m, A ar.e; Ty, 4,,47) IS strongly relevant if both (7, A a7, Ty, A 47)
and (X ® Ty A Ares X @ Ty A, ,4;) are relevant where y is defined as Proposition 4.2.

Recall that the first occurrence index nf and mgl do not depend on . By conservation relation
in [P4, section 9], the first occurrence index n* and m* also do not depend on . By Theorem
5.2, Theorem 5.3 and Lemma 5.5, the different choice of 1) does not change the representations
Tp,w, 0 ,e and T, g, g7. So the definition of relevant pair and strongly relevant does not depond on
the choice of .

Corollary 6.6. Let 7,y 1, be an irreducible representation of Spo, (Fq), and let wy yrpr be an irre-
ducible representation of and Spy,, (Fq). For any 1 and €y, the following hold.

(i) If (Tpjeh> Tpr et 1) 05 (0, €0)-relevant, then k = |h'| or k= |W/| — 1.

(i) If (Tppen, Tpr ke i) 5 (), €0)-relevant, then (7, h, Tp k' —pr) is not.
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(iii) If (7ppeh, Tpr o 1) 18 mot (Y, €0)-relevant and k = |1'| or k = |W| =1, then (Tppn, Tpi',—n)
is (1, €9)-relevant.

Proof. 1t follows immediately from Proposition 6.2. U

For orthogonal groups, we have follow result. It follows immediately from Proposition 6.3.

Corollary 6.7. (i) Let m, . be an irreducible representation of O%,(F,), and let my s pr e be
an irreducible representation of Oglmﬂ(lﬁ‘q). If (Tpdohs T i i) i Televant, then |k| = k' or
|k| =K — 1.

(11) Let T, per be an/ irreducible representation of 0%, 1(Fy), and let wy pr pr be an irreducible
representation of and OS5, (Fq). If (Tpp.h.ers Ty i pr) s Televant, then |K'| =k or |K'| =k + 1.

7. THE GAN-GROSS-PRASAD PROBLEM: CUSPIDAL CASE

From now on, we fix a character ¢ of F,. We write w,,  simply w, when no confusion can arise.
Let m € £(Spy,, s) be an irreducible representation of Sp,, (F;). Recall that

where £/ is the modified Lusztig correspondence. In this section we study the Gan-Gross-Prasad
problem for representation 7 such that 72 and 73 are cuspidal, i.e. we consider the representa-
tions which is of the form 7, p.

By abuse of notation, for 7 =, _ _ € £(Spy,) and 7' =7, _ _ € £(Spy,,), we write
N my(m, '), ifn>m;
(7.1) my (T, ™) = { my (7', ), if n<m.

If n = m, then by Proposition 7.8, we know that (7.1) is well defined. For any irreducible repre-
sentations, m € £(05) and 7’ € £(05,), we write

{ m(m, ), ifn>m;

N
m{m, ) = m(r’, ), ifn<m.

We will prove the following result, which is the Fourier-Jacobi case of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 7.1. Let n > m. Let 7,y be an irreducible representation of Spo,(Fq), and let 7y s p
be an irreducible representation of Spa,, (Fq). Then

My (Tp, W) if (Tp kb Tt et 1) 08 (Y, €1)-strongly relevant,
mw(ﬂ'pvk,hyﬂp’vkﬁh’) = { 0 e e otheﬁwz’se g

where my(7,,7,y) does not depend on .

For the Bessel case, we have the similar result, and we will only give a sketch of the proof.

Theorem 7.2. Let 7,p 1o be an irreducible representation of O5, (F,), and let mwy s be an
irreducible representation of and 0%, (F,). Then

m ) 1s strongly relevant;
m(ﬁp7h,k)75//,ﬂ'pl7kl7h/) = { 0 ’1’(7(0777#) f (ﬂ-p,h7k,e”7ﬂ—p’,k’,h’) gty ’

otherwise

where m (7, 7,y) is the same thing as in Theorem 7.1.



ON THE GAN-GROSS-PRASAD PROBLEM FOR FINITE CLASSICAL GROUPS 31

7.1. Reduction to the basic case. We first show that parabolic induction preserves multiplic-
ities, and thereby make a reduction to the basic case. We need Proposition 5.8 and the following
result which generalizes [LW3, Proposition 6.1]. Similar to [LW3, Proposition 6.1], the proof of
Proposition 7.3 is an adaptation of that of [GGP1, Theorem 16.1]. Recall that wf = wy, .

Proposition 7.3. Let s be a semisimple element of Spy,, (Fq)* = SO2,41(Fy), and s" be a semisim-
ple element of Spy,,(Fq)* = SO2m41(Fy). Let m € E(Spy,,s) be an irreducible representation of
Spa, (Fy), and let ' € E(Spy,,,s’) be an irreducible representation of Spy, with n > m. Let P
be an F'-stable mazimal parabolic subgroup of Sp,, with Levi factor GLy_y, X Sps,,. Let so be a
semisimple element of GLy,_,(Fy) and let 7 € E(GLy—p,, s0) be an irreducible cuspidal representa-
tion of GLy—y,(Fy) which is nontrivial if n —m = 1. Assume that so has no common eigenvalues
with s and s'. Then we have

_ —F 45 €_ Spay,
(7.2) my(m,7') = (7@0,7") g,y = (TQwi, I (1@T))gp, #,) = (TQwy ™1, I (107"))sp,. (7,

where the data (H,v) is given by [LW3, (1.2)].

Proof. Tt can be proved in the same way as [GGP1, Theorem 16.1]. The cuspidality assumption of
7 in [GGP1, Theorem 16.1] was used to obtain the following statement: for an F-stable maximal
parabolic subgroup P’ of Sp,,, with Levi factor GLj;,—,, X Spg,,,

S
(I (7@ (7 ©) Py ) =0

Since in our case sg has no common eigenvalues with s and s’, this multiplicity is zero. The rest of
the proof is the same as that of [GGP1, Theorem 16.1]. O

We also have similar result for Bessel case which generalizes Proposition 5.3 and Corollary 5.4
in [LW3].

Proposition 7.4. Let s be a semisimple element of SO (F,)*, and s’ be a semisimple element of

SO¢ (F,)*. Let m € £(SOS, s) be an irreducible representation of SO (F,), and let 7 € £(SOS,, s')
be an irreducible representation of SOﬁr’L(Fq) withn >m, n=m+1 mod 2. Let P be an F'-stable
maximal parabolic subgroup of SOﬁL/H with Levi factor GLg x SOS, € = (n+ 1 —m)/2. Let so be
a semisimple element of GLy(F,). Let 71 (resp. T2) be an irreducible cuspidal representations of
GLy (Fy) (resp. GLy—p(Fy)), ¢ < ¢, which is nontrivial if ¢ =1 (resp. £ — ¢ =1), and

_ 7GL,
7= I, xaL, , (11 X T2).

Assume that 7 € E(GLy, sg), and sg has no common eigenvalues with s and s'. Then we have
_ so¢

(7.3) m(m, ') = (r @0, 7" ) g,y = Ip " (T@7), T)so )

where the data (H,v) is given by [LW3, (1.2)].

Corollary 7.5. Keep the assumptions in Proposition 7.4. Then

AN SO;,+1 / _ SO;,+1—2£’ /

(7.4) m(m, ) = (Ip (T®7), m)s0s (r,) = M (IGLZL,/XSO;/L (p@7),m ).

Remark 7.6. Recall that we assume that the order g of finite filed I, is large enough such that
the main theorem in [S2] holds. For any irreducible representation 7 and 7', there is always a 7
satisfying the conditions in Proposition 7.4. More precisely, s and s’ have at most n +m < 2n
different eigenvalues s[i] € F 4, and s'[j] € F 4, Since 7 is cuspidal, the eigenvalues of 59 appear in
F,e. By our assumption of ¢, we have |Fq] > 2n. So we can always pick a sp which has no common
eigenvalues with s and s’.
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In order to apply the theta correspondence we will work with orthogonal groups instead of special
orthogonal groups. In Proposition 7.4, for m = 0, assume that 7 € £(GLy, s¢) such that £1 are not
eigenvalues of sg. Let 1 denotes the trivial representation of trivial group. By Proposition 3.2, we
set

00, [ 1, if 7 is regular ;
m(m, 1) = (Ip" (7). m)og ) = { 0, otherwise.
By the standard arguments of theta correspondence and see-saw dual pairs, we set

o ¢.1 7SPan | 1, if w is regular ;
m¢(ﬂ', 1) = <7T & wy, ’IP (7')>Sp2n(IFq) = { 0, otherwise’
To prove Theorem 7.1 and Theorem 7.2, by Proposition 7.3 and Proposition 7.4, it suffices to
calculate RHS of (7.2) and (7.3).

7.2. Reformulation. We now prove the Fourier-Jacobi case. It is not hard to see that Theorem
7.1 readily follows from Theorem 7.7 below.

Theorem 7.7. Let s be a semisimple element of Spy,,(Fq)* = SO2n41(F,), and s' be a semisimple
element of Spy,, (Fq)* = SO2m+1(Fy). Let mppn € E(Spay,,s) be an irreducible representation of
Spon(Fq), and let wy jr 11 € E(SPa,y,, s') be an irreducible representation of Spy,, (Fq). Assume that
n >m, and let { =n—m. Let P be an F'-stable mazximal parabolic subgroup of Sps,, with Levi factor
GL; X Spg,,. Let so be a semisimple element of GLi(IF,) and let 7 € £(GLy, s9) be an irreducible
cuspidal representation of GLy(F,) which is nontrivial if £ = 1. Assume that so has no common
eigenvalues with s and s'. Then we have

Sp My (Tp, W) if (Tp kb T ket ) 18 €0-strongly relevant;
€0 2n — P P Pk, PR,
(Tp ke h®@wy s Ip " (TRT k1 1)) Sy, (Fy) = { 0 otherpise

where my(7,,7,y) does not depend on .

We now turn to prove my(m,, ) does not depend on .

Proposition 7.8. Keep the assumptions in Theorem 7.7. Let k = h = k' = k' = 0. Then
My (T, Tpr) = My (7, Ty) where Let )" be another nontrivial additive character of Fy not in the
square class of 1. Moreover, if n = m, then my(m,, 7y) = my (7, m),).

Proof. Assume 7, and 7, are irreducible representations of Spy,(Fy) and Spy,, (F,), respectively.
By Proposition 7.3, we only need to prove

€_ Span, €_ Span,
(Tp ® Wy Ip 2" (T ® T spy (5) = (Tp @ Wy Ip > (T @ Tt ))sp, ()

Consider the see-saw diagram

SpPay, X Spa, Og;ﬁl—l

Sp2n O;n X Oi71
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By Theorem 5.2, we have
Qz,n,w(ﬁp) = ®:,n,¢f(77p) =,
where 7/ € £(03,). By Theorem 5.3 and [LW1, p.14] we have
O (M) = Ty, and O, () =7y

where 7w, and 7, € £(05,%4). Since Ty o (1) =7y (=) =7, (—1I), we have 1 = €.

On the other hand,
O (™) = O () = mp

n7n7w

and
@;’T/rlhw(ﬂ-/plﬁl) = (—)7277171[}/ (ﬂ-/plvez) = Trpl °

Then by Proposition 5.9, we have

“1 7Span
(mp @ wy, Ip%" (T ® T ))Spy, ()

~1 Span
=(o, (”/p) ® w;ﬂllf’ IPp% (T @ T ))Sps, (Fy)

n7n7,¢}

€— S n
:<7T;)7 @n,rlz ([sz (T ® Trpl))>0§n (]Fq)

[ Yo
=(m,, I (T @ Ty o )os, (Fy)

(7.5)

Similarly, we have

1 +Spy, O
<7TP & w;ﬂ;,, [sz (T ® 7Tp/)>Sp2n(]Fq) - <7T;)7 IP/2 i (T ® 7T/p’,q)>0§n(Fq)7

which implies

€— Span, €_ Spon,
<7TP ® wnﬂ;” IPp2 (T ® 7TP’>>SP27L(F11) = <7TP ® wnﬂllf’ IPp2 (T ® 7rP’>>Sp2n(]Fq)'

Suppose that n = m. Then

M (Tp, M) = (mp @ w:zjdlﬂ T )Span (Fy) = (Mo, Ty @ W;ﬂDsznOFq) = (Tp, Ty @ w:’L_,dJ>Sp2n(FfI)

Recall that wy, w = Wn, 2},. Hence

(Tps Ty @y, i )Spy (By)s i €1 =+
€_ .

(Mo, Ty @ wnﬂ;&sp%(]pq), ife ;1 =—;

- mw(ﬂp’yﬂp), ife_1=+;
= mw/(ﬂ'p/,ﬂ'p), if €.1=—

+ _
<7TP’ Ty & wn,¢>spzn(Fq) - {

:md,(ﬂ'pl,ﬂ'p).

O

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 7.7, which will be divided into two
parts.

7.3. Vanishing result. As a first step towards the proof, we establish the cases where the multi-
plicity in Theorem 7.7 vanishes.

Proposition 7.9. Keep the assumptions in Theorem 7.7. Assume that n > m. If (Tp k. n, Ty i ne)
s not ey-strongly relevant, then we have

S
(Tp e @ Wy, IPpM (T® 7Tpl7k,7hl)>sp2n(FfI) =0.
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Proof. Tt follows immediately from [LW3, Proposition 5.6], Proposition 6.2 and the standard argu-
ments of theta correspondence and see-saw dual pairs. ]

7.4. Non-vanishing result. To finish the proof of Theorem 7.7, it remains to prove the following
result.

Proposition 7.10. Keep the assumptions in Theorem 7.7. Assume that n > m. If (T, 5 n, Ty i nr)
18 €g-strongly relevant, then we have

(T b @ W50, T (7 @ Tt o 1)) ipy () = T (s ).
Proof. Tt is trivial if k = &' = h = h/ = 0. We prove the proposition by induction on |k| + |k'| +
|h| + |h/|. Assume that this proposition holds for |k| + |k'| + |h| + |h'| < N. We only prove on
|k| + |K'| + |h| + |W'| = N for g = €_1. The proof of ¢¢ = —e_; is similar and will be left to the
reader. To ease notations we suppress various Levi subgroups from the parabolic induction in the
sequel, which should be clear from the context.

Since (7p g n, Tpr k1) 18 €—1-strongly relevant, by Corollary 6.6, we have k = |h/| or k = |h/| — 1
and k' = |h| or ¥’ = |h| — 1, which implies if |k| + |K'| + |h| 4+ |h| > 0, then |k| + |k'| > 0. So there
are two cases as follows:

Case (A): k>0
Case (B): k = 0. In this case, we have k&’ > 0.

We now prove the Case (A).
(1) Suppose that k& = |h/|.

Put n; = n — k. By Proposition 6.2 (i), we can pick € € {£} such that the first occurrence index
of m, kn in the Witt tower O, is n1 and O, , (7 k.n) = Ty, ky,ny 18 an irreducible representation
of O§n1 (Fq) with kl S {:l:k} and hl S {:l:h}, and @;1,n(ﬂﬁl,k17h1) = Tp,k,h- Since (Wp,k,haﬂ'p’,k’,h’) is
e_1-strongly relevant and k = |h/|, the first occurrence index of 7y s/ ;s in the Witt tower O;é-e is
m —k and by Proposition 6.2 (ii), ©5 -1 | (7 k) = T ket e With k) = B —1=k—1= |ki[ -1

m,m—k
and b} =K.

Consider the see-saw diagram

Sp2n X Sp2n O;;Li—ig-l
Sp2n gnl X 0571

By Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 6.2, one has,
_ S
(Tp e @ Wyt I7P20 (T @ Ty et 1)) Sy, ()
_ S
:<@7€’Ll,n(ﬂ-plyk17hl) ® w:l ! ’ I Pan (T ® 7Tp/7k",h/)>Sp2n(Fq)

7.6 .
(7.6) =<7Tp1,k1,h1,@Z,ﬁf(Isz”(T®7Tp’,k’,h’))>ognl(wq)

€_1-€

0
=(Tpy kyhy> I 2 (X ®T) @ 7Tp’1,k’1,h’1,e’)>05n1 (Fy)
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e Suppose that n > m. By Corollary 7.5, let ¢ = 1, one has

€_1-€

0
(Tp1 kahas I 2 (X @ T) @ o k4 e )05, ()

0571'5
:md}(ﬂ-plvkl,hl v 2n171( ® Tph K, ,h’l,s’))
of-1°¢

oy —1 ()
= (T g T2 (7 D Tl b)) 051 ()

where 7/ is 75 in Corollary 7.5.

Let ng =ny — 1 — |k}| = n1 — [k1]|. Then by Proposition 6.3 (i), we have ©5, .. (sgn-mp, p.n,) =
T p,ka,hy 18 an irreducible representation of Spy,,, (Fy) with k2 = k—1 and hy € {£h} and ©5,, , (7 ky,hy) =
SgN - Ty, ki by - Consider the see-saw diagram

SP2n2 X Sp2n2 Enl

SPon, 05,1, x OF

2n1—

By Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 6.3, one has,

5 1€
/
<7rp17k17h171 2 1( ® 7Tp/17k/17hl175l)>ognlljl(Fq)

€__

_ 02 1f /
_<sgn.7rp1,k17h1,sgn.[ ni 1(7’ ®7Tp’1,k’1,h’1,e’)> 1 (R,

2L171
6 15
=(sgn - Moy ki b s L 2"171( ® (sgn - Wpl,k’lvh'l,e’)» ;nllf1(Fq)

0671‘6
=00, 11 (Tpkeasha)s L 21-1(7' @ (sgn - ol k1 e ))> 05,17, (Fy)

€__1"€
€_1-€ I

O
:<7rp,k27h2’ ®n1—1,n2 (L72m=t (T/ ® (sgn - ﬂ-P'pki,h/pE’))) ® wjl_2>SP2n2 (Fq)
S
=(Tpkaher T P22 (X @ T') @ T kg 1) @ Wity s, ()
€ S
=(Tp g,y @ Wiy P22 ((x @ ) ® 7Tp’7ké,h/2)>8p2n2 (Fq)
where k) = |h)| = k' and Rf, € {£k|} = {|p| — 1, —|h/| + 1}
e Suppose that n = m. Then £ = 0, and 7 dose not appear. Similarly, by Corollary 7.5, one has

o /
— 2(n
(Tpr i has T kg ) 05, (Fg) = (I2D (T @ Ty oy )5 Tt ! >o2*1 ()

where 7' is 79 in Corollary 7.5.

Let ng = ny — |k}| = n1 — |k1| + 1. Then by Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 6.3 (ii), we have

O€
621,112 (I 2t (T/ ® (Sgn : 7rPLk17h1)) = ISanQ (T/ ® 7-‘-kaz,hz)
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with ko = k — 1 and hy € {£h}. Consider the see-saw diagram

Sp2n2 X Sp2n2 O;(nl—i-l)
Sp2n2 O;;Li-‘,e-l X Oii_

By Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 6.3, one has,

(@)3 /
2(n1+1)
(1 (r'® 7"-/)17161,h1)77Tp’1,l'c’1,h’1, ’> 04 L1 (Fy)

(@)% /
— . 9%y +1) . .
(sgn - 2D (7' @ 7Tpl7k1,h1)’8gn 7Tp’1,k’1,h’1,e’>o 1+1(1Fq)

€ . ,
I 2m+ (77 ® (sgn - 7Tp1,k17h1))’ Sgin - 7"'p’1,k’1,h’1,5’>o6 1:1(37(1)

€ Sp /
®n2,n1+1(I "2 (T ® Wp,k%hz))’ sgn - 7T-p’1,ki,h’1,5’>oe 1:1(15‘(1)

=(
(
S
<I p27l2 (T/ ® Trpvk27h2)’ 6';17"2 (Sgn Trplvk 7h/175l) ® an >Sp27l2 (]Fq)
{

Spa /
[7P2n2 (7' ® Wp,kg,hz)y Tp! kly bl ® wn2>SP2n (Fq)

where k), = |h}| =k’ and B}, € {£k]} = {|M/| - 1,—|h/| + 1}.
Summarizing, by induction hypothesis, we have

(Tpkh @ Wy, %P2 (1 ® Tl 17))Span (Fo)
. <7Tp k2,hy & wnzl’lsp%z (r'® T/ kb, )>Sp2n2 (Fq)> it n>m;
<[Sp2n2( ® 7Tp7k2’h2), o' kb, X wn2>Sp2n2 (Fy)> if n=m.
M (Tp, Ty ), A n>m and (mp ks Tpr kg 0y ) 18 €—1-strongly relevant;
=q my(mp,my), i n=mand (7 g p.Tpks,n,) 18 +-strongly relevant;
0, otherwise.

Note that (7 hos Ty kg0, ) 18 €—1-strongly relevant if and only if (7 g ny, 7p ks hy) I8 +-strongly
relevant. If (7 4y no, Ty 1y ) 15 €-1-strongly relevant or my (7, my) = 0, then the Proposition
holds. Assume that my (7, my) # 0. It remains to prove that (7 x, ny, Ty ks py) must be e_q-
strongly relevant.

Assume that (7 g, hy, 7T oK h’) is not e_j-strongly relevant. Let n§ and m5 " be the first

even
call that m,p, n, and my g are irreducible representations of Spy(, o) (Fg) = Spy,;(Fy) and

SPa(m—2n|+1) (Fg) = SPam; ( q), respectively. By above see-saw argument, we have

occurrence index of m,p, p, and 7 o by 1 the Witt tower Of,., and Oggge, respectively. Re-

ny <n§=n—kand mj <my " =m— I[N
By Proposition 6.2, we have

ny>mny =mn—2k —ky and my > my, " =m — 21|+ 1 — |h})],
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where n; and m; ‘' be the first occurrence index of 7, x, 5, and Ty kb.ht 0 the Witt tower Oggey,

and O_;;", respectively. Recall that ks = k—1, |W/| = k and |h}| = |W/|—1 = k — 1, which implies
that
ny—mny =mj—my, " =k-—1.

Then (7p ko hos Ty ky,ny) 18 €—1-relevant. By our assumption, (mp gy hys T ky,ny) 18 DOE €_1-strongly
relevant, which implies (7Tp/7k/27h/2, Tpkehe) 15 DOt +-relevant. Note that by Corollary 6.6 (iii),
(T pt ks Tpokia,—ho) 18 +-Televant, and by Proposition 6.2 (i), (mpky,—hs» Tpr ky,ny) 1S €—1-Televant.
Therefore (7 ky,—hy» Tpr ky 1y ) 18 €-1-strongly relevant, and by induction on [k| + [k'| + || + |B[, we
have

_ S .
(Tpka,—he @ Wiy, P22 (71 @ Ty by 1t )y, (8g) = M(Tp, ) # 0, if 1> my

S .
<[ p2”2 (T/ ® ﬂ—p’kQ’_hQ)’ Wp/,ké7hl2 ® w;l"—2>Sp2n2 (Fq) = md}(ﬂ.p7 Trpl) # 07 lf n=m.
By Proposition 6.2 (i), the first occurrence index of 7, _ in the Witt tower Of,, is also
n1. Then ©5, ,, (7, k,—n) = Tpy k7 ny is an irreducible representation of 0%, (F;) where k7 € {£k}
and hy € {£h} and 7, krn: # Tpykyhy- By Proposition 6.3 (i), the first occurrence index of

0¢ , .
SgN -« Moy r iy (vesp. T2t (77 @ (sgn - 7y, ky by ) I8 also ng, and OF 1, (Mo, ks hy) = Mo ks by (resp.

(0)5 . . . .
Ofy iy (I 2D (7! @ (sgn - Ty g pr)) = PP (7 @ Tpks,hy)) is an irreducible representatlonlof
SPay,, (Fy) where k5 = k — 1 = ky and hy € {£h}. Note that m,, n, & O3, n,(Tp, kr.n3), Which
implies Tk, hs = Tp ka,—ha- With same see-saw argument above, we have
_ S
(Tpk,—n @ wy, t, [P (T ® 7Tp’,k’,h’)>szn(Fq)

€

o5t
T 2ni+1 (T & 7Tp’1,k’1,h’1)>05n1 (Fy)

=(Tp1 k1,05
_ S :
(7.7) ) Tokamhe @ wip TP (T @ W g 1))y, (7, i 0>
— ! .
(P02 (7 ® Tp ks o )y Ttk iy, @ Wi VS (B 1=
=1y (7, Tpr)

£0.

Since (7 j,hs T ko ) is €—1-strongly relevant, by Corollary 6.6 (ii), (7, % —h, Ty k n7) is DOt €_3-
strongly relevant, which contradicts with (7.7) by Proposition 7.9.

(2) Suppose k = |h/| — 1. One has

(Tp s ® W5 IP20 (T @ T 1 spy. (Be) = (Mo s 1020 (T @ T ) @ Wi Vsp, ()

Pick n1 and € as before. Consider the see-saw diagram

Sp2n X Sp2n Enl

Spoy, 05,1, x Of

2n1—

Using the same see-saw arguments, we have
671'6

O
<7rp,k,hy ISPQ" (T & 7I-p’,k’,h’) & W:L_>Sp2n(IFq) :<7rp1,k1,h17 I2m-t ((X ® T) ® 7Tp’1,k’1,h’1,5’)>02*1'el(Fq)
nl*
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where k1 € {£k}, hy € {xh}, k] =|h/| — 1 =k and b} = k. As before,

€_q1-€ €_1q-€

O O
<7Tp1,k1,h17] M ((x®T)® 7Tp’1,k’1,h’1,e’)>();;11f1(15‘q) = <7Tp1,k1,h17 I2mtt ('7'/ ® Wpll’ki’hll’el»oggllfl@‘q)'

Let ng = ny — (Jk1] — 1). Consider see-saw diagram

Sp2n2 X Sp2n2 O;(nl—i-l)

€_1-€ —+
SPan, Ogp 41 % O

Similarly, we have
€__ 1 “€

Ogpy g1 (- — Sp / +
(Tor iy, by, 42 (T ®Wpa,kﬁ,h’l,e’»oggllfl(]}rq) = (Tpha,has 1702 (T" @ Ty g ) @ Wiy sy, ()

where ko = k — 1, hg € {£h}, k), = k' and b, € {|h'| — 1, —|h/| + 1}. The rest of the proof runs as
before.

We now turn to prove Case (B). Consider the see-saw diagram like this:

Sp2n X Sp2n Enl—i-l

Sp2n 5 X Oil—

2n1

The rest of the proof runs as before. O

7.5. the Bessel case. We have established the Fourier-Jacobi case. We now prove the similar
result for Bessel case.

Proposition 7.11. Let s be a semisimple element of (0%, 1(Fq)*)?, and s’ be a semisimple element
of (05,,(F)*)°. Let mppper € E(0%,4158), and wy gy € E(0S,,, 8.

2m»

(i) Assume thatn > m. Let P be an F-stable mazimal parabolic subgroup of O;l(nﬂ) with Levi fac-

tor GLy,_ i1 X Oélm Let s be a semisimple element of GLy,_p41(Fy) and let 7 € E(GLy—m41, S0)
be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLjy_p41(Fy) which is nontrivial if n —m + 1 = 1.
Assume that sq has no common eigenvalues with s and s'. Then we have

/

g(n+1) (

0
(Tpkners Ip T® Wp’,kﬂh’»ognﬂ(mq)

 my(mp ), if (Tpkhers Ty i) 08 strongly relevant;
1 0, otherwise

where my (7, 7y) is given in Theorem 7.7 and my(m,, m,y) does not depend on ).
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(ii) Assume that n < m. Let P be an F-stable maximal parabolic subgroup of OS5, with Levi
factor GLy,—, x O5,, 1. Let 5o be a semisimple element of GLy—n(Fy) and let 7 € E(GLyp—p, S0)
be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLy,—,(IFq) which is nontrivial if m —n = 1. Assume
that sg has no common eigenvalues with s and s’. Then we have

0s,,
<Ip2 T re Wp,k,h,e”)v 7Tp’,k',h’>0 (Fq)

E,

2m

 m(mpen ) A (Tpghers Tp g ) S strongly relevant;
1 0, otherwise.

where my (T, 7,y) is given in Theorem 7.7 and my(7,, 7y ) does not depend on .

Proof. We can get the vanishing result by [LW3]. We now prove the non-vanishing result.

We only prove (i). The proof of (ii) is similar and will be left to the reader. As before, we
suppress various Levi subgroups from the parabolic induction in the sequel.

Let n¢ (resp. nf, m¢ and mf)/) be the first occurrence index of 7, 5 ¢ (resp. sgn & 7, i pers
T b and sgn - 7y g ). Recall that by definition, (Wp’k7h,€//,7'('p/’k/7h/) is strongly relevant if and
only if (sgn ® 7 k. p e, 580 @ Ty i ) is. Note that

/ ’
€

os 0
2(n+1) o 2(n+1)
(Tpesers Ip™ (T @ T )0, (F) = (S8R @ T per, Ip™ (T @ SN & Ty o)) 0s, . (Fy)-

By Proposition 6.3, we have

n=n+k+1; or n®=n—k;
ng=n-—k ng=n+k+1.
Hence it suffices to prove for n* =n + k + 1.

Put ny = n¢ and m; = m¢. By Proposition 6.3, we have O,y (Mo ke he”) = Tp ey hy With ky = h
and hy € {£(k+1)} and O, ,,(Tp ki b)) = Tpkper- Since (Ty g e, T g ) is strongly relevant, by
Proposition 6.3 (i), m3 —m =k or my —m =k + 1.

e Suppose m; —m = k. Then by Proposition 6.3, @ﬁ,/%ml (T ket 0) = Tt gt gy With Ky = [K'] =
k=|hi|—1and b} € {£}'}, and O, (T pr &y 1y) = Ty g - By Proposition 5.9, we know that

mi,m

! !
, o, , g
o (P (r @y 1)) = 12" (1 @ 08, () = Ip™ " (1 @ o ).

Consider the see-saw diagram:

SPan, X SPay, Oi(n+1)

S 05 ., x O
Pon, 2n+1 1
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By Theorem 7.7, one has

!

Oe(n+1) (

Tp,k,he’s I TR Ty, k’vh/)>05n+1(Fq)

Toers 0%, npr (12 (T @ o k)05, (Fy)

(
(
e_1-€-e 7S
<@ n,n1 (Wp,k h E") X w, 1 i p2n1( ® 7Tp’7ki,h/1)>SP2n1 (Fq)
=(

)

e_1-€€ Spn
Tpkr by @ Wy P2 @ Ty it vt )y, ()

. . , )
My (T, my)  if (7Tp7k1’h1,71'p/7k/17h/1) is €_1 - € - e-strongly relevant;
0 i (Tp.ky,has T ket ) 18 MOt €1 - € - e-strongly relevant.

If my(m,, my) =0 or (7Tp7k17h1,71'p/7k/17h/1) is a e_q1 - € - e-strongly relevant pair of irreducible repre-
sentations of symplectic groups, then we complete the proof.

We now suppose that my,(7,, 7,) # 0. We show that the pair (Wp’k17h1,7'('p/7k/17h/1) must be e_q-€-e-
strongly relevant. Assume that it is not e_q - € - e-strongly relevant. By above see-saw argument, we
know that (my wr nt, Tp ki ,hy ) 18 € - evelevant, which implies that (, k, ny, Ty k1 ny) I8 DOt €1 - € - €
relevant. Recall that k] = [k'| = k = |hy| — 1. Since (7 pe7, Ty 4 ) is strongly relevant, by
Corollary 6.7, we have h = |h/| or h+ 1 = |h/|. Then

1=l -1 or 1=l -1
ky = |hh| k= |hy| — 1.
Hence by Corollary 6.6 (iii), (vaklvhv”p’,k’l,—h’l) is €1 - € - erelevant. On the other hand, by

o, . . . / . /
Proposition 6.2 (1), (7 k1, —hts Tpkipe) 8 € - evelevant. So (7 ky ny, T gy, —n;) 18 €1+ € - estrongly
relevant. By Theorem 7.7, one has

e_1-€-e 1S
(78) <7Tp,k1,h1 & Wy 1 [ p2”1( & ﬂ-p’,ki,—h’l»Spgnl (Fg) = m¢(ﬂp,ﬂp/) 75 0.

Now consider above see-saw diagram again, by Proposition 6.3 (i):
€_1-€-€ 7Spo,
(Tpkr @ Wi IPP2MU(T @ W bt ),y (Fy)

S
<@n ;M1 (7TP k,h E”) ® wE e I P2 ( ® 7TP'7k/17—h/1)>Sp2n1 (Fq)

S
:<7TP7k7h75”7 @;17n+1(‘[ pz”l (T ® 7Tp,7k/17_h/1))>05n+1(]FQ)

Ogl(n+1) (

:<7Tp,k,h,e”7 IP ® 7Tp/ K, h’)>02 +1(F‘1)

Since (7 ke, Tpr k1) 8 strongly relevant, we know that (XQ, g n,er, XOTpr 1 1) = (Tpy bk, Tp ' )
is relevant. By Proposition 6.3 (i), (77,01,h,k,e”=77p’1,—h',k’) is not relevant. Then (Wp’k7h’€//,7'('pl’k/7_h/) is
not strongly relevant, and by vanishing result

!
OE
e_1-€-€ 7Sp o 2(n+1)
<7TP,k17h1 ® o‘)711 ’ I72m (T ® 7Tp,7k/17_hl1)>sp2n1 (Fq) — <7TP7k7h75”7 [P (T ® Tp! K, hl)>02n+1(]FQ) 0’

which contradicts with (7.8). Hence (7, ny, Ty k) n) must be €1 - € - estrongly relevant, which
completes the proof.

e Suppose that m; —m = k + 1. By Corollary 7.5, we have

/ ’

(0 0
2(n+1) _ 2
<7Tp,k,h,e”7 IP (T ® Wp’,k’,h’)>0§n+1(lﬁ‘q) - <7rp,k,h,e”7 IP " (T2 ® Wp’,k’,h’»og’nagq)v
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where 7 is given in Corollary 7.5. Consider the see-saw diagram:

€
Sp2n1 X Sp2n1 2n+1

€_1 €_1-€
SPan, 0,5, x Oy

The rest of the proof runs as before.

8. THE GAN-GROSS-PRASAD PROBLEM: GENERALIZATION

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.4, which extends the previous result to arbitrary
representations. We shall follow the method in section 7.

Let

govent = {(A, A)|T(A)e < T(A), T(A)* < T(A')", def(A) > 0,def(A") = def(A) — 1} ;
geven == {(A, A)|T(A)s < T(A)*, T(A)s < T(A')*, def(A) > 0,def(A") = —def(A) — 1} ;

Gt ™ = {(A, AT (A)* < YA, T(A)s < T(A),, def(A) < 0,def(A') = def(A) + 1} ;
Go9t = { (A, A)T(A)* < T(A)w, T(A)* < T(A), def(A) < 0,def(A') = —def(A) + 1}
be subsets of S, x Si, and let

g = (omUemn Uit Uaria).

n,m

To prove the Fourier-Jacobi case of Theorem 1.4, by Proposition 7.3, it suffices to calculate (7.2).
It is not hard to see that Theorem 1.4 (i) readily follows from Theorem 8.1 below.

Theorem 8.1. Let s be a semisimple element of Spy,,(Fq)* = SO2,41(F,), and s' be a semisimple
element of Spy,,(Fq)* = SO2m41(Fy). Let myanr € E(Spay,,s) be an irreducible representation of
Spon(Fq), and mp, a, a1 € E(SPam,s') be an irreducible representation of Spoy,(Fy). Assume that
n >m, and let £ = n—m. Let P be an F-stable mazximal parabolic subgroup of Sp,,, with Levi factor
GL¢ X Spa,,. Let so be a semisimple element of GLy(IF,) and let 7 € E(GLy, s9) be an irreducible
cuspidal representation of GLy(F,) which is nontrivial if £ = 1. Assume that so has no common
eigenvalues with s and s'. Then we have

S
<7TP7A7A, ® wif’ IPp2n (7— ® 7TP17A17A,1 )>Sp2n(F(I)

My (Tps Tpy )y A (Tp AN Tpy Ay A7) B8 (Y, €0)-strongly relevant, and there are E e {A, A}
= and N € {N', "'} such that (A, A}) and (A1, A') € G;
0, otherwise.

In particular, for unipotent representation ma of Spy,, (F,) and §-epresentation m_ o+ of Sps,, (Fy),
we have
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Corollary 8.2. Let n > m. Let wp be an irreducible unipotent representation of Spy,, (Fy), and let
m_. A be an irreducible 0-epresentation of Spo,, (Fy). Then

L if (ma,m— ar) is (1, €_1)-strongly relevant, and there is N € {N, A"} such
My (TA, T A7) = that (A,A\) € G;
0, otherwise,

Similarly, we have the same result for Bessel case.

Theorem 8.3. Let s be a semisimple element of (O§n+1(Fq)*)0, and s’ be a semisimple element of

( Elm(FQ)*)O Let 7TP,97Q' € 5( Elmvs/)J and 7Tp1,Ql,Q’1,e” € 5(O§n+173)'

(i) Assume thatn > m. Let P be an F'-stable mazimal parabolic subgroup of O;l(nﬂ) with Levi fac-

tor GLy—pmy1 X Ogm Let sy be a semisimple element of GLy_pm41(Fy) and let 7 € E(GLy— 41, So)
be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLjy_p41(Fy) which is nontrivial if n —m + 1 = 1.
Assume that sg has no common eigenvalues with s and s'. Then we have

/

204D (1 wp,979')>03n+1(Fq)

(Tp1,00,0,¢ Ip
My (Tp, Tp, ), if (71&979/,6/r,7rm,9179/1) 18 stronglyfelemmt, ang there are Q) € {Q, 0}
= and Q' € {Q, "} such that (Q1,9Q) and (Q},Q) € G;
0, otherwise.
where my(7,, 7, ) is given in Theorem 8.1 and my,(m,, 7, ) does not depend on 1.

(ii) Assume that n < m. Let P be an F-stable maximal parabolic subgroup of O%,, | with Levi
factor GLy,—, x O5,, 1. Let 5o be a semisimple element of GLy—n(Fy) and let 7 € E(GLyp—p, s0)
be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLy,—,(IFq) which is nontrivial if m —n = 1. Assume
that sg has no common eigenvalues with s and s’. Then we have

O§m+1
(Ip (T @ mp 000067) Tp0.0) 0 ()

M (Tp Ty )y i (Tp0,00,e7 Tpy 04,0,) 48 strongly relevant, and there are Qe {0, 0}
= and U € {Q, Q"} such that (Q1,Q) and (), Q) € G;
0, otherwise.

where my (7, mp, ) is given in Theorem 8.1 and my(7,,m,, ) does not depend on 1.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 8.1 and Theorem 8.3, which will be
divided into two parts.

8.1. Vanishing result. As before, we establish the cases where the multiplicity in Theorem 8.1
and Theorem 8.3 vanishes.

Proposition 8.4. Keep the assumptions in Proposition 8.1. If (7, a a7 T, Ay,A1) G5 nOt (3, €0)-
strongly relevant, then we have

S
(Tpan @ wy, Ipp% (T® 7Tp1,A17A'1)>SP2n(Fq) =0.

Proof. Assume that for any A{ € {A’, A]}, either def(Aj) # 0 or Aj = <:> In this case, the

proposition follows immediately from [LW3, Proposition 5.6], Proposition 6.2 and the standard
arguments of theta correspondence and see-saw dual pairs.
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Assume that there is Aj € {A’, A]} such that def(Aj)) = 0 and A} # <:> If the first occurrence

index conditions of (1, €p)-strongly relevant are not satisfied, then with the same see-saw argument
in the proof of [LW3, Proposition 5.6] or in the see-saw example in P.6, the multiplicity is 0. If the
first occurrence index conditions hold, then (7, v v, LRI ) is not (v, €p)-strongly relevant. By
the same see-saw argument in the proof of Proposition 7.10, we have

S S *
<7TP7A,A’ ® wy, [Pp% (T® 7TP1,A17A'1)>SP2n(Fq) < <7TP7‘1’,‘1" ® Wik, IPI’)% (T® 7Tp1,‘1’1,‘1"1)>spzn* (Fq)

where n*, 7, v g and 7, g, g/ are defined in Definition 6.4. Note that [T (¥})*| + |T(¥)).| <
|T(A))*| + T (A))«]. Then we complete the proof by induction on |Y(A})*| 4+ | YT (A))4|.

O

8.2. Non-vanishing result. To prove the non-vanishing result we first need to know the theta
correspondence of irreducible representations in the first occurrence index.

For a partition A = [Aq, A2, -+, \x], we will denote by A? the parition [Ag,--- , \g].
Proposition 8.5. Let (G,G’) = (Spy,,05,,). Let A € S,,, and let T(A) = [ﬂ . Let A" € S5/, and

/
let T(A) = [’;,} . Let mp be an irreducible unipotent representation of Spy,(Fy), and let mpr be an

irreducible unipotent representation of O5,,(F,).

(i) Assume that € = + and n’ is the first occurrence index of mpx. Then n' =n — X\ — %

and @:;n,(m\) = mp where T(A') = [)’l\é] and def(A') = —def(A) + 1. Moreover, if A" # A and

man occurs in O, (@;n,(m)), then (T(A")*)1 > 1.

(i1) Assume that € = — and n’ is the jzirst occurrence index of Tn. Thenn' =n— pu — %
and O ,(7p) = mp where T(A) = [’%\} and def(A') = —def(A) — 1. Moreover, if A" # A and
mAn occurs in ©, (@;n,(ﬂ'/\))), then (Y(A")y)1 > 1.

(iii) Assume that € = + and n is the first occurrence index of wp. Then n =n' — p} — def(A)

2
/
and 6:',11(”/&’) = 7p where Y(A) = [:Q} and def(A”) = —def(A') + 1. Moreover, if A" # A and

TA” OCCUTS 1N @:’n, (@Z,’n(ﬂ'/\)), then (Y(A”)*)1 > 1.

(iv) Assume that e = — and n is the first occurrence index of war. Thenn =n'—\| + et ond

2
2
O, n(ma) = mp where T(A) = [2,] and def(A"”) = —def(A') — 1. Moreover, if N # A and wpn
occurs in ©, (@;, n(ﬂ'A)), then (T(A”).)1 > M.

Proof. We will only prove the (i). The proof of (ii), (iii) and (iv) is similar and will be left to the
reader. Recall that mp ® mpr € w:{’ . if and only if

(A A) € By = {(A NP T(A). < "L (A)7, PT(A), < “P(A), def(A) = —def(A) + 1},
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which implies that

(8.1) i — 1<t <ty
and
(8.2) bl — 1 <'p <ty

It follows that
Al =M= W2 < X< A
and
|l < W]
Recall that for every symbol Ay (c.f. [P3, p.10] for details):

vank(Ag) = 4 1T(R0) 4 [T (Ag)u| + (P (), - if def (Ag) is odd;
[T (Ao)*| + [T (Ao)«| + (def(AO)) , if def(Ap) is even.
Hence, there exist A’ such that (A, A) € B! n, if and only if
def(A)\? def(A) — 1) def(A) — 1
2 a4 ] (SED) g (SR, )

Moreover, if n’ = n — /\1 & then |p| = |¢/| and [A?| = |N|. By (8.1) and (8.2), we get
I\i—1="Nand 'p="pu Therefore

ey def(A)—1

@:L—n’(ﬂ—A):{ 0 ifn <n—X\ 53—

TA! ifn' =n— )\1 — 7d0f(12\)_1

where T(A') = [)\2] and def(A’) = —def(A) + 1

For any irreducible representation my» € ©7, - (@: n,(ﬂ'A)) = OF, (7)), we have def(A”) =
def(A) and |p| + |A] = [Y(A")*|+|T(A”).]. T (T(A”)*)1 < A1, then the first occurrence index n” of

mar is equal to n — (T(A”)*)l — % > n’, which is impossible. Suppose that (T(A”)*); = ;.
Since mar R wA € wn s We have
(8.3) ("TA")) =1 <IN < (T(A"));
and
(8.4) -1 < (A <
Then

IT(A")*] = M < [N = Al -
and

IT(A")u] < 11| = |l

Note that

YA = [l + A] = [Y(A")a] = ! E

Hence, |T(A”)*] = |A] and |[T(A”).| = |p|. By (8.3) and (8.4), we get A” = A. So if A” # A, then
(T(A")")1 > Ar. O
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Proposition 8.6. Keep the assumptions in Theorem 8.1. Assume that (7TP7A’A/,7TP1’A17A/1) 18 €p-
strongly relevant. If

S
(Tpanr @ Wi, IR (T © Ty Ay L)) Sy, (Bg) 7 0

then there are 1171 e {AN, N1y and A € {N, A"} such that (A,E) and (A1,A) € G.

Proof. We prove the proposition by induction on

r = |TA) ]+ LA+ [TA)]+ [T )] + LA+ [T (A)s] + [TAD)] + [T (A
For r = 0, it is Theorem 7.7. Assume that this proposition hold for r < N, we prove for r = N. We
only prove (A, A}) € G, and the proof for (A’,A;) € G is similar. And we only prove for ey = e_;.

Since r > 0, there are two cases of symbols as follows:

Case (A): [T(A)*[ 4 [T(A)u] 4 [T (A" + [T(A})«| # 0;
’(?(SK ()B’)Q"E(A)*l [ LA)] + LA+ [T (AY)«] = 0 and [T(A)*| 4+ [T(A)o] + [T (A2)"[ +
1)* .

We will only prove the case (A). The proof of the case (B) is similar. Let 7, a» € E(Spoy,, Ty kh)
and 7y, A, A € E(Sp2mv7rp’1,k1,h1) where 7y and my i, p, are two cuspidal representations of
Spons (Fy) and Spy,,,/ (Fy), respectively. Since (7, A,a7, Ty, A, A ) is e_1-strongly relevant, by Corollary
6.6, there are four possibilities:

Case (A.1): def(A) > 0 and k = |hy|;
Case (A.2): def(A) >0 and k = |hy| — 1;
Case (A.3): def(A) <0 and k = |hy|;
Case (A.4): def(A) <0 and k = |hy| — 1.

We will only prove the case (A.1). The proof of the rest cases is similar and will be left to the
reader.

Assume that def(A}) # 0 or A} = <:> Pick € € {£} such that the first occurrence index of

Ty k,h i the Witt tower O, is n’ — k. Since def(A) > 0, by Proposition 4.2 (iv) and (6.1), we
can conclude that k is even. Let 7y pr pr = @fl,_n,_k(ﬂpgk,h). By Proposition 6.2, we know that &’
is also even. For any irreducible representation 7, q o of O%,.(Fq), if T, A Ar ® T, 0,/ appears in
then by Proposition 5.6, we have

TpQ, € E(O2n*77l'p’,k’,h’) and def(Q) = 2k’ = 0 mod 4.

nn*7

Hence, by Corollary 5.11 there is a symbol Qe {Q, 0} such that if Tp AN @ Ty appears in

+ .
then (A, Q) € B () k(@) €

nn*?

~ in wt
(8.5) A ® T appears in Y e (A) k()
With same argument, for any irreducible representation 7, v of Spy, (Fg), if 7, ® 7,00/

_l’_
then we have (I',Q) € B () k(@) ie.

(8.6) T @ T appears in w

appears in wy, .,

+ ~
rk(T),rk(Q)

Recall that k = |h1], then hy is even. Since (7 k n, T, gy p,) 1S €-1-strongly relevant and k = |hq|,
by Proposition 6.2, the ﬁrst occurrence index of 7y r, 5, in the Witt tower (0) odd “ism/—|hy| =m/—
k. Moreover, we have O, k(T kb)) = Tt ket ey With Ky = [R}|—1 =k —1and h} = k;. Since
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Ty A1, € E(Sp2m=77p’1,k1,h1)= by Proposition 5.6 (i), for any irreducible representation Ty Q1.9 61

€

€_1"€ . €_
of Oy, 1 (Fg) such that m, A, a1 @ Ty, 0, 01 ¢, appears in wy,, .., we conclude that

|def(£21)] — 1
2
Since def(21) = 1 (mod 4) and k is even, we get def(2;) = —2k + 1. Note that h; is even, we have

def(A}) = 2hy = 0 (mod 4).
By %rollary 5.12, either (Q1,A]) or (Q,A}) € B:I_<(Q1),rk(A’1)’
def(A)}) = 2|hi| = 2k > 0, then we have

€_1-€ B
Tp1,01,9,e1 € 5(02m*+1,7Tp'1,k'1,h/1,61) and =k—1.

Pick a symbol 1171 e {A}, A} with

(8.7) O, @ A appears in W;’L(Ql),rk(/\;)'

With same argument, for any irreducible representation 7, r, rr of Spy,,, (Fyq), if Ty P11, O ) .0
€_1-€

m..m*> then we have
k)

appears in w

. S+
(8.8) T, @ mE appears in wrk(Ql),rk(F’l)
where f‘Tl € {I},T%} € such that def(I'}) = def(A}).

A N
0

Write T(A) = and T(ij) = ,U/] To ease notations we suppress various Levi subgroups

from the parabolic induction in the sequel, which should be clear from the context.

- % =n—A; —k. By Theorem 5.2, Proposition 8.5 (i) and (8.5), n is the
¢ and there is an irreducible representation

Let ni =n—X\

first occurrence index of 7, o As in the Witt tower Og,,,

mpa of 05, (Fy) such that T(Q) = [/(g] and def(Q) = —def(A) + 1, and

Toan C Op o (Tp0.0r)
where Q' € {A/, At}

Consider the see-saw diagram

Sp2n X Sp2n O;;Li-ie-l

€ €—1
Span 5ny X O

By Proposition 5.9, one has

€—1

(Tpanr @ Wi I9P20 (T @ T4 Ay A1)y, (Fa) <{O5 n(Tp0,0r) @ Wi I9P2n (T @ )y a1 1)) Spy, (Fa):

=(Tp.0,0 @;}%f([szn (T® 7TP1,A17A’1))>O§n1 (Fq)

By Proposition 5.8, every irreducible constituent of 65,1 (I°P2n (1 ® Tpi,A1,A;)) Occurs in

€_q1-€

o L
102 <(>< ®T)® 921,215—@—711)(”%&7/\’1)) '
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By Theorem 5.3, Proposition 8.5 (iii) and (8.7), the first occurrence index of m,, z, a7 is
m—MN, — |hi| =m -\ — k.

If X} < A1, then

€_1°€ €_1€

m;n—(n—nl)(ﬂ-PlvAlyAll) = ®m,1n—)\1—k(7rp17/\1,/\/1) =0,
which implies that

_1 7SP2p,

(Tpan @wpt, I (1@ o1, A1,0,))Spy, () = O-

This contradicts our assumption. So

(8.9) N> AL
Let m{ =m — N, — dof(QAll) = m — A] — |h1]. By Theorem 5.3, Proposition 8.5 (iii) and (8.7),

;;nl,l il(Fq) where Q7 is a symbol such that

there is an irreducible representation 7, o, o1 ¢ of O
/ —
T(Q) = [5,2} and def(€) = —def(A}) + 1, and
TprALAg @:;ff,}i(ﬂpl,m,ﬂg,q)-

with Q) = Ay. Let n) =n — | — |hy].

Now consider the see-saw diagram

Sp2n X Sp2n ;(n’l-‘rl)
e 0, x Of

One has
[ Sp _ /TSP +
(Tpan @ wy  IPP20 (T @ ), Ay AL ))Spy, (Fg) = (L7027 (T @ Ty ay,07) @ Wy s Tp AN Spy, (Fy)-

For every irreducible constituent p; € ISP2n (T®T ) A, A} ), by Proposition 5.8, there is an irreducible
representation

O€7l1-€ . g
p/1 c J i+t ((X X 7') & Gn;lm,’l (ﬂ-pl,QLleEl))
such that p; € ©°,"(p}). Then

ni,n

(p1 @ W, Tp A 8) 8y, (7)< (015 (P1) @ Wif o a5, () = (01 Ot 41 (Toan Dot i,y
™1

Recall that the first occurrence index of myp os is n — A — k. If Ay < A} — 1, then
O 1 +1(Tpa07) = O (v —1y—(Tp,a,87) = 0.
which implies that
_ Spay,
(Tpan @ Wit I (T @ Ty Ay AL ))Spy, (F,) = O-
This contradicts our assumption. So

(8.10) N — 1<\
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By (8.9) and (8.10), there are only two cases for A to be considered: Ay = | or A\ = \] — 1.
We will only prove the proposition for Ay = \| by using our first see-saw again. The proof for
A1 = A} — 1 is similar by the second one, and will be left to the reader.

Suppose that A\; = \]. Then by above discussion, one has

€_1-€ o
m,m—(n—nl) (7Tp17A17AI1) - ﬂ-pl?leQllvel .

Consider the first see-saw, we can conclude that if
671‘6

O
(Tp0, [ 72MH((x®@7T)® Wpl,Ql,Q’l,el»ognl ¥, =0,
then
— S
<7Tp,A,A’ @ w; 17 I°P2n (7— ® 7Tp17A17A'1)>SP2n(Fq) =0.
So it remains to prove that if

€_q1-€

0
(To,0, 1 2+ (x®7T)® Wpl,Ql,Qg,q»o;nl ®,) 7 0,

then (A,ZXV’l) €eg.
We now turn to prove (8.11), (8.12) and (8.13) which means p} = pg or pj = pg — 1. Let

; def(Q1)—1
2

mh =mny — =m—pl— A\ =m—pu) =N, and let ny =n — p) — Nj. By Theorem

5.3, Proposition 8.5 (i) and (8.8), with the same argument as A/, there is a representation Ty I T
N ) N N
of Spyyy,, (Fq) such that Y(I'}) = B,Q] and def(I")) = —def(Q;) + 1 = def(A}) =2k > 0, and

€_1-€

Tp1,91,9),e1 © ®n’2,n1 (ﬂ-pLFLF’l)
where I'y = Ay and f71 € {I'}, T} with def(lf;l) > 0.

Consider the see-saw diagram

€_1-€
SPan;, X SPany, Ognyt1

€ €-1
SPany, ony X O1

€_q-€

For every irreducible constituent py € 102"1“(()( ®T) @ Tp, 0,,0,,e,), by Proposition 5.8, there is a

. Spoy,.1 .
representation ph € 12" (1 ® 7,1y, ) such that py € @eflni (ph). Then

nj,
(M0 p2)0s, 8, < (Moo, 0, (02))os, (8,) = (O, my (To000) ®w;;17p/2>8p2n/2 (Fy)-
By Theorem 5.2, Proposition 8.5 and (8.6), the first occurrence index of 7, o o/ is
ny—p1+k=n—XA—p.
If py < pfy, then
@:7/1777,/2 (mp.0.01) = @;1,n—u’1—>\'1 (mp0.0) =0,
which implies that

0671‘6
<7Tp,Q,Q’7 I (y®7)® 7Tp1791,9'1761)>03n1 (Fq) = 0.
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This contradicts our assumption. So

(8.11) pn > iy
Let ng = nqy — p1 — %(Q) = n — pup — A\;. By Theorem 5.2, Proposition 8.5 (iii) and (8.6),
2
there is a representation m,r of Spy,, (F;) where I' is a symbol such that Y(I') = [22] and

def(I') = —def(2) + 1 = def(A), and
T, 0, C @;27711 (Wp,p,p/).
with IV = A/.
By Proposition 7.4 and Corollary 7.5, recall that 7 € £(GLy), one has
0571'5
<7Tp,Q,Q’7 2t ((X ® 7—) ® 7Tp1,9179'1,61)>05n1 (Fq)

€_1-€

O .
B <7TP79,Q’7 I 2n171(7'1 & 7TP179179/1761»O;;llfl(ﬁ?q)’ if ¢ 7’5 07

(0} .
2(n1+1) €_1-€ =
<I 1 (7—1 & 7Tp7Q,Q/)7 7rp1791,Q/1,61>02;11+1(Fq)7 if ¢ 07

where 71 € £(GL1(F2),s1) is a cuspidal representation with s; # 31_1 and s; have no common
eigenvalues with s and s’.

Suppose that £ # 0. Now consider the see-saw diagram

€
Sp2n2 X Sp2n2 2n1
€_1-€ +
SPan, Ogny—1 X 01
By Proposition 8.5, one has
(.0 IO (11 @ 7y e e o 1 SO o (o) IO (1 @7 ) e
0,Q,Q 5 1 p1,021,9] €1 02;1171(]&1) = n2,ny \'p, I\ T )5 1 p1,821,827 €1 02;1171(15‘11)

€_1q-€

. . . O
For every irreducible constituent ps € 72" (1 ® Ty 01,9, &), one has
€ o €_1"€ +
<®n27n1 (WP7F7F,)7 p3>O;;11j1 (Fg) — <7TP,F7F/7 ®n1—1,n2 (/)3) ® wn2>Sp2n2 (Fq)-

By Proposition 5.8, every irreducible constituent of @;’liim (p3) appears in

S €_1°€
JPP2ng ((X X 7-1) (29 @mi(n_nl)ﬂn_(n_nz)(7Tp17Q1,Q/17E1)> .

By Theorem 5.3, Proposition 8.5 (i) and (8.8), the first occurrence index of 7, o, o ¢, is m—A1—p.
If ujy < py — 1, then
O (1%t (n @ ) =05 (%1 (ry @ ) =0
n1—1,n2 ! 7TP1791,Q,1761 ) — Yni—1n;—p1+k—1 (Tl ﬂ-Pl,Ql,Qﬁ,El ) -

which implies that

0671‘6
(To0, I 2+ (x®7)® Wpl,Ql,Qfl,el»ognl F,) = 0.
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This contradicts our assumption. So
(8.12) Wy > g — 1.

Suppose that £ = 0. Now consider the see-saw diagram

SP2(na+1) X SP2(no+1) §(n1+1)

SP2(na+1) O%nit1 ¥ o7

By Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 8.5, one has
7% +1)
< (7—1 & 7Tp,Q,Q’)7 ﬂ-pl,Ql,Q’l,q>oe 1€ (Fy)
14+1Eq
Spo(y,
<< na+1, n1+1([ 2n2 D) (Tl ® 7TPT,F’))7 7TP17917QI17€1>O€ 1 € 11(Fq)
[ TSP2(ng+1 €-1-€
_<I (2t )(Tl ® 7TP7F7F,)7 ®n1+1 n2+l( P1,91791761) ® wn2+l>Sp2(n2+1)(Fq)
Similarly, if g} < p1 — 1, then

€_1€ -
@n1+17n2+1(ﬂp1791,9'1761) = 0.

which implies
0671‘6
<7Tp,Q,Q’7 I (y®T)® 7Tp1791,9'1761)>03n1 (Fq) = 0.
This contradicts our assumption. So
(8.13) py > — 1
By (8.11), (8.12) and (8.13), there are only two cases for p/ to be considered: p; = p} or
wh=pp — 1. If
(0,0 ® W, /21 Porty (7 T Ty 101 )>Sp2n/ F,) =0 if py = pa;

<7Tp ro® an ’Isznz (7-1 ® 7Tp17F17 1)>SP2n2 (Fy) = 0 if ,ull =p; — 1 and £ # 0;
S .
<I p2(n2+1)(7—1 ® wpvrvl—v) ® wnz—l—l’ ﬂ-Pl,FhFl1>Sp2(n2+1)(Fq) =0 if 'ull =H1— L and £ = 0’

then
0671‘6
(o0, T2 (X ©T) @ Ty 00,006 ))05, (k) = 0-
So it remains to prove that if
Spy, .
<7TpFF’®w/217[ 22( ®7Tp1F1, )>Sp2n/(Fq #0 1f,ul1:,ula

(Tprr ® Wha' s I5P2n, (11 ® 7Tp1 r.r )>szn2 F,) 7 0 if yuf = p1 — 1 and ¢ # 0;
S .
(1Pt (1 @ Tp,T, ) ® wnz—l—l’ p1,0'1,T >Sp2(n2+1)(F¢Z) #0 ifpy = —1and £ =0,

then (A, A]) € G.
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By (8.9), (8.10), (8.11), (8.12) and (8.13), if (F,I’;l) € QZ‘,’,enmJ,r, for some integers n” and m”, then
(A,;\Z) € Gl Recall that in the case (A), we have [YT(A)*[ + [T(A).] +[T(AD)*|+[T(A])«| #0
ie. At + A+ p1 + g4 > 0, which implies that

CE) |+ X)) + [ CE) ]+ L] + [YC )]+ [T 1)) + [TE) ]+ [T(T)]
<L)+ LAl + YA+ [T(A)s] + [ LA + T (AL)s] 4 LA+ [T (Al

By Proposition 8.4, we know that (7Tp’1"’1"/,7'('p171'\171"/1) is e_j-strongly relevant, and by induction

hypothesis, we have (T, ﬁ) € G. Recall that we now consider the case (A.1), we have def(I") — 1 =
def(A) — 1 = def(A}) = def(I'}) > 0, which implies (T, T) € GO,

We now turn to prove the case def(A}) = 0 and A} # <:> With the same argument in the

proof of Proposition 8.4, we have

S S *
<7TP7A,A’ ® wy, [Pp% (T® 7TP1,A17A'1)>SP2n(Fq) = <7TP7‘I”‘I" ® Wy, IPI’)% (T® 7TP17‘1’1,‘1"1)>SP2n* (Fq)

where n*, 7, ¢ g and Ty, 0,0, are defined in Definition 6.4. In the similar manner we can see that
o [T(UY)* + |T(W1).] < [T(AY)*] + |T(Ay)s] and [T(A)*] + |T(A)u] = [T(L)*] + |T(0).;
o [T [+ [TA)] + [TA)T| + T (A)e] = [T+ [TU)] + [T (W)*| + T (P1)s;
e there are A} € {A], A} such that (A,A}) € G if and only if ¥} € {¥], ¥/} such that
(¥, ¥7) € G.

Here the difference between this def(Af)) = 0 and A} # <:> case and the above case is that we

can write down the symbol I'} in the above case, but we can only get U up to a transpose in
this case, i.e. we can only write down {¥, ¥U'}. However, since def(¥) = 0, the set of partitions
{T(¥))*, T(¥)).} does not depend on the choice of {¥, ¥'}. So we can still prove this case by our
induction assumption. ]

We now turn to the Bessel case.

Proposition 8.7. Keep the assumptions in Theorem 8.3. Assume that (7Tp7Q’Q/75//,7Tp17QLQ/1) 15
strongly relevant.

(i) Assume that n > m. If

/

2(n+1) (7- ® 7TP7Q’Q’)>O§,”+1(]FCI) 7 0.

<7Tp1,Ql,Q’1,e”7 IP
then there are Q € {Q,Q} and Q' € {V, V') such that (Q1,9) and (O, V) €G.

(ii) Assume that n < m. If
0s,,
<IP2 +1 (T (9] WP,Q,Q/,E’/)7 7Tp1791,Q,1>O§,m(]Fq) 7é O
then there are Q € {Q,Q} and Q' € {V, Ut} such that (Q1,9) and (Q,, V) €G.
Proof. We will only prove (ii) for € = €¢/. The rest of the proof is similar and will be left to the

reader.

!
Let Tp1, 00,9 " € 5(O§n+177rp’1,k1,h1,e”) and Tp,Q, € 5(O§m77rp’,k,h) where T ot kb€ and T kb
€

are two cuspidal representations of O35, ;(F;) and Oglm, (F,), respectively. Let mo and m(, be the
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first occurrence index of 7, 1, and sgn - m, 1 5, respectively. Note that
! !
€

O° O
<7Tp1,Ql,Q’1,E”7 IPQ( Y (T & 7Tp,Q,Q’)>O§n+1(Fq) = <Sgn : 7Tp1,Q1,Q’1,e”7 IPZ( " (T & (Sgn : 7TP,97Q’))>O§”+1(IF¢Z)

and if mo > m/, then m{; < m/. So we only need to prove the case my > m’. Recall that by
Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 5.6, there exists an integer N with the following property: for any
irreducible representation m, y o/ such that m, o o @ 7, A A» appears in wy, s We have N = def(A).
Since (7,.0,07 ¢, Ty 01,9, ) is strongly relevant, by Corollary 6.7, there are four possibilities:

Case

Case (1): N >0 and ky = |k| — 1;

Case (2): N >0 and k; = |k|;

Case (3): N <0 and ky = |k| — 1;
(4)

4): N <0 and k; = |k|.
We will only prove the Case (1), which is correspondence to Case (A.1) in the proof of Proposition
8.6. And we only prove the case either def(£21) # 0 or Q; = <:> in the Case (1). The proof of

the rest cases is similar and will be left to the reader.

Note that in this case k and k; are even, and N = 2|k| + 1. With the same argument of the
proof of Proposition 8.6, the following hold.

e For any irreducible representation m, o ar of Spy,,,« (Fy), if 7, A Ar @7, 0.0 appears in wy,. .,
then there is a symbol Q € {Q,Q'} such that (A, Q) € BI(A) (@)’
e For any irreducible representation 7, A, A, Oof Spy,- (Fy), if o1, A1, @ Ty, 04,0, " Appears

in w then there is a symbol ZXv’l e {A}, A"} with def(A’) > 0 such that (Ql,A’)
+

rk(Q),rk(A])”

nn’

As before, we suppress various Levi subgroups from the parabolic induction. Write T(ﬁ) = [’ﬂ

!/
and Y (Qp) = [/\,} Let M > n + m be an integer, and let \° = [M, \] and \” = [M, \'] be two

partitions. By Theorem 5.2, Theorem 5.3, Proposition 8.5 and above discussion, there exists an
irreducible representation 7, A ar of Spy,,« (Fy) such that

0
e T(A) = R\J and def(A) = 2|k| + 1;
o A/ c {Q/,Q/t};
e m is the first occurrence index of my A in the Witt tower Og,,, and Of,. ., (Tpaa1) =
Tp, 0,5
e m* —m =M+ |k|

and an irreducible representation m, A, a; of Spaoy+ (Fg) such that

— — or —
e There exist A} € {A], A} such that T(A}) = [2,} and def(A]) = 2(k1 + 1) = 2|k| > 0;
° A/ c {Q/,Q/t}
e n is the first occurrence index of m, A, ar in the Witt tower O} and O} ( Ty A1 A, N

Tp1, Q1,0 €5
en*—n=»M+k =M+ |k|
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Consider the see-saw diagram

€_1"€
SPom+ X SPoyp 02m+1
€ €—1
SPoym Smy X O1

By Proposition 5.9, one has

(7TpA AN w o ISp2m( ® 7Tp17A1,A’1)>SP2m* (Fq)
<O, (Mo0.0) © Wyt , ISP2m* (1 T & Ty A1,A,))Spge (Fa)s

—1°€ S *
= (T .00, O i (L0 (T @ 7o s g ))og, . (8

With same argument in the proof of Proposition 7.11, (ﬂ-PvAvAl’ﬂ-PhAlyAll) is e_i-strongly relevant.
S0 (Tp, AN Tpy A, A ) is a pair of representations satisfying the conditions in Proposition 8.6. On
the other hand, by Corollary 5.11, Proposition 8.5 and the proof of Proposition 8.6, one has

<@m m*(ﬂpQQ’) ®w - ISme ( ®7T017A17A/)>szm (Fq)

<7TpA A O w,, - Iszm*( ® Ty, Ay, Af )>Sp2m* (Fq) + @ Tp, A A & wm*lvjspzm*( ® 7TP1,A17A'1)>SP2m* (Fq)
A//

where (T(A”)*); > M. Note that def(A”) = def(A) = 2|k| +1> 0 and |def(A’ )| = def(A) — 1. So

If (A", A}) € G with A} € {A], A}, then (A", A’) € g‘““f. Since T(A’) < max{M,u}} = M

and (Y(A”)*); > M, one has T(A”)* £ T(A’l) . So (A",A}) ¢ G and (A”,AY) ¢ G. Then by
Proposition 8.6,

<7Tp AN X Wy, 71 ISpgm*( ® 7TP1,A17AI1)>SP2m* (Fq) = 0.

Hence, by Proposition 5.9, we have

(mp.0, I° amt1 1(x®T)® T, ,e)) 05, (Fy)
(8.14) =(mp0,00, Ot (P2 (T @ 7 Ay A )))os, ()
=(O7n,m (Wp,ﬂ Q’) ® wip, 1P (7 o1 A1.A5)) Do (Fo)
=(TpAn ® Wot s I5P2m= (T® 7Tp1,A1,AI1)>Sp2m* (Fq)s
which completes the proof by Proposition 8.6. O

To finish the proof of Theorem 8.1, it remains to prove the following result.

Proposition 8.8. Keep the assumptions in Theorem 8.1. Assume that (7TP7A’A/,7TP1’A17A/1) 18 €p-

strongly relevant. Assume that n. > m. If there are A’ e {N, APy and N € {N, N} such that
(A,A ) and (A1, ') € G, then we have

S
<7TP7A,A’ ® wiflv IPp% (T ® 7Tp17A1,A’1 )>SP2n(Fq) = My (7T07 7Tpl)'
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Proof. As before, we suppress various Levi subgroups from the parabolic induction. We also prove
the proposition by induction on

= [T(A) [+ LA+ [T+ T o] + [TAL) |+ [T (ALl + LAY+ [T(A]).]-
For r =0, it is Theorem 7.7. Keep the notations
e,k,h,kl,hl,ij,)\,u,)\/,u’,Q,Q/,Ql, 'I,F,F',FN’,Fl,Fll,nl,n’l,ng,nlz
in the proof of Proposition 8.6. We will only prove the case (A.1) in the proof of Proposition 8.6
with the assumption either def(A}) # 0 or A} = <:>, and A; = A and ¢y = e_1. The proof of the

def(A]) =0 and A} # <:> case is similar.
Since def(A) = 2k + 1 and |def(A))| = 2|hi| = 2k = def(A) — 1, for any 7&71 € {A], A}, we have

(AA) €6, if A = Al;
(AN €G, ifA] # A

Consider the see-saw diagram

Sp2n X Sp2n O;;Li—ig-l
Sp2n gnl X 0571

By Corollary 5.11, Proposition 8.5, one has
€ €_ S
<@n1,n(ﬂ-p79,ﬂ’) Quy, I Pan (T ® W017A17A3)>Sp2n(Fq)

:<7TP7A,A’ ®wy I°Pzn (T® Tp1,A1,0] )>SP2n(Fq) + @<7TP7A”7A/ ®wy ! [5P2n (T® 7TP1,A17A'1)>SP2n(Fq)
A//
with (Y(A”)*)1 > A1 = A\|. By the proof of Proposition 8.7, one has
<7TPJ\",A’ ® wy [%P2n (T® 7-‘-01,1\17/\'1)>szn(ﬁ7q) =0,

and

€_q-€

1 7S Oy,
(Tpanr @ Wit PP (T @ )y ay A ))Sp,, (Fy) = (Tp0.0, T2 (X @ T) @7y, 0,.00.6))05,, (Fy)-
Using the same see-saw arguments of Proposition 8.6, and by similar arguments in the proof of
Proposition 8.7, we have
_ S
<7Tp,A,A’ & w; 17 I°P2n (T ® 7TP17A1,A,1)>SP2n(Fq)

OE
=(mpa0, ] M+ (x®7T)® 7Tp1,Ql,Q’1,e1)>O§n1 (Fy)

€

Sp / .
1 2n / .
<7TP,F7F’ ® wn'z A 2(7® 7TP1,F1,F'1)>Sp2n/2 (Fq) if py = pa;
€1 S n 3 ! .
<7Tp,1“,1“’ ® wint, I°P2m2 (17 ® 7Tp171"171"’1)>8p2n2 (Fy) if fj =p1 —1and £ #0;
Sp n €1 : ! —
<I 2nz+h) (Tl ® 7TP7F7F’) ® wnz-i—l’7TP1,F17F’1>SP2(n2+1)(Fq) if p = — 1 and £ =0,
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Note that |A2| + |2 + [N?| + || = Al + |p| + [N| + |¢/] if and only if [A| + |p| + |N| + |¢/| = 0.
By induction hypothesis, the right-hand side is equal to my(m,, 7). Then

Span
(Tpa v @i TP (T @ T Ay AL Sy, (F) = M (s Tpr)
O

The non-vanishing result for the Bessel case follows immediately from (8.14) and Proposition

8.8.
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