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SPHERICAL FUNCTIONS OF SYMMETRIC FORMS AND A CONJECTURE

OF HIRONAKA

MURILO CORATO-ZANARELLA
November 2, 2023

Abstract. For all r ≥ 1, we verify the following conjecture of Hironaka [Hir89]: for a p-adic

field F with p odd, the space of spherical functions of Symr×r(F ) ∩ GLr(F ) is free of rank 4r

over the Hecke algebra.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Main result. Let F be a finite extension of Qp for some prime p > 2. Let r ≥ 1 be an integer.

We consider the space

X := Symr×r(F ) ∩GLr(F )

of symmetric nondegenerate r × r matrices with entries in F. This is equipped with a right action

of K := GLr(OF ) via x · k = k⊺xk. For a given coefficient ring R, we consider the space of R-

valued spherical functions S(X/K,R), that is, R-valued compactly supported and locally constant
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2 MURILO CORATO-ZANARELLA

K-invariant functions X → R. This is a module for the (R-valued) Hecke algebra H(G,K,R) of

G := GLr(F ) with respect to K.

Hironaka studied the spherical functions S(X/K,C) in the series of papers [Hir88a, Hir89,

Hir88b]. She conjectured that S(X/K,C) is free of rank 4r over H(G,K,C), and proved such

conjecture for r ≤ 2. In this paper, we prove this conjecture in general.

Theorem A. Let R be a ring where 2 is invertible. Then S(X/K,R) is a free H(G,K,R)-module

of rank 4r.

Furthermore, in Corollary 5.9 we provide an explicit generating set. We also treat at the same

time the case of nondegenerate Hermitian matrices over unramified quadratic extensions, as well

as the case of nondegenerate alternating matrices. These cases have long been understood by

Hironaka [Hir99] and Hironaka–Sato [HS88], but our method yields a different proof. Moreover,

our method allow us to study the spaces S(X/K,R) with any coefficient ring, not just with R = C.

The space X is an example of a spherical variety. More generally, consider G a connected

reductive group over a local field and Ǧ its Langlands dual group. For a spherical G-variety

X, the relative Langlands program predicts (roughly) that there exists a certain dual object M̌

equipped with an action of Ǧ such that there is a matching of data from X and data from M̌

reminiscent of mirror symmetry and other physical dualities, as explored by Ben-Szi–Sakellaridis–

Venkatesh [BZSV]. Under certain assumptions considered by Sakellaridis [Sak13]–which include G

being split and X having no roots of type N–this dual object M̌ should be controlled by a certain

subgroup ǦX ⊆ Ǧ (which is conjecturally isogenous to the subgroup constructed by Gaitsgory–

Nadler [GN10]). In this case, [Sak13, Theorem 1.4.1] proves that we indeed have an identification

(1) S(X/K) ≃ R(ǦX)

of S(X/K) with the representation ring R(ǦX) of ǦX in such a way that the action of H(G,K,C)

is given by the composition of the Satake transform H(G,K,C) ≃ R(Ǧ) with the map R(Ǧ) →
R(ǦX) induced by ǦX ⊆ Ǧ.

The case considered in our Theorem A is not covered by the above results, asX has roots of type

N. Since Theorem A is a consequence of an explicit description of S(X/K,R) as a H(G,K,R)-

module (Theorem 4.16), it should be possible to obtain an analogue of (1). One expects, from a

conjecture of Jacquet [Jac91], that the dual object M̌ is controlled by the dual group of a double

cover G̃Lr(F ) of GLr(F ). This will be pursued in forthcoming work.

Moreover, the author expects that the methods in this paper can be extended to more general

settings. As a proof-of-concept, in a companion paper [CZ23] we build upon the present results to

give similar explicit descriptions of spherical functions in certain symmetric varieties of “Friedberg–

Jacquet type”, including more new examples which contain roots of type N.

1.2. Strategy and structure of the paper. For ease of exposition, we outline the strategy in

the Hermitian case. We refer the reader to the body of the paper for the corresponding details in

the symmetric and alternating cases.

Let F/F0 be a quadratic unramified extension with uniformizer ̟ ∈ OF0 , and we denote X =

Hermr×r(F ) ∩GLr(F ) to be the space of nondegenerate F/F0-Hermitian matrices. If V = F r an
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r-dimensional vector space over F, then we naturally have

X = U(V+)\G ⊔ U(V−)\G, and thus X/K = U(V+)\G/K ⊔ U(V−)\G/K,

where V+ = (V, 〈·, ·〉+) and V− = (V, 〈·, ·〉−) are the two non-isomorphic nondegenerate Hermitian

forms on V. Each term U(V±)\G/K can be interpreted in a combinatorial fashion: G/K is naturally

the set of lattices Λ in V, and its U(V±)-orbits are encoded by the relative position of Λ and

Λ∨± := {x ∈ V : 〈x,Λ〉± ⊆ OF }. Putting both terms together, this gives a bijection

X/K
∼−→ Typ0r := {(e1, . . . , er) ∈ Zr : e1 ≥ · · · ≥ er}.

This is a relative Cartan decomposition of X, and under this lattice-theoretic interpretation, the

action of the Hecke algebra on S(X/K,R) gets translated to certain lattice-counting questions.

In general, these lattice-counting questions can be very complicated, but we can fully compute

them for the minuscule Hecke operators. The main observation that drives this paper forward is

that these can be succinctly described in terms of certain straightening relations which we outline

below. Since the minuscule Hecke operators generate H(G,K,R), this gives an explicit way to

succinctly describe the action of the entire Hecke algebra.

For 0 ≤ k ≤ r, let µk := (1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

, 0, . . . , 0) and denote Tk = char(K̟µkK) ∈ H(G,K,R)

to be the minuscule Hecke operators. We will prove the following description for its adjoint

T ∗
k : R[Typ

0] → R[Typ0]. i) If e ∈ Typ0 is such that ei ≥ ei+1 + 2 for all 1 ≤ i < r, then

T ∗
k (e) =

∑

ε∈{0,1}r

qinv(ε) · (e1 + 2ε1, . . . , er + 2εr),

ii) In general, denote Typ = Zr and define ∆k : R[Typ] → R[Typ] by the same formula above; then

we construct a certain submodule Rel ⊆ Z[Typ] of straightening relations satisfying the following

properties: 1) R[Typ]/Rel = R[Typ0], 2) ∆k preserves Rel and 3) the endomorphism of R[Typ]/Rel

induced by ∆k is precisely T ∗
k . In this Hermitian case, the straightening relations are generated by

the following elements for all a, b ∈ Z with a < b1

(· · · , a, b, · · · )− (· · · , a+ 1, b− 1, · · · )
− (−#OF0/̟OF0)

b−a−1 ((· · · , b, a, · · · )− (· · · , b− 1, a+ 1, · · · )) .
Such a description will allow us to study the H(G,K,R)-module structure of S(X/K,R). Parallel

to Theorem A, we can use this description to see that, in this Hermitian case, S(X/K,R) is a free

H(G,K,R)-module with basis
{
(e1, . . . , er) ∈ Typ0 : e1 − e2, . . . , er−1 − er, er ∈ {0, 1}

}
.

In Section 2, we collect certain subspace-counts over finite fields, which are used in Section 3

where we solve the general lattice-counting question related to minuscule Hecke operators. In

Section 4, we use the above results to give the explicit description of the Hecke action in terms of

straightening relations. In Section 5, we analyze the Hecke structure of the module of spherical

functions. In addition to proving Hironaka’s conjecture on the symmetric case, we also show how

we can recover the spherical transforms of Hironaka resp. Hironaka–Sato in the Hermitian resp.

alternating cases from our methods.

1We are assuming 2 ∈ R× for simplicity here.
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1.3. Notations. Throughout the whole paper, we will consider three cases: (uH), (S) and (A),

standing for unramified Hermitian, symmetric and alternating. The three cases will be completely

independent of each other.

p-adic fields. We will denote F0 to be a p-adic local field for some prime p. We will consider

Case (uH): F/F0 an unramified quadratic extension,

Case (S): F = F0, and we assume p is odd,

Case (A): F = F0.

We denote by OF and OF0 the corresponding rings of integers, with maximal ideals mF and mF0 .

We let q := #OF /mF and q0 := #OF0/mF0. Fix ̟ ∈ mF0 an uniformizer.

We denote Sign to be the set

Case (uH): Sign = {1},
Case (S): Sign = O×

F /(O×
F )

2 = F×
q /(F

×
q )

2 = {±1},
Case (A): Sign = {1},
and sign: F×

q → Sign and sign: O×
F → Sign to be the natural maps. We also denote ǫ := sign(−1).

For A ∈ Mata×b(F ), we denote A∗ ∈ Matb×a(F ) to be

Case (uH): A∗ = (A⊺), where (·) : F → F is the nontrivial element of Gal(F/F0),

Case (S): A∗ = A⊺,

Case (A): A∗ = −A⊺.

We also denote

γ :=




1 in the cases (uH), (S),

2 in the case (A).

Combinatorics. For n ∈ Z≥0, the q-Pochammer symbol and falling factorials are

(x; y)n :=

n∏

i=1

(1 − xyi−1), and (x)n := (−1)n(x;x)n =

n∏

i=1

(xi − 1).

The q-analogues of binomial coefficients are
[
n

m

]

λ

=
(n)λ

(m)λ · (n−m)λ
for integers 0 ≤ m ≤ n.

For n,m ∈ Z, we will use the convention that
[
n
m

]
λ
= 0 if either m < 0, m > n or n < 0. More

generally, if n,m1, . . . ,mr are integers with n = m1+ · · ·+mr, we also consider the λ-multinomials

given by [
n

m1, . . . ,mr

]

λ

=
(n)λ

(m1)λ · · · (mr)λ
if m1, . . . ,mr ≥ 0,

and given by 0 otherwise.

For I a finite ordered set and f : I → Z a function, we denote

inv(f) := #{(i, j) ∈ I2 : i < j and f(i) > f(j)} and ĩnv(f) :=
∑

(i,j)∈I2

i<j

max(0, f(i)− f(j)).
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For a sequence of integers e ∈ Zn, and an integer m ∈ Z, we denote

λm(e) := #{1 ≤ i ≤ n : ei = m}, and Σ(e) :=
n∑

i=1

ei.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Andrew Graham, Siddharth Mahendraker

and Zhiyu Zhang for their interest and helpful discussions. The author is grateful to Wei Zhang for

his guidance and suggestions. This work was supported in part by the NSF grant DMS–1901642,

and in part by the NSF grant DMS–1440140, while the author was in residence at the Simons Laufer

Mathematical Sciences Institute in Berkeley, California, during the Spring Semester of 2023.

2. Combinatorics over finite fields

Let V be a finite dimensional Fq-vector space. We consider nondegenerate pairings 〈·, ·〉 : V ×
V → Fq which are

Case (uH): Fq/Fq0-Hermitian,

Case (S): symmetric,

Case (A): alternating.

The following is well-known.

Proposition 2.1. The set of isomorphism classes of nondegenerate (V, 〈·, ·〉) is in bijection with

{(0, 1)} ⊔ (Z>0 × Sign) via typ(V, 〈·, ·〉) := (d, χ) where χ = sign(det(V, 〈·, ·〉)) and

d :=
1

γ
dimFq V =




dimFq V in the cases (uH), (S),

1
2 dimFq V in the case (A).

Remark 2.2. Note that in case (S), we are using the determinant rather than the usual discriminant

disc(V ) := (−1)(
dim V

2 ) det(V ). This will make the results on the following subsection less clean,

but will make the later sections much cleaner due to the multiplicativity of the determinant.

We will collect formulas for the following two quantities:

Definition 2.3. For (V, 〈·, ·〉) as above with typ(V ) = (r, χ), we consider:

(1) Given 0 ≤ b ≤ r we denote

S

(
b , r
χ

)
:= #{W ⊆ V : dimW = b, W ⊆W⊥}

to be the number of b-dimensional isotropic subspaces of V.

(2) Given 0 ≤ a ≤ r and η ∈ Sign, we denote

R

(
a
η
, r
χ

)
:= #{W ⊆ V : W is nondegenerate, typ(W ) = (a, η)}.

Lemma 2.4. Given (V, 〈·, ·〉) with typ(V ) = (r, χ), let H(r, χ) ⊆ GL(V ) be the subgroup of auto-

morphisms which preserve 〈·, ·〉. Then we have

#H(r, χ) =





(−q0)(
r
2)(r)−q0 in the case (uH),

2q⌊r/2⌋·⌊(r−1)/2⌋ (⌊r/2⌋)q2
e(r, χ)

in the case (S),

qr
2

(r)q2 in the case (A).
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Here we denote

e(r, χ) :=




qr/2 + ǫr/2χ if r is even,

1 if r is odd.

Proof. This is classical, see for example [Tay92]. �

Proposition 2.5. We have

R

(
a
η
, r
χ

)
=





(−q0)a(r−a)
[
r

a

]

−q0

in the case (uH),

q⌊a(r−a)/2⌋

2

⌊r/2⌋q2
⌊a/2⌋q2⌊(r − a)/2⌋q2

e(a, η)e(r − a, χη)

e(r, χ)
in the case (S),

q2a(r−a)
[
r

a

]

q2
in the case (A).

Proof. This follows at once from Lemma 2.4 by noting that

R

(
a
η
, r
χ

)
=

#H(r, χ)

#H(a, η) ·#H(r − a, ηχ)
. �

Proposition 2.6. We have

S

(
b , r
χ

)
=





(−q0; q20)b
[
r

2b

]

−q0

in the case (uH),

(−q; q)b
[⌊r/2⌋

b

]

q2

e(r − 2b, χǫb)

e(r, χ)
in the case (S),

(−q; q)b
[
r

b

]

q2
in the case (A).

Proof. For the case (uH), this is [LZ22a, Lemma 1.9.1]. For the case (S), this is [LZ22b, Lemma

3.2.2]. The case (A) is [Tay92, Exercise 8.1(ii)] and we include a proof for completeness. We will

follow the proof in [LZ22a, Lemma 1.9.1].

The symplectic group Sp2r(Fq) acts transitively in the set of b-dimensional isotropic subspaces

of V. The stabilizer is a parabolic subgroup Pb(Fq). As an affine variety, we have

Pb ≃ GLb × Sp2(r−b) ×G(b2+b)/2
a × G2b(r−b)

a ,

and thus, using Lemma 2.4,

S (b, r) =
qr

2

(r)q2

q(
b
2)(b)qq(r−b)

2(r − b)q2q2b(r−b)q(b
2+b)/2

= (−q; q)b
[
r

b

]

q2
. �

Theorem 2.7. Let (V, 〈·, ·〉) be a space with typ(V ) = (r, χ). Let 0 ≤ m,n ≤ r and ψ1 ∈ Sign, and

denote

l := r − n− 2

γ
·m, ψ2 := χψ1ǫ

m.

Then the number of subspaces N ⊆ V with dim(N ∩N⊥) = m and typ(N/(N ∩N⊥)) = (n, ψ1) is

Q

(
n
ψ1
,m, l

ψ2

)
:=





(−1)m(−q0)nl
(r)−q0

(n)−q0 (m)q20 (l)−q0
in the case (uH),

q⌊nl/2⌋

2

⌊r/2⌋q2
⌊n/2⌋q2(m)q⌊l/2⌋q2

e(n, ψ1)e(l, ψ2)

e(r, χ)
in the case (S),

q2nl
(r)q2

(n)q2 (m)q(l)q2
in the case (A).
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Proof. For such an N, we denote M := N ∩ N⊥. Note that if dim(M) = m, then we have

sign(det(M⊥/M)) = ǫmχ. Counting M first and then N, we have that the number we want is

S

(
m, r

χ

)
·R
(
n
ψ1
, r −

2
γ ·m

ǫmχ

)
.

In the case (uH), this is

(−q0; q20)m
[
r

2m

]

−q0

· (−q0)nl
[
r − 2m

n

]

−q0

= (−q0)nl(−q0; q20)m
[

r

n, 2m, l

]

−q0

= (−1)m(−q0)nl
(r)−q0

(n)−q0(m)q2 (l)−q0
.

In the case (S), this is

(−q; q)m
[⌊r/2⌋
m

]

q2

e(r − 2m,χǫm)

e(r, χ)
· q

⌊nl/2⌋

2

⌊r/2−m⌋q2
⌊n/2⌋q2⌊l/2⌋q2

e(n, ψ1)e(l, χψ1ǫ
m)

e(r − 2m, ǫmχ)

=
q⌊nl/2⌋

2

⌊r/2⌋q2
⌊n/2⌋q2(m)q⌊l/2⌋q2

e(n, ψ1)e(l, ψ2)

e(r, χ)
.

In the case (A), this is

(−q; q)m
[
r

m

]

q2
· q2nl

[
r −m

n

]

q2
= q2nl(−q; q)m

[
r

n,m, l

]

q2
= q2nl

(r)q2

(n)q2(m)q(l)q2
. �

3. Lattice counting

We consider a finite dimensional F -vector space V, equipped with a form 〈·, ·〉 : V × V → F

which is

Case (uH): Hermitian over F/F0,

Case (S): symmetric,

Case (A): alternating.

Let H ⊆ GL(V, F ) be the p-adic group of automorphisms that preserve 〈·, ·〉, and Lat(V ) be the

set of OF -lattices of V. Then H acts on Lat(V ) by h · Λ := h(Λ). The orbits of this map are well

understood, as we describe below.

Definition 3.1. We denote Typ0 := {(e0, χ0)} to be the set of pairs (e0, χ0) where e0 : Z → Z≥0

and χ0 : Z → Sign are such that

• we have e0(i) = 0 for all but finitely many i ∈ Z,

• if i is such that e0(i) = 0, then χ0(i) = 1.

For an OF -lattice Λ, there always exist an orthogonal decomposition V =
⊕

i∈Z
V

(i)
Λ such that

Λ(i) := Λ∩V (i)
Λ satisfies that (Λ(i))∨ = ̟−iΛ(i).We equip V

(i)
Λ with the form 〈·, ·〉(i) := ̟−i〈·, ·〉, for

which Λ(i) becomes self-dual. Given such a decomposition, we consider the functions e0 : Z → Z≥0

and χ0 : Z → Sign given by (e0(i), χ0(i)) := typ(Λ(i)/̟Λ(i), 〈·, ·〉(i)) where typ was defined in

Definition 2.3. That is,

e0(i) :=
1

γ
dimF V

(i)
Λ , χ0(i) := sign(det(Λ(i), 〈·, ·〉(i))).

We will denote typ(Λ) := (e0, χ0).
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Proposition 3.2. For an OF -lattice Λ, typ(Λ) is independent of the choice of decomposition above,

and gives us an injection

H\Lat(V )
typ−֒−→ Typ0.

Moreover, as (V, 〈·, ·〉) varies, these maps cover the whole set Typ0.

Proof. For the case (uH), this follows from the work of Jacowitz [Jac62]. For the case (S), this

follows from the work of O’Meara [O’M00]. For the case (A), this is classical, see for example

[HS88, Section 2]. �

Theorem 3.3. Fix Λ ∈ Lat(V ) and denote typ(Λ) = (e0, χ0). Fix an orthogonal decomposition

V =
⊕

i∈Z
V

(i)
Λ as above, and denote V

(≥j)
Λ :=

⊕
i≥j V

(j)
Λ .

Consider another lattice L ∈ Lat(V ) with ̟Λ ⊆ L ⊆ Λ, and denote Ni := proj
V

(i)
Λ

(L ∩ V (≥i)
Λ ).

Then typ(L) is determined by (Ni)i∈Z. More precisely: let Mi := Ni ∩ ̟i+1N∨
i , and denote

n,m, l : Z → Z≥0 and ψ1, ψ2 : Z → Sign to be

(1) m(i) = dim(Mi/̟Λ(i)),

(2) (n(i), ψ1(i)) = typ(Ni/Mi, 〈·, ·〉(i)),
(3) (l(i), ψ2(i)) = typ(̟i+1N∨

i /Mi, 〈·, ·〉(i)).
Note that these satisfy

e0(i) = n(i) +
2

γ
·m(i) + l(i) and χ0(i) = ψ1(i) · ǫm(i) · ψ2(i).

Then typ(L) = (f0, ψ0) is given by

f0(i) = n(i) +
2

γ
·m(i− 1) + l(i− 2), and ψ0(i) = ψ1(i) · ǫm(i−1) · ψ2(i− 2).

Proof. First, on the Fq vector spaces Λ(i)/̟Λ(i), we consider the following basis: i) choose a

basis u(i) of Mi/̟Λ(i), ii) extend u(i) to a basis u(i), v(i) of Ni/̟Λ(i), iii) extend u(i) to a basis

u(i), x(i) of ̟i+1N∨
i /̟Λ(i), iv) extend u(i), v(i), x(i) to a basis u(i), v(i), x(i), y0(i) of Λ(i)/̟Λ(i).

We lift this to an OF -basis of Λ(i) and use the same notation for simplicity. Since Λ(i) is self-dual

under 〈·, ·〉(i), the moment matrix of Λ(i) must be in GLe0(i)(OF ):

T〈·,·〉(i)(u(i), v(i), x(i), y0(i)) =




̟∗ ̟∗ ̟∗ ∗
̟∗ T〈·,·〉(i)(v(i)) ̟∗ ∗
̟∗ ̟∗ T〈·,·〉(i)(x(i)) ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ T〈·,·〉(i)(y0(i))


 ∈ GLe0(i)(OF ),

where ∗ represents matrices with entries in OF . A standard row reduction allow us to modify this

basis in such a way that

T〈·,·〉(i)(u(i), v(i), x(i), y0(i)) =




0 0 0 A(i)

0 T〈·,·〉(i)(v(i)) 0 0

0 0 T〈·,·〉(i)(x(i)) 0

A(i)∗ 0 0 T〈·,·〉(i)(y0(i))


 .

Now we claim we may also assume T〈·,·〉(i)(y0(i)) = 0: Consider y(i) = y0(i) +X · u(i). Then

T〈·,·〉(i)(y(i)) = T〈·,·〉(i)(y0(i)) +X · A(i) + A(i)∗ ·X∗.
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We can choose X so that this is 0 as i) A(i) is invertible and ii) the map Matk×k(OF ) →
Matk×k(OF )

∗=1 given by X 7→ X +X∗ is surjective.2 We will write

T〈·,·〉(i)(u(i), v(i), x(i), y(i)) =




0 0 0 M(i)

0 V (i) 0 0

0 0 X(i) 0

M(i)∗ 0 0 0


 ∈ GLe0(i)(OF ).

Taking determinants, we have

χ(i) = sign ((−1)m det(V (i)X(i)M(i)M(i)∗)) = ǫm · ψ1(i) · ψ2(i).

Under this OF -basis

. . . , u(i+ 1), v(i+ 1), x(i + 1), y(i+ 1), u(i), v(i), x(i), y(i), . . .

of Λ, the lattice L can be represented by the OF -span of the columns of a matrix of the form

(2)




.. .
Im(i) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 Iγ·n(i) 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 ̟·Iγ·l(i) 0 ∗ ∗ 0 0

0 0 0 ̟·Im(i) ∗ ∗ 0 0

. . .
0 0 0 0 Im(j) 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 Iγ·n(j) 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 ̟·Iγ·l(j) 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ̟·Im(j)

.. .




where i > j in the above. We will denote such basis of L by

. . . , uL(i + 1), vL(i + 1), xL(i + 1), yL(i+ 1), uL(i), vL(i), xL(i), yL(i), . . . ,

and we let α(i) = (uL(i), vL(i), xL(i), yL(i))

Now we analyze the moment matrix for the OF -basis (α(i))i∈Z of L. We have

〈α(i), α(i)〉 =




̟i+1M(i)

̟iV (i)

̟i+2X(i)

̟i+1M(i)∗


+

∑

k>i




̟k∗ ̟k∗ 0 0

̟k∗ ̟k∗ 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0




=




̟i+1∗ ̟i+1∗ ̟i+1M(i)

̟i+1∗ ̟iVL(i)

̟i+2X(i)

̟i+1M(i)∗




for some VL(i) ≡ V (i) mod ̟OF , and if i > j,

〈α(i), α(j)〉 =




̟i∗ ̟i∗ 0 0

0 0 0 0

̟i+1∗ ̟i+1∗ 0 0

0 0 0 0


+

∑

k>i




̟k∗ ̟k∗ 0 0

̟k∗ ̟k∗ 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0


 =




̟i∗ ̟i∗ 0 0

̟i+1∗ ̟i+1 0 0

̟i+1∗ ̟i+1∗ 0 0

0 0 0 0


 .

2Here we are using that q is odd in case (S).
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Now consider β(i) = (vL(i), xL(i− 2), uL(i− 1), yL(i− 1)). Then

〈β(i), β(i)〉 =




̟iVL(i) 0 ̟i+1∗ 0

0 ̟iX(i− 2) 0 0

̟i+1∗ 0 ̟i∗ ̟iM(i− 1)

0 0 ̟iM(i− 1)∗ 0


 ,

as well as

〈β(i), β(i − 1)〉 =




̟i+1∗ 0 ̟i+1∗ 0

0 0 0 0

̟i∗ 0 ̟i−1∗ 0

0 0 0 0


 , 〈β(i), β(i− 2)〉 =




̟i+1∗ 0 ̟i+1∗ 0

0 0 ̟i−1∗ 0

̟i−1∗ 0 ̟i−1∗ 0

0 0 0 0


 .

and if i > j + 1,

〈β(i), β(j)〉 =




̟i+1∗ 0 ̟i+1∗ 0

̟i−1∗ 0 ̟i−1∗ 0

̟i−1∗ 0 ̟i−1∗ 0

0 0 0 0


 .

For each i, since ̟iM(i− 1) is the only nonzero term in its columns, and since all the other terms

to its left have valuation ≥ i, we can perform a series of row reductions to obtain a new basis

. . . , β0(i+ 1), β0(i), . . . such that

〈β0(i), β0(i)〉 =




̟iVL(i) 0 0 0

0 ̟iX(i− 2) 0 0

0 0 ̟i∗ ̟iM(i− 1)

0 0 ̟iM(i− 1)∗ 0


 =: E(i),

and such that

〈β0(i), β0(j)〉 =




̟i+1∗ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0


 for i > j ≥ i− 2,

and

〈β0(i), β0(j)〉 =




̟i+1∗ 0 0 0

̟i−1∗ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0


 for i− 2 > j.

Finally, it is easy to see that there is a further row reduction which makes the moment matrix

become block-diagonal with blocks E(i). Now we have 1
̟iE(i) ∈ GLγ·n(i)+2·m(i−1)+γ·l(i−2)(OF )

and

sign(det(E(i)/̟i)) = sign(detVL(i)) · sign(detX(i− 2)) · ǫm(i−1) = ψ1(i) · ψ2(i − 2) · ǫm(i−1),

and thus f0(i) = n(i)+ 2
γ ·m(i− 1)+ l(i− 2) and ψ0(i) = ψ1(i) · ǫm(i−1) ·ψ2(i− 2), as claimed. �
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Corollary 3.4. Fix Λ ∈ Lat(V ) and denote typ(Λ) = (e0, χ0). Consider another pair (f0, ψ0). If

there exist L ∈ Lat(V ) with ̟Λ ⊆ L ⊆ Λ and typ(L) = (f0, ψ0), then there exist n,m, l : Z → Z≥0

and ψ1, ψ2 : Z → Sign with

e0(i) = n(i) +
2

γ
·m(i) + l(i) χ0(i) = ψ1(i) · ǫm(i) · ψ2(i)

and

f0(i) = n(i) +
2

γ
·m(i− 1) + l(i− 2), ψ0(i) = ψ1(i) · ǫm(i−1) · ψ2(i− 2).

In this case, the number of such L is

q
∑

i>j(m(i)+γ·l(i))(m(j)+γ·n(j))
∏

i

Q

(
n(i)
ψ1(i)

,m(i), l(i)
ψ2(i)

)
.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.3: for each i and given (n(i), ψ1(i),m(i), l(i), ψ2(i)), the num-

ber of Ni is Q

(
n(i)
ψ1(i)

,m(i), l(i)
ψ2(i)

)
by Theorem 2.7; given all the Ni, the number of L is

q
∑

i>j(m(i)+γ·l(i))(m(j)+γ·n(j))

by the description in (2). �

4. Explicit models of spherical functions

We fix a coefficient ring R 6= 0. In the case (S), we assume 2 ∈ R×.

4.1. Spherical functions and Hecke action. Let r ≥ 1 be a positive integer, and let V = F γr,

that is,

Case (uH): V = F r,

Case (S): V = F r,

Case (A): V = F 2r.

Let G := GLγr(F ) = GL(V ) be the associated p-adic Lie group, with maximal open compact

subgroup K := GLγr(OF ). We consider

X := (G)∗=1 =





Hermr(F/F0) ∩G in the case (uH),

Symr(F ) ∩G in the case (S),

Alt2r(F ) ∩G in the case (A)

the space of nondegenerate Hermitian/symmetric/alternating matrices.

The group G acts on X on the right by x · g := g∗xg. This allow us to identify

X =
⊔

(V,〈·,·〉)

H(V, 〈·, ·, 〉)\G,

where 〈·, ·〉 runs through the (finitely many) isomorphism classes of nondegenerate

Case (uH): F/F0-Hermitian forms on V,

Case (S): symmetric forms on V,

Case (A): alternating forms on V,

and H(V, 〈·, ·〉) denotes the corresponding automorphism groups.
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Definition 4.1. We denote Typ0r to be the subset of Typ0 consisting of (e0, χ0) with
∑

i e
0(i) = r.

Proposition 4.2. We have a bijection

X/K =
⊔

(V,〈·,·,〉)

H(V, 〈·, ·, 〉)\G/K typ−−→∼ Typ0r.

Proof. Note that G/K ≃ Lat(V ) via g 7→ g · (Oγr
F ). With this, the claim is a re-statement of

Proposition 3.2. �

Definition 4.3. We denote C∞(X/K) to be the R-module of locally constant functionsX/K → R.

We denote S(X/K) := C∞
c (X/K) ⊆ C∞(X/K) to be the submodule of compactly supported

functions. These are modules over the (R-valued) Hecke algebra H(G,K) := C∞
c (K\G/K) via

convolution.

Proposition 4.2 induces isomorphisms

C∞(X/K)
∼−→ RJTyp0rK, S(X/K)

∼−→ R[Typ0r],

and we use these to transport the action of H(G,K) to R[Typ0r] and RJTyp0rK. For T ∈ H(G,K),

we will denote T ∗ : R[Typ0r] → R[Typ0r] to be the adjoint of T under the perfect pairing

{·, ·} : RJTyp0rK ×R[Typ0r ] → R.

Definition 4.4. For 0 ≤ k ≤ γr, we denote µk := (1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
γr−k

) and Tk,r := char(K ·̟µk ·K)

the miniscule Hecke operators.

Concretely, the action T ∗
k,r : R[Typ

0
r] → R[Typ0r] is encoded as follows: if (e0, χ0) ∈ Typ0r and

Λ ∈ Lat(V ) is such that typ(Λ) = (e0, χ0), then

T ∗
k,r(e

0, χ0) =
∑

̟Λ⊆L⊆Λ
length(Λ/L)=k

1 · typ(L).

The right hand side is, of course, computed in Corollary 3.4. We will now work to show that it

can be succinctly described by certain straightening relations.

4.2. Straightening relations.

Definition 4.5. For each r ≥ 0, we consider Typr := (Z × Sign)r, and we denote Typ :=⊔
r≥0 Typr. For a, b ≥ 0, we consider the concatenation product ⋆ : Typa × Typb → Typa+b. This

makes R[Typ] into a graded noncommutative R-ring with graded pieces Grr(R[Typ]) = R[Typr].

For e ∈ Zr, χ ∈ Signr, we will denote the element associated to (e, χ) ∈ Typr by

δ(e, χ) =

(
· · · , ei

χi
, ei+1
χi+1

, · · ·
)

∈ R[Typ].

In the case (S), we will also need a certain variation: for a character s : Signr → {±1}, we denote

δs(e) :=
∑

χ∈Signr

s(χ)

(
· · · , ei

χi
, ei+1
χi+1

, · · ·
)

∈ R[Typ].
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Note that we are assuming that #Sign ∈ R×, and so we may write
(
· · · , ei

χi
, ei+1
χi+1

, · · ·
)

=
1

(#Sign)r

∑

s : Signr→{±1}

s(χ)δs(e).

Moreover, if (s1, . . . , sr) ∈ (Ŝign)r = Signr are such that s : Signr → {±1} is given by s(χ) =∏
i si(χi), then we also denote

(
· · · , ei

si
, ei+1
si+1

, · · ·
)Σ

= δs(e).

Observe that δs(e) ⋆ δs′(e
′) is given simply by the concatenation

(
· · · , ea

sa
, e

′
1
s′1
, · · ·

)Σ

.

Definition 4.6. We consider the homogeneous two-sided ideal Rel ⊆ R[Typ] which is generated

by the following degree 2 elements. We will also denote Relr := Grr(Rel) ⊆ R[Typr].

Case (uH): 1) For a ∈ Z,

Rel(a) := (a, a+ 1)− (a+ 1, a) .

2) For b > a,

Rel(a, b) := (a, b)− (a+ 1, b− 1)− (−q0)b−a−1 ((b, a)− (b− 1, a+ 1)) .

Case (S): 1) For b− a ∈ 2Z≥0 + 1,

Rel

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
:=

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)Σ

−
(
a+ 1
s2

, b− 1
s1

)Σ

− q(b−a−1)/2

((
b
s2
, a
s1

)Σ

−
(
b− 1
s1

, a+ 1
s2

)Σ
)
.

2) For b− a ∈ 2Z≥0

Rel

(
a
s
, b
−s

)
:=

(
a
s
, b
−s

)Σ

+ q(b−a)/2
(
b
s
, a−s

)Σ

and if we denote

RelHalf

(
a
s
, b
s

)
:= −

(
a
s
, b
s

)Σ

+

(
a− 1
s

, b + 1
s

)Σ

− ǫ

((
a
−s ,

b
−s

)Σ

−
(
a+ 1
−s , b− 1

−s

)Σ
)
,

then also, for b− a ∈ 2Z≥1,

Rel

(
a
s
, b
s

)
:= RelHalf

(
a+ 1
s

, b− 1
s

)
+ q(b−a−2)/2RelHalf

(
b− 1
s

, a+ 1
s

)
.

Case (A): 1) For a ∈ Z,

Rel(a) := (a, a+ 1)− (a+ 1, a) .

2) For b > a,

Rel(a, b) := (a, b)− (a+ 1, b− 1)− q2(b−a−1) ((b, a)− (b− 1, a+ 1))
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Remark 4.7. Note that in cases (uH) and (A), Rel(a, a+ 1) = 2Rel(a), so Rel(a) is not necessary

if 2 ∈ R×.

Remark 4.8. In case (S), we have

Rel

(
a
s
, a−s

)
= 2

(
a
s
, a−s

)Σ

,

and applying this for both s = + and s = − give us

(3)

(
a
ψ1
, a
ψ2

)
≡
(

a
−ψ1

, a
−ψ2

)
mod Rel.

Moreover,

Rel

(
a
s1
, a+ 1
s2

)
= 2

((
a
s1
, a+ 1
s2

)Σ

−
(
a+ 1
s2

, a
s1

)Σ
)

and since we are assuming 2 is invertible, this implies

(4)

(
a
ψ1
, a+ 1
ψ2

)
≡
(
a+ 1
ψ2

, a
ψ1

)
mod Rel.

Similarly, Rel

(
a
s
, a+ 2

s

)
= 2RelHalf

(
a+ 1
s

, a+ 1
s

)
, so we also have

(
a
s
, a+ 2

s

)Σ

≡
(
a+ 1
s

, a+ 1
s

)Σ

+ ǫ

(
a+ 1
−s , a+ 1

−s

)Σ

− ǫ

(
a+ 2
−s , a−s

)Σ

mod Rel

and together with Rel

(
a
s
, a+ 2

−s

)
, this implies

(
a
ψ1
, a+ 2
ψ2

)
≡ (1 + ǫψ1ψ2)

(
a+ 1
ψ1

, a+ 1
ψ2

)

− ǫψ1ψ2

(
1 + qǫ

2

(
a+ 2
ψ2

, a
ψ1

)
+

1− qǫ

2

(
a+ 2
−ψ2

, a
−ψ1

))
.

(5)

For a ∈ Z and ψ ∈ Sign, we will often write
(
(a)k

ψ

)
∈ R[Typk]/Relk

to denote the image of any concatenation product of the form

(
a
ψ1

)
⋆ · · · ⋆

(
a
ψk

)
with

∏
ψi = ψ.

Note that this is well defined by (3).

Definition 4.9. For ε ∈ Zr, we consider the translation endomorphisms t(ε) : R[Typr] → R[Typr]

given by δ(e, χ) 7→ δ(e+ ε, χ). We also denote ti(k) := t(0, . . . , 0, k, 0, . . . , 0) where k ∈ Z is in the

i-th position.

Proposition 4.10. The following operators preserve Rel2.

(uH) (S) (A)

−q0 · t1(1) + t2(1) q · t1(2) + t2(2) q2 · t1(1) + t2(1)

Proof. Case (uH): This is because

(−q0 · t1(1) + t2(1))(Rel(a)) = Rel(a, a+ 2),

(−q0 · t1(1) + t2(1))(Rel(a, b)) = (−q0)Rel(a+ 1, b) + Rel(a, b+ 1) for b > a+ 1.
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Case (S): This is because, for most Rel

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
, the following expression is valid

(q · t1(2) + t2(2))Rel

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
= qRel

(
a+ 2
s1

, b
s2

)
+Rel

(
a
s1
, b+ 2
s2

)
.

The exceptions are:

(q · t1(2) + t2(2))Rel

(
a
s
, a−s

)
= 2Rel

(
a
s
, a+ 2

−s

)
,

(q · t1(2) + t2(2))Rel

(
a
s1
, a+ 1
s2

)
= 2Rel

(
a
s1
, a+ 3
s2

)
,

(q · t1(2) + t2(2))Rel

(
a
s
, a+ 2

s

)
= 2Rel

(
a
s
, a+ 4

s

)
.

Case (A): This is because

(q2 · t1(1) + t2(1))(Rel(a)) = Rel(a, a+ 2),

(q2 · t1(1) + t2(1))(Rel(a, b)) = q2Rel(a+ 1, b) + Rel(a, b+ 1) for b > a+ 1. �

Proposition 4.11. We have a canonical isomorphism str : R[Typr]/Relr
∼−→ R[Typ0r ] character-

ized by the fact that if δ(e, χ) ∈ Typr is with e1 ≥ · · · ≥ er, then str(δ(e, χ)) = (e0, χ0), where

e0(i) = λi(e) and χ0(i) =
∏
k : ek=i

χk.

Proof. This is an application of Bergman’s diamond lemma [Ber78, Theorem 1.2]. While there are

a priori infinitely many ambiguities to be checked, we will use Proposition 4.10 to reduce them to

a finite number.

In order to apply the lemma, we consider

(
a
s

)Σ

for a ∈ Z and s ∈ Ŝign as our set of generators.

We endow them with the partial order

(
a
s1

)
≤
(
b
s2

)
if either a < b or (a, s1) = (b, s2). We extend

this lexicographically to a partial order on the monomials.3

Let

J2 :=

{(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
:

(
a
s1

)
6≥
(
b
s2

)}
, J3 :=

{(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
:

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
,

(
b
s2
, c
s3

)
∈ J2

}
.

We note that we have a set of generators of Rel indexed by J2 of the form

r

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
=

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)Σ

+ (lexicographically larger terms) .

Namely, for

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
∈ J2 we consider

• r(a, a+ 1) = 1
2Rel(a, a+ 1) = Rel(a) in cases (uH) and (A),

• r

(
a
s1
, a+ 1
s2

)
= 1

2Rel

(
a
s1
, a+ 1
s2

)
=

(
a
s1
, a+ 1
s2

)Σ

−
(
a+ 1
s2

, a
s1

)Σ

in case (S),

• r

(
a
s
, a+ 2

s

)
= 1

2Rel

(
a
s
, a+ 2

s

)
= RelHalf

(
a+ 1
s

, a+ 1
s

)
in case (S),

3Strictly speaking, we must make two remarks: i) We are applying Bergman’s diamond lemma with the reverse

ordering as the one we defined. ii) Our ordering does not satisfy the ascending chain condition, but for any given

monomial in R[Typ], there is a bound on the size of the monomials that can show up in the straightening process.

So the lemma still applies.
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• r

(
a
s
, a−s

)
=

(
a
s
, a−s

)Σ

in case (S).

and r

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
= Rel

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
in the remaining cases. We extend the notation to r

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
= 0

if

(
a
s1

)
≥
(
b
s2

)
.

Denote

I2

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
:= R

[
r

(
a′

s′1
, b

′

s′2

)
:

(
a′

s′1
, b

′

s′2

)
>

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)]
.

Similarly, denote

I3

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
:= R

[(
a′

s′1

)Σ

⋆ r

(
b′

s′2
, c

′

s′3

)
, r

(
a′

s′1
, b

′

s′2

)
⋆

(
c′

s′3

)Σ

:

(
a′

s′1
, b

′

s′2
, c

′

s′3

)
>

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)]
.

In order to apply Bergman’s lemma, we need to check for all

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
∈ J3 that

D

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
:=

(
a
s1

)Σ

⋆ r

(
b
s2
, c
s3

)
− r

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
⋆

(
c
s3

)Σ

is in I3

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
. We denote this statement as

P

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
:

(
D

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
∈ I3

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

))
.

Denote β :=




1 in cases (uH), (A),

2 in case (S).
We will prove the following implications

(6) P

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c− β
s3

)
=⇒ P

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
for

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c− β
s3

)
∈ J3,

and

(7) P

(
a+ β
s1

, b
s2
, c
s3

)
=⇒ P

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
for

(
a+ β
s1

, b
s2
, c
s3

)
∈ J3.

Together with the fact that P

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
⇐⇒ P

(
a+ k
s1

, b+ k
s2

, c+ k
s3

)
for any k ∈ Z, this

would reduce the claim to checking a finite number of cases.

We consider the following two operators ϕ+
2 and ϕ−

2 .

ϕ+
2 ϕ−

2

(A) q2 · t1(1) + t2(1) q2 · t2(−1) + t1(−1)

(uH) −q0 · t1(1) + t2(1) −q0 · t2(−1) + t1(−1)

(S) q · t1(2) + t2(2) q · t2(−2) + t1(−2)
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By the (proof of) Proposition 4.10, we have, for

(
a
s1
, b
s2

)
∈ J2, that

ϕ+
2

(
r

(
a
s1
, b
s2

))
≡ r

(
a
s1
, b+ β
s2

)
mod I2

(
a
s1
, b + β
s2

)
,

ϕ−
2

(
r

(
a
s1
, b
s2

))
≡ r

(
a− β
s1

, b
s2

)
mod I2

(
a− β
s1

, b
s2

)
.

In particular, if we consider the operators ϕ+
3 and ϕ−

3 given by

ϕ+
3 ϕ−

3

(A) q4 · t1(1) + q2 · t2(1) + t3(1) q4 · t3(−1) + q2 · t2(−1) + t1(−1)

(uH) q20 · t1(1)− q0 · t2(1) + t3(1) q20 · t3(−1)− q0 · t2(−1) + t1(−1),

(S) q2 · t1(2) + q · t2(2) + t3(2) q2 · t3(−2) + q · t2(−2) + t1(−2)

then we have, for

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
∈ J3, that

ϕ+
3

(
D

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

))
≡ D

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c+ β
s3

)
mod I3

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c+ β
s3

)
,

ϕ−
3

(
D

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

))
≡ D

(
a− β
s1

, b
s2
, c
s3

)
mod I3

(
a− β
s1

, b
s2
, c
s3

)
.

This give us (6) and (7).

In cases (A) and (uH), we are reduced to consider P (0, 1, 2). For the case (S), and also exploiting

the order-preserving symmetry

(
a
s1
, b
s2
, c
s3

)
7→
(
−c
s3
, −b
s2
, −a
s1

)
, we are reduced to consider

P

(
0
−s ,

0
s
, 0
−s

)
, P

(
0

−s1 ,
0
s1
, 1
s2

)
, P

(
0
−s ,

0
s
, 2
s

)
,

P

(
0
s1
, 1
s2
, 2
s3

)
, P

(
0
s1
, 1
s2
, 3
s2

)
, P

(
0
s
, 2
s
, 4
s

)
.

This is a finite computation which can be easily verified on a computer.4 �

Remark 4.12. Note that, under the above, we have the following basis of R[Typ0r]:
5

{δs(e) : e ∈ Typr, s : Sign
r → {±1} s.t. e1 ≥ · · · ≥ er and ei = ej =⇒ si = sj} .

Moreover, this set is orthonormal under (#Sign)−r {·, ·} .

Definition 4.13. Consider ∆r(x) : R[Typr] → R[x][Typr] given by

∆r(x) :=





∑

ε∈{0,1}r

qinv(ε) · xλ1(ε) · t(2ε) in the case (uH),

∑

ε∈{0,1}r

qinv(ε) · xλ1(ε) · t(2ε) in the case (S),

∑

ε∈{0,1,2}r

q2·ĩnv(ε)(q + 1)λ1(ε)q(
λ1(ε)

2 ) · xΣ(ε) · t(ε) in the case (A).

We also let ∆k,r : R[Typr] → R[Typr] be ∆k,r := [xk](∆r(x)).

4See https://github.com/murilocorato/Straightening-relations for an implementation of this verification on Sage.
5Note that if ei = ej but si 6= sj , then we automatically have δs(e) ∈ Rel because of (3).

https://github.com/murilocorato/Straightening-relations
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Remark 4.14. For the case (A), we may also write ∆r(x) as

∆r(x) =
∑

ε∈{0,1}2r

qinv(ε)xλ1(ε) · t(ε1 + ε2, . . . , ε2r−1 + ε2r).

Proposition 4.15. ∆k,r preserves Relr.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.10, the fact that t(1, 1) preserves Rel2, and the following

observations: in case (uH),

q · t1(2) + t2(2) = (−q0 · t1(1) + t2(1))
2 + 2q0 · t(1, 1),

and in case (A),

q4 · t1(2) + t2(2) = (q2 · t1(1) + t2(1))
2 − 2q2 · t(1, 1). �

Theorem 4.16. The induced map str∗∆k,r : R[Typ
0
r] → R[Typ0r ] agrees with T ∗

k,r.

Proof. Given (e0, χ0) ∈ Typ0r, choose (e, χ) ∈ Typr with str(δ(e, χ)) = (e0, χ0). We will prove

that str(∆k,r(δ(e, χ))) = T ∗
k,r(e

0, χ0) in two steps. First, we reduce this to the case e = (0, . . . , 0).

Second, we prove this case by induction on r.

As in Corollary 3.4, given the data D = (n,m, l, ψ1, ψ2), we denote (f0(D), ψ0(D)) ∈ Typ0r to

be

f0(D)(i) := n(i) +
2

γ
·m(i− 1) + l(i− 2) and ψ0(D)(i) := ψ1(i) · ǫm(i−1) · ψ2(i − 2).

Now we want to prove that str(∆r(x)(δ(e, χ))) is equal to

∑

D=(n,m,l,ψ1,ψ2)

(∏

i

Qi(D)

)
· (f0(D), ψ0(D))

where

Qi(D) := q(m(i)+γ·l(i))
∑

j>i(m(j)+γ·l(j))xm(i)+γ·l(i)Q

(
n(i)
ψ1(i)

,m(i), l(i)
ψ2(i)

)

and where the sum is over the data D as in Corollary 3.4, namely n,m, l : Z → Z≥0, ψ1, ψ2 : Z →
Sign satisfying

e0(i) = n(i) +
2

γ
·m(i) + l(i) and χ0(i) = ψ1(i) · ǫm(i) · ψ2(i).

Since we have

(
a
ψ1
, a+ 1
ψ2

)
≡
(
a+ 1
ψ2

, a
ψ1

)
mod Rel, (see (4) in the case (S)), we have

(f0(D), ψ0(D)) = str
(
· · · ⋆ δ(i+1)(D) ⋆ δ(i)(D) ⋆ · · ·

)

where

δ(i)(D) :=

(
(i+ 2)l(i)

ψ2(i)
, (i+ 1)

2
γ ·m(i)

ǫm(i) , (i)
n(i)

ψ1(i)

)
.

With this, we can reduce the claim to the cases e = (i, · · · , i), which then immediately reduces to

the case e = (0, · · · , 0). This is possible because: i) for cases (uH), (S), we have that if ε ∈ {0, 1}r
is ε = (· · · , ε(i+1), ε(i), · · · ), then inv(ε) =

∑
i inv(ε) +

∑
i>j λ1(ε

(i)) · λ0(ε(j)). Note that λ1(ε
(i))
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corresponds to m(i) + l(i), while λ0(ε
(i)) corresponds to m(i) + l(i). ii) for the case (A), we have

that if ε ∈ {0, 1, 2}r is ε = (· · · , ε(i+1), ε(i), · · · ), then

2 · ĩnv(ε) +
(
λ1(ε)

2

)
=
∑

i

(
2 · ĩnv(ε(i)) +

(
λ1(ε

(i))

2

))
+
∑

i>j

λ1(ε
(i))λ1(ε

(j))

+
∑

i>j

4λ2(ε
(i))λ0(ε

(j)) + 2λ1(ε
(i))λ0(ε

(j)) + 2λ2(ε
(i))λ1(ε

(j))

=
∑

i

(
2 · ĩnv(ε(i)) +

(
λ1(ε

(i))

2

))
+
∑

i>j

Σ(ε(i)) · (2|ε(j)| − Σ(ε(j))).

Note that Σ(ε(i)) corresponds to m(i)+2 · l(i), while 2|ε(i)|−Σ(ε(i)) corresponds to m(i)+2 ·n(i).
Now we prove the claim for e = (0, . . . , 0) by induction on r. If we consider the expression for

∆r+1(x) and separate the sum over ε according to εr+1, we have that ∆r+1(x) is

(uH) x∆r(x) ⋆ t(2) + ∆r(qx) ⋆ t(0)

(S) x∆r(x) ⋆ t(2) + ∆r(qx) ⋆ tr+1(0)

(A) x2∆r(x) ⋆ t(2) + (q + 1)x∆r(qx) ⋆ t(1) + ∆r(q
2x) ⋆ t(0)

Using the following straightening relations,

(uH) ((0)n, 2) ≡ (1− (−q0)n) · ((1)2, (0)n−1) + (−q0)n · (2, (0)n)

(S)

(
(0)n

χ1
, 2
χ2

)
≡ (1 − (qǫ)⌊n/2⌋χ1(−ǫχ2)

n)

(
(1)2

ǫ
, (0)

n−1

ǫχ1χ2

)

+(qǫ)⌊n/2⌋χ1(−ǫχ2)
n

(
1 + qǫ

2

(
2
χ2
, (0)

n

χ1

)
+

1− qǫ

2

(
2

(−1)nχ2
, (0)n

(−1)nχ1

))

(A) ((0)n, 2) ≡ (1− q2n) · ((1)2, (0)n−1) + q2n · (2, (0)n)

the induction hypothesis implies that ∆r+1(x)

((
(0)r

χ

)
⋆

(
0
η

))
is congruent, modulo Relr+1, to

(uH)
∑

n+2m+l=r

Q(n,m, l)xm+l




x(1 − (−q0)n)
(
(2)l, (1)2(m+1), (0)n−1

)

+ x(−q0)n
(
(2)l+1, (1)2m, (0)n

)

+ qm+l
(
(2)l, (1)2m, (0)n+1

)




(S)

∑

n+2m+l=r
ψ1ǫ

mψ2=χ

Q

(
n
ψ1
,m, l

ψ2

)
xm+l

·




x(1− (qǫ)⌊n/2⌋ψ1(−ǫη)n)
(
(2)l

ψ2
, (1)

2(m+1)

ǫm+1 , (0)
n−1

ψ1ǫη

)

+x(qǫ)⌊n/2⌋ψ1(−ǫη)n
1 + qǫ

2

(
(2)l+1

ψ2η
, (1)

2m

ǫm
, (0)

n

ψ1

)

+x(qǫ)⌊n/2⌋ψ1(−ǫη)n
1− qǫ

2

(
(2)l+1

(−1)nψ2η
, (1)

2m

ǫm
, (0)n

(−1)nψ1

)

+ qm+l

(
(2)l

ψ2
, (1)

2m

ǫm
, (0)

n+1

ψ1η

)




(A)
∑

n+m+l=r

Q(n,m, l)xm+2l




x2(1− q2n)
(
(2)l, (1)m+2, (0)n−1

)

+ x2q2n
(
(2)l+1, (1)m, (0)n

)

+xqm+2l(q + 1)
(
(2)l, (1)m+1, (0)n

)

+ q2m+4l
(
(2)l, (1)m, (0)n+1

)






20 MURILO CORATO-ZANARELLA

Collecting terms, it remains to check that Q

(
n
ψ1
,m, l

ψ2

)
agrees with

(uH)

(1− (−q0)n+1)Q(n+ 1,m− 1, l)

+ (−q0)n Q(n,m, l− 1)

+ q
2(m+l)
0 Q(n− 1,m, l)

(S)

(1− (qǫ)⌊(n+1)/2⌋ψ1ǫη(−ǫη)n+1)Q

(
n+ 1
ψ1ǫη

,m− 1, l
ψ2

)

+ (qǫ)⌊n/2⌋ψ1(−ǫη)n 1+qǫ
2 Q

(
n
ψ1
,m, l − 1

ψ2η

)

+ (qǫ)⌊n/2⌋ψ1(ǫη)
n 1−qǫ

2 Q

(
n

(−1)nψ1
,m, l − 1

(−1)nψ2η

)

+ qm+l Q

(
n− 1
ψ1η

,m, l
ψ2

)

(A)

(1− q2(n+1)) Q(n+ 1,m− 2, l)

+ q2n Q(n,m, l− 1)

+qm+2l−1(q + 1)Q(n,m− 1, l)

+ q2m+4l Q(n− 1,m, l)

Dividing by Q

(
n
ψ1
,m, l

ψ2

)
, and using that

⌊k/2⌋q2

e(k,χ1)

/
⌊(k−1)/2⌋q2

e(k−1,χ1χ2)
= q⌊k/2⌋ − ǫ⌊k/2⌋χ1(−χ2)

k for

the case (S), we are looking at

(uH)
1

(−q0)n+2m+l − 1
·




(q2m0 − 1)(−q0)l
+((−q0)l − 1)

+(−q0)2m+l((−q0)n − 1)




(S)

1

q⌊(n+2m+l)/2⌋ − ǫ⌊(n+l)/2⌋ψ1ψ2(−η)n+l

·




q⌊(n+1)l/2⌋−⌊nl/2⌋ǫ⌊(n+1)/2⌋ψ1(−ǫη)n(qm − 1)

+q⌊n(l−1)/2⌋−⌊nl/2⌋(qǫ)⌊n/2⌋ψ1(−ǫη)n 1+qǫ
2 (q⌊l/2⌋ − ǫ⌊l/2⌋ψ2(−η)l)

+q⌊n(l−1)/2⌋−⌊nl/2⌋(qǫ)⌊n/2⌋(−1)nψ1(−ǫη)n 1−qǫ
2 (q⌊l/2⌋ − ǫ⌊l/2⌋ψ2(−η(−1)n)l)

+q⌊(n−1)l/2⌋−⌊nl/2⌋qm+l(q⌊n/2⌋ − ǫ⌊n/2⌋ψ1(−η)n)




(A)
1

q2(n+m+l) − 1
·




−q2l(qm − 1)(qm−1 − 1)

+(q2l − 1)

+qm+2l−1(q + 1)(qm − 1)

+q2m+2l(q2n − 1)




which simplify to 1 after a routine computation. �

5. Analysis of the Hecke module structure

We keep the notation from the previous section. In particular, R is a coefficient ring with

#Sign ∈ R×.

5.1. Explicit bases. Let r, α ≥ 1 be positive integers.

Definition 5.1. We consider the following total preorder. For e, f ∈ Zr, we say e ≺ f if there

exists 1 ≤ i ≤ r such that i) ej −Σ(e)/r = fj −Σ(f)/r for j < i, and ii) ei−Σ(e)/r < fi−Σ(f)/r.

We say e 4 f if either e ≺ f or ei − Σ(e)/r = fi − Σ(f)/r for all i.
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Note that e 4 f and f 4 e if and only if there is k ∈ Z with e = (f1 + k, . . . , fr + k).

We denote

Typ0,4er := {δ(f, χ) ∈ Typ0r : f 4 e}, Typ0,≺er := {δ(f, χ) ∈ Typ0r : f ≺ e}.

Suppose that we have commuting operators S0, . . . , Sr : S(X/K,R) → S(X/K,R) such that

their duals are of the form
r∑

k=0

S∗
kx

k =
∑

ε∈{0,1}r

a(ε)xλ1(ε)t(α · ε)

for certain coefficients a(ε) ∈ R. We assume that a(0, . . . , 0, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

) = 1 for all 0 ≤ k ≤ r.

Proposition 5.2. Let f = (f1, . . . , fr) with f1 ≥ · · · ≥ fr. Denote

sk(f) := f − α · (0, . . . , 0, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

).

Assume that δs(f) 6∈ Rel. Then we have that

Sk(δs(f)) ≡ δs(sk(f)) mod R[Typ0,≺sk(f)r ].

Proof. Consider δs(e) ∈ Supp(Sk(δs′(f))). This is the same as having δs′(f) ∈ Supp(S∗
k(δs(e))). In

the expression for S∗
k above, the terms δs(e + α · ε) get straightened to terms that still lie inside

the cube [e1, e1 + α]× · · · × [er, er + α]. We also have Σ(f) = Σ(e) + α · k. Switching this around,

we get that

e ∈ [f1 − α, f1]× · · · [fr − α, fr], Σ(e) = Σ(f)− α · k.
Now it is easy to see that the point e satisfying the above which is maximal with respect to 4 is

simply e = sk(f). The claim now follows from the assumption that a(0, . . . , 0, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

) = 1. �

Theorem 5.3. Consider the set

B := {δs(e) : s : Signr → {±1}, (ei − ei+1 − (1 if si 6= si+1)) ∈ [0, α− 1] , 0 ≤ er < α} .

Under this basis, S(X/K,R) is a free R[S1, . . . , Sr, S
−1
r ]-module.

Proof. By Proposition 5.2, for any a1, . . . , ar−1 ≥ 0 and ar ∈ Z, we have

Sa11 · · ·Sar−1

r−1 S
ar
r (δs(f)) ≡ δs(e) mod Z[Typ0,≺er ]

where ei = fi−α·(ar+· · ·+ar−i+1). Conversely, given e ∈ Typ0 and δs(e) nonzero, there is a unique

δs(f) ∈ B and integers a1, . . . , ar as above with Sa11 · · ·Sar−1

r−1 S
ar
r (δs(f)) ≡ δs(e) mod Z[Typ≺e].

Together with Remark 4.12, this implies that B is a basis of S(X/K,R) as a H(G,K)-module. �

5.2. Case (uH). Assume we are in the case (uH) for this subsection. We will give another treat-

ment of [Hir99, Theorem 2].

Definition 5.4. Consider ∆
1/2
r (x) : R[Typr] → R[x][Typr] given by

∆1/2
r (x) :=

∑

ε∈{0,1}r

(−q0)inv(ε)xλ1(ε)t(ε)

We also let ∆
1/2
k,r : R[Typr] → R[Typr] be ∆

1/2
k,r := [xk](∆

1/2
r (x)).
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Proposition 5.5. ∆
1/2
k,r preserves Grr(Rel).

Proof. This follows at once from Proposition 4.10. �

Corollary 5.6. Let Sk,r denote the adjoints of ∆
1/2
k,r . Then S(X/K,R) is free of rank one as a

R[S1,r, . . . , Sr,r, S
−1
r,r ]-module, generated by δ(0, . . . , 0).

Proof. This follows at once from Theorem 5.3 and the above. �

Note that this equips S(X/K,R) with an R-algebra structure.

Theorem 5.7 (Hironaka’s spherical transform). Suppose R contains a square root of −q0, denoted

by
√−q0. Let µ1, . . . , µr, ν1, . . . , νr be indeterminates. Then we have a commutative diagram of

R-algebras

H(G,K) R[µ±1
1 , . . . , µ±1

r ]sym

S(X/K,R) R[ν±1
1 , . . . , ν±1

r ]sym

Sat

Sat1/2

where Sat denotes the Satake transform Sat(Tk,r) = (−q0)k(r−k)σk(µ1, . . . , µr), Sat
1/2 is defined

by Sat1/2(Sk,r) :=
√−q0k(r−k)σk(ν1, . . . , νr), and the rightmost map is induced by µi 7→ ν2i for

1 ≤ i ≤ r.

Proof. Consider

Ar(x) :=

r∑

k=0

(−q0)−k(r−k)∆k,r · (−x)k, Br(x) :=

r∑

k=0

√−q0−k(r−k)∆1/2
k,r · (−x)k.

This is so that Sat(Ar(x)) =
∏r
i=1(1− xµi) and Sat1/2(Br(x)) =

∏r
i=1(1 − xνi). So it remains to

see that Ar(x
2)

?
= Br(x)Br(−x).

We have

Ar+1(x) = Ar(−xq0)
(
(−q0)−r(−x)tr+1(2) + tr+1(0)

)

as well as

Br+1(x) = Br(x
√−q0)

(√−q0−r(−x)tr+1(1) + tr+1(0)
)
.

Now the claim follows by induction on r as
(√−q0−rx · tr+1(1) + tr+1(0)

)(
−√−q0−rx · tr+1(1) + tr+1(0)

)
= −(−q0)−rx · tr+1(2) + tr+1(0).

�

Remark 5.8. It is not a priori clear how the above map Sat1/2 in the case R = C is related to

Hironaka’s spherical transform of [Hir99, Theorem 2]. It would be interesting to compare them.

For example, in the case r = 2, we can see by the proof of [Hir89, §1, Theorem 4] that, up to

normalization, Hironaka’s transform F : S(X/K,C) ∼−→ C[q±z10 , q±z20 ] agrees with Sat1/2 under the

identification νi 7→
√
−1 · qzi0 .6

6We note that our q0 corresponds to “q” in Hironaka’s notation. Moreover, our usage of zi above is following the

notation in [Hir99]. We note, however, that in [Hir89] the “zi” denote half of the previous ones.
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5.3. Case (S). Assume we are in the case (S) for this subsection. The following confirms a

conjecture of Hironaka from [Hir89].

Corollary 5.9. S(X/K,R) is a free H(G,K)-module of rank 4r, with basis

B := {δs(e) : s : Signr → {±1}, (ei − ei+1 − (1 if si 6= si+1)) ∈ {0, 1}, er ∈ {0, 1}} .

Proof. That B is a basis follows by Corollary 5.9 by taking Sk = Tk,r and α = 2. For each

s ∈ Signr → {±1}, there are 2r possibilities for e such that δs(e) ∈ B. Thus #B = 2r ·#(Signr) =

4r. �

Remark 5.10. For the case r = 2, this is essentially the same basis obtained by Hironaka in [Hir89,

§4, Theorem 4].

5.4. Case (A). Assume we are in the case (A) for this subsection. We will give another treatment

of [HS88, Theorem 1].

Definition 5.11. Consider ∆
1/2
r (x) : R[Typr] → R[x][Typr] given by

∆1/2
r (x) :=

∑

ε∈{0,1}r

q2inv(ε)xλ1(ε)t(ε).

We also let ∆
1/2
k,r : R[Typr] → R[Typr] to be ∆

1/2
k,r := [xk](∆

1/2
r (x)).

Proposition 5.12. ∆
1/2
k,r preserves Grr(Rel).

Proof. This follows at once from Proposition 4.10. �

Corollary 5.13. Let Sk,r denote the adjoints of ∆
1/2
k,r . Then S(X/K,R) is free of rank one as a

R[S1,r, . . . , Sr,r, S
−1
r,r ]-module, generated by δ(0, . . . , 0).

Proof. This follows at once from Theorem 5.3 and the above. �

Note that this equips S(X/K,R) with an R-algebra structure.

Theorem 5.14 (Hironaka–Sato’s spherical transform). Suppose R contains a square root of q,

denoted by
√
q. Let µ1, . . . , µ2r, ν1, . . . , νr be indeterminates. Then we have a commutative diagram

of R-algebras

H(G,K) R[µ±1
1 , . . . , µ±1

2r ]
sym

S(X/K,R) R[ν±1
1 , . . . , ν±1

r ]sym

Sat

Sat1/2

where Sat denotes the Satake transform Sat(Tk,r) =
√
qk(2r−k)σk(µ1, . . . , µ2r), Sat

1/2 is defined by

Sat1/2(Sk,r) := qk(r−k)σk(ν1, . . . , νr), and the rightmost map is induced by

µ2k−1 + µ2k 7→
(√

q +
1√
q

)
νk and µ2k−1µ2k 7→ ν2k for 1 ≤ k ≤ r.

Proof. Consider

Ar(x) :=

2r∑

k=0

√
q
−k(2r−k)

∆k,r(−x)k, Br(x) :=

r∑

k=0

q−k(r−k)∆
1/2
k,r (−x)k.
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This is so that Sat(Ar(x)) =
∏2r
i=1(1− xµi) and Sat1/2(Br(x)) =

∏r
i=1(1 − xνi). So it remains to

see that Ar(x)
?
= Br(x

√
q)Br(x/

√
q).

We have

Ar+1(x) = Ar(xq)
(
x2q−2rtr+1(2)− xq−r(q1/2 + q−1/2)tr+1(1) + tr+1(0)

)

as well as

Br+1(x) = Br(xq)(−xq−rtr+1(1) + tr+1(0)).

Now the claim follows by induction on r as

(−xq−r+1/2tr+1(1) + tr+1(0)) · (−xq−r−1/2tr+1(1) + tr+1(0))

=
(
x2q−2rtr+1(2)− xq−r(q1/2 + q−1/2)tr+1(1) + tr+1(0)

)
. �

Remark 5.15. It is easy to see that, in the case R = C, the above map Sat1/2 agrees with Hironaka–

Sato’s spherical transform of [HS88, Theorem 1]. Namely, by [HS88, (1.14) and Lemma 2.2], their

transform S(X/K,C) ∼−→ C[q±z1 , . . . , q±zn ]sym is exactly Sat1/2 under the identification νi 7→ qzi .
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