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ALGORITHMS FOR PARABOLIC INDUCTIONS AND JACQUET MODULES
IN GL,

KEI YUEN CHAN AND BASUDEV PATTANAYAK

ABSTRACT. In this article, we present algorithms for computing parabolic inductions
and Jacquet modules for the general linear group G over a non-Archimedean local
field. Given the Zelevinsky data or Langlands data of an irreducible smooth repre-
sentation 77 of G and an essentially square-integrable representation o, we explicitly
determine the Jacquet module of 7t with respect to ¢ and the socle of the normalized
parabolic induction 7 X ¢. Our result builds on and extends some previous work
of Moeglin-Waldspurger, Jantzen, Minguez, and Lapid-Minguez, and also uses other
methods such as sequences of derivatives and an exotic duality. As an application, we
give a simple algorithm for computing the highest derivative multisegment.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let GL,(F) be the general linear group over a non-archimedean local field F. The
smooth representation theory of GL,(F) is primarily shaped by two essential tools:
parabolic inductions and Jacquet modules. These two functors have been studied
long in the literature and have given resolutions to several classical problems, in-
cluding classification of irreducible representations [Zel80], unitary dual problem
[Tad86, LM16], Zelevinsky dual [MWS86, [Jan07], theta correspondence [Min08|], and
branching laws [Cha22]. Even investigation on their own properties, such as irre-
ducibility of parabolic inductions [BLM13| [LM16, [LM18| [LM20, LM22], composition
factors of parabolic inductions [Tad15, /Gur21] and homological properties of the func-
tors [Cha24e], is also interesting and has connections to other subjects.

Our primary goal is to establish some effective computational tools for problems
on branching laws and Bernstein-Zelevinsky derivatives (see Section for more
discussions). This relies on two essential notions: derivatives from Jacquet functors
and integrals from parabolic inductions. We shall now introduce more notations to
explain our results.

1.1. Notion of some representations. In his work [Zel80], Zelevinsky classifies all
irreducible smooth complex representations of GL,(F) in terms of combinatorial ob-
jects known as multisegments. These multisegments consist of a finite number of
segments attached to some irreducible supercuspidal representation, along with a
pair of integers. Each segment A can be associated with a segment representation (A)
and a generalized Steinberg representation St(A) through parabolic induction. For
any irreducible smooth complex representation 7t of GL,(F), there exists a multiseg-
ment m such that 7r takes the form Z(m) (or L(m)), which is the unique irreducible
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submodule of the parabolic induction of tensor product of (A) (resp. St(A)) for A € m
in a certain order. Refer to Sections 2.1l and [2.2] for more details of the notations.

1.2. Notion of derivatives. Let 77 be an irreducible smooth representation of GL,(F)
and ¢ be an essentially square integrable representation of GL/(F) for ¢ < n. Then o =
St(A) for some segment A. Let Ny C GL,,(F) be the unipotent radical of the standard
parabolic subgroup corresponding to the partition (n — ¢,¢) i.e. Ny is the unipotent

o : I,y u : :
subgroup containing matrices of the form ( n—t I ), where 1 is a (n — £) x ¢ matrix
4

over F. There exists at most one irreducible smooth representation 7 of GL,_,(F)
such that

TX o < Jacy,(7),

where Jacy;, (7r) is the normalized Jacquet module of 7 associated to Ny. If such T
exists, that 7 is called the derivative of 7t under St(A) and is denoted by DX (7). If no

such T exist, we set DR (71) = 0. Similarly, there exists at most one irreducible smooth
representation ' of GL,_,(F) such that ¢ X7 < Jacy, (7). The left derivative

Dk (7) is defined as 7’ if such 7’ exists; otherwise, we set Dk (77) = 0. The derivatives
under irreducible supercuspidal representations p are called p-derivatives, and under
essentially square integrable representations St(A) are called St-derivatives.

We remark that in some contexts e.g. [Jan07] (also see [Jan14 Xul7, Jan18, |Ato20),
Tad22] for other classical groups), the notion of derivatives is (roughly) defined to be
a collection of the composition factors of the form 7 X ¢ appearing in the semisim-
plification of Jacy, (7r), which is related but different notion from the one used in this
article. However, when one considers the so-called highest p-derivatives, those no-
tions coincide by certain multiplicity one results [Jan07, Min09]. The notion we use
here, fits our needs better in the applications discussed below. We also remark that in
general, those factors T X ¢ may not appear in a submodule or quotient of Jacy, (7),
and some of such higher structure issue is studied in [Cha24e].

1.3. Notion of integrals. Let 77 be an irreducible smooth representation of GL,(F)
and let ¢ = St(A) be an essentially square integrable representation of GL,(F) for
some segment A. Then, there exists a unique simple submodule

IX(71) = 7 x St(A) (resp. Ix(7r) <= St(A) x 7)

of the normalized parabolic induction 7 x St(A) (resp. St(A) x 7). We call IR(7)
(resp. Ik (7)) the right (resp. left) integral of 7 under St(A). According to [LMI8,
Corollary 2.4] and the second adjointness of parabolic induction, we have:

DR o IR(7) = 7t and if DY (77) # 0,18 o DR (71) & 1.

A similar result holds for left derivatives and left integrals. When o = St(A) is a
supercuspidal representation p, the integrals Ilz/ L(7r) under ¢ are called p-integral.

The problem of determining when IX(7r) 2 Ik (7) is explored in [LM16], and also
in a series of work of [LM18, LM20, LM22] for more general situation of U-irreducible
representations.
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1.4. Main results. Let 7t be an irreducible smooth representation of GL,(F) and let
o = St(A), which is a generalized Steinberg representation of GL,(F) for some seg-
ment A. Then, there exist multisegments m, and n such that 7 = L(m) (in Langlands
classification) and 77 = Z(n) (in Zelevinsky classification). By Algorithm 3.3 and Al-
gorithm (resp. Algorithm 4.2l and Algorithm [6.1), we can attach multisegments

Dzang(m) and I]A“ang(m) (resp. D5%!(n) and Z%°!(n)) respectively to the multisegment

m (resp. n). We then show the following main results of this paper:
(1) For derivatives in Langlands classification:

L (D‘/j‘“g(m)> if DX () +£ o0

0 otherwise,

Di(L(m)) = {
and for derivatives in Zelevinsky classification:

e = JZ (DR DR ) £
DA(Z(n)) - {0 N otheArwise.

(2) For integrals in Langlands classification: IX(L(m)) = L (I]A“ang (m)) , and for
integrals in Zelevinsky classification: IR (Z(n)) = L (Z%%!(n)) .
Here, we denote D]A“ang(m) or D%°l(n) as oo if some steps of the respective algorithms

fail to construct the multisegment D]A“ang(m) or D¢l(n). A similar result holds for left
derivatives and left integrals in both classifications.

The algorithms are mainly formulated in terms of linked relations of segments,
which is probably not so surprising as already seen in the work of [MW86), [Jan07,
Min09, LM16]. Our results can be viewed as extensions of theirs, and for more com-
parison of results/methods in [MW86) Jan07, Min09, LM16], see Remarks [3land 4l We
shall explain some of our key inputs in the following section.

1.5. Methods of proofs. We shall use rather different perspectives to deal with each
case of the main results in Section [[.4 We now highlight some key ingredients of our
proofs:

(1) (Derivative algorithm for Langlands classification, Section B) We exploit the
commutativity of derivatives and sequences of derivatives to reduce to p-
derivatives. The representation-theoretic counterpart of such idea is studied
in [Cha24a].

(2) (Derivative algorithm for Zelevinsky classification, Section 4) We use the Moeglin-
Waldspurger (MW) algorithm as a basic case, and introduce the notion of min-
imally linked multisegments to systematically study the combinatorics arising
from multiple MW algorithms.

(3) (Integral algorithm for Langlands classification, Section [5) We establish an ex-
otic duality between the right integral algorithm and the left derivative algo-
rithm. This duality allows one to transfer properties between two algorithms,
and then use those properties to reduce to the case of p-integrals. Here we
refer the duality to be exotic because it comes from the left derivative and right
integral, which have no obvious relation from representation-theoretic view-
point.
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(4) (Integral algorithm for Zelevinsky classification, Section [6) The proof uses an
idea of gluing minimally linked multisegments explained in Appendix [A] in
addition to the MW algorithm.

1.6. Applications/motivations.
(1) Let 7t be an irreducible smooth representation of GL,(F) and A be a segment.

Define eX (77) to be the largest non-negative integer k such that (Dg)k (rr) # 0.
For a segment [a, b],, define the (right) 7-invariant by

Wﬁ,b]p(ff) = (sﬁ/b]P(ﬂ),eﬁH’b}p(ﬂ),..., elfblb]P(rc))

Let A, A’ be two segments. A triple (A, A’, ) is called combinatorially RdLi-
commutative if D} (77) # 0and 7} (1%, (7)) = #X (7). The notion of generalized
GGP relevant pair in [Cha24d] is an extension of this notion to a multisegment
version. Results in this article allow one to check the GGP relevance condi-
tion, and, for example, are practical to recover some classical known branching
laws such as generic representations. While the algorithms in this article are
sufficient to determine quotient branching law in finite processes, one can still
improve the efficiency of determining quotient branching laws by incorporat-
ing the ideas in [Cha23]. We hope to address this elsewhere.

(2) It is shown in [Cha23] and [Cha24a] that a sequence of derivatives of essen-
tially square-integrable representations can be used to compute simple quo-
tients of Bernstein-Zelevinsky derivatives of irreducible representations. It is
also shown in [Cha24a] that those simple quotients can be classified in terms
of the highest derivative multisegment and removal process (see Section 2.3).
As a consequence of our study, we also explain a simple algorithm to compute
the highest derivative multisegment of an irreducible representation in Section
[ZL and hence provide an effective solution to that classification problem.

(3) Using [CW25], one can also compute explicitly simple quotients and submod-
ules of certain parabolically induced modules, and simple quotients of some
translation functors for GL,(C). Those algebraic structures also have appli-
cations to branching laws. One may expect to obtain similar applications for
GL,(R) via the Schur-Weyl duality constructed in [CT12].

Acknowledgements. Some of the results are announced in Tianyuan Conference on Real
Reductive Groups and Theta Correspondence in August 2024. The authors would like
to thank the organizers Zhang Lei, Ning Li, Jiajun Ma and Binyong Sun for their kind
invitations. This project is supported in part by the Research Grants Council of the
Hong Kong Special Administrative Region, China (Project No: 17305223, 17308324 )
and the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Project No. 12322120).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let F be a non-archimedean local field with normalized absolute value | - |p. For
every integer n > 0, let G, = GL,(F) be the general linear group over F, where
Go is considered as the trivial group. The character v, : G, — C* is defined by
vn(g) = |det(g)|r for ¢ € G,. For any integer n > 0, let Rep(G,) be the category of
smooth complex representations of G, of finite length and let Irr(G,) be the set of
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irreducible objects of Rep(G,,) up to equivalence. For every integer n > 1, let Irr“(Gy,)
be the set of irreducible supercuspidal representations of G,. We set

Irr = | | Irr(Gy), and Irr® = | | Irr€(Gy).

n>0 n>1
Let P = LN be a standard parabolic subgroup of G,, where the Levi subgroup L is
isomorphic to Gy, X --- x Gy, for some composition n = ny +---+n,. Let 71; be a
smooth representation of G, for 1 < i < r and let 7t denote a smooth representation
of G,. The normalized parabolic-induced representation is denoted by
T X e X m:Indg”(n1|E~--&m),
and the normalized Jacquet module of 7t with respect to P is denoted by
571
span{n-v—v|n € N,v € }

Jacy () =

For m € Rep(G,), the socle of 7, denoted by soc(7r), is the maximal semisimple
subrepresentation of 71 and the cosocle of 77, denoted by cosoc(7r), is the maximal
semisimple quotient of 7.

2.1. Segments and multisegments. We recall the notion of segments and multiseg-
ments introduced in [Zel80]. Let a,b € Z such that b —a € Z>( and let p € Irr(Gy).
A segment in the cuspidal line p is denoted either by a void set or by A = [a,b],,
which is essentially the set {v%p, v 1p,...,vPp} with the character v = v;. The seg-
ment [a,a], is written as [a],. We denote Seg for the set of all segments and Seg,, for

the set of segments in the cuspidal line p. We set [a,a — 1], = @ for a € Z. For a
segment A = [a, b],, the starting (or begining) element v*p is denoted by s(A), and the
ending element 1%p is denoted by e(A). The relative length of A = [a, b], is denoted by
lre1(A) = b —a+ 1. By convention, the length of the void segment is 0. Two non-void
segments A and A’ are said to be linked if A & A/, A" ¢ A and AU A’ remains a
segment. If not, they are considered unlinked or not linked. For two linked segments
A = [a,b], and A" = [d’,V'],, A is said to precede A" ifa < a’,b <V anda’ < b+ 1. If
A precedes A’, we denote A < A’. If A = [a, b], is a non-void segment, we define

A* =1la,b+1],, A~ =[a,b—1], "TA=[a—1,b], and A= [a+1,b],

with the convention that A~ and ~A are void if a = b.

A multisegment, denoted as m = {Aq, ..., A, }, a multiset of non-void segments and
is represented as m = Ay + --- + A,. Let Mult be the set of all multisegments and
Mult, be the set of those multisegments consisting of segments in the cuspidal line p.
The relative length of a multisegment m € Mult, is defined by £, (m) = Y acy Lre (D)
and is 0 if m is void. For a multisegment m, the number of non-void segments in m is
denoted by |m|. The support of a multisegment m is the multiset of integers obtained
by taking the union (with multiplicities) of the segments in m. For two multisegments
m,m’ € Mult, we write m + m’ for the union m and m’ counting multiplicities. For a
segment A, we setm+ A =m+ {A} if A # @, and m+ A = m if A = @. Similarly, we
define m —m’ and m — A.
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For m € Mult, and i € Z, we define, m[i] = {[a,b], em |a =i} and m(i) =
{la,b], € m | b =i}. For amultisegment m = A; + - - - + A, € Mult, (with all A; # @),
we define

m"=Al+---+Afandm™ = A7+ + AL

2.2. Zelevinsky and Langlands classification. Let A = [a,b], be a segment for some
o € Irr‘. The normalized parabolic-induced representation v%p x v*71p x - - - x vPp has
a unique irreducible submodule denoted by (A) = soc (vp x V"™ 1p x - -+ x vbp), and
a unique irreducible quotient denoted by the generalized Steinberg representation

St(A) = cosoc (v”p x V"o x o x pr> :

2.2.1. Zelevinsky classification. Consider an ordered multisegment m = A +Ay +-- -+
A, with A; A Aj for i < j. Then, the normalized parabolic-induced representation
g(m) = (A1) x (Az) x --- x (A;) has a unique irreducible submodule, denoted by

Z(m) = soc (¢ (m)).

If 7t is any irreducible smooth representation of G, there exists a unique multiseg-
ment m such that 77 is isomorphic to Z(m).

2.2.2. Langlands classification. Consider an ordered multisegment m = A + Ay + -+ - +
Ay with A; A Aj for i > j. We denote the unique irreducible subrepresentation of the
normalized parabolic-induced representation A(m) = St(A1) X St(Ap) x --- X St(A;)
by

L(m) =soc (A(m)).

Again, for any irreducible smooth representation 7t of G;, there exists a unique mul-
tisegment m such that 7t is isomorphic to L(m).

2.2.3. Zelevinsky involution. Le R(Gy,) be the Grothendieck group of Rep(G,) and put

R = @ R(Gy). The normalized parabolic induction gives a product map
n>0

R x R — R defined by ([n], [']) — [ x 7'],

which transforms R into a ring of polynomials in the indeterminates (A) (as well
as St(A)) for A € Seg over Z. The map 1 : Irr — Irr defined by the involution
1:St(A) — (A) can be extended uniquely to a ring endomorphism 7 : R — R, such
that 1 is an involution and for any multisegment m € Mult, we have

1(Z(m)) 2 L(m) and 1(L(m)) = Z(m).

In [MW86], Mceglin and Waldspurger provide an algorithm to compute a multiseg-
ment m* associate to each multisegment m € Mult such that

Z(m) =2 1(L(m)) = L(m") and L(m) = 1(Z(m)) = Z(m").
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2.2.4. Gelfan-Kazhdan involution. Let 0 : G, — G, given by 0(g) = ¢~ 7, the inverse
transpose of g. This induces a covariant auto-equivalence, still denoted by 6, on
Rep(Gy). On the combinatorial side, we define 6 : Seg, — Seg,, given by 6 ([a,b],) =
[—b, —a],v. Define

QN Multp — Multp\/, @({Al, . .,Ak}) = {G(Al), . ,Q(Ak)} .

Gelfand-Kazhdan showed that for 7t € Irr, 6(77) is isomorphic to its smooth dual of
rt. In particular, we have:

0(L(m)) = L(O(m)), 0(Z(m)) = Z(O(m)).

Using the relation: for any 711 € Rep(Gy,) and o € Rep(Gy,), 0(m1 X mp) =
6(7r2) x 6(71), one can relate left and right integrals/derivatives as follows:

1Ly, 000) 26 (1fy ) (1), Dy, (0(0) =6 (DR, _, ().

The above isomorphisms can be reformulated as: for m € Mult, and [a, b], € Seg o

(1) Tk (L) ZO(R, _y (L(O(m))), Dy (L(m) Z6(DR, ) (L(©(m))))

p\/

@ Ty, (Z(m) =60, ) (Z(©(m)))), Dl (Z(m) 26D, (Z(©(m))

We shall use these later to deduce the algorithms from right derivatives/integrals to
those for left derivatives/integrals.

2.2.5. Representations along a fixed cuspidal line. We fix a cuspidal representation p €
Irr®. Define the set of irreducible representations along the p-line by

Irr, = {7 € Irr | T = L(m) for some m € Mult, } .

In other words, Irr, consists of the elements of Irr which are an irreducible quotient
of v¥1p x v®2p x --- x v¥p, for some integers aj,ay, ..., a,. According to Zelevinsky
[Zel80], it is most interesting to study the parabolic inductions and Jacquet modules
for representations in Irr, for a fixed supercuspidal representation p. The general case
of our results can be deduced from this.

2.3. Highest derivative multisegment and removal process. Fix an integer c. Let
A = [c,d]p, and A" = [c,d'], be non-void segments. We define the ordering A < A’ if
d < d'. A multisegment m is said to be at the point v°p if every non-empty segment
of m is of the form [c, d]p for some d > c. For 7 € Irrp, there exists a unique <¢-
maximal multisegment b, at the point v°p such that lei(rc) # 0 (see [Cha24a] for the
notion lei ). The highest derivative multisegment of 7t is defined by hd(77) = Y .c7 be.
In [Cha24a, [Cha24c], the first-named author shows that Dl;a( n)(n) = 7~ the highest

Bernstein-Zelevinsky derivative of 77, and for any n € Multp, there exists 0 € Irrp such
that ho(o) = n.

Lemma 2.1. [Cha24a, Corollary 9.5] Let 7 € Irry and let [a, b], € Seg,,. Then Dﬁ b]P(rc) +
0 if and only if ho(7r) contains a segment of the form [a, c], for some c > b.
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To provide a proof of Lemmas 3.5, 3.7 and [3.9/1ater, we have utilized a combinatorial
removal process, denoted as t(A, 77), and the first segment of the process, denoted as
Y(A, ) for a segment A € Seg, satisfying eR (1) # 0. We also utilized the derivative

resultant multisegment, denoted as t(n, 7r), for a multisegment n € Mult, that is
admissible to 7r. For further details, we refer to Section 8 in [Cha24a], and we only
mention few properties we frequently need:

Lemma 2.2. Let 7t € Irry and a € Z. Then the following holds:
(i) Y([a]p, ) € bo(rr)[a); and
(ii) v([a]o, r) = Ho(rr) — Y ([a]p, ) + ~Y([a],, 7T).

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of the removal process in [Cha24a),
Definition 8.2]. ]

The relation to derivatives is the following:

Lemma 2.3. [Cha24a) Theorem 9.3] Let 7t € Irr,, and [a, b], € Segp. Then, for any c > a,
ho(Dfy y, (7))le] = v([a, blo, 0)[c]-

3. DERIVATIVES IN LANGLANDS CLASSIFICATION

In this section, we introduce an algorithm to calculate the derivatives of the irre-
ducible representations of GL,, (F), wherein the representations are expressed in terms
of Langlands data. The algorithm of Jantzen and Minguez serves as the initial step in
an inductive argument to validate the Algorithm

3.1. Algorithm for p-derivatives. We first state an algorithm for computing the right
p-derivative of an irreducible representation in Langlands classification, which is al-
ready obtained in [Jan07, Min09) LM16] in different words/terminology.

tos-process: To illustrate an algorithm for the p-derivative, we initially propose a re-
moval process (abbreviated as the tds-process) for two linked segments in m € Mult,
for a fixed integer c. This process is executed through the following steps:

(i) Select the longest segment A” from m[c + 1].
(i) Choose the longest segment A’ from m|[c| such that A’ precedes A”.
(iii) If both A" and A” exist, remove them to define a new multisegment as tds(m, c) =
m—A — A,

We say that the segment A’ (resp. A”) participates in the t0s(—, c) process on m.

Algorithm 3.1 (Right v?p-derivative). Suppose m € Mult, and a € Z. Define a new
multisegment D]];;‘;‘(m) by the following steps:
Step 1. Set mg = m and recursively define m; = tds(m;_1,a) until the process terminates.
Suppose this t0s(—,a) process terminates after k times and the final multisegment is wy.
Step 2. Choose the shortest segment A, € wy|a| and define the multisegment
(3) Dbf;‘(m) = Dh‘]‘:‘(m) =m— A+ A,

If such segment A, does not exist, we write ng‘;(m) = D[L;j‘n(m) := o0,
4
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Example 1. Let m = {[0,4],, [1,5],, [1,4lo, (1,35, [1, 2], [2,5]5,[2,3],} and a = 1. Then
m; = s(m, 1) = m —[1,4], — [2,5],, and my = tos(my, 1) = my — [1,2], — [2,3],.
The t0s(—, 1) process terminates on my, and [1, 3], is the shortest segment in my[1] =
{[1,5],,[1,3],}. Therefore, we have

D[Ll"]‘;‘(m) =m— [1,3],+ [2,3], = {[0,4],, (1,55, [1, 4]0, [2,3]p, [1,2]0, (2,50, [2,3], } -

Theorem 3.2. (¢f. [Jan07, Theorem 2.2.1], [Min09, Théoreme 7.5]) Suppose m € Mult,
and a € Z. Then, the right v*p-derivative of L(m):

(D) D) £
0 otherwise.

D, (L(m)) = {

3.2. Algorithm for St-derivatives. To establish an algorithm for derivatives, we need
to define the following upward sequence of maximally linked segments to arrange the
segments of the multisegment corresponding to the given irreducible representation.

Upward sequence Us: We define the upward sequence of maximally linked segments
with the smallest starting in a multisegment n € Mult, as follows: identify the small-
est number a; for which nfa;] # @ and choose the longest segment A; € nfa;]. Re-
cursively for j > 2, find the smallest number 4; (if it exists) such that a4; 1 < a; and
there exists a segment A; € nfa;] with A;_1 < A;.. Then, we pick a longest segment
A; € nlaj] such that A;_1 < A;. This process terminates after a finite number of steps,
say r, and Ay, Ay, - - - , A, are obtained in this process. We then define

%(n) = {All A2/ e /AI’} .
Algorithm 3.3. Given m € Mult, and A = [a,b], € Seg,,, we consider the multisegment
m = m[a’b} = {[a’,b’]p cm | a< a <b+1< b/-|—1}

Step 1. (Arrange upward sequences): Let Us(mq) = {A11, A1, -, A1y, } be the upward
sequence of maximally linked segments on my with Ay; < Ay ;1. Recursively for 2 <i <k,
we define m; = m;_q — Us(m;_1) and the corresponding upward sequence by

Us(my) = {Ai1, DNip, - Dy} with A j <A joa,
such that k is the smallest integer for which my; = @.
Step 2. (Removable free points): Denote A;;j = [a; , bi,j}p- We define the ‘remouvable free’
section for the segment A; ; for each 1 < i < k as:

aii, At — 2 flr<j<r
tf(Ai,j):{[l] K ) o l
Ai, ifj =ri.
Here, tf (Ai,j) = Qifa;j > ajj1—2. Fory € Z, we call [y], a ‘removable free point” of

of (Aij) =[x zpifx <y <z
Step 3. (Selection): We then select some segments A, ; (if they exist), whose removable free
points cover [a, b], in the following way.

(4)

(i) Choose a segment A;, ; € my (if it exists) where iy is the largest integer in {1, ..., k}
for some ji € {1,...,r;, } such that [a;, j,, bl C ©f (A ;).
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(ii) Recursively for t > 2, Choose a segment A;, j, € wy (if it exists), where iy is the largest
integer in {1, ...,i;_1} such that

(5) [ait/jt’ait—lrjt—l - ﬂp C tf (Aitrjt) .

(iii) This process terminates (when no further such segment can be found) after a finite

number of steps and suppose A;, j, is the last segment of the process.

Step 4. (Truncation): If a;, j, = a, we define new left truncated segments as follows:

AT = [b+1, biw’J and AYS = lai, i, lt]t} for2 <i<U.

1,1 It ]t

As convention, [c,c — 1], = @. Then, the right derivative multisegment in Langalands
classification is defined by

L
©) Dy (m) = m — Z Biji + Z A

We shall call those segments A,

inj1r - - - D, j, participate in the truncation process for D[ 0l (m)

Step 4. If a;, ;, # a, we write

D;ﬁ‘ﬁ (m) = oo.
Remark 1. Note that Dhmg (m) = Dhﬁ‘;‘(m) for any m € Mult,. We use the algorithm
of Dﬁ“( m) to get Dh‘ &(m) without mentioning it further.

Example 2. Let m = {[0,5],, [0,4],, [1,2],, [2,6]p,[2,3]p}. Then, we have the following

Dkang (m) for various A:

(i) Suppose A = [0,2],. Then, my = my ) = m with Us(my) = {[0,5],,[2,6],}:

2 3 4 5 6
° ° ° ° °
0 1 2 3 4 5
° ° ° ° ° °

my =my — Us(my) = {[0,4],,[1,2],,(2,3],} with s(my) = {[0,4],}:

0 1
° °

o

3 4
° °

and m3 = mp — Ls(my) = {[1,2],, [2,3],} with Us(mz) = {[1,2],,[2,3],}:

[ IS

3
°

1 2
[ ] [ ]

The blue and red points in the graphs represent the removable free points of the
segments and the red points in the graphs represent the free points to be removed to

get the derivative D[Oa%g( m) = {[0,5], [2,4],,[1,2]p, [2,6]0,[30} -
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(ii) Suppose A = [0,3],. Then my = my3 = {[0,5],, (0,4, [2,6],[2,3],} with
Us(my) = {[0r5]pr 2, 6]p}3

2 3 4 5 6
° ° ° ° °
0 1 2 3 4 5
° ° ° ° ° °

my =my — Us(my) = {[0,4],,[2,3],} with Us(my) = {[0,4], }:

0 1 2
° ° °

[ 3]
@~

and m3 = mp — 8s(my) = {[2,3],} with Us(mgz) = {[2,3],}:

2 3
L] L]
The blue and red points in the graphs represent the removable free points of the
segments and the red points in the graphs represent the free points to be removed to

get the derivative D[Oa;g( m) = {[0,5]p, [2,4],,[1,2]p, [2,6],} -
(iii) Let A = [0,5]p. Then, my = myg5 = {[0,5], [2,6]p} = Us(my). Here, [1], is not

a removable free point of any segment in 4s(m; ). Therefore, D[Oa;g (m) = co.

Lang and ,DLang.

3.3. Composition of D[ +10], [a],

Lemma 3.4. Let m € Mult, and [a,b], € Segp with b > a. Suppose elﬁl]p(L(m)) — 1.
(1) IfDLarlg (m) 7& oo, Wwe have DLang o DLang(m) _ DLang (m)

[a,b] N [a+1,b], y [alp [a,b]
(ii) Ife[H”p(L( m)) = 0and D, T;gb] D[u?jg(m) + oo, we have

Lang __ Lang Lang
Piap, (™ = Plaiip), © Ppg, - (m):

Proof. Let’s assume all the notations as mentioned in Algorithm[B.3lapplied for D{ﬁl}gp (m).
We fix an integer ko with 1 < kg < k such thata;; =a for 1 <i < kg and a;; # a for
i>ko+1.

(i) As DLang( ) # oo with [a], C tf (A, 1) and elﬁl}p

n:DLang(m) m—A;, 1+ A

(L(m)) =1, we have

lg,

We denote ny = {[a/, 0], en|a+1<a <b+1<V +1} =my —myfa] + A, 1. For
i > 1, define n; = n;_1 — Us(n;_1). Then, for each 1 < i <k, it can be observed that

&(mi)—Aill if 1 Sléko andi#ig
@) Us(ng) = QUs(my) — A+ Ay ifi=1
Us(m;) ifko+1<i<k

asa;p =a+1for1 <i<kyexcepti=iy.
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By @) and (7), one sees that the segments participating in the truncation process for

D[Lﬁlf b}p(n) and for D;ﬁlﬁ (m) agree except that
(a) A, participates in the truncation process for D?a;]g (m);
a P

Lang
[a+1 b]

segment participating in the truncation process for D[u b]g(m) does not start
lp
a+1

(b) ~ A, 1 participates in the truncation process for D (n) if and only if any

with v#*1p. For the only if direction, if a segment starting with v

pates in the truncation process for D[ an]g( m), that segment is A; ,—1, and then,
14

p, partici-

the fact iy < i,_y and (7) ensure that A;,_; also participates in the truncation
Lang

process for D[ 1),

(n). For the if direction, as

tf(_ lg 1) U {V P} - tf( lg, )
where the first tf is considered for n and the second tf is considered for m. Since
tf(A;i,1) (considered for m) satisfies the condition (B), tf(~A;, 1) (considered for
n) also satisfies the condition () i.e. [a +1,a;, ,;, , — 1], C tf("A;,1). Now, if
Lan:
1,
can choose an index greater than i, for the last segment in the algorithm for

Lang
D[a+1 b

~Aj,1 does not participate in the truncation process for D[ (n), then one

o (n). One sees that segment will then also participate in the truncation
process for D, aI]?]g(m)
We divide it into two cases.

e Case 1: ~A; ; participates in the truncation process for D8 ] (n). If we

[a+1,b],
shorten the segment ~A;, 1 by removing [a+1,4;, ,, , — 1]p from the left, the

.. . _ trc .
remaining partis (“A;,1) = Alt.jcl. In this case, we have:

-1 -1
Lang Lang o o — trc ‘ trc
D[a+1 blp D[a]P (m) =n- Z Altr]t All 1+ Z Alt Jt ( Al[rl)
tre Lang
=m— Z A i + Z Alfcjt = }p(m).
o Case 2: ~A; 01 does not participate in the truncation process for DFT% b]P(n)
Then Agcl = " A;, 1 In this case, we have:

Lang Lang . S . t
D[u+1,b]p © D[u]p (m) =n— Z Ajj + Z Bivsy

-1
L
—m— Z Aij, + " Dia + Z A, = D[;;‘]f (m).
t=

(i) We denote n = Dﬁzg(m) =m— A, + ~A,, for some A, € m[a]. As DE;T% (m) =

oo and D;ﬁ‘fb] (n) # oo, we have A, € my, say A, = A;, ; for some 1 < i, < ko with

ai,» > a+ 2 and hence v%p € tf(A,) (considered for m).
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As sﬁ]P(L(m)) = 1, we have

(8) aip =a-+1 for1 <i<kyexcepti=i,

and as D[;T% (m) = oo, we have

9) ai3 =a+2 foralli <i,,

and so v*T1p & tf(A;,) for all i < i.. The rest of the arguments are similar to the
proof of assertion (i) if we replace iy by i, and replace the fact D?an}gp (m) # co by
D[Tf;gb (n) # oo and (). O

Lemma 3.5. Let 7t € Irrp and [a, b], € Seg, with a <b. Suppose elﬁl}p(n) = 1. Then,

6) Ifelfalb} (71) # 0, we haveD[ L], oDF] ( )%Dlﬁlb} (77).

(ii) Ifelfaﬂ}p( ) = OandD[ 10, oDR ( ) # 0, we have

D[Ra,b] () = Dy

1,8, © Dy, (0)-

Proof. (i) As elfa}p(n) = 1, there is exactly one segment in hd(7)[a]. Moreover, by

Lemmam there exists at least one segment [a c]o € hd(7r)[a] such that c > b because

[ub () # 0. Therefore, ho(m)[a] = {[a,clp}. Then, [a,b], (as well as [a],) is a

nonempty segment admissible to T, and the first segment (in this situation, the only

segment) in the removal sequence is Y ([a,b],, 1) =Y ([a],, 1) = [a,c],. Clearly,
t([a]p/ﬂ) = hb( )—[ ] +[a+1 clp

Therefore, using [Cha24a, Lemma 8.7 and Definition 8.13] we get,

t([a, blo, ) =t ([a+1,b]p,t([a]p, 7)) = ({[a+1,bl[alp}, 7).

By [Cha24a, Theorem 10.2], we conclude that Dl[ilb} (1) = DF 18, © Dﬁ]p(n).

(ii) As eR 1], () = 0, Lemma 2.Jlimplies that hd(7r)[a 4+ 1] = @. On the other hand,

DEH b, © D ( ) # 0 and so Lemma 2.1 implies that o (D l, (7t )) has a segment

of the form [a +1,d], for some d > b. Now, by Lemma 2.3 and hd(7r)[a + 1] = Q,
we have t([a]p, m)[a +1] = {[a+1,d],}. Then, since hd(7r)[a + 1] = @, ho () must
contain the segment [a,d],, in order to produce the segment [a 4 1,d], in t([a],, 77).
Hence, D[ ( ) # 0 by Lemma 2.1] O

3.4. Commutativity of D[ ?n and D?an}g

Lemma 3.6. Let m € Mult, and [a,b], € Seg,,. Suppose elﬁ (L(m)) > 2.
(i) Ifof;‘g( m) # oo, we have D{L'“]‘“g o D[La;‘]g (m) = D[La;‘]g D[L?;g( m) # co.

(i) IfDLang D[La“g( m) # oo, we have DLa“g *(m) # co.
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Proof. Let’s assume all the notations as mentioned in Algorithm We fix an integer
ko with 1 < kg < k such that

aj1 =aforl <i<kyanda;; #afori>ky+1.

There exists A, € m[a] such that n = Dtﬁ:‘g(m) — m — A, + ~A,. Consider the multi-

segment ny = {[a’,b'], e n|a <a <b+1< b +1}. Recursively for i > 1, we set
n =mn;_; —Us(n;_q1). If A, € my, we have n; = my and whena;, | ; | =a+1, the seg-

ment ~A;, 4 1 replaces A;, | ;| to participate in the removal steps of the tds(—,a) pro-
ang

cess on D[ P (m), whereas BDi, iy

process on m. Therefore, if A, ¢ my, both the assertions (i) and (ii) hold. Hence,
for the remainder of this proof, we assume that A, € m;. Then, A; = A; ;1 for some
1 < i, < kp. It can be easily observed that

participates in the removal steps of the tds(—,a)

(4Us(m;) if1<i<iyorkg+1<i<k
s(m;) —Ajp + Aj14+ A1y ifi=i,andi+1 <k
(10) Us(n;) = { Us(m;) — Aip + A ifi =i, =ko
Us(m;) — ,1+Al+11 if i, <i<ky
\L_Ls(m) if i, <i=k0,

as well as, if tf(TA;q1) (resp. tf( i+11)) represents the removable free part of the
segment ~A; 1 (resp. Aj111) considered in Us(n;), we have

(11) of (T A1) UvTo = tf(Ai 1) and vf(Ai1) C f(Ain),

where tf(A; 1) represents the removable free part of A;; considered in Us(m;).

(i) Suppose D[u b, E(m) =m — Z A i + Z Affc] # oo as in Algorithm B3l As [a], C

R} (L(m)) > 2, there exists largest integer

tf(Aj,1), we have i, > iy Further, as €|,
0

1 <i,s < iy such that
,DLang o ,DLang (m) _ ,DLang (m) A

[)e (] []p
Therefore, if i, = iy, we have v?p € tf(A;,, 1) where tf is considered both in m and n.
If we shorten the segment ~A;, 1 by removing [a+1,4;, i, , — 1],0 from left, the

remaining part is (‘Aié,l)trc = A;F’?Cl. Therefore, using (10), D{fag o Dt;]mg (m)

1+ Al**llfl*—lg

l**/

_ _ trc f :
DLang Z A i+ Z At 4 )T Nia+ (Thi) " =D+ 70 ifd =1,
it Ji i T _ Aig+ Agcl otherwise

=m—Y A+ Y A' + e o
Z it ]t Z inje + —Aj 1+ A otherwise

ix,

[a.b)p —Aj 1+ AL otherwise.

Ifi. >ipanda; ; , = a+1, we have i, > iy 1 and the segment ~A; 1 replaces
A.

i, 1,j,, to participate in the removal step of the t0s(—,a) process on D[ P &(m),
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whereas A;, | i | participate in the removal step of the tds(—,a) process on m. Oth-
erwise the t0s(—,a) process on both D[ b] &(m) and m removes same set of segments

starting with v%p and v*1p. Hence, using (10),
_A “A. i— i,
ottt oo+ {0 B
P ele ele _Ai*,l + Ai*,l if i, > ip.
(ii) Suppose D[ b, © D{;?n (m) # oo. Then, by (10) and (11), we can conclude that
Digaft (m) # . O

Lemma 3.7. Let 7w € Irr, and [a,b], € Seg,,. Suppose sIf] (1) > 2. Then,

6)) Ifelfalb}( ) # 0, wehaveDlﬁ oDF }p( )NDﬁb] oDR ( ) # 0.

(ii) IfDl[Z,b oDR ( ) #0, wehaves ( ) # 0.

Proof. (i) The commutativity part follows from [Cha24a, Lemma 4.4], and the non-zero
part follows from [Cha24a, Proposition 5.5].
(i) As le b, © DR (7'() # 0, it follows from Lemma 2.1] that bD(DlﬁZ a, (77)) contains

[a,a],
a segment of the form [a, c], for some ¢ > b. Now Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3] imply ho(7)
has the segment [a, c],, and so Dﬁ b (1) # 0 by Lemma 2.1] O

3.5. Commutativity of D, a;]g and DEIT%

Lemma 3.8. Let m € Mult, and [a,b], € Seg, with a < b and D?ang (m) # co. Then,

@) If DLang( ) # 0o, we have D[Lang] o D[Laa;‘}gp (m) = D[Laan}g DLaTlg (m) # oo.

(myﬂﬁgpﬁﬁ()¢wmeﬂﬁW()#w

Proof. Assume all the notations as mentioned in Algorithm We fix integers k', k"
with 1 <k’ < k" < k such that

a if1<i<FK
a;1 = - = , where a; a+1fori >k +1,
v {a+1 ifK+1<i<K’ in 7 =

ajp=a+1 ifi € {A, Ay, As) with1 <Ay <Ay <--- <Ay <K
ﬂiz#ﬂ—l—l ifi € {1,2,...,](/}\{/\1,...,)\5}.

As D[L,;T% (m) # oo, there exists a segment A, 1 € m[a + 1] such that

L _
n= D[uT;g]P (m) =m—Agi1+ Agpa

We denote ny = {[@/, V], en|a<a <b+1< b +1}. Recursively for i > 1, we set
n; =n_1 —Us(nj_1). If Ay ¢ my, we have e (A,41) < b and n; = my. Consequently,
it can be easily observed that both statements (i) and (ii) are valid. For the remainder
of this proof, we assume that A;1 € my. Then, we have A, = A, ;,, where either
K4+1<i,<k"andj.=1,ori. € {Aq,..As} and j. = 2. Observe that

(12) Us(n;) = Us(my) for 1 <i <i, —1.
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Let’s denote Us(m;)[a + 1] = {A}} and Us(m;)[a + 2] = {A/}. Then, we can observe

Us(m;, ) — Aij, + Dij + Al “ ifj,=1& A 1 #+ Q@
(13)  Us(n;,) = ¢ Us(m;, ) — A, gt Al*]*—l—Al 1 ifj. =2&A; 1 %A +17§®
Us(m; ) — A;

Recursively for i, +1 < i < k, there exists kj with i, +1 < k{; < k” 4 1 such that

ije T Di, ), otherwise.

Us(m;) — A+ AL, ifi <K

(14) Us(n;) = { 15 (m;) if i > k,

and [a + 1], is not an element of tf(A], ) considered in {s(n;). In particular, when

j» =1, we find that kj = k" + 1.

i+1

(i) We recall Algorithm where D[Lfagp (m) = Z A, + Z Affc] Let’s as-
sume the i = iy_1. Then, A; j = A, i, = [a+1, b,/ Vir1lp: As_alé.,z > a+2and

Us(m;)[a+1] # D for iy +1 < i < i, 1, we have two scenarios. In the first one, there
exists a non-void segment A for some iy +1 < i < i;_q such that [a + 1], C tf (A}
considered in Us(m;). In this case, we set i, for the largest possible i where such Al’.
exists. In the second scenario, we have aj,p > a+3 and we set i+ = iy. Then, using

(@), (@), and Algorithm B3, we can deduce D¢ 0 D*"8 (m)

[a,blp = T la+1],
Z A+ Z Abre _ A _Af** - Ag* =D+ i e >y
it Jt it,Jt l( 101 _Ai(;,jg + [a +2, bl( ]J if iy = iy,
AL — A if fy >0
Lan, ok !l
=D 8 (m) + e, e .
[a,b]o —Agsz + [a+2,b;, ]z} if iy = iy
Lang Lang Lang / A/ .
Now D[u+1] o D[a b}p(m) cannot take the form of D, ]p( m) L—Ai + ~A] for any i >
an,
ip_q1, since D[ +1] (m) =m—Al +7A, ,and A ¢ D[a’b}gp(m). Therefore, for

i > iyp_q, the segment A! participates in certain removable steps of the tos(—,a + 1)
process, which is applied repeatedly on D[ abl) ®(m) until it terminates. If i,. > i/, the
segment A; does not participate in the removable step of the t0s(—,a + 1) process
applied several times (until it terminates) on D;ﬁl] (m) because “A;, 1 € D{“an}g( m)[a +

1] and for iy < i < i, the pair (A}, A) participates in the same removable step
of the t0s(—,a + 1) process applied several times (until it terminates) on D, a;‘]g(m)

Therefore,

Lang Lang Lang — . Lang Lang
Diastly © Plagl, (M) = Pigp, () = 85, + 785, = Digy 0 Dig oy, (m).

If i, =1y, we have “A;, 1 € D{;a;gp (m)[a + 1] with a;,, > a + 3 and hence

Lang Lang Lang — — (= . Lang Lang
D[a+1} D[u,b]p(m) D[u b, (m) = "Bi1+ 7 (Ti1) = D[ﬂ bl D[QH} (m).
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Similarly, for i, # iy_1, it is easier to show that (i) holds as the operators D{ﬁ}gp and

D[L('ZT% affect on two disjoint subsets of segments in m. We omit the proof.
14

.. L .
(ii) Put n = D[;flg]P(m). We denote Us(n,) = {Ap,q = [Ayq Bp,q]p |1<g< sq}
Lang

with Ay g < A1, As D[u,b]p(n) # oo, there must exist a segment A, o € Us(ny,) for
1 <t < v such that

Lang t
D[ub _“_ZAPtQtJFZA;thH

where 1 < py < pp_1 < -+ < p1 < k. Lettf (A,,) (resp. tf (A,,)) be the removable
free part of Ap, (resp. A, ) considered in the sequence Us(m,) (resp. s(ny)). From
equations (12), (I3), and [[4), if 1 <t <v—3,wehave A, 5, = Ay, o, with tf (Ap, q,) =
tf (Apt,qt) and for t = v —1,v — 2, the segment Aptﬂt is either Ay, 45 or ~A; with
By ) © o (B ) Ao DTS () = m &+~ wo it po i ) —
1 and from (14), we deduce p, ¢ {ix+1,..,kj —2}. Further, when p, < i, or
po > ki), using (2) we get A, 4 = Ap, o with tf (A, 5,) = tf(Ap,q,). Therefore,
tf (Ap,q,) C tf (Dp,q) forall1 <t < v. As the segment [a,b], is covered by the free
parts {tf (Ap,q,) | 1 <t < v}, so it is also covered by the free parts {tf (Ap,q,) | 1 <

t < v}. Hence, we conclude DLang( ) # oo. O

Lemma 3.9. Let 7t € Irrp and [a, b], € Seg, with a < b and slf 1, () # 0.
@) IfDl[il (1) #0, wehaveD[ w1, oDF }( ) = DR OD131+1 (1) #0.

[a,b]p
(ii) IfDlﬁZ oDlﬁhL1 () #0, wehaveDR ( ) # 0.

Proof. (i) The commutativity part follows from [Cha24a, Lemma 4.4]. The non-zeroness
part follows from the third bullet of [Cha24a, Theorem 9.3].

(ii) One can argue similarly as in the proof of Lemma [3.5(ii) by using properties of
removal process in Section 2.3] We omit the details. g

3.6. Main results.
Theorem 3.10. Let 7w = L(m) for some m € Mult, and let [a, b], € Seg,,. Then,

thalr:g( m) # oo if and only if D p), () # 0.

Proof. We prove the result by induction on ¢, ([a, b]p) and l,(m). If a = b, the
statement follows from Theorem 3.2l Assume a < b. We divide the proof into the
following cases:

Case 1: elﬁl]p(L(m)) > 2. In such case, we conclude by

D;;Zr:]g( m) # oo (E)D?an}g o DLan (m) # oo (by Lemma[3.6])

<=>D[u b, oDR p( (m)) #0 (by induction assumption)
<:>D[ub (L(m)) #0 (by Lemma [3.7))
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Case 2: R (L(m)) =1 and R L(m)) = 0. In such case, we conclude b
[a]o [a+1], Yy
Df;";‘i (m) # o0 (E)D?Tf b, © DLang( ) # oo (by Lemma[3.4))
<:>D[ a+1b], © D[ (L(m)) #0 (by induction assumption)

<:>D[ub (L(m)) #0 (by Lemma [3.5])

Case 3: €ﬁ]p(L(m)) =1and €[ 1], (L(m)) # 0. In such case, we conclude by
D[a?;l}g(m) # 00 <:>D[ a;l]g oD aTlg (m) # oo (by Lemma[3.8))

<:>D[ a5, oDR ., (L(m)) #0 (by induction assumption)

[a+1]p
<:>D[ab (L(m)) #0 (by Lemma [3.9])

Case 4: slﬁl]P(L(m)) = 0. Then D{;?:‘g(m) = oo and DE]P(L(m)) = 0. The first equality

and Theorem B.2limply that v%p is not in tf(A; ;) for any segment A; ; involved in the
upward sequences of Algorithm [3.3 applied to m and so D?an}g( ) = oo, while the
second equality implies ho(7)[a] = @ and so DF o (1) = 0 by Lemma 2.1 O

Lemma 3.11. Let 7y, T € Irr. Let A € Seg such that DR (1) = DR (1) # 0. Then, 11 = 1.
Proof. Apply the integral I} on both sides of DX(71) = DX (1) to get the result. O

Theorem 3.12. Let m € Mult, and A € Seg,. If D8 (m) # oo, we have
~ L
DR (L(m)) 2 L (D a’“g(m)) .

Proof. We use induction argument on the relative length /,,;(A), and ¢,,;(m) of m to
prove this result. By Theorem 8.2 for £,,;(A) = 1 and for any m’ € Mult,, we have

(15) Dfy, (L(m')) = L (D))

As D{ﬁl}gp (m) # oo, we have e[Ra,b}p( (m)) # 0, DLTng( m) 7 oo, and so, slﬁﬂ}p(L(m)) 70

Case 1. elfa}p(L(m)) > 2. As an inductive step, we assume that

~ Lan:
DR, (L(n) = L (D[ulb]i (n)) .

for any n € Mult, with £,,(n) < £(m). Putn = D[a] (m). As lyp(n) < £yp(m), we
have

(16) Df 4, (L (D[L;j‘;‘g(m))) > (D[L;;gp D[Lu?“g(m) .
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Then, we get

Dl (& (Peiii(m))

12

L(DiE e Dt(m)  (by @)
L (DLang o DLang(m)) (by Lemma [3.6])

[a,b]p [a]p
o, (1(m)) o )
=~ DR, oDF, (L(m)) (by @3)

[a]p

)
= DR]p o D[Rﬂ/b]p (L(m)) (by Lemmal[3.7).

[a

112

Therefore, by Lemma [3.11] we conclude that Dﬁz,b]p (L(m)) =L (D;ﬁﬁ (m)) .

Case 2. elfa}p (L(m)) = 1. In such case, we conclude by

Lan Lan Lan:
L (D[u,b]i (m)) =1L (D[ng’b}p o D[a}pg(m)) (by Lemma [3.4])

~ Lan

(17) = Dﬁﬂ,mp (L (D[a}pg(m)))
= Dji. 14, © Dy, (L(m))  (by @3))
~ Dﬁz,b],) (L (m)) (by Lemma B.5).

Here, the isomorphism (I7) follows from induction as £, ([a +1,b],) < £y([a, b],).
[

3.7. Left derivative algorithm. For m € Mult, and [a,b], € Segp, we define

D (m) =O(DE . (O(m))).

[a,b]p [—b,—a] v
Now, with Theorems [3.10l and 3.12 and discussions in Section 2.2.4] we have:
Theorem 3.13. Suppose m € Multy and A € Seg,,. Then, the following holds:

(1) D" (m) # oo if and only if D& (L(m)) # 0; and
(2) if D" (m) # oo, we have Dk (L(m)) = L (D/‘;a“g'L(m)).

4. DERIVATIVES IN ZELEVINSKY CLASSIFICATION

In this section, we present an algorithm (refer to Algorithm i.2) for computing the
St-derivatives of irreducible representations of GL, (F) in the Zelevinsky classification.
Similar to the proof of the St-derivative in the Langlands classification, we could have
offered an inductive proof, where the p-derivative in the Zelevinsky classification and
several results akin to Lemmas[3.4] 3.6l and 3.8l would be required. Here, we avoid that
approach and use the Mceglin-Waldspurger (MW) algorithm for computing deriva-
tives. By applying this algorithm, we can derive Corollary 4.12] and then combine
with a reduction in Section [4.5]to prove our main algorithm (refer to Theorem 4.14).
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4.1. MW algorithm for derivatives. For m € Mult,, define the multisegment DMW ()
associated to m in the following way: let b be the largest integer such that m(b) # @
that means v?p is the maximal cuspidal support of m. Then, we choose the shortest
segment Ag in m(b). Recursively for 1 < s < k, we choose the shortest segment A; in
m(b —s) such that A; < As;_1 and k is the largest possible integer for which such A
exists. Define the first segment in m” (produced by MW algorithm applied to m) as:

A(m) = {v"*p,v"" Ko 1o} = [b— Kk, b],,

and the reduced multisegment by
DMW(m) =m — Z A; + Z A7
By the MW algorithm in [MW86], we get

(18) m* = A(m) + (DMW(m)>#.

We say that Ag,A;..., Ay are the ordered segments participating (to find the first
segment) in the MW algorithm for m. For any a < ¢, define 81[\4‘/\}2( m) to be the
multiplicity of the segment [a, c] p in m*. It can be shown that s[ p ] (m) = sr[fl, C]P(Z (m)),
which explains the notion of E[a b,

Proposition 4.1. [MW86] Let m € Mult, and A(m) be the first segment produced in the
MW algorithm for m. Then, we have

DX ) (Z(m)) = Z (DMWY (m)) .
Proof. By Langlands classification and discussions in Section
Z(m) = L(m*) — A(m*) = A(DMW (m)*) x St(A(m)).

As the submodule of A(DMW (m)#) x St(A) is unique and the submodule of A(DMW (m#))
is isomorphic to L(DMW (m)*) = Z(DMW (m)), the above map factors through the map

(19) Z(m) = Z(DMW(m)) x St(A(m)).

Now (19) gives that IIA{(m) (Z(DMW(m))) = Z(m) and so applying DX (m) O0 both sides,

we obtain the proposition. O

Example 3. Let m = {0, 2p, 2,4]p,(2,5]0,[3,5]0,[4,6],}. Then, A(m) = [4,6], and

the multisegment DMW(m) = {[0,2],, 2,3],, [2,5],, [3, 4] 0,4,5],}. Therefore, we have
Df ¢, (2(m) = Z ({[0, 2],,, 2,3]p, [2,5]p, [3,4]p, [4,5],}).- O

4.2. Algorithm for derivatives.

Algorithm 4.2. Let m € Mult, and A = [a,b], € Seg,. Set mg = m and perform the
following steps:

Step 1. (Upward sequence of maximal linked segments): Define the removable upward
sequence of maximal linked segments in neighbors on wmy ranging from a — 1 to b as follows:
start with the longest segment A1 (if exists) in mg (a — 1). Recursively for a < i < b, we
choose the longest segment A} (zf exists) in my (i) such that Al U < AL, Then the sequence
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A‘ll_l < AT < -+ < AL defines an upward sequence of maximal linked segments in neighbors
on mg ranging froma — 1 to b.
Step 2. (Remove) Replace mg by my defined by

b .
=m— ) Al
i=a—1
Step 3. (Repeat Steps 1 and 2): Again find (if it exists, say A1 < A% < --- < Ab) the
upward sequence of maximal linked segments in neighbors on my ranging froma —1to b, and
b )
remove it to get the multisegment my = mq — Y AL. Repeat this removal process until it
i=a—1
terminates after a finite number of times, say k times.

Step 4. (Final selection): If my (b) # @, choose the shortest length segment say Ay €
my (b). Otherwise, we set Ab = O the void segment. Recursively for b—1 > i > a, we
choose the shortest segment A € wy (i) (if exists) such that A =< Az+1 Otherwise, we set
A =Q.

Step 5. (Truncation): If A; # @ for all a < i < b, we say that a downward sequence of
minimal linked segments in neighbors on wy ranging from b to a exists and we define the right
derivative multisegment by

Dy, (m) :=m— Y A+ ) ().

Step 5'. Ifll- = @ for some a < i < b, we set D[Za‘f;]p(m) = oo0.
Example 4. (i) Let m = {[0,4],,[2,4],, (2,50, (2,5]0, (3,50, [4,5]p} and A = [5,5],.
Then, [0,4], < [2,5], (resp. [2,4], < [3,5]p) is the removable upward sequence
of maximal linked segments on m (resp. m;) ranging from 4 to 5, where m; =
—[0,4], — [2,5],, my = my — [2,4], — [3,5], and there is no such sequence on m;
as my (4) = @. Since [4,5], is the shortest segment in my (5) = {[2,5],,[4,5],}, we

have DZ () = m — [4,5], + [4], = {[0,4]o, [2,4]p, 2,5],, 2,51, [3,5],, [4]}

(i) Let m = { 0,4]p,[3,4],, (2,50, [3,5]0,[4,6]p} and A = [4,6],. There is no seg-
ment ending with 13p to produce a removable upward sequence of maximal linked
segments ranging from 3 to 6. Here, {[4, 6],, [3,5],, [0,4],} is the downward sequence
of minimal linked segments in the neighbors of m ranging from 6 to 4. Therefore,

DY (m) = [4 61 3,5l — [0,4], + (4,5, + [3,4], + 0,3

=1 4o, 2,510, 3, 4], [4, 5]} -

(iii) Let m = {[0,4],, [2,5]p, 3,5]p,[4,6],} and A = [5,6],. Here, the sequence
{[0,4],,[2,5],,[4,6],} is the only upward sequence of maximal linked segments in
m ranging from 4 to 6. But m — {[0,4],, [2,5],, [4,6],} does not have any segment
ending with 1%p to get a complete downward sequence of minimal linked segments
ranging from 6 to 5. Therefore, we have D[ZS‘%]P (m) = oo. g
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4.3. Combinatorial structure from multiple MW algorithms. For convenience, let
MA,..., N € Segp be segments such that e(A;) = ... = e(A,). We say that Aq,..., A,

are in increasing order if A} C ... C A,, equivalently s(A1) > ... > s(Ay).

Definition 1. (i) Let ny,ny € Mult,. The multisegments n; and n; are said to
be linked by mapping if there exists an injective map f : ny — np such that
A < f(A) for all A € n.

(i) Fix a multisegment m € Mult, and an integer k. Let ny be a submultisegment
of m(k — 1) and let n, be a submultisegment of m(k). We say that n; and n, are
minimally linked (in m) if

(a) n; and ny are linked by mapping; and

(b) there does not exist njC m(k — 1) such that |n}| > |n| and n} and n are
linked by mapping;

(c) there does not exist nj C m(k — 1) such that |n|| = |n;|, ] < ny, and nj and
ny are linked by mapping. Here write both the segments ny = {Aq,...,A;}
and n] = {A],...,A;} in the increasing order, and n} < n; means s(A;) <
s(A?) for all i and at least one inequality is strict.

It is straightforward to observe that in Definition [I{ii), for a fixed n, C m(k), there is
at most one submultisegment n; C m(k — 1) minimally linked to n,.

Lemma 4.3. Let v°p be the maximal cuspidal support of m. Let r € Z~q such that v°p is still
the maximal cuspidal support of (DMW) =1(m). For 1 <i <r,let Apj,De_1j, ..., Dy, beall
the ordered segments participating in the MW-algorithm for (DMW)I=1(m) with e (Ay;) = k.
Set my = m and define, recursively,

m; =m;_q1 — Ac,i — ... Aai,i-
Then

(i) The ordered segments participating in the MW algorithm for w; are precisely the seg-
ments Agjyq, ..., B, iv1- In particular,

AV PR, VS P VA v
is a submultisegment of m.
(i) Let [a,c], be the first segment produced in the MW algorithm for m. Let MW (m) =
{Akll, coor Dy }, where xy. is the largest integer such that Ay, is defined. Then
(@) xc > ... 2> xg
(b) Ak, .-, Dy, are in the increasing order;
(c) fora <k <c—1, MWi(m) and MWy, 1(m) are minimally linked in m.

Proof. When i = 1, it follows from the definition of MW algorithm. We consider i > 2.
Then inductively, we have:

) i-1 ¢ i—-1 ¢
(DM m) =m =)0 ¥ Ay} ) A,
p=1k=a, p=1k=a,

Suppose there exists k such that Ay; = A, for some 1 <s <i— 1, which we shall
derive a contradiction. Let k* be the largest integer (< c) for which such equality

could happen, and let s* be the corresponding integer such that Ap; = Ap. | ..
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Case 1: k* = c. This case indeed cannot happen since the maximality of v‘p forces
that A~ does not contain v°p for any segment A in m.

Case 2: k* < c¢. We first have

(20) S(Aerg11) > - > 8(Bk g 1ap s
where the first x4+, 1 — 2 inequalities follow from the induction assumption and the
last inequality follows from the shortest choice of the MW algorithm.
As Ap i = Ao < Dpeqr,i, we have S(Ag+1i) > S(Agrg16+) with s* < i. This
contradicts the inequality (20). Hence, this case cannot happen.

As both cases cannot happen, we have proved the assertion (i). To see (ii), (a), (b),

and (c) again follow from the choices of shortest segments in the MW algorithm. [J

Lemma 4.3 with the uniqueness of the minimal linkedness gives a characterization
of segments participating in the MW algorithms. Below, we shall use this character-
ization to show the compatibility with the segments produced in Algorithm 4.2] (see
Proposition in the next section).

4.4. MW algorithm and removal maximal upward sequences.
4.4.1. Compare eMW and the number of removal maximal upward sequences.

Lemma 4.4. Let m € Mult, and let A(m) = |[a,c], be the first segment produced in the MW
algorithm. Then, for a < b < c, the number of removal upward sequences of maximally linked
segments in neighbors in m ranging from b — 1 to c is equal to

sl[\;[,‘?}lp (m)+...+ slfﬁvllc]p(m).

(If b = a, then the number is equal to zero.)

Proof. Let ¢’ be the first number in the lemma and let r = &} (m) 4-... + &}V C}P(m).

[a,c]p [b
We first show r < /. We shall use the notion MW;(m) in Lemma By Lemma
43, [MW,_1(m)| = ... = |[MW.(m)| = r. We first replace MW,_1(m) by the submulti-

segment of first r longest segments in m(b — 1), denoted by n;, ;. Note that n,_; and
MW, (m) are linked by mapping. Now, one replaces MW, (m) by the submultisgment
of the r longest segments in m(b) such that n;, and n,_; are maximally linked. (Here
maximally linked is defined in the obvious manner in analogous to Definition[Il) One
now proceeds the similar process to obtain submultisegments n, C m(x) such that ny
and n,_; are maximally linked for x = b +1,...,c. From this, one obtains r many
upward sequences of maximally linked segments in neighbors ranging from b — 1 to
c. Hence, r < 7'.
We next show ' < r. This reverses the construction above. We use the index

AL < <A AT < <A
to represent the upward sequences (of maximally linked segments in neighbors rang-
ing from b — 1 to ¢) in Algorithm Now one replaces {A{,...,AS} by the sub-
multisegment n. of first #’-shortest segments in m(c). Note that {A‘i_l, o, A 1} and

n., are linked by mapping. Now, one recursively find submultisegments n), C m(x)
for x = ¢ —1,...,b—1 such that n} and n_; are minimally linked, and |n}| = 7.
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Now, for x = b —2,...,a, one recursively find submultisegments n), minimally linked
to nl ;. By Lemma K3, all n} determines the mutlisegments participating in the

MW algorithms for m, DMW(m), ..., (DMW)"~1(m). Then, the condition |n/| = 7’ for
x=c,...,b—1forces that ' <r. O

4.42. Overlap between segments from MW algorithms and segments from removal upward
sequences.

Lemma 4.5. Let m € Mult,. Let [a,c], be the first segment produced in the MW algorithm.
Suppose, furthermore, the first segment produced in the MW-algorithm (DMW)" (m) is [b, c],.
Set
r= sl[\;[,‘?}/p (m)+...+ sl[\ﬁvllc]p(m).

Fori=1,...,r+1,let A, ..., Ay ; be all the ordered segments participating in the MW
algorithms for (DMW)=1(m). For b < k < ¢, let MWy (m) = {Ag1, ..., Agri1}. Let ¢ be
the set of all segments in the removal upward sequences of maximally linked segments on m
in neighbor ranging from b — 1 to c.

Define py to be the least integer such that Ay ¢ v(k). (The existence of such integer is

guaranteed by |v(k)| < |MWjy(m)|, see Lemmald4) The following conditions hold:

@ pr<...<pp

(b) For b < k < ¢, Ak,l,...,Ak,pZ_l are in v, and moreover they are the first p; — 1
segments in the increasing order of v(k);

(c) For b < k < c—1, MWi(m) — Ay and MW 1(m) — Dita,py,, are minimally
linked inm — A pe — ... — Ab/PZ;

(d) A p; is the shortest segment in m(c) —v(c), and for b < k < c—1, Ay pr is the
shortest segment in m(k) — v(k) that is linked to VIR

Before proving the lemma, we shall prove a useful simple counting lemma:

Lemma 4.6. We shall use all the notations in Lemma Let b < k< c—1and nbea
submultisegment of v(k). Then n and {Ak+1,1r ey Ak+1,\n|} are linked by mapping.

Proof. As n is in t(k), this guarantees that there exist submultisegments n, C m(x)
(x=k+1,...,¢c)such that forallx =k+1,...,c

(1) [ne| = [nf;
(2) ny_1 and ny are linked by mapping. (Here, ny = n.)
We can replace n; by n, := {AC,L cee, ACM} so that n._; and n. are linked by map-
ping. Now, by using MW, (m) and MW, 1(m) are minimally linked, we inductively
replace ny (Where k+1 < x <c—1) by ny := {Axll, e ,AX’M} such that n,_; and n,

are still linked by mapping. So eventually we also have n and 1y is also linked by
mapping, as desired. g

Proof of Lemma For b <k <, letv(k) = {Af(ll, .. .,Al’w} written in the increasing
order, where the number of segments follows from Lemma 4.4l When k = ¢, it is clear
that A.1,..., Ay p:—1 are in v. This gives (b) and (d), and there is nothing to prove for

(0).
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We now assume b < k < ¢ and separately consider each condition:
Prove condition (a): We first show that Ak,lrerk,p,jH—l are in t(k). Suppose not,

that means Ay ; is not in t(k) for some 1 < j < p;.; — 1. Then Lemma £.6] and the
minimally linked condition implies that we must have s(A; . ot —1) < 5(Akpp,,)- On

the other hand, since Ay | < Aprrpr s S(Bgpr ) < s(AkH,PkH). Combining two
inequalities, we have s(A; e 1) <8(Dkt1,pp,,) - This implies
Pk+1 !

1) D1 = Drsipg

Py

On the other hand, since t(k) and t(k 4 1) are linked by mapping, we can define a
map f : v(k) — t(k + 1) satisfying the following properties: forall 1 <j <r-+1

0 £8,) = B,
(i) Ap; < f(AL)-
Then, using the induction case of condition (b), we must have that

! = *
Ak+1'p;+1_1 o Ak+1'pk+1_1

Now, combining above discussions, we can define another map foelk ) > e(k+1) -

Ak+1,;v;:+1—1 + Ak+1,p;§+1 such that f(Ailc]) = f(A k+1]) if j # py —1and f( kPZH—l) =
Akt1,p;,,- Hence, f and 21) show that (k) and v(k+ 1) — Air1pp,—1+ Diey,py | are
linked by mapping. This contradicts the longest choices in t(k). This shows (a).

Prove condition (b): The first part follows from how to define Ay . For the second as-
sertion, by Lemma 4.6 {Af(ll, iV i 1} and {Ak+1,1, .. .,Ak+1,p;§_1} are linked by
mapping. Now the first assertion of (b) forces that {Ak,]./ ceey, Ak,p;_l—l} is minimally
linked to {Ak+1,lr cee, Ak+1,p,f—1}- This implies the second assertion.

Prove condition (c): The proof is slightly long and so we separate it into the next sec-
tion. We only need (a) and (b) (but not (d)) to prove (c).

Prove condition (d): A s is the shortest segment in m(c) — v(c) follows from assertion
(b). By (a) and (c), we then have that {Akll,...,Ak’p;:_l} N (MW (m) — Ak’p;:), and

{Ak+1,1, ey Ak+1,p,’;} N (MW q(m) — AkHIPZH)’ are also minimally linked, where the
former (resp. latter) set is simply the first pj — 1 shortest segments of MWj(m) — A
(resp. MWy 1(m) — Agt1,p:)- Similarly, we have

{Ak,lr ey Ak,p;} M MWk(m), and {Ak+1,1l ey Ak—Fl,p,’;} N MWk—H (m)
is minimally linked. The uniqueness of minimal linkedness then implies (d). O
4.4.3. Proof of Condition (c) in Lemmald.5 Recall that we are assuming b < k < c. Let

/
m :m_AC,pﬁ_"'_Ab,pZ'
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Step 1: Show MWy(m) — A e and MWyi1 (m) — Aiyq ;| are linked by mapping. Define
an injective map

f i MWi(m) = Agpr — MW (m) — Ay

Prs
as follows:
o for1 <j<p;.,—landp;+1<j<r+1,define f(Ak,]-) = Aj11,;- It follows
from the minimal linkedness between MW (m) and MW 1(m), we also have
A = f(Dxj)-
o for p;.; < j < p;—1, define f(A;) = Api1,+1- By condition (b) in Lemma
4.5 Ak,lr---zAk,p;—l are in r. As vt C m’ and the induction assumption give
that MWy (m) — Ay px and MWy q(m) — Ax+1,p:,, are minimally linked in m/
(x=k+1,...,c—1), one applies similar argument to the proof of Lemma (4.6
to show that

{Ak,lr---zAk,p;—l} and {Ak+1,1/---zAk+1,p;}—Ak+1,p,t+1

are linked by mapping. This verifies that Ay ; < f (Ak,j)-

Therefore, the map f shows that MW (m) — A,y and MW, 1(m) — Aiti,pp,, are
linked by mapping.
Step 2: Check minimal linkedness. Suppose MWy (m) — A e and MWy 1 (m) — g, pr

are not minimally linked in m’. By assertion (a) in Lemma H.5, we have Ak,p;; =<
At1,p;,, again, and hence, (MW (m) — Ay ) + Ay e and (MW (m) — A ) +
Aky1,p;,, are linked by mapping but not minimally linked in m. This contradicts that
MWy (m) and MW 1(m) are minimally linked in m.

4.4.4. Minimal linkedness between MWj,_1(m) and MW,(m) — Ay -
Lemma 4.7. We use the notations in Lemmald.5| and similarly, we define
MWb—l(m) = {Ab—l,ll ey Ab—l,?} .
Then MW;,_1(m) and MW (m) — Ay, pr are minimally linked in m — A¢ e — ... — Ay e

Proof. One can define an injective map from MW,_1(m) to MWj,(m) — Ay, - by similar
arguments as in Section 4.4.3l We first argue that A,_14,..., Ap—1,p;—1 are in v(b—1)
by using a similar argument in proving condition (a) of Lemma i4.5in Section By
the fact that A ;- is not in v(b), one can observe

Ap—1,pp < Dpprs1r---r Doy < Bprpa-

Now the minimal linkedness between MW,,_;(m) and MW,,(m) — Ay - follows from
the minimal linkedness between MW,,_1(m) and MW, (m) in m. O

4.45. Segments participating in the MW algorithms for D[Zbei}p(m).

Lemma 4.8. We use the notations in Lemma Then, we have
C C
Zel _ -
Difs, (m) = m — z;b Diope + z;b Tave

; Zel
In particular, D[b‘fC]P(m) # o0,
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Proof. This follows from Condition (d) of Lemma O

Lemma 4.9. We use the notations in Lemma For 1 <i <'r, the segments participating
in the MW algorithm for (DMW)I_l(D[Zb?g}p(m)) lie in either MWj(m) — Ay e for some
b <k <cor MWi(m) for somea <k <b—1.
Proof. Note that D[Zbeg}p(m) is described in Lemma We pick the segments partici-
pating in Dﬁeg]p (m) as follows. The first segment is the shortest segment in MW, (m) —
Ay, thatis Agy if pf # 1and A if pf = 1.

Let k* be the smallest integer such that p;. # 1. If such an integer does not exist,
set k* = b — 1. In general, the segments participating in the MW algorithm are:

AV PR AV YAV PERRPTAVE P

By condition (a), the above choices are well-defined. We now justify the above choices
are the shortest ones:

(1) Case 1. k* +1 < k < ¢: Note that Ak_+1,1 is not linked to Ay ,. Hence, we can
only find the shortest one in D[Zb?g]P(m) (k) — &y y11- By Lemma B3 Condition
(c) and Lemma [4.3(ii)(c), Ay is the shortest choice.
(2) Case 2. k = k*: Similar reasoning as above, A, 11 cannot be a choice, and
Ay« 1 is the shortest choice.
(3) Case 3. k < k*—1: If Ak_“rPZH is a choice, then s(AkH’pZH) > 5(Ak1) and so
A1 = Diyipy, -
Now, one considers v/ =t — A 11 + Ak+1,p;;+1- By Lemma [4.5(b), Ay ; are in
t. Now, by using Condition (b) in[4.5, we have that Ay 11 (resp. Ay 1) is the first
segment in the increasing order of t(k + 1) (resp. t(k)). Now one can define an
injective map f from (k) to t(k 4 1) satisfying f(Ar1) = Ax+11 and A < f(A)
for all A € v(k).
Now one defines f : v/(k) — v'(k+1) by f(Ax1) = Aktrp;,, and f(A) =
f(A) for A # Agq, which also determines that ¢/(k) and t/(k 4+ 1) are linked
by mapping. This contradicts the maximal choice of the removal upward se-
quences of maximally linked segments in neighbors on m ranging from b — 1
to c. Hence, one cannot choose A ‘11 and so Ay is the shortest choice again
by Lemma {.5(c).
One can now proceed to find segments participating in the MW algorithm for
(DMW)i(D[Zﬁ]P (m)) in a similar manner for i > 1, and see they lie in MWj(m) — A p:
(b <k <c)or MWi(m) (a <k <b—1). We omit the details. O

Proposition 4.10. We use the notations in Lemma Recall that r = sl[\;“é\}/ (m)+...+
<lp

E%le,c]p (m). Suppose [b, |, is the first segment produced in the MW algorithm for (DMW)" (m).

Then
w)' w)’ I
()= () (o)
Proof. It follows from Lemmas 4.3, 4.8 and 4.9 O
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Lemma 4.11. We use the notations in Lemma If D[Zb‘i}p(m) # oo, then [b, c|, is the first
segment produced in the MW algorithm for (DMW)" (m).

Proof. By Lemma (4.4, one obtains r removal upward sequences of segments in neigh-
bors on m ranging from b — 1 to ¢, and then one downward sequence of minimal
linked segments in neighbors from c to b. From here, one can do a similar construc-
tion in the proof of Lemma to obtain segments participating in the MW algo-
rithm. Since the construction and details are elementary and are similar to the proof
of Lemma [4.4], we omit further details. O

Corollary 4.12. Let Ay € Seg, and m € Multy such that e(Ao) is the maximal cuspidal
support in m. If Dl (m) # oo, then D} (Z(m)) = Z (D%gl(m)).

Proof. Let e(Ag) = v°p for some c. Let Ag = [b,c]p. Let A(m) = [a,c], be the first
segment produced in the MW algorithm for m. Let

r= sl[\;né\f (m)+... +81[\21Y\’1,C]P(m).

As D%gl(m) # 00, one observes the proof of Lemma 4.4 also gives a < b. By Lemma

4.9,
(DMW) () = (DY) (D, (m)).

By Lemma .11} the first segment produced in the MW algorithm for (DMW)"(m) is
b, c]p. Then, by applying Proposition 4.1 multiple times on above equation, we have:

i (m) el (m)
D[bc] (D[b 1,¢]p ) -l (D[u clo ) (Z(m))
MW EMW
~(DR_, )™ o o <D§,C]p> w1 ™ oD | (Z(DFS (m)).

By the commutativity of derivatives for unlinked segments (see e.g. [Cha24a, Lemma
4.4]), we have

MW (1 MW (10
(Dﬁ_l,c]l))e[b—l,c]( ) 0...0 (D%/c}p)e[u,d( ) o D[Rb,C] (Z(m))

o (DR )6 ™ (Z(DFe (m)).

[b—1,c]p
Now applying suitable integrals multiple r-times, we can cancel the first r derivatives
on both sides, we then have Dﬁj o (Z(m)) = Z(D[Zbel] (m)). O

4.5. Reduction to maximal cuspidal support case. For m € Mult, and x € Z, we
denote m=* = {[a, V], e m | V) < x} and m™* = {[¢/, V'], e m | b’ > x}.

Proposition 4.13. Let [a,c], € Seg, and m € Multy. Then,

(i) Forany ¢’ > c, Dlﬁl o (Z (mg‘:/)) = 0 if and only 1fD1f (Z(m)) = 0.
(ii) Suppose Dﬁ/c}p(Z(m)) # 0. Let p € Mult,, such that Z(p) = D} I (Z(m=°)). Then,

[a,c

DE ., (Z(m) = Z(m™ +p)
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Proof. Let A = [a, c],. Suppose Dl[i C]p(Z(mfcl)) # 0. Then Z(m=¢") — Dl[i C]p(Z(mSC )) x
St([a,c’],), and so

Z(m) = Z(m™) x Z(m=') < Z(m>) x DR ; (Z(m=)) x St([a,c],).

<o
Thus, Z(m) — 7/ x St([a, c],) for some irreducible composition factor v’ in Z(m>) x
DR I (Z(m=")). By Frobenius reciprocity, we have Dﬁ o (Z(m)) # 0.

[a,c

Suppose Dlﬁz C]P(Z(m)) # 0 and we shall show that DR l (Z(m=c)) # 0. Letn €

[a,c]p
Mult, such that Z(n) = DI[Z,C]P (Z(m)). Then we have embeddings:

Z(m) < Z(n) x St(A) — Z(n>) x Z(n=) x St(A),

where the first one follows from Frobenius reciprocity and the second one follows
from e.g. [LM16, Proposition 3.6]. Now, by standard arguments, see e.g. [LM16),
Lemma 4.13], one has that m>¢ = n>¢ and

Z(m=) < Z(n=) x St(A).
Now, applying Frobenius reciprocity, one has
D@C}p(Z(mSC’)) £0 and Z(n=) Dﬁlc]p(z(mfc ).
This gives (ii) and the only if direction of (i). 0
4.6. Main result.
Theorem 4.14. Let m € Mult, and let A € Seg,,. Then

() DE(Z(m)) # 0 if and only if D) (m) # oo
(i) If D%°!(m) # oo, we have DR (Z(m)) = Z (D% (m)).

Proof. Suppose DX (Z(m)) # 0. Write A = [b, ¢],. By Proposition we have
(22) D} g, (Z(m=9)) #0.

Let [a,c], be the first segment product in the MW algorithm for DMW (m=c).
Letr = 81[\/[\/\]7 (m=C) +...+ s[b 1) (m=¢). Then, by Proposition 1]

MW (mgc)

—1,c 1\;[\2\/ (mgc) Cc
(Df_1,0,) 7 o (Df ) "™ (Z(m=e)) # 0

By the third bullet of [Cha24a), Proposition 9.3(2)] and (22), one has:
(23)

RCEI W (=) < :
€l (Df_,q,) Lo (DR ) ™ (Z(m=)) = &, | (Z(m=)) #0
and, fora’ <b—1,
Mw (mﬁc) EMw <c
(24) e, Plh-1,0], ) <l .0 (Dfyq,) ™ ™) (Z(m=)) = 0.

Hence, by Proposition 4.1l and 23) and (24), the first segment produced the MW
algorithm for (DMW)"(m=) is [b, c],. Now Proposition implies D% (m=¢) # oo.
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It is clear from Algorithm F.2] that we then have D4¢!(m) # co. This proves the only if
direction of (i).
Suppose D5¢l(m) # co. Write A = [b, c],. Then, 1°p € supp(m) and so D5¢!(m=°) #
co. By Proposition 4.10
(DMW)r+1(mSC) ?é o,
where r is defined as above. By Lemma the first segment produced for (DMW)" (m)
is [b, c],. Thus, now by Lemma 4.3(i), we have

ey ¢, () e, (=)
DRo (D{;_Lc]p) 1ot o (Dlﬁw]p) oo™ (Z(m=0)) £ 0.
By the commutativity of derivatives for unlinked segments, we then have:
DA (Z(m=1)) # 0.

Now, Proposition 4.13(i) implies the if direction of (i) of this theorem. The assertion
(ii) now follows from Proposition and Corollary O

4.7. Left derivative algorithm. For m € Mult, and [a,b], € Segp, define

Zel L _ Zel
D[:b}p(m) =0 <D[_eb,_u]Pv (@(m))) .
Now, with Theorem and discussions in Section 2.2.4], we have:
Theorem 4.15. Let m € Mult, and A € Seg,. Then, the following holds:

(1) D% (m) # oo if and only if D (Z(m)) # 0; and
(2) if DM (m) # o0, we have D (L(m)) & Z (Diel’L(m)>.

5. INTEGRALS IN LANGLANDS CLASSIFICATION

In this section, for m € Mult, and A € Seg,, we give an algorithm to compute the

integral IR (L(m)). The basic strategy is to reduce to p-integrals, but we shall compare
with Algorithm [3.3 and transfer some properties in Lemma

5.1. Algorithm for p-integral. We are now going to present an algorithm for calcu-
lating the p-integrals of irreducible representations in the Langlands classification.

tus-process: This process involves the removal of two linked segments from a multi-
segment n € Mult, for a fixed integer c. The steps are as follows:
(i) First, pick the shortest segment A’ € n|c].
(i) Choose the shortest segment A” € n[c + 1] such that A" < A”.
(iii) If both A’ and A" exist, remove them to define a new multisegment as

tus(n,c) =n—A —A".

Algorithm 5.1. Let n € Mult, and c € Z. We now define a new multisegment Iﬁcapn(n) by
the following algorithm:

Step 1. Set ng = n, and recursively for an integer i > 0, define n; = tus(n;_1,c) until the
process terminate. Suppose the tus(—,c) process on n terminates after ¢ times and the final
remaining multisegment is ny.
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Step 2. Choose the longest segment (if it exists) A, € ny[c + 1] and define the multisegment
Than(n) = ZH(n) := n — A, + TA..

vep [clp

If such segment A, does not exist, we write Z,&"(n) = I[]Eif‘(n) =1+ [c]p.

Example 5. (i) Let m = {[0,4],,[0,2],, (1,55, [1,4]0,(1,3]p, [1],} and ¢ = 0. Then,
my = tus(m,c) = m —[0,2], — [1,3], and mp = tus(my,c) = my — [0,4], — [1,5]y. The
tus(—, c)-process terminates on my = {[1,4],,[1],} since my[0] = @. As [1,4], is the
longest in m;[1], we have

I:;an(m) =m—[1,4],+ "[1,4], = {[0,4],,[0,2],,[1,5]p, [0,4]p, [1,3]p, [1]o} -

(ii) Let m = {[0,2],, [1,3]p, [1],,[2,3]p} and ¢ = 1. Then, m; = tus(m,1) = m— [1], —
2,3], and the tus(—, 1) process terminates on m; as m; 2] = @. Therefore,

I[ijf(m) =m+ [1]p = {[0,2],, [1, 3]y, [1p, [1]p, [2,3],} -

Like p-derivative, the p-integral seems to be better understood in the literature, for
example, see [LM16, Proposition 5.1 and 5.11] and references therein.

Proposition 5.2 (Jantzen, Minguez, and Lapid-Minguez). (see [LM16, Theorem 5.11])
For w € Mult, and a € Z, we have

fl, (L) = L ()

5.2. Algorithm for St-integral. Let m be a multisegment and A be a segment. We
want to define a new multisegment I]A“ang(m) by the following algorithm so that the

right integral of L(m) under A is given by L (Ikang(m))

Downward sequence Ds: Let n be a non-void multisegment in Mult,. We define the
downward sequence of minimal linked segments with the largest starting as follows:
find the largest number a; such that nfa;] # @. Pick a shortest segment Ay = [ay, bi],
in nfa;]. For g > 2, one recursively find largest number a, (if it exists) such that
ag < a1 and there exists a segment in m[a;] which precedes [a;_1,b;_1],. Then, we
pick a shortest segment A, = [ay, by], in n[ag]. This process terminates after some
finite steps, say r, and let Ay, Ay, - - - , A, be all the segments found in this process. We
define
&(n) = {AllAZI o /Ar} .

Algorithm 5.3. Let m € Mult, and A = [a, b], € Seg,,. Define the following multisegment
my =myy = {[a", b, em|a<a <b+1<b +1}.

Step 1. (Arrange downward sequences): Let Ds(mq) = {A11,A12,- -+, A1y, } with Aq g <
A1,4-1. Recursively for 2 < p < k, we define, m;, = m, 1 — Ds(m,_1) and the corresponding
downward sequence

&(mp) = {Ap,llAp,Zl'“/Ap,rp} , where Ap,rp <. Ap,z = Ap,ll

such that k is the smallest integer for which my 1 = @.
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Step 2. (Addable free points): Set Ay = [ap,g,bpq]o- We define the ‘addable free’ points’
set for the segment Ay, 4 for each 1 < p < k by:

o (Ayy) = [ap,04+1 + 1],0 oes [Ap,g — 1]p} ifqg<rpanda,, 1 <ap,—2,
P [a]p, [a+1]p, ..., [ap,g — 1}p} ifg=rpand a < apg,

otherwise, we write af (Ap,q) = @.

Step 3. (Selection): We now perform the following algorithm by picking the addable free
points: find the largest index p such that [al, € af (Ap,q,) for some 1 < g1 < rp,. Recur-
sively for t > 2, we find the largest index py < py_q such that [ap, |4, 1o € af (Ap,q,) for
some 1 < q; < rp,. This process terminates after finite times, say £ times.

Step 4. (Expand and replace): We define new extended segments as follows:

A;)l(rfh - [a, bPl/Ql]p’.
A;)t(rfit = [apt—qut—ll th/CIt}p for 2 S t S gl

ex o
AP(J+11W’+1 - [aPé‘/WJ’ b:|p

As convention, [c,c — 1], = @. Finally, we define the right integral multisegment by

¢ +1
Lang L
(25) Ty (m) :=m — t_Zl Apoai + t_Zl Dpigr

. . . Lang
We shall say that Ny, 4,,...,Dp, q, particpate in the extension process for I[u,b]p (m).

Remark 2. It can be easily observed that I[I;agf(m) = I[];j‘p“(m) when b = a. For the rest

of the article, we use this fact without mentioning it further.

Remark 3. One may view that finding downward sequences of maximally linked seg-
ments in Algorithm above is to look for the matching in the sense of Lapid-
Minguez [LM16, Secton 5.13] i.e. for given m € Mult, and [a,b], € Seg,, look for
an injective function

fAld Vpemia<ad <b+1<V+1} = {[dV]pem:a<ad <b+1<V +1}

such that A < f(A).
A new input of our algorithm is the notion of addable free points to tell pre-
cisely which segments have to be expanded in (25) for the general case in computing

Ilﬁl’b}p(m). If v7p is not an addable free point for any segment A, 4 (notations in Algo-

rithm [5.3)), then such matching function exists.

Example 6. Let m = {[1],, [1,2],, [2,4],, [4,6],}. We have the following I]A“ang (m):
(i) Let A = [1,2],. Then, m; = {[1,2],,[2,4],} and there is no segment in my

ang

contributing the free point [1],. Therefore, I[Ii 2]P(m) =m+ [1,2],.
(ii) Let A = [1,3],. Then, m; = {[2,4],, [4,6],}. In my, the segment contributing
the free point [1], is [2,4],, and there is no segment in m; contributing the free

point [2],. Therefore, I[Iia;ﬁ (m) =m—[2,4], + [1,4], + [2,3],. O
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5.3. Reduction to m, ;). For m € Mult,, and [a,b], € Segp, we recall
mpp =@, bpem|a<d <b+1<b +1}.

Lemma5.4. Let m € Mult, and [a, b], € Seg,,. Suppose L(I[ b, (m[u b)) = Iﬁz,b]p(um[u,b]))'
Then

L(Z, () =1 ) (L(m)).

Proof. Set my = m; - By Theorem B.12 it suffices to show that D{“a;‘]g o I[La;}g( m) =

m. On the other hand, the assumption L(Z, [u b] E(my)) = Ilﬁl b, (L(mq)) implies that

[u b, (L(I[I;a;}g (m1))) = L(my), and so by Theorem [3.12] DLang I[La;}g (m1) = my.

Let ' = m — my. It follows from Algorithm 5.3 that ILang( ) = [I;azf] (mq) +w’.

[2,b)p
But it follows from Algorithm 3.3, m’ also plays no role in that algorithm. Thus,

L L L L
D[:Zl]gp (I[:;f (m1) + m/) - D[ualr’l]g I[ualg (my) + m’ =my +m’.

Now the lemma follows from the above discussions. O

5.4. Transfer beteen integral and derivative by exotic duality. Let [a,b], € Segp. A

multisegment m € Mult, is said to be in good range for [a, b, if m = m, ;) that means
for any A € m,

a<s(A) <b+1<e(A)+1.
For any m € Mult, in good range for [a,b], and r € Z~, we define

m) = {[—r+0 +1,a —1],| [@,V], €m}, D" (m)=D,(m)+[b—r+1,b],
Example 7. (1) Letm = {[2,4],,[1,7],}. Then, Dyg(m) = {[-5,1],,[—2,0],} and

Dy (m) = {[=5,1]p, [-2,0],} + -8, 1],
2) Letm = {[2,6 0, [1,5] } Then, Dy5(m) = {[-8,1],,[-9,0],} and

— {181, [=9,0],, [10,4),} .

Proposition 5.5. Let [a, b] o € Segp. Let m € Mult, be in good range for [a,b],. Then, for
sufficiently large r € Z~,

() if |Z(m)| = [m|, then o # D EH(Dy (m)) = Dy (75 (m)).
[a,

(i) zf|zLa“g( )| > |ml, thenoo;éDLangL(]Dr o () = D, (2578 (m)).

[a,b]p
(i) |z{;a;‘g< m)| = |m| if and only sz“‘“g'( D, (m)) # co.

Proof. The proof is quite straightforward. To facilitate discussions, we define a natural
bijective map: ¥ : m — D, (m) determined by ¥([a’,V'],) = [-r + b + 1,4’ —1],. We
first make the following two simple observations:
(a) Two segments A and A’ in m are linked if and only if ¥(A) and ¥ (A’) in D, (m)
are linked.
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(b) The map
Acem— grel(A) + Lrel (T(A))
is a constant map equal to r.
We also have the following facts, whose proofs are elementary. Let A € m.

e By using the map ¥, one sees that 4; is the largest integer such that a; < s(A)
and A’ < A for some A’ € m[aq] if and only if a4; is also the largest integer
a1 —1<e(¥(A)) and A” < ¥(A) for some A” € D,(m){a; —1).

e Moreover, for such a;, by the second observation above, A is the shortest
choice in m[a;] such that A’ < A if and only if ¥(A’) is the longest choice
in Dy(m){a; — 1) such that ¥(A') < ¥(A).

We now apply the map © on ID,(m) (resp. ]D[ #(m)) to apply Algorithm B3l Let

n = O(D,(m)) (resp. @(]Dy’bh’ (m))). Now, it follows from the above two bullets:
for k > 1 (resp. k > 2), the k-th upward sequence s(ny) (here ny is defined in an
obvious way as in Algorithm 3.3) maps naturally, under (® o ¥)~!, to the downward
sequence Ds(my) (resp. Ds(my_1)), where my and my_; are defined as in Algorithm
Moreover, for any A € Ds(my_1),

@ o ¥ (af(A)) = tf(® o ¥(A)).

If we consider n = @(]Dia'b}p(m)) = O (Dy(m) + [-r+b+1,b],), the first upward
sequence Us(ny) in Algorithm [3.3] contains only the segment @([b —r +1,b],). The
remaining upward sequences are exactly those from that for Df“_agg_ alv (© oIDy(m)).

! 4
Thus, running the two algorithms, if Ay, 4.,...,Ap, 4, are all segments participating

in the extension process for I[Lar}g(m), then
14

(a) if s(Ap,4,) < b+1 (equivalently ]ILang( )| > |m|), then ® o ¥(Ap, 4,),...,0@0
Y(Ap,q,) together with [—b,r —b — 1] participate in the truncation process
for D¢ iy (@ o IDLu’b]p (m))

[—b,—

(b) if s(Ap,4,) = b+ 1 (equivalently ]I[I;a;g( m)| = |m|), then ® 0 ¥(Ap, 4,),..., @0
Y (Ap,q [) are all segments participating in the truncation process for the deriv-
ative D[ b Zalu (®@ o IDy(m)).

Now, using notations in Algorithm [5.3} one can verify, fork =1,...¢

®o ‘P(A‘;;; qk) — ‘P(Apk,qk)t“;

and if s(Ap,5,) < b+ 1 (equivalently |I a]ng( )| > |m|), then we also have:

© 0¥ ([s(Ar), blp) = [—s(B) + 1,7 —b—1,]p0 = ([=b,r —b—1],0)™

Now, one verifies the formulas (i) and (ii) in the proposition by using the above equa-

tions, (6) and (25).
For (iii), it is similar to the above discussion of (a) and (b) on the segments partici-
pating in the truncation process. g

When we later write ID,, we shall assume r is any sufficiently large integer.
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Lemma 5.6. Let [a,b], € Seg, with b > a and let m € Mult, be in good range for [a, bl,.
Then the following statements are equivalent:
L
(i) [Z, ®(m)] = |m];
( >DLa“gL<IDr< >> # oo,
L L
(1>Da“g (D" (m)) # oo,
Proof. Note that (i)<(ii) follows from a similar argument in Proposition [5.5(iii) and
is simpler. (ii)<(iii) since —a > —b and [-b,r — b — 1] pv can not participate in the

tos(—, —a) process on © (IDy(m) + [b—r+1,b],).
U

Lemma 5.7. Let [a,b], € Seg, with b > a and let m € Mult, be in good range. If
|I[];?:1g(m)| = |m| or D" (D, (m)) # oo, then

[a]p
DLang,L (]Dr (m)) D, (ILang (m) ), DLang L (]D[u Do (m)) _ ]D’[,a,b}p (ILang (m) ) .

[a]p [a]p [a]p [a]p

Proof. The argument is again exploiting the map ¥ defined in the above proofs. The
proof is similar to Proposition 5.5 and is much simpler. We omit the details. O

5.5. More on commutation relation of derivatives.
Lemma 5.8. Let m € Mult,. Let [a,b], € Seg,. Let a < ¢ < b. Then

(i) Suppose D[ o, 8(m) # oo and D{“ang (m) # co. Then

plee D35 = DLIE o D) %o

(i) IfDLang Dfa“g( m) # oo, then D[La;‘g( m) # oo and DLa“g( ) # 0.

Proof. For (i), by Theorem [3.10] D[ a0, (L(m)) # 0 and D[ o (L(m)) # 0. This follows

from Lemma 2.3 that lec}p o Dl[i b}p(m) # 0 and so we have the commutativity (see e.g

[Cha24a, Lemma 4.4]). Now one applies Theorem to obtain (i).

For (ii), Theorem 3.10limplies DF b, © DF]P( (m)) # 0. Hence, ledp(L(m)) # 0, and
by [Cha24a) Proposition 9.3(2)], Dlﬁl’ (L(m)) # 0. Now, one applies Theorem [3.10 to

obtain statements for Df“alr;]g L. [l

We shall need the following left version of Lemma
Corollary 5.9. Let m € Mult,. Let [a,b], € Seg,. Let a < ¢ <b. Then

(i) Suppose D[ua;‘]g (m) # oo and D[LCT;g’L(m) # oo. Then

,DLang,L o ,DLang,L (m) _ ,DLang,L o ,DLang L( ) 7& 0.

[cp [a,b]o [a,b]o [clp
(ii) IfDLang L D[LCT;g’L(m) + oo, then D[Ltf;gp’L(m) + 00 and D[Lc?jg'L(m) £ oo..
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5.6. Commutation of ILa and ILang
[a]o [a,b]p

Lemma 5.10. Let [a,b], € Seg, with b > a and m € Mult, be in good range for [a, b],.
Then, we have:
Lang Lang o Lang Lang
Ziaty © Lialy (™ = i), © T, (m)-
Proof. By Algorithm [5.3] we must have |I[];?:Ig(m)| > |m|. We shall divide it into two
cases:

(1) Case 1: |I[];?:Ig(m)| = |m|. We only show the steps for |ILang I[I;Tng(mﬂ >

]ILang( )|, and the other case is similar.

D,(ZH55 0 72" (m)) = DL (D (Z12%(m)))  (by Proposition 53
= DI o DI (D (m) - (by Lemmal5)
= D! o DI (D (m))  (by Corollary B3 and (i)
_ D[La?ng'L(Dr(z[La;}g(m)) (by Proposition B5.5(ii))

= ]Dr(I[LT;g I[La;}g(m)) (by Lemma 5.7)

For the fourth equality, we can show the condition ]ILaI}g( m)| > |m| as fol-
lows: One sees from the previous expressions that the segment [—7 +b +1,b],

has to be truncated for D{“an}g L(]DLQ’M (m)), and this implies D[Lan}g M (D, (m)) =

oo, which implies |I ang ( )| > |m| by Proposition B.5(iii).

(2) Case 2: |ILang( )| > ]m| We consider ]I[ua;g( m)| = |m| and the other case

only needs some notation changes. Then, I[L?ng(m) = m + [a],. Note that [a],

has no role in running Algorithm [5.3] for I[Laaf (I[];?;lg(m)). Hence,

I[‘j;f o I[L?:‘g(m) I[La;ig(m) + [al,-

Now, it suffices to show |ILang I[Lan (m)] > |ILang( )|. Otherwise, |I[];?:‘g o

I[Lang( m)| = ]ILang( )| and so by Lemma5.7]

Lan: Lan: Lang,L. Lan:
D, (T, o T8 (m)) = DI®" (D (7755(m) ) ) # o

Therefore, by Proposition 5.5 and the equality |I arlg( )| = |m|, we have:
Lang,L Lang __ .Lang,L Lang,L
00 # D" (D, (2778 (m)) ) = D" o D" (D (m)).
So Dt:]mg, (D;(m)) # oo by Corollary 5.9(ii). However, the given condition is
]ILang( )| > |m| and so it contradicts to Lemma 5.6l
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Lemma 5.11. Let v € Irr and [a, b], € Seg,,. Then, Il[ilb]p o Il[i}p(n) = IE% o Iﬁ,b}p(n)'

Proof. The proof follows from St ([a],) x St ([a,b],) = St ([a,b],) % St ([a],) and also
[LM16, Corollary 6.11]. O

5.7. Composition of integrals I[ Tng and I[Liff b, Note that one may also want to use

the exotic duality to prove the following Lemma 512 However, in order to do so, one

still needs to translate the condition Dﬁzg(m) = oo under the duality ID,. The proof

does not make much simpler via the duality and so we shall simply give a more direct
proof for the following lemma.

Lemma 5.12. Let m € Mult, and [a, b, € Seg,. If DLang(m) = oo, we then have

Lan, Lan, Lan,
T, (™) =L, ° 0 Ly, ()

Proof. Assume all the notation in Algorithm To find Z

m) = m,, 1. We divide into the following two cases:

Case 1. £ > 1: As p; is the highest integer such that [a], is an addable free element of
Ap, g, wehaveay,, =aforallpy <p <kanday,,, >a+1Ifap, =a+l [a+1]
is an addable free element of Ay, 4, with ASY = [a+1, bPzﬂz]p' As Apr, £ Dp, g, for

[];Tlgb} (m), we first set
WDlp

p1 <p < kand Dhmg( m) = oo, we have

(26) Apr, =1 and Apr,—1 = a+ 1 forpp<p<k

Then, the downward sequences of minimal linked segments with the largest starting
in m} are given by

27) D) = 4 22(mp) ifapr, 74

T P &(mp) - Ap/rp ].f ap/yp — a,
for1 < p < k with mpJrl = ’ — @(m’ ). Therefore, by 26), 27) and 25), we get

(41 @ ifay . =a+1
28) 7" A A P
@8) Zipiry b\ T M Z poae T Z po [a+1, bm,qJP — Ap, 4, Otherwise.
We now find D[;]mg(n), where n = I[];a;g(m). Setw=m~— Y Ds(my,). Then,
? e p1<p<k
L L

(29) n= I[:;f(m) = I[;;f(m) + ) Ds(my)

p1<p<k

By @26) and 29), for p1 < p <k, the segments Ay, and A, ,, -1 participate in the same
removal step of the tds(—,a) process applied to m and so, applied to n. Therefore, as

Dﬁzg(m) = oo, there exists an injective map f : w[a] — wa + 1] such that A’ and
f(A') participate in the same removal step of the tds(—,a) process applied to m. If

Ap g = @+ 1 (resp. ap, 4, # a+ 1), we have Am o A A" for any A" € I[Lar}g( ro)[a +
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1] =wla+1] — Ap, 4, + A} 4, (resp. I[ ab, 2E(ro)[a + 1] = wla + 1)) since by, q, > e(A").

Therefore, in both situations, A7}, does not participate in the removal steps of the

tos(—, a) process applied to n, and if ap, 4, # a+1, A . is the shortest such segments.

If ap, 4, = a+1, we have (ﬂp,rp,ﬂp rp_1) = (a,a+1) for p» < p < p1. Therefore, f

induces an injective map f : wla] — I[Lar}g (v)[a + 1] such that A’ < f(A’) for any

A € wla] = I[];aaf( w)[a] — APY ., and so, AYY . is the only segment in n[a], which

does not participate in any removal step of the t0s(—,a) process on n. Therefore,

Lang __ ~Lang
D[u]p () =n =20+ Ay = Ligs1, bl (m).

Lang o Lang Lang
Hence, we conclude that I[ ’b}p(m) =n= I[ﬂ]p I[a+1 b, (m).
Case 2. ¢ = 0: Then, Apr, = 4 and as D[u?:g(m) = 00, dp, 1 = a+ 1 for all
1 < p < k. Therefore, the downward sequences of minimal linked segments with the
largest starting in m} are given by &(m’p) = Ds(my) — Apy, for 1 < p < k, where
my,q = m, — Ds(m;,). Hence, we get

L
n= I[;ff’b}p(m) =m+ [a+1,b],.

Let X, = {[a,V], € m | V' < b} and Xop1 = {[a+1LV], € m | V' < b}. As
(ap,rp/ap,rp—l) = (a,a+1)forl1 <p <kand Dﬁng( m) = oo, there exists an injective

map h : X, — X411 such that A" < h(A') for A’ € X,. Then, in some removal step
of the tus(—,a) process applied to n, each A’ € n[a] = X, participates along with a
segment A" € X1 C nfa +1]. Again, for 1 < p <k, Ay, = [a,bp,,] A [a+1,1],,
since by, > b and the pair (Ay,, Ap,,—1) participates in the same removal step of the
tus(—,a) process applied to n as (ap,rp,ap,rp_1> = (a,a +1). Therefore, [a + 1,b], is

the only segment in nfa + 1] — X,1, which does not participate in the removal steps
of the tus(—,a) process applied to n. Hence, we conclude that

I[I;T;g(n) =n—[a+1,b],+T[a+1,b, =m+[ab], —I[Lar}g( m).

Lemma 5.13. Let 7t € Irry and [a,b], € Seg,. If sﬁ]p(n) = 0, we then have

Iﬁ/b],o(n—) = Ilﬁl}p © Iﬁ-Fl,b]P(n)‘

Proof. Take T = IF p,(70)- Then, Dﬁlb]p(r) ~ 7 #£0. As sﬁ]p(n) = 0, we have ER} (1) =

[a]p
1. By Lemma 3.5, we get DR o DR] (t) 2 DR ] (7). Hence the result follows. [

la+1,b], [a]p [a,b],
5.8. Main result.

Theorem 5.14. Let A € Seg,, and m € Mult,. Then, IR(L(m)) 2L (Ikang(m)> .
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Proof. We use induction argument on the length £,,;(A) of A = [a,b],, and the length
lre1(m) of m to give a proof of the theorem. By Lemma 5.4, we may assume m is in
good range for A. By Proposition 5.2} for £,,;(A) = 1 and for any m’ € Mult,, we have

R Y A Lang ,
(30) I, (L) = L (Z, () ).
This also serves as a basic case.
Case 1. Let D[u?:lg(m) # co. As an inductive step, we assume that

(31) IRy, (L) = L (I[If;f(n)) .
for any n € Mult, with £,,;(n) < £,,;(m). Then,

Lan, Lan, Lan, Lan,
I[ulb]f(m) —I[a,b}goI[ }pg D, &(m)

= I[L?“g I[La;f D[L;“g(m) (by Lemma 5.10).

Therefore, we conclude that

L (T m) = L (T T © Dia ()

Lang Lang
=18, (L (Zif o DpiB(m) ) (by GO)
~ Lan,
= I, 0 Loy, (L (D[u]pg(m>)) (by GD)
I[u] OIF b, oD[u] (L(m)) (by p-derivative)
oDR] (L(m)) (by Lemma[5.17)

R
ol la

= [ﬂrb] [a]o
=18, (L(m).

Case 2. Let D;;?:‘g(m) = oo. As an inductive step, we assume that

~ Lan
(32) R, (L) = L(Z05, (m).
Therefore, using Lemma [5.12, we have
Lan: ~ Lan: Lan
L(Zgiim) = L(Zg 8o 7%, (m))

~ TR Lang

=1, (L (705, (m)) by @)

S oI, (L(w)  (by GD)

= Il[jz,b}p (L(m)) (by Lemma[5.13).

[l

5.9. Left Integral Algorithm. The following theorem follows from Theorem [5.14] and
Section 2.2.4t

Theorem 5.15. For m € Mult, and [a,b], € Seg,, we define

T (m) = © (z[L_a;g_ u]PV((@(m))) .
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Then,
~ Lang,L
Iy, (L(m) = L (I[u,b]f (m)) .

6. INTEGRAL IN ZELEVINSKY CLASSIFICATION

In this section, we present an algorithm for computing I{(Z(m)). We shall continue
the approach of using MW algorithm from Section 4l An alternate approach is to use
reduction similar to Section 3 while the details require some lengthy routine checkings
and so we shall not provide details.

6.1. Algorithm for integrals.

Algorithm 6.1. Let m € Mult, and [a, b], € Seg,,. Set mo = m fo apply the following steps:

Step 1. (Choose a downward sequence of minimal linked segments): Define the removable
downward sequence of minimal linked segments in neighbors on wmy ranging from b to a — 1
as follows: start with the shortest segment AY (if it exists) in mq (b). Recursively for b —1 >
i > a — 1, we choose the shortest segment Al (if it exists) in mo (i) such that A} < A”rl and
set Al = @ if it does not exist. Then the sequence A}~ 1 C <AL defmes a downward
sequence of minimal linked segments in neighbors on my mnging from b toa—1.

Step 2. (Remove and replace): We replace mg by my defined by

b .
mp i =my — Z All.
i=a—1
Step 3. (Repeat Step 1 and 2): Again find (if it exists say Ag_l < -+ < Ab) the downward
sequence of minimal linked segments in neighbors on my ranging from b to a — 1 and replace
my by

b
myi=mg— Y Ab
i=a—1
Repeat this removal process until it terminates after a finite number of times, say k times and
there does not exist any downward sequence of minimal linked segments in neighbors on wy
ranging from b toa — 1.

Step 4. (Upward sequence of maximal linked segments): If my (a — 1) # @, we choose the
maximal length segment A, 1 € wy (a — 1). Otherwise, we set Au 1 = @, the void segment.
Recursively for a < i < b—1, we choose the maximal segment A; € wy (i) (if it exists) such
that Al 1 < A Otherwise, we set A = Q.

Step 5. (Extension): Finally, we define the right integml multisegment by

(33) T2 (m) 1= m — Z A + Z (3 )

i=a—1 i=a—1
where, we set (Zi)+ =[i+1,i+1],={vVTp}ifAj =
’ 7 1Y 1

Example 8. Let m = {[0,2],, [0,1], [0,1],,[1,2]p, [1,1],,(2,3],} and A = [2,3],. Then,
my =m — [2,3], — [1,2], — [0,1],. Since my (3) = @, there is no removable downward
sequence of minimal linked segments in neighbors on m; ranging from 3 to 1. We
have A; = [0,1], and A, = @. Therefore, Z{%(m) = m — [0, 1], + [0,2], + [3,3],-
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Remark 4. One may consider the algorithm here is an effective version of [LM16),
Proposition 5.1], which does not involve the direct use of Mceglin-Waldspurger al-
gorithm.

6.2. MW algorithm and Integral algorithm.

Lemma 6.2. Let m € Mult,. Let v°p be the maximal cuspidal support for m. Fix an integer
b < c. Suppose that there is no downward sequence of minimally linked segments in neighbors
on mranging fromctob —1. Let Ay_1, ..., A._1 be the (possibly void) segments participating

c—1 _ c—=1 _
in the extension process for I[%ecl]P(m) ie., Iﬁ Cl}p(m) =m— Y A+ ¥ AF. Then the
! ’ i=b—1 i=b—1
segments participating in the MW algorithm for I[%ecl]p(m) are A ..., AT .

Proof. Note that the condition on downward sequences guarantee that A,_; is the
longest segment in m(b — 1), and for each k = b,...,c — 1, Ay is the longest segment
in m(k) linked to Ay_;. If a segment A, € m(c) is shorter than Z:r_l, the sequence
A, Zc_l, e, Zb_l produces a downward sequence of linked segments in neighbors on
m ranging from c to b — 1, that contradicts the given condition. Also, forc —1 >k > b,
we cannot find a segment A in m(k) such that A C er_l, and A < Z;r Then one can

use this to show the lemma. O

Lemma 6.3. Let m € Mult,. Let A(m) = |[a,c], be the first segment produced by MW
algorithm on m. Let r = sl[\;[‘é\fp (m)+...+ sl[\ﬁvl C]p(m) for some a < b < c, where r = 0 if
a=~>. Then,

()" (2 m) = (0 o

Moreover, ifa’ < b—1, sMWp(IZEI]p(m)) = sl[\g,wdp(m); and the first segment produced by

[@c] [b,c
the MW-algorithm for (DMW)" o I[%ecl]p(m) is [b, clp.

Proof. We use the notations in Algorithm applied to m. Comparing with the MW
algorithm, we obtain r downward sequences of minimally linked segments:

b—1. . b—1
N GAS L A

Using the notation in Algorithm [6.1] we also have the segments Aer,. . Dpq (possi-

r C
bly empty) inm— Y. Y. A participating in the extension process for I[%ecl]p(m).
Now, for b —1 < k < ¢, let MWy(m) = AS+...+AK Fork=0b-1,...,c—1,

Lemma (.3 implies that MW (m) and MW;,(m) are minimally linked in m, and so,

c—=1 -
they are also minimally linked inm — ) Aj. On the other hand, by Lemmal6.2] for
k=b—-1
k=b,...,c—1,A] and Zl‘{:l are minimally linked in Iﬁ/g}p(m) — Y5 _p 1 MWi(m) and

C ~
no segment in (I[%’ecl]p (m) — . % 1 MW (m))(b — 1) is linked to A,” ;. Now by Lemma
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[Ad] for b <k <c—1, MWi(m) + le—l and MWj. 1 (m) + Zl_: are minimally linked in

c—1 c ¢
I[%fcl}p(m): (m— Y A= ) WMk(‘“)) + ), WMi(m ZAk v
k=b—1 k=b—1 k=b—1

and MW,_;(m) and MW, (m) + A, are also minimally linked in Iﬁecl]p(m).

In order to find all the segments participating in the MW algorithm for
m, DMV (m), ..., (DMWY (m),

we, for k = b —2,...,a, recursively find the submultisegments WM (m) C m(k) such
that WMy (m) and WMy, 1(m) are minimally linked in m. For k = b—2,...,a, as

I[%ecl] (m)(k) = m(k), we have WMy (m) and WM 1(m) are also minimally linked in

Zel
I[bec] ( )
Now, by using Lemma4.3(i) and above discussions, one has: (DMW)rJrl (Iﬁecl] (m)) =

el b—1 c _ b—1 c _
Zhs,(m) = 3, MWie(m) = ) (MWi(m) + A7) + )5 MWi(m)™ + ) (MWi(m) + A7)~

k=a k=b k=a k=b
C —
| ~
=77 (m S MWm) — YA+ Y MWe(m) 4 Y (3:4)
k=a k=b k=a k=b
—m— 2 MW (m) + 2 MW (m)~ = (DMW) (m).
k=a k=a

The assertion for 51[\/[\/27] follows from its definition, the segments participating in the
MW-algorithms above, and Lemma [4.3(i). O

6.3. Main result.
Theorem 6.4. Let A € Seg, and m € Mult,. Then, Ij(Z(m)) = Z (ZZ%!(m)) .

Proof. Let A = [b,c],. Let n = m=‘. Let A(n) = [a,c], be the first segment produced
by the MW-algorithm for n. Let ky = el[\/lwp( n) fora < x < b—-1, and set r =

ki+...4+ky_q. Then, |
(Dfp-1,0], )rto... o (Dﬁ,C]P)k”(Z(“)) =Z((DMY)"(n))

=D} 0 (Df,_y,,)* " 0... 0 (D[ 4 ) (Z(ZZ (n)))

where the first equality follows from Proposition 4.} the second equality follows from
the first assertion of Lemma [6.3] and the third one follows from the second assertion
of Lemma

Now, applying integrals on both sides and using commutativity of derivatives, we
can cancel to obtain:

Djy,q, (Z(Zf, () = Z(n).
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With Theorem 414, we have Z (D[Zbel] I[%ecl] (n)) = Z(n) and so D[Zbei] I[%,ecl}p(n) =n.
Now, note that
Dfiy © Ly (™) =Dliz, © Tl (n +m7) = Dfg, (I, () + m™)

:D[Zlfg]P(I[%fcl} M) +m=n+m °=m.

Thus, by Theorem again, Z(m) = Dﬁ o (Z(Iﬁecl] ))- Now, the theorem follows by

applying I[b g, o0 both sides. O
6.4. Algorithm for left integral. We again have the left version:

Theorem 6.5. For m € Mult, and [a, b], € Seg,, define IZQ]L( ) =0 <I[Z_ellj,_a}pv(®(m))).
Then,
~ Lang,L
thy, (Z(m) 2 Z (7,58 (m))

6.5. Exotic duality. For completeness, we shall also establish an exotic duality analo-
gous to Proposition We use D, defined in Section 5.4

Proposition 6.6. Let m € Mult, and [a,b], € Seg,,. Then, for sufficiently large r,

() if |25 (m)| = |m|, D, (ZZ8) = DL, (D, (m).
(i) !I[Zf;L( m)| = [m| if and only if DZSL, (D, (m)) # oo

A proof is similar to Proposition 5.5, and we omit the details.

7. APPLICATION ON HIGHEST DERIVATIVE MULTISEGEMNTS

Algorithm 7.1. Let m € Mult,. Set my = m and apply the following step:

Step 1. (Choose upward sequences) Let a1 be the smallest integer such that mi(a;) # @.
Let Ay, be the longest segment in my(ay). For j > ay + 1, we recursively find the longest
segment Ay ; in my(j) such that Ay is linked to Ayj_1. This process of choosing segments
terminates when no further such segment Ay ; can be found. Set the last such segment to be
A1y, and define

my = mp — Al,ﬂl — ... Al,b1'
Step 2. (Repeat Step 1) For i > 2, we repeat Step 1 for m;, and obtain segments A g, . .., Ajp,.
We recursively define:
My =m — i — o= Dy,
This removal process terminates after say ¢ times when my, 1 = @.
Step 3. Finally, we define



44 CHAN AND PATTANAYAK

Proof. Most of the combinatorial arguments have been discussed before, and so we
only sketch the main steps in this proof. We use the notations in Algorithm [7Z.1l Let
[, V'], € Segp. Let i* be the largest integer such that a;+ < a’ — 1. For each i < i*, if
b; > V', we pick all the segments

n;, = Ai,a’—l +...4+ Ai,b’

and otherwise, set n; = @.

Now, one shows that the multisegment n; 4 ... + n;« coincides with the sum of
all the removal upward sequences of maximal linked segments in neighbors on m
ranging from a’ — 1 to b’. This can be proved by a version of gluing suitable maximally
linked segments of Lemma

Let

"=, = | {[a',ap e H(m)[a']: b > b'} .
Then, one can use the linked relation of the segments
A A N I A VI Sy A S ¥
in m;= 1 to find a collection of minimally linked segments MW, ..., MW, such that
(1) forallj=Vv,...,a, MW, is a submultisegment of m;=41(j), and ]MW]-] =7
(2) MWy consists of the first r shortest segments in m;«1(b’), and for ' < j <
b' —1, MW; is minimally linked to MW, 1 in m;- ;.
Showing above is similar to the proof of Lemma

r+1
Now, this shows that (Dzelb}p)r(m) # 0o, and (DZEI ) (m) = oo can be proved

[, [a",b'],
by similar arguments. By Theorem we have
gﬁ//b/}p (Z(m)) = r[a’,b’]p‘

By [Cha24a| Propostion 5.2], the multiplicity of the segment [a’,b'], in hd(Z(m)) is
precisely

&y (Z(m) €y (Z(m))
and so is equal to Tl ], — Vil b 41,7 that is the number of segments [/, b], in H (m).
Thus, one now sees that ho(Z(m)) = H(m). O
Example 9. (1) Letm = {[1,4],, (2,55, [3,4],, [2,6]o}. Then, we get

ho(Z(m)) = {[4,5]p, [4]o, 6o} -

(2) If all the segments in m are mutually unlinked, then
B(Z(m)) = {[e(A)], : A € m}.
APPENDIX A. GLUING MINIMALLY LINKED MULTISEGMENTS

Lemma A.1. Let m € Mult, and k € Z. Let py,p; € Mult, such that all segments A in
P, by satisfy e(A) =k, and let pyy1,p),, € Mult, such that all segments A in iy, 9, q
satisfy e(A) = k+ 1. Suppose [p| < [pryal, [pr] < [piyql, and furthermore py and pyyq
(resp. py and p., ;) are minimally linked in m + py + pryy (resp. m~+pp +pp, 1), then py + py
and piq + Py, are minimally linked in m + py + Pyt + P + Piy -
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Proof. We shall first consider the case that |p;| = [p;_ ;| = 1, and so let A € p), and let

Zk_’_l € iy Letr = [pg|, and let s = |piyq|. We write the segments in py (resp. pi1)
in the increasing order:

Ak,l/ ey Ak,r, (resp. Ak+1,1, ey Ak—|—1,s)'

Let ji (i = k,k+ 1) be the smallest integer such that s(4A; ;1) > s(A;) > s(Aj ). For
1<x<s,let
o Ay 1<x< ]Z -1
Ak,x = Ak X = ];:
Ak,x+1 ]7;+1§x§5

Let {Arq,...,Ary ) be the submultisegment minimally linked to py.q + Agyq in
m+pr+ pry1 + Zk + Zkﬂ, written in the increasing order
(1) Case 1: ji < ji,q-
e Forl1<x< jZH —1,if ék,j; is in n, then it contradicts that py and py 1 are
minimally linked. But then, ék,]’;; = Ak,j;.
e For x = j; ,, if ék/]'i;l is in n, then that segment is linked to Ak+1,j,j+1—1 =
Ak+1,j;+1_1. This then contradicts the minimal linkedness of p; and pj, 1.
e For j; g t1<x<s, the case is similar to above two case.
e It remains to show s = s’. However, if it not the case, one can show it
contradicts the minimally linkedness of p; and pj 1.
(2) Case 2: ji > ji -
e For1 <x <jf 11— L Agx = Ay again comes from the minimal linkedness
of pr and pry1.
e We consider j; ; < x < ji. Suppose Ay , is in n. Then A, , must have to be
shorter than A. This contradicts that A, and Zk+1 are minimally linked in
m+ Ag + A
e For j* < x < s and showing s = s’, one again uses the minimal linkedness
betwen py and py 1.

The case that |p;_ ;| = 1 and [p;| = 0 is similar to the consideration of Case 2 above,
and we omit the details.

For the general case, we find the first segment A in the increasing order of p;_, ; and
the first segment in the increasing order A} of p;. Then, one uses the given minimal
linkedness to deduce that Ay and A} are minimally linked in m + A; + A}; and p — A4
and p’ — A} are minimally linked in m + (p — A1) + (p’ — A}). Then, one proceeds
inductively by using the above two basic cases. O
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