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PRINCIPAL NILPOTENT ORBITS AND
REDUCIBLE PRINCIPAL SERIES

WENTANG KUO

ABSTRACT. Let G be a split reductive p-adic group. In this paper, we establish
an explicit link between principal nilpotent orbits of G and the irreducible
constituents of principal series of G. A geometric characterization of certain
irreducible constituents is also provided.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a split reductive p-adic group. That is, G = G(F), where G is a split
reductive algebraic group defined over a p-adic local field F' of characteristic zero.
Let g be its Lie algebra. Then G acts on g by the adjoint action which breaks
g up into G-orbits. The set of nilpotent elements, being G-stable, breaks up into
nilpotent orbits. Let N be the set of nilpotent orbits. Similarly, the set of all regular
nilpotent elements breaks up into G-orbits, and are called principal nilpotent orbits.

Let B be a Borel subgroup of G. B can be written as B = TN, where T
is a maximal split torus and N is a maximal nilpotent subgroup. Let A be a
unitary character of T. We can extend A\ to B by letting it act trivially on N,
and then viewing A\ as a character of B. We denote the induced representation
Indg/\ by m. A representation 7, arising in this way is called a unitary principal
series representation. Because the character A is unitary, so is my. Since a unitary
representation is semisimple, we can decompose 7y into the sum of its irreducible
constituents: m = 6956& me&, where Xy is the set of all irreducible constituents
of mx and mg is the multiplicity of £ in my.

Studying the irreducible constituents of unitary principal series representations
is a very interesting problem in representation theory for the following reason. The
Langlands correspondence predicts that the set of irreducible admissible represen-
tations of G breaks up into finite sets (called L-packets) indexed by the Langlands
parameters. The Langlands parameters are homomorphisms from the Weil-Deligne
group W into the L-group “G of G. By the principle of functoriality (a conse-
quence of the Langlands correspondence), the irreducible constituents of a single
unitary principal representation 7y should be in a single L-packet. In other words,
the various irreducible constituents in ¥y are L-indistinguishable in the sense of
Langlands [3]. In general, understanding the structure of an L-packet is a very del-
icate question. Therefore, understanding irreducible constituents of unitary princi-
pal series representations offers some new insights into this general problem.
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The purpose of this paper is to find links between the set P of principal nilpotent
orbits and the set X of irreducible constituents of 7. At first glance, it seems
that there is no obvious relation between them. Yet there is indeed a link, not in
literature but known to experts, in the case of real groups. For a split reductive real
Lie group G, the group R"™, consisting of the central elements of G of order two,
acts on P simply transitively. Given a unitary principal series representation my,
Knapp [13], [14] and Knapp and Stein [15] constructed a subgroup Ry of the Weyl
group W of G, called the R-group. For any w € Ry, we can define a normalized
intertwining operator ¢y (w) intertwining ) with itself. The normalization is not
canonical but depends on the choice of an irreducible constituent of 7y. It is proved
that the map ¢ induces an algebra isomorphism from the group algebra C[R,] to
the commuting algebra C(my) of my. Furthermore, R) is isomorphic to a direct
product of copies of Z/2Z; in particular, it is abelian. Therefore, the set R} of the
characters of irreducible representations of Ry has an abelian group structure. By
the virtue of the isomorphism ¢y, R} can be identified with X, but not canonically.

Through representation theory, one can construct a surjective set map p from
P to X). If we choose the basepoint of P and an irreducible constituent of
simultaneously, we can identify P and ¥, with R™ and RY respectively. By these
identifications, p induces a surjective set map p from R"™ to R{. Remarkably, p,
being only a map between a priori sets, is actually is a group homomorphism, and
is canonical; i.e., it is independent of the choices for basepoints. In other words, if
@ denotes the kernel of p, then two principal nilpotent orbits have the same image
under p if and only if they are in the same @ )-orbit.

Furthermore, we have a geometric characterization of irreducible constituents
associated via p with the subsets of the principal nilpotent orbits for the real groups.
Barbasch and Vogan [I] showed that representations of G have the asymptotic
expansion of the distribution characters; especially the Fourier transform of the
first terms of the expansion is a linear combination of the G-invariant measures on
certain nilpotent orbits. Kostant [I6] and Vogan [25] proved that a representation
admits a Whittaker model if and only if the nilpotent orbits which appear in the first
terms of the expansion are principal nilpotent orbits. In the case of principal series
representations, since they admit Whittaker models, the first terms are principal
nilpotent orbits. By theorems of Matumoto [L7] and the multiplicity one theorem
in [16], all leading coefficients are 1. Given a principal nilpotent orbit O, the leading
terms of the character expansion of the irreducible constituent p(Q) are exactly the
orbits @ - O in P.

The results above are proved as follows. Let G be the adjoint group of G
and p the projection map from G to G. The group G(R) has a unique principal
nilpotent orbit, and furthermore, its unitary principal series representations are
always irreducible. The group p(G(R)) is a subgroup of G(R), and it can be
viewed as a subgroup of G(C) via the inclusion from G(R) to G(C). Since the
projection map p can be defined from G(C) to G(C), we define the group G(R)
as the subgroup p~* (p(G(R))) of G(C), where we view p(G(R)) as a subgroup of
G(C). Then G(R) has also only one principal nilpotent orbit and we can extend the
principal series representation 7y of G(R) to the representation 7y of é(R), which
is also irreducible. 7y and 7y share the same representation space. From this, it is
easy to deduce that the R-group Ry of 7y is G(R)/G(R). The group G(R)/G(R)
is isomorphic to G(R)/p(G(R)). One can show that the group G(R)/p(G(R)) can
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be identified with a subgroup of the dual group R" of R"™ and is isomorphic to
Ry. Then the injective map from Ry to R”, through G(R)/G(R), is the dual map
of p. The geometric statement can be proved by the theorems in [I7].

It is Harish-Chandra’s belief that the results in the archimedean cases should
have nonarchimedean analogues. He called this phenomenon the Lefschetz Princi-
ple. Guided by this philosophy, it is natural to ask whether a similar link between
P and X exists in the nonarchimedean case.

However, development on the nonarchimedean side has been rather slow. For
SLo, Gel'fand, Graev, and Pyatetskii-Shapiro (see [9]) have given a complete de-
scription of their irreducible constituents. The representation space of a unitary
principal series representation 7 can be realized on the space of functions on the
maximal nilpotent subgroup N, which is isomorphic to G,. The dual Lie algebra
n* of N can be partitioned into two parts according to A. After we take the Fourier
transform, the irreducible constituents can be characterized as functions supported
on one of two parts of n*. Gelbart and Knapp [7] introduced a new technique to
treat SL,. They provide a description of irreducible constituents through a series
of Fourier transforms on certain vector spaces. In another paper [§], they also found
relations with the Langlands program.

The above works deal only with SL, and do not involve principal nilpotent or-
bits. In this paper, we will prove the analogous statement for split reductive p-adic
groups. More precisely, we will give an explicit relation between principal nilpotent
orbits and generic irreducible constituents of principal series representation, where
generic constituents are those which admit Whittaker models. The major difference
between the archimedean case and the nonarchimedean one is that R-groups are
not abelian in general. Hence, it is impossible for the map p to be surjective in gen-
eral. The adjustment needed for the nonarchimedean case is to replace irreducible
constituents with generic ones.

On the geometric side, let T' be the Galois group Gal(F/F), where F is the
algebraic closure of F. Let G = G(F), the F points of G, and Z(G) be the center
of G. Then the first Galois cohomology group H'(T', Z(G)) acts simply transitively
on the set P of principal nilpotent orbits. On the representation side, a unitary
principal series representation is not irreducible in general, and its decomposition is
determined by its commuting algebra C(A) = End(w)) of intertwining operators. In
particular, there is a bijection £ — r¢ between X, the set of irreducible constituents
of my, and R}, the set of irreducible characters of an explicit finite subgroup Ry of
Weyl group W(T', G).

We introduce two more constructions into the picture:

— for each O € P, we construct a generic irreducible constituent p(Q) of my;

— we construct a canonical pairing (,): Ry x HY(T, Z(GQ)) — C*.

The main result is:

gen

Theorem. (i) The construction p: P — X induces a bijection Qx\\P — 5,
where Qy is the right kernel of (,), and 8§ is the subset of generic repre-
sentations in .

(i) The composite P 2 ¥ = Hom(Ry, C*) is the same as the composite P ~
H'(T, 2(G)) “~ Hom(Ry, C*).
The construction r: ¥y — Hom(Ry,C*) depends on the choice of a generic

representation, which determines an identification P ~ H(T', Z(G)).
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The construction O +— p(O) can also be characterized in terms of Harish-
Chandra’s local character expansion. The following theorem gives a geometric
description of generic irreducible constituents.

Theorem. The set of principal nilpotent orbits appearing in the local character
expansion of p(O) is precisely Qx - O.

Our proof of the above results relies on four ingredients, namely, intertwining
operators, Whittaker functionals, R-groups and local character expansions. The
relations among these four can be described in the following way.

We start with a unitary character A of T. For all w in W(T,G), we can define
a formal intertwining operator A(\, w) from m to myux; A(A\, w) can be proved to
be well-defined in the sense of analytic continuation. Consider the subgroup W) of
W (T, G) consisting of all elements which fix A. Then for all w in Wy, A(X, w) is an
endomorphism of 7). However, the map from W) to the commuting algebra C(m))
by A(\, w) is not a homomorphism.

Now given a generic character x of N, one can prove that 7, has a unique
Whittaker functional ) ,, associated with x. Using the uniqueness of the Whittaker
functional, one can define the local coefficient C(A, x,w). Let a(\, x,w) be the
product of C(A, x,w) and A(A,w). Then the new map ¢y, from Wy to C(my) by
a(A, x, w) is a homomorphism. It can be proved that there is a subgroup Ry of Wy,
called the R-group, such that the homomorphism from C[R)] to C(ry) induced by
L) is an isomorphism. Therefore, ¢y, induces a bijection between ¥ and the set
of the irreducible representations of Rj.

By a theorem of Harish-Chandra, any representation has a local character expan-
sion, which is a sum over all nilpotent orbits. In the case of 7, the leading terms
are principal nilpotent orbits and the coefficients of leading terms are all equal to
1. Fix a principal nilpotent orbit O. We vary w in Ry and look at the coefficient
co(w) of O in the local character expansion of a(\, x,w)mwy. We can prove that the
map co(w) is a character of Ry; therefore co(w) is an irreducible representation of
Ry. Now we can define a map p from P to X as follows: given an O in P, the
character co(w) is an irreducible representation of Ry, and through the bijection
described in the previous paragraph, we can associate it with the element p(Q) of
Y

To get an explicit description of p, the key is to get a criterion for when two
different principal nilpotent orbits map to the same character of Ry. The answer
lies on the normalization of formal intertwining operators; i.e., the local coefficient
C(\, x, w). Given a principal nilpotent orbit O and an element Y in the intersection
of O and n, we can construct a generic character x, of N. Different choices of Y do
not change the associated Whittaker models; therefore, it makes sense that we use
the notation C'(\, O, w). The crucial point is that for any two principal nilpotent
orbits O and O’, p(O) is equal to p(O’) if and only if for all w in Ry, C(\, O, w) is
equal to C(A,O’,w). It remains to compute the local coefficient C(\, O, w). We
write down concrete Whittaker vectors and use the factorization of local coefficients
to reduce to the SLo case. After expressing local coefficients explicitly, we get our
theorem.

This paper is organized as follows. In §2, we define the intertwining operators
between unitary principal series representations and we move on to the multiplicity
one theorem, Whittaker functionals and local coefficients. Based on local coeffi-
cients, we define the normalized intertwining operators and state Keys’ reducibility
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theorem. In §3, we will summarize the results of Mceglin and Waldspurger in [I8].
Their results are about the coefficients of local character expansion, which provide
the foundation of the geometric side of our theorems. In §4, we formulate theo-
rems linking principal nilpotent orbits and the irreducible constituents of unitary
principal series representations; mainly we use the Whittaker models and their re-
lation to the coefficients of local character expansion. In the final section, we prove
our theorems. The main technique is to compute the local coefficients for different
generic characters.

1.1. Preliminary Notations.

1.1.1. Let F be a nonarchimedean local field of characteristic 0; i.e., a finite ex-
tension of Q, for some prime number p. Furthermore, we require p # 2. Let F be
an algebraic closure of F' and I' the Galois group of F over F. Let ® be the ring
of integers of F'. Fix a uniformizing element w of F'. Let g be the cardinality of
D/wD, |- |r the normalized absolute value on F' and vp the normalized valuation
on F;ie., |z|p = ¢ '@ for all z € F. We write ¢ for a chosen additive character
of F which is trivial on ® and nontrivial on w~'®.

1.1.2. Let G be a connected split reductive group defined over F. Fix a Borel
subgroup B of G and write B = TN, where T and N represent a split maximal
torus and the unipotent radical of B respectively. Write N~ as the unipotent
radical of the Borel subgroup opposite to B. Let A be the set of roots and AV the
set of coroots. The Borel subgroup B determines the set AT of positive roots. Let
IT (resp. IT7) be the set of simple roots contained in A* (resp. A™). A standard
parabolic P of G is a parabolic subgroup P containing B. There is a one-to-one
correspondence between the set of standard parabolic subgroups P of G and the
set of subsets IIp of II. Write P = MpNp, where Mp D T is a Levi factor, and
Np C N is the unipotent radical. Let Ap be the split component in the center of
Mp. Let W(Ap) be the Weyl group of Ap in G. Sometimes we use W(Ap) or just
W for the Weyl group if there is no confusion. Define N4 in the same way as N ™.
We will use G to denote G(F'). Similarly, for K, B, T, N, P, Mp, Np, Ny, and
Ap. By abuse of notation, we use G to denote G(F) if there is no confusion. For
a subset @ of II, we denote by Py the corresponding standard parabolic subgroup,
and by My the Levi factor of Py. Similar notation holds for other subgroups.

1.1.3.  For each root «, there is a homomorphism ¢, from SL(2, F') into a subgroup
of G. Define x4, Yo, and h,, as follows:

Gy 1) =0 G (; ) =mma o (5 ) =),

where t € F and s € F'*. Assume that x_, = y, and h,, is the coroot oV associated
with a. Let X (T) be the set of the rational characters of T' and X, (T") the set of
1-parameter subgroups. Then the set A of coroots is a subset of X, (T"). We write
Non ={za(t)|vp(t) > n}.

Let W = N(T)/T be the Weyl group of G. For each root «, let s, be the
reflection of W associated to «. Then the action of s, on T is defined by t —
t(a¥ o a(t))~t. Define 3, to be

5o = 2a(Da—a(=1D)aa(1) = Ca (_01 (1)) .
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It is a representative of s, in G. Throughout this paper, we fix the choices of (,.
Then they determine the representatives 3, of s4.

1.1.4. Let the German letter g denote the Lie algebra of the group G. Let « be a
symmetric nondegenerate G-invariant bilinear form on g with values in F'. G acts
on g by the adjoint representation. We know g can be decomposed as the direct
sum of one-dimensional eigenspaces n,, of T" with eigencharacters a € A and the
Lie algebra t of T'. Also, there is a nondegenerate, invariant bilinear form x on g.
For all « € AT let X, be the element of n,, such that z,(t) = exp(tX,). Similarly,
for all 5 € A, define Y3 € ng so that z3(t) = exp(tY3).

2. INTERTWINING OPERATORS AND REDUCIBLE
PRINCIPAL SERIES REPRESENTATIONS

In this section, we will describe the relations among intertwining operators, com-
muting algebras of principal series, and Whittaker functionals. These are the foun-
dations of our theorems. In §2.1] we define the intertwining operators and their
factorization and analytic continuations; mostly we follow Shahidi [22]. Next, in
§2.2] we state Rodier’s multiplicity one theorem of Whittaker functionals from Cas-
selman and Shalika [5]. Then we use the language of Whittaker functionals to define
the local coefficients and their factorization, which are also taken from Shahidi [22].
In §2.3] we state Keys’ structure theorem of the commuting algebras of principal
series representations.

2.1. Intertwining operators. In this subsection, we define a memormorphic fam-
ily of intertwining operators. These are first given by integrals, which only converge
on suitable domains. Harish-Chandra showed that they could be extended by an-
alytic continuation. Determining the pole of intertwining operators is a very hard
problem. It is equivalent to finding the zeros of Plancherel measure. To study its
properties, we have a factorization theorem of intertwining operators, which says
that the intertwining operators have a factorization into the rank one intertwining
operators. This theorem reduces the problem to the case of rank one. However,
this reduction also requires the knowledge of the the zeros of rank one operators,
in order to understand the cancellations between poles and zeros. So far the zeros
and poles for rank one operators are still unknown in general.

2.1.1. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let X(Mp)p be the group
of F-rational characters of Mp. We define

ap = HOHI(AX(].V[]:))F7 R),
the real Lie algebra of Ap. Then
Cl}; = X(MP)F Rz R = X(AP)F ®7z R, and (CL};)(C = Cl}‘p Rr C.
Set

a€A+—AL

where A; is the subset of positive roots in the linear span of IIp. In the case when
P is the Borel subgroup B, we will drop the subscript P for the corresponding
notation.
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Let Hp be the homomorphism from Mp to ap defined by

(n,Hp(m)) _

q [n(m)|r,

for alln € X(Mp)p and m € M.

2.1.2. Fix an irreducible unitary representation (o, V,) of M. Let (V,)k be the
subspace of K-finite vectors. That is,

(Vo) = {v € V| dim({(k - v)kek,) < 00, some open compact subgroup Ky in G}.
For all v € (a%)c, let m, » be the unitarily induced representation
Ty = Iﬂdf/[NO' ® ¢ () @1,

More precisely, the representation space V, , of m,, consists of all the smooth
functions f from G into (V, )k which satisfy

flgnm) = a(m™)g 7 —erHelm g (g),
where m € Mp and n € N,. The representation m, , acts by left inverse transla-
tions. For v = 0, we write 7, for my, and V, for Vp ..

2.1.3. Fix aw € W(A) (the Weyl group of G) such that w(Ilp) C II. We choose
a reduced expression w = IIs,, and it determines a representative w = II3,, of w
in G. This representative does not depend on the choices of reduced expressions
(for Chevalley group, see Part b of Lemma 83 of [24]; for the connected reductive
p-adic group, see page 112 of [4]). Let (Np)y, = Np N@Np @~ '. Given a function
f €V, ., we define

A(v,0,w)f(g) = / F(gmi)dn.

(NP)w
The integral converges absolutely if

(*) R(v,aV) >0, Vaell—Ilp.

Moreover, it extends to a meromorphic function of v on all of (a}p)c (cf. [22]).
In addition, away from its poles, it defines an intertwining operator between m, ,
and Tyywo , Where wo(m’) = o(w™tm/w) with m’ € My = wMpw~='. We write
A(o,w) for A0, 0, w).

Fix a proper subset 6 of IT and o € II — 6. Let Q = 0 U {a}. Define 6 to be
wy owi el C Q, where w; o and wy ¢ denote the longest elements in the Weyl groups
of Mg and My respectively. We call 8 the conjugate of 6 in €. For two subsets 6,
0" of TI, let

W(0,0') ={w e Ww(d) =0'}.

If W(6,0") is nonempty, we say 6 and 6" are associated.

The following lemma is the basis for the factorization of intertwining operators
Ay, o,w).
2.1.4. Lemma (Shahidi [22], Lemma 2.1.2). Suppose 6 and 0" are associated. Let
w € W(0,0). There exists a family of subsets 01,02, ...,0,11 CII such that

(i) 1 =0 and O,,41 =0';

(ii) fix 1 < i < m; then there is a root c; € Il — 6; such that 0,11 is the conjugate

Of 91’ m Qz = Hi U {Oéi},'
(iil) set w; = wy,wie, € W(0;,0,41) for 1 <i<mn, then w = wpwp_1---ws.
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2.1.5. Now we are ready to state a factorization theorem of intertwining operators
Ay, o,w).

Theorem (Shahidi [22], Theorem 2.1.1). Fiz 0,0’ € II and choose w € W(6,6").
Let 61, 0a,...,0nh41 C IO, and w; € W(0;,0;41) be as in Lemma [2.1.7} Take
v € (ap)c which satisfies (x). Then each v; also satisfies (x) with respect to Ap,
and

(**) A(V7U7w):A(Vnaan;wn)'"A(V1701;w1);

where v; = w;—1(Vi—1), 0; = wi—1(0i-1), 2 < i < n, 11 = v, and 01 = 0. More-
over, (xx) holds for all v € (a})c away from their poles in the sense of analytic
continuation.

Remark. In particular, if 6 and 6’ are empty sets, w can be expressed as a product
of simple reflections and A(v,o,w) is the composition of rank one intertwining
operators.

2.2. Whittaker functionals and local coefficients I: definitions. In this sub-
section, we state the multiplicity one result for principal series representations.
Then we can define Whittaker functionals and local coefficients. We will also state
some basic properties of local coefficients. The multiplicity one result is due to
Rodier for the p-adic cases. Using the multiplicity one result and Whittaker func-
tionals, Shahidi defined local coefficients, which are closely related to intertwining
operators. Similarly, there is a factorization theorem for local coefficients. It re-
duces the computation of local coefficients to the case of rank one.

2.2.1. Let x be a smooth complex character of N, and C, the corresponding
one-dimensional N-module.

Let (m, V) be any smooth representation of N. We define V{, to be the Jacquet
space of the twisted representation m ® x~!; i.e., if Vi (N) is the subspace of V
spanned by {m(n)v — x(n)v|n € N,v € V'}, then V(,) = V/V, (N).

Proposition (Casselman and Shalika [5], Propositions 1.1 and 1.2). If V' is a
space on which N acts by x, then the functor V — V() induces an isomorphism

Homy (V, V') = Home (Viy), V).
Moreover, the functor V — V() is ezact.

2.2.2. Since N/[N, N] is generated by N, a € II, the character x of N is deter-
mined uniquely by its restriction x, on each N,. We fix a parameterization z, of
N, (¢f §LI3), and identify N, with G,(F) = F. In this setting, x, is an additive
character of F'. We say x is generic if no y,, is trivial. For the rest of this section,

we assume Y is generic.
We define Ind§.C, to be the space of all f: G — C such that

(1) flgn) =x""(n)f(9);
(2) there exists an open subgroup K C G such that f(kg) = f(g) for all g €
G, ke K.
G acts on it by the left inverse translations. If (7, V) is an admissible representation
of G, we call a G-embedding of V' into Indg(CX a Whittaker model for V. There
is a close relationship between the space V(,) and Whittaker models. Combining
Frobenius reciprocity and Proposition [ZZ.T] we have the following proposition.
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Proposition (Casselman and Shalika [5], Proposition 1.3). Let x be a generic
character of N, and V a smooth representation of G. Then there is a natural
isomorphism:

Homg (V, Ind§Cy) = Home (Vy), C).

We say a smooth admissible representation (m, V') admits a Whittaker model or
is generic if there is a generic character x of N such that Homg(V, Ind%(CX) is
nontrivial; in this case we call (7,V) x-generic if we wish to specify the generic
character x. From Proposition[2.2.2] we know the multiplicity of (r, V) occurring
in Ind§,C,, is the dimension of Viy- If dim V() < 1, we say (7, V) satisfies the
multiplicity one.

Given a smooth admissible representation (m, V) which is x-generic, we call a
linear functional 6 on V' a Whittaker functional if for alln € N,v € V|

d(m(n)v) = x(n)s(v).
By definition, we can view a Whittaker functional as an element of Homc (V(y, C).

2.2.3. Fix a subset 6 of II. Let (0,V') be an admissible representation of Mp, and
(75, V5) the induced representation of G. Because of the Bruhat decomposition,

we have
G= || Puwp,
weEW (Ag)’
where W(A4y)' = {w € W|w™'(#) C At}. Therefore V, is filtered by P-stable
subspaces

Vo ={feV,|Supp(f)c || PuwPs},
wEW (Ap),,
where W (A4p),, = {w € W(Ap)'|dim(PwPy/Py) > n}. Let wyg and w; be the
longest elements of W(Ay) and W respectively. It follows that wg = w; gw; is the
longest element of W(Ap)" and PwgPy/ Py is the unique open double coset in G/ Py.
Let dg be its dimension. Then we have a natural injection ¢: Vg, — V.

Theorem (Rodier, ¢f. [5], Theorem 1.4). If x is a generic character of N, then
the inclusion i: Vg, — Vo induces an isomorphism of (Va,)(y) with (V) ey -

If 0 is the empty set, then Py = B, My = T, and Ny = N. Let o be a one-
dimensional representation of T; i.e., a quasi-character of 7. We have the following
multiplicity one theorem and the construction of the Whittaker functional.

Proposition. (Casselman and Shalika [5], Corollary 1.8, and Shahidi [22], Propo-
sition 3.1) Assume Py is the Borel subgroup B of G, o one-dimensional, x a generic
character of N, and w; € Ng(T) representing the longest element of W (cf. §2.1.3).
For all f € Vg, C V,, the space of the induced representation 7., the functional

() b (f) = /N F (o)X (n)dn,

extends uniquely to a basis element of the one-dimensional space Homy (V,,Cy). As
a consequence, dim((VU)(X)) is equal to 1. Furthermore, let A be a character of T,
and (myx, Vi,2) the induced representation defined in §ZI1A. Then the functional
dux 18 an entire function of v and, furthermore, for every v and A, §, 5y is
nontrivial and is a basis element of Hompy (V, x,Cy).
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2.2.4. From now on, we only consider the case P = B and \ a character of T.
By Proposition 222Z.3], for any generic character x of N, the induced representation
(Tv,05 Vi, ) has the multiplicity one theorem and a canonical choice of the Whittaker
functional d,,x . Recall that we define an intertwining operator A(v, A, w) in §ZT.3
We have the following theorem for the change of Whittaker functionals for the
intertwined representations.

Theorem (Shahidi [22], Theorem 3.1). For all w € W, there is a complex number
C(v, A, x,w) such that

(bb) 5”,%){ = C(Va A7X,w)6wy7w)\,XA(V7)\,w),
Furthermore, as a function of v, it is meromorphic on af.

We call the number C(v, A, x,w), the local coefficient attached to v, A, x, and
w. We write C(A, x,w) for C(0, A, x, w).

2.2.5. By definition of the local coeflicients and the factorization of intertwining
operators (c¢f. Theorem ZT.5]), we obtain the factorization of local coefficients.

Proposition. Let w € W, which is of length n. Denote w; to be simple reflections
as in Lemma[Z.14). Then

i=n
(bbb) Clv, A\, x,w) = H C(vi, Miy X, wi),

i=1

where v; = wi—1(Vi—1), i = wi—1(Ni—1), 2<i<mn, 11 =v, and A\; = A

2.3. Normalized intertwining operators and the reducibility of princi-
pal series representations. In this subsection, we will define the normalized
intertwining operators and state the theorem of the reducibility of principal series
representations on split reductive groups. The main tool here is the normalized in-
tertwining operators. In [10] and [11], Keys proved that the normalized intertwining
operators satisfy cocycle conditions and then form a group. Furthermore, he deter-
mined the structure of commuting algebras of principal series representations. The
result is similar to Knapp and Stein in the archimedean cases.

2.3.1. Let A be a unitary character of the maximal split torus T'. Let (m, x, Vi x)
be the induced representations defined in §2.1.2] We write (7, Vi) for (mo,x, Vo, 1)-
The representation (my, Vi) is called the unitary principal series representation.

Let (7, V') be a representation of G. Define the commuting algebra to be the sub-
algebra {A: V — V|An(g) = 7(9)A,VYg € G} of Endc(V). The algebra structure
of C(r) is defined naturally, and is defined over C.

2.3.2. In §213 for v € af and w € W, we define intertwining operators A(v, A\, w)
from V,, x to Viyuwa, which intertwine (m, x, Vo x) and (Tww wx, Viw,wa). Recall that
A(v, A\, w) is well-defined only when v satisfies (%) in §2.1.3] and we can extend it
to the whole af by analytic continuation. In §2X4] we define the local coefficients
C(v, A, x,w), where x is a generic character. Define the normalized intertwining
operator a(v, A, x,w) by

a(ljﬂ >\7 X’ w) = C(V7 >\5 X7 w)A(V7 >\5 w)'

As usual, we write a(A, x, w) for a(0, A, x, w).
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2.3.3. The reason for the normalization of A(v, A\, w) is that we need the following
property for our intertwining operators.

Proposition. (Chapter 1 and the proof of Theorem 2 of [I0], and Proposition
3.1.4 of [22]) The normalized intertwining operator a(v, A, x, w) satisfies the cocycle
condition; i.e, for any w',w'"’ € W, the equation

a(”? >\5 X7 wlw,,) = a(wlllj’ w,/>\5 X7 w/)a(lj’ >\7 X’ w,/)

holds away from the poles. Notice that there is no condition imposed on the length
of w,w”. If X is unitary and Rv = 0, a(v, A, x,w) is holomorphic; therefore, the
cocycle condition always holds for A unitary and v = 0,.

2.3.4. Given a character A of T, define Wy = {w € W]wA = A}. Then by
Proposition the map from Wy to €(my), denoted by ¢y, defined by w —
a(A, x,w) is a representation of Wy.

Let Ay = Ao aV, where o € II. Define Ay = {a € A7\, = 1} and Wy =
<55>66A;. Indeed, it is easy to show that W{ C W,. We only need to prove that
for all B € A}, sgA = A. By definition, sg(t) = ¢(8Y o 3(t))~*. Since \g =1,

SIA(E) = Alsa(t) = ME(BY 0 B(1) ™) = AOABY o B(1) " = A(t),
Define a subgroup Ry of W), called the R-group of my,
Ry={weWya>0 and A =1=wae A"}
— {w e Wiluw(a}) = AL},

2.3.5.  The reducibility of a representation (7, V) is determined by its commuting
algebra C(7). In general, it is not easy to compute commuting algebras. However,
in the case of principal series representations of split reductive groups, it can be
computed explicitly. The following theorem is due to Keys.

Theorem (Keys [10], Chapter 1, Section 3, Theorem 1, and [I1]). Keep the nota-
tions above. We can write Wy as a semi-direct product

W)\:W),\ ><1R)\.

Furthermore, given a generic character x of N, Wy is the group consisting of all
w in Wy such that a(A, x,w) are scalars. The operators in {a(A, x,w)|lw € Ry}
are linearly independent and they form a basis of C(mwy). It implies that the map
from the group algebra C[R,] to the commuting algebra C(my) induced by tx  is an
algebra isomorphism.

3. THE DEGENERATE WHITTAKER MODELS FOR p-ADIC GROUPS

In this section, we state some results of Moeglin and Waldspurger [I8] related
to our program. We also provide the sketch of the proof since part of it will be
used later. The foundation of this section is built on Harish-Chandra’s result for
the local expansions of characters. He proved the existence of the local expansions
of characters for the admissible distributions. In [I8], Moeglin and Waldspurger
provided the interpretation of certain coefficients in terms of degenerate Whittaker
models. Their theorem gives us the link between Whittaker Models and the coeffi-
cients in the local expansions. We will use it in the later sections to construct the
geometric side of our theorem. Since their theorem requires that the characteristic
of the residue field of F' is not equal to 2, we need this assumption for the rest of
this paper.
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3.1. Harish-Chandra’s theorem for the local expansions of characters. In
this subsection, we will state Harish-Chandra’s theorem for the local expansions of
characters, following Harish-Chandra’s lecture in [6]. He proved that any admissible
distribution has a local character expansion supported on the nilpotent cone.

3.1.1. Let N be the set of all nilpotent G-orbits of g. Recall from §TT.T]that the
character ¢ of F is trivial on the ring of integers ® and is nontrivial on w~='®.
Fix a symmetric nondegenerate, G-invariant bilinear form s on g with values in F'.
Define the Fourier transform ~ by

fv) = / B(R(Y, X)) F(X)dX,

g
where f € C°(g), dX is a Haar measure on the additive group of g, and Y € g.

Then f — f is a linear bijection of C2°(g) onto itself. Furthermore, f(Y) = f(=Y)
if we normalize the Haar measure dX properly.

For any distribution 7" on g, we define the Fourier transform T of the distribution
T by

3.1.2. Fix a G-invariant distribution © on an open G-invariant subset U of G.
Let Ky be an open compact subgroup of GG, and « an element in U. We say O is
(G, Ky)-admissible at ~ if:

1. vKog CU.

2. For any open subgroup K of Ky and d € K", on vK,

O * xg = 0, unless G intertwines 15, with d.

Here K" is the set of all irreducible representations of K, x4 is the character
of d, * means the convolution, and 1g, is the class of trivial representation of
K.
We say that © is G-admissible at v if it is (G, Ko)-admissible at v for some open
compact subgroup Ky of G. An admissible distribution on G means a distribution
which is G-admissible at every point.
Consider the following example of admissible distributions on G. Let (m, V') be
an admissible irreducible representation of G. For f € C°(G), define

w(f) = /G f(g)m(g)da,

where dg is the Haar measure on G. Then 7(f) is an operator of finite rank. Define
the character ©, of m by

Ox(f) = trm(f), feCZ(G),

where tr is the trace of the operator 7(f) on V. Then O is a G-invariant distri-
bution on G. By admissibility, we can choose an open compact subgroup K of G
which is sufficiently small such that the K-invariant subspace of V' is nontrivial.
Then it is easy to check that ©, is (G, K)-admissible at every point.

Theorem (Harish-Chandra [6], Theorems 19 and 20). Let © be a G-invariant dis-
tribution on an open G-invariant subset U of G. Let v be a semisimple element in
U. Then if © is G-admissible at 7y, it coincides with a locally summable function
around 7. Let M and m be the centralizers of v in G and g respectively. Then for

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see http://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use



PRINCIPAL NILPOTENT ORBITS AND REDUCIBLE PRINCIPAL SERIES 139

each O € Ny, the set of all nilpotent M -orbits in m, we can choose unique complex
numbers co(©) such that

O(yexpY) = Z co(®)po(Y), forY sufficiently near zero in m,
OeNMm

where po is the M-invariant measure on m corresponding to O and fio is the
Fourier transform of puo on m.

3.1.3.  We apply this theorem in the case when = is the identity element of G and ©
is the character ©, of a smooth irreducible representation (w, V') of G. In this case,
M=G m=g,and Njy = N. Forany Y € O,0 € N, we define an alternating
form ky with values in F":

(Z,X)egxgr—ry(Z,X): =r(Y,[X,Z]),

where k is the symmetric nondegenerate G-invariant bilinear form on g which we
chose before. Therefore, we can restate Harish-Chandra’s theorem as follows:

Let (7, V) be a smooth irreducible representation of G. There is a neighborhood
V of the identity element, isomorphic via the logarithm map to a neighborhood of
0 of g, such that we have the equality

() VFECEW). Onlh)= Y co [ Foemn(X)d.oX.

OeN

where N is the set of all nilpotent orbits, co are constants, " is the Fourier transform
of the invariant measure d,,. The Haar measures can be normalized suitably in the
following way. Using the bilinear forms of 1) and x, we can define a self-dual measure
on F and g, respectively. The unique self-dual measure xy on the tangent space of
O at Y induces a G-invariant measure on 0. We also fix a Haar measure on G so
that the Jacobian of the exponential map is the identity map of the neighborhood
of 0.

3.2. The theorem of Maeglin and Waldspurger. In this subsection, we will
state Mceglin and Waldspurger’s theorem about the leading coefficients of the local
expansions of characters in Harish-Chandra’s theorem. They introduced a notation
called the degenerate Whittaker model and proved that the leading coefficients are
equal to the dimension of degenerate Whittaker models. Thus, in particular, they
are all integers.

3.2.1.  The main result of [18] tells us how to compute the coefficients co for certain
nilpotent orbits. We need some notation to formulate it. Let us fix a nilpotent orbit
O and choose an element Y of O. We also choose a one-dimensional split torus
p: F* — @G satisfying

(%x) Vs € F*, o(s)Yp(s)™! =s72Y.

The existence of such a ¢ is ensured by the theory of the SLo-triplets ([3], §11).
We can break up g by the adjoint action of ¢, i.e.,

9= gi, where g; = {X €g|vs € F", p(s)Xp(s) " = s'X}.
i€Z
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Set g* = iji g;. Let Y* be the centralizer of Y in g. We can choose a complement
gy of Y in g stabilized by ¢(F*). We decompose gy :

gy =Y 8vi, where gy;: =gy Ng.
i€z
Set gy = gy N g’
Let U (resp. U’) be the unipotent subgroup of G whose Lie algebra is g* (resp.
g%) and U” the subgroup of U generated by U’ and the stabilizer in U of Y. One
can prove that the function

Xy : 7 — Y(k(Y,1og))

is a character of U" (c¢f. [18]).
Define

Vi y = V/H{(r(u) = x5 (W)} uev vev-

We say that V' admits a degenerate Whittaker model relative to (Y, @) if Vi y # 0.

If U” # U, U/U" N Kery, is a Heisenberg group with center U”/U" N Kery,, .

Denote by J the irreducible representation of this group with central character ., .
We set

Vo y itU=U",
Voy = : Z
HOIIIU(j, VUN’y) iU 75 U”.

We call V,, y the space of the degenerate Whittaker forms on V relative to (Y, ¢).
In general, this space depends on the choice of ¢ (for example if Y = 0, we can take
© so that either U” = 1 or U” is a maximal unipotent subgroup of G; in the first
case V, y = V and in the second case V,, y is the usual Jacquet module relative to
U/I).

There is an alternative way to describe V,, y. We choose a basis {Z;} of gy and
set m; = > ©Z;. Define Ly, = expm;. Then

Voy = (Vury)™,

where the exponent indicates that we take the space of invariants of Ly.

3.2.2.  We denote M, () to be the set of nilpotent orbits for which co # 0 (¢f. (x)).
Also, Ny () represents the set of nilpotent orbits containing an element Y for
which there is a 1-parameter subgroup ¢ satisfying (xx) and for which V,, y # 0.
We define a partial ordering on N by O < O’ < O C O, where ~ is the closure
operator for the usual topology. We denote Max N, (7) (resp. Max Ny p(m)) to be
the set of maximal elements of Ny, () (resp. Ny (7)). Now we can state the main
theorem in [I8§].

Theorem (Moeglin and Waldspurger [18], Theorem 1.16 and Corollary 1.17). We
keep all notation in this section. Let (w,V) be a smooth irreducible representa-
tion of G. Then the set of mazimal elements of Ny () coincides with the set of
mazimal elements of Ny (m); i.e., Max Ny, (m) = Max Nwy,(m). Furthermore, let
O be a mazimal element of Ny, (7). Then the coefficient co is equal to the dimen-
ston dim Vi, y of the space of degenerate Whittaker forms related to an arbitrary Y
of O and an arbitrary 1-parameter subgroup @, satisfying (%x). In particular, co is
an integer.

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see http://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use



PRINCIPAL NILPOTENT ORBITS AND REDUCIBLE PRINCIPAL SERIES 141

Sketch of the proof. The main idea of the proof is that in certain cases, the space
of co-invariants Viy» y can be expressed as the limit of an inductive system of semi-
invariants for a family of compact subgroups of G, which is relative to certain
characters of these groups.

3.2.3.  We adopt all notation in this subsection. Given a nilpotent orbit O, choose
an element Y in 0. We can find a free ®-submodule L of g which satisfies g =
Lep F,[L,L]C L,and Y € L. Set

gy == gy and g3 = gy Ng”.
i<0

We can choose a base Y7, ..., Ys of gy, X1,..., X, of 0%, and Zy, ..., Za, of gy such
that lﬁ:y(Y;‘,X]‘) = 6”» and Iiy(Zi,Zj) = 6i,2r7j+1; where 6”» =1ifi= j and 0
otherwise. Set

gy = Y, DVi+DX)+ Y, (DZi+DZarit1),

1<i<s 1<i<r
and

L':=gy+> LNYing,.

3

Let t := ¢(w). Define

Gp i =expw"Ll', G: =t"Gpt".

3.2.4. Let x, » be amap from G,, to C* defined by v € G,, — Yok(w™2"Y,log").
Indeed, x, n is a character of G,, for n large enough (cf. [I8], Lemma 1.6). For such
n, set x’, ,, to be the character of G, which maps v — x, »(t"vt™").

3.2.5. Define

Vo = {v € VIVy € Gu, (7)v = Xy (V)V},

Vvi = {’U € V|V’y € G/nvﬂ(’)/)U = X;,n(’y)v}a

and the maps

Inom: Voo = Vi, v / Xy,m('Yil)W('ytmin)vd%
Gm

Lyt Voo = Vi v [ X (7 m(y)udy,

n,m
G/

m

Io:V =V, v H/ Xy (Y )T (y)vdy.
Gn

3.2.6. Let U"” = exp g} exp g% as above. We define a function x, on U” by

Xy v €U+ or(Y,logy).
In fact, x, is a character of U” (cf. [1§], 1.7).
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3.2.7. Let (7, V) be a smooth irreducible representation of G. We denote U)’<’Y V to

be the U”-submodule of V' generated by ((w(u) — x, (u))v)vevuev~. Let Vyry =
V/U>/<,Y Vand V,,y = (Vyr y)E1 as we defined above. Then there is a natural map

J
(5 % %) 'E Vé/vri,xy - (Vuny)o =V, y,

where Vri,xy = Upmsn Kerl}, ., (cf [18], 1.9). Furthermore, if V,,y # 0, then V,,
and V,, are nontrivial for n large enough (¢f. [18], Lemma I1.10).

Let on(7) = Xy (77 1) if ¥ € G, and equal to 0 otherwise. The key of the entire
proof is that we use ¢, as testing functions in (%), and, in fact that we can really
compute their Fourier transforms explicitly. Therefore we can get the information
about coefficients co.

Remark. Later on we will need the above result. For the case that interests us,
U” = N, x, is generic, and V,y = V. When n is large enough, j induces
an isomorphism from V! to Vi, - In particular, if V' admits a Whittaker model
(cf. §ZZ2), i.e., Vi # {0}, then for all nontrivial Whittaker functional 6 on V, 4

is nonzero on V.

3.2.8. The next proposition gives us the geometric property of the degenerate
Whittaker forms.

Proposition ([18], Proposition I.11). If V,y # 0, then there exists a nilpotent
orbit O of g appearing in the expression of O on a neighborhood of the identity
element with a nonzero coefficient such that Y € O.

3.2.9. The next lemma tells us the explicit information about the coefficients co
for which O are maximal around all nilpotent orbits ' with nonzero coefficients

co-

Lemma ([18], Lemma 1.12). We denote O = G-Y and suppose that co is nonzero
in () and the Y does not belong to the closure of another orbit O' for which ¢y, # 0,
i.e., O is a mazimal element of Ny (). Then for all large n, dim'V,, is finite and
independent of n. Also it is equal to co.

3.2.10. It can be proved that for n,m large enough, the map j in (x**) is injective
and its image is exactly Vv (c¢f [18], Corollary 1.14). Also, for n large enough,
the map I, ,, is injective (c¢f. [I8], Lemma I.15). Combining these results, we get

co =dimV, =dim(3y) = dim V,, v,
where O € Max N, ().

3.2.11.  To prove Max Ny, (7) = Max Ny, (), we first pick a maximal element O of
N (7). Fix Y in O and we choose an arbitrary one-parameter subgroup satisfying
(%) relative to Y. To show that V admits a degenerate Whittaker model relative
to Y and this one-parameter subgroup, it is enough to show that Vri,xy is trivial
for n large. This is true since I}, ,, is injective for large n, m.

Now let O be a maximal element of Ny (7); according to Proposition [3.2.§]
there exists an orbit O’ of Ny, () so that O’ D O. By the definition of the order
relation over the set of nilpotent orbits of g, we know that there exists a maximal
element O” of Ny (7), possibly equal to @', so that @ > O. The first part of the
proof shows that we have O” € Ny (), so O” = O. This finishes the proof. [
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4. PRINCIPAL SERIES REPRESENTATIONS AND PRINCIPAL NILPOTENT ORBITS

In this section, we discuss some possible ways to link principal series represen-
tations and principal nilpotent orbits and formulate the relations between them.
Those relations will be proved in the next section. The main tools that we use are
the multiplicity one theorem of Whittaker models and the theorem of Moeglin and
Waldspurger. Furthermore, using Whittaker models, we can describe the nature of
our maps. At the same time, we can get the geometric picture of our maps by the
theorem of Maeglin and Waldspurger. More precisely, our maps can determine the
lead coefficients of the local expansions of characters.

4.1. The construction of the maps p, p, and p. In this subsection, we will
construct maps linking irreducible constituents of principal series and principal
nilpotent orbits from representation theory. At first, we give a parametrization
of principal nilpotent orbits. Then we use the multiplicity one theorem and the
theorem of Moeglin and Waldspurger to construct the maps from principal nilpotent
orbits to the generic irreducible constituents of principal series representations.

4.1.1. Define a subset of regular nilpotent elements
P={ Z ZolZo € n_o\{0}},
acll—
The set P has a useful structure. Define an abelian group

T ={(ta)acu-lta € F*} = [] Fa.
a€ell—

Then T acts on P simply transitively by
(Y Za)= Y taZe, teT.
acll— acll—

The action of a maximal split torus T" on P is defined by adjoint and it can be
expressed as follows

AdB)( Y Za)= > Ad(t)Za = > a(t)Za.
acll— acll— acll—
There are two important facts.

(1) For all O € P, O NP is nonempty.
(2) Two elements in P are conjugated to each other by G if and only if they are
conjugated by T
Therefore, instead of working on P, we can just work on P. The following is a well-
known result for the parametrization of principal nilpotent orbits for split groups.

Proposition. The abelian group H*(T', Z(G)) acts on the principal nilpotent orbits
simply transitively.

Proof. Let ¢ be the map from T to T defined by t — [Ioen- a(t). From the

discussion above, we know T/ ¢(T) acts on P simply transitively. The short exact
sequence

1-Z(G)—-T— H F::—>1
acll—
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gives rise to a long exact sequence

1-2(G)" =T —T—H,Z(G) —H' (L) — -
HY(T,T) is trivial by Hilbert’s Theorem 90. Therefore, H'(T', Z(G)) is isomorphic
to T/$(T) as desired. O
4.1.2. There is a fact about the generic character of N and P.
Lemma. Given Y € P, define a map x, from N to C by

Xy 1 1= Y(k(Y, log ).

Then x, 14s a generic character and all generic characters can be constructed this
way.

Proof. In §3.2.8] we define the character x, on U” in the same way. The difference
between U” and N is the weight 1 space. However, there is no weight 1 space for a
regular nilpotent element. Therefore, U” is equal to N and x, is a character and
defined on N.

Now given a generic character y, we know Y is uniquely determined by x., for all
a €1l (¢f §2.22). xq is an additive character of F. There is an element b, € F™*
such that xo(f) = ¥(baf) for all f € F. We can choose Z_, € n_, such that
K(Z—ayXo) =ba. Let Y be E,Ben Z_g. For all a € I, we have

Xy )alf) =Xy 0 zalf) = 1/1("0(2 Z*ﬁana))
BeI

=Y(f  K(Z-a; Xa)) = 9(f - ba) = Xxal(f)-
Therefore, x, = x. O
4.1.3. Let x be a generic character of N and (7, V') be an admissible representation

of G. Recall that we define a functor *(,) from the representations of G to vector
spaces as follows:

V(x) = V/{(m(n) — x(n))v|nenvev),
and this functor x(,) is exact (c¢f. Proposition 2:2.)).

Proposition. Given a generic character x of N, and a character \ of T, there is
a unique irreducible constituent Vy ,, of the principal series representation (wx, V)
such that dim(V y)(y) is equal to 1. Furthermore, the multiplicity of Vi y in V) is
1.

Proof. From Proposition [Z2Z3] we know that
dim(Home (Va, Ind$x)) = dim(Vy), = 1.
Let Vi = @y cx, meVe. Since the functor #(,) is exact, we have

1=dim(Vy)y, = Y _ medim(Ve)y.
1SN

The right-hand side is a sum of nonnegative integers. Hence, only one will be
nonzero and equal to one. We conclude that both dimension and multiplicity are
one. The proposition is proved. O
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4.1.4. From Proposition EET.3, we can derive more information about the coeffi-
cients cp, O € P, in equation (x) in §3T3]

Corollary. Let A be a character of T and (wx,V)) the principal series represen-
tation. According to Theorem [Z1.3, there is an equality which is valid for any
sufficiently small neighborhood V of the identity element:

VECEW). On(h = o [ Foep(X)d.oX.
OeN o

where O, 1is the character of mx, N is the set of all nilpotent orbits, co are con-
stants. Let P C N be the set of principal nilpotent orbits. Then for any O € P, co
are equal to 1.

Proof. From Theorem [3.22.2] we know that

co = dim(V/{(mx(u) = xy (w))v]ucvr, vev))™".

Here O is a maximal nilpotent orbit with nonzero co; i.e., O belongs to the set
Max N, () of the maximal elements of Ay, () ), where Ny (my) is the set of nilpo-
tent orbits O with nonzero co in () (¢f §BI3).

Fix aY in ONP. Let U be the subgroup of N whose weights are greater than
1, with respect to an sly—triple containing Y. Let U’ be the centralizer of Y in
N. U” is the subgroup of N generated by U and U’. Let x, be a character of
U” defined by v — 9(k(Y,log~)). Choose the complement gy of the centralizer
of Y in g. Choose a basis {Z;} of the weight 1 subspace of gy. Then Ly is the
subgroup expmy, where my =) . DZ;.

Let O be a principal nilpotent orbit and ¥ € O NP be a regular nilpotent
element. There is no weight 1 space in the sly decomposition. Therefore, Ly is
trivial and U is equal to N. Hence U” is just N. Furthermore, x, is generic since
Y is regular.

Recall the definition (V))y~ y of the degenerate Whittaker model on Vj:

VNury = (Va/{(ma(uw) = Xy (w)vluevr, vevy)),

and the definition (V}),,y of the degenerate Whittaker form on V)

(Ve = (Va/((ma(u) = xy (@))vluevr, vera ),

where ¢ is a homomorphism from F* to G satisfying (x%) in §3211 We have

MWey = Wury by Ly1 =0
= My by U” = N
# 0. by PROPOSTION 4.1.3.

By Theorem [3.2.2] we get that co is nonzero since the degenerate Whittaker
form is nonzero and O has the maximal dimension. We apply Theorem [B:2.2 to get

co = dim(Vy),y = dim(Va) ) = 1.

The proof is completed. O
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4.1.5. Recall that in §232, for all w € W, we define the normalized intertwining
operators a(A, x, w) between (mx, Vi) and (myx, Vipr). Let Wy = {w € W|wA = A}
Then for all w € Wy, the intertwining operator a(\, x, w) intertwines the principal
series representation (mx, Vi) with itself. Given a root «, we define a character A,
of F* to be Aoa". We denote A} = {a € AT|\, = 1}. Set W{ to be the subgroup
of Wy generated by s,, a € Aj\'. The R-group R) is the subgroup of W, which
preserves A;\r. Theorem 235l tells us that the map ¢y, from W) to C(my) defined
by w € Wy — a(A, x,w) € C(my) is a group representation. Furthermore, the kernel
of ¢y, is W{ and the image of Ry forms a basis of C(my); i.e, C[R,] = C(my).

Proposition. Let R} be the set of irreducible representations of Ry and Xy the set
of the irreducible constituents of wy. There is a one-to-one correspondence between

Y and RY. This correspondence depends on the choice of the generic character x
of N.

Proof. We decompose the principal series representation (my, V3) into EEE& me&,
where my is the multiplicity of & which occurs in 7). From the decomposition of
A = D eexw, Me, we get C(my) is isomorphic to ) .. M (me, C), where M (me, C)
is the matrix algebra over an m¢-dimensional C vector space. On the other hand,
look at the R-group side; the group algebra Clmy] of Ry can be expressed as
Do RS M (dim 7, C), where dim 7 is the dimension of the representation space of 7.
Therefore there is a one-to-one correspondence between ¥ and R{. Notice that
this correspondence depends on the choice of ¢y ,; i.e., the choice of the generic
character y of N. O

4.1.6. Define 5™ to be a subset of ) consisting of all generic irreducible con-
stituents of 7y :

B8 = {€ € 2,|¢ is generic}.

We can partition ¥ into the generic part X5°" and the nongeneric part ). Ac-
cording to Proposition [f.1.3, we know the multiplicity of a generic irreducible rep-
resentation which occurs in principal series must be equal to 1. Therefore, we

have
T = Z 1.7+ Z men - 7"

’ gen " /
T/eXy TET

/

Notice that the multiplicity m,~ of 7 may or may not be equal to 1. Let Ei be
the subset of ¥ consisting of those £ with m¢ = 1. Hence X8 is a subset of .
Then the bijection in Proposition LI.H induces a bijection ¥} and Hom(Ry,C*).

Proposition. Let p~! be a map from L9 to the power set 2F of P defined by
p~H(E) = Max N (§) NP = P, & € B9,
where Max N, is defined in 3.2.20 Then:

(1) Ugezyen P§ == P
(11) [fgafl € 39" and f 7é §/, then ’Pg n 'Pgr = @

Proof. First, we show that P¢ is nonempty for all £ € £&8". Since (£, W) is generic,
dim W, # 0 for some generic x. By Lemma ETZ, there is a Y € P such that
Xy = X- Let Oy € P be the principal nilpotent orbit containing Y. Following
the same argument as Corollary EET4, we know Oy € MaxN;,(£). Therefore,
Oy € Max N (§) NP = Pe. It concludes that Pe is nonempty.
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For (i), given O € P, we can pick up a Y € O N P. By Proposition LT3, we
know there is a unique irreducible constituent &, =~ which is x, -generic. As the
same argument above, we know O = Oy € Max./\/’tr(gxy ). Hence, O € ’PgXY . This

proves (i).
For (ii), if O € PeNPe and ¥ € O NP, then by additivity of characters,
dim Vi, ) = co(O¢) + co(O¢) = 2. This contradicts Corollary .14 O

4.1.7. By the proposition above, we have a map p from P — X5 C X, which is

the inverse map of p~!:

. p: [the set P of principal nilpotent orbits]
() — [the set X of irreducible constituents].
By abuse of notation, we use R{ to denote the set of characters of irreducible

representations of Ry. Composing p with the correspondence between Ei and
Hom(Ry,C*), we define p:

p: [the set P of principal nilpotent orbits] — Hom(Ry,C*) — RY.

Note that p depends on the choice of a generic character of V.

By Proposition EEI.T, H(T', Z(G)) parametrizes P. We can identify P with
HY(T, Z(G)), if we choose a principial nilpotent orbit as a basepoint of P. Using
the identification above and the correspondence between X and Hom(Ry, C*), we
can modify (1) as

(1) o: H'(T', Z(G)) — Hom(Ry,C*).

Our main goal is to write down precise formulas for those maps. We provide a way
to approach it from group representations by Whittaker models.

Remark. Consider the map
p: P — Hom(Ry,C").

This map does not seem to be natural; we have a natural choice of basepoint in
Hom(Ry, C*), the trivial representation, but it is not clear what a natural choice of
basepoint of principal nilpotent orbits is. It can be clarified in the following way.

The correspondence between X5 and Hom(Ry,C*) replies on ¢y ,, which does
depend on the choices of the generic character xy of N. A regular nilpotent Y can
produce a generic character x, of N by §8.2.60 Hence, the principal nilpotent Oy
which contains Y can be the choice of the basepoint of P.

Furthermore, after we pick up Oy as the basepoint of P, the map

o: H (T, Z(G)) — Hom(Ry,C*)

is well-defined. Although ¢ is a map between two groups, there is no reason a
priori that it should be a group homomorphism. However, remarkably, our Main
Theorem can show it is indeed a homomorphism.

4.2. The Whittaker version of p. In this subsection, we use the Whittaker
models to describe the nature of our maps. The main idea is to see the change of the
leading coefficients of the local expansions under the intertwining operators. Then
we can produce a natural map from the principal nilpotent orbits to the characters
of Ry. Finally, we are able to formulate our main theorem and geometric theorem.
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4.2.1. Let I be an intertwining operator of a representation (m, V). Recall the
character ©, of (7, V) is a distribution on G defined by

Ox(f) = trm(f), Vf € CZ(G),

where 7(f) = [ f(g)7(g)dg is of finite rank and tr is the trace function. Note that
tr is well-defined since the rank of 7(f) is finite. We define a new distribution © oy
on G by

Oror(f) = tr(IOﬂ'(f)), Vfe CgO(G)

Note that the trace tr(I o w(f)) is well-defined also because 7(f) is of finite rank.
Oor is G-invariant since I intertwines 7 with itself.
We have the following lemma:

Lemma. Let I be an intertwining operator of a unitary representation (w,V) of
finite length. Define a distribution Oon as above. Then Ojon is G-admissible (cf.
Theorem [3.1.3).

Proof. Since 7 is unitary and of finite length, we can reduce to the case of 7 = m¢,
where £ is irreducible and m is its multiplicity. We can identify the intertwining op-
erator I as an mxm-matrix M and it is easy to see that tr(Iorw(f)) = tr(M)tr(£(f)).
Therefore, we have ©ror = tr(M)O,. O is admissible, so is its multiple. Therefore
Oor is admissible. O

4.2.2. From the previous lemma, ©j,, satisfies the assumption of Theorem 3.1.2}
Therefore, O, has a local expansion around a neighborhood V of the identity
element of G:

@ VFECEW). Bren(h)= X coll) [ Foemn(X)doX.

where N is the set of all nilpotent orbits, co(I) are constants, and ~ is the Fourier
transform of the invariant measure d,,. Unlike Theorem BZ22] we cannot expect
that all co(I) are integers. For example, if I is a scalar multiple a of the identity,
then tr(f o ) = atr(n).

We now return to principal series representations. Given a generic character x of
N, we have defined the intertwining operators a(\, x, w), for all A\ € Wy. The map
w € Ry — a(A, x,w) is a group isomorphism. According to the previous discussion,
for all w € Ry, we have an equality of distributions

9a()\,x,w)o7r>\ = Z CO(Q(A,X,U))),LALO,
OeN

where [ is the Fourier transform of Haar measure on O. To ease the notation, we
denote co(a(, x,w)) = co(w).

Consider the map w € Ry — co(w). By abuse of notation, we still use co
to denote this map. It is easy to see that co is a character. From the proof of
Lemma A ZT], we know the coefficients of co(w) are the trace of the representations
of Ry which are induced by its restriction on the irreducible constituents p(O). Since
the multiplicity of p(Q) is 1, we get that the trace is the same as the representation,
which is of one-dimension. Therefore they are a character of Ry .

Philosophically, we can not distinguish the elements in the same P¢ using the
characters of Ry. Thus, we expect the following lemma:
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Lemma. Given any two principal nilpotent orbits O, O, if O, O belong to the
same subset Pe of P for some & € X5, then two characters co, cor of Ry are

equal.

Proof. Let & be a generic constituent of my and O, @’ be two principal nilpotent
orbits associated to £. Since the multiplicity of £ is 1, any intertwining operator
acts as a scalar by its restriction on £&. Note that nonzero coefficients co and
cos appear in the local expansion of ©¢. Let c¢(w) be the constant such that
a(A, x; w)|e = ce(w)id. Then O (g y,w)le)oe = Ce(w)O¢. Therefore co(w) = cg(w)
and ¢ (w) = ce(w). O

4.2.3. By the previous lemma, for all £ € 35§, we can define a degree-one char-

acter c¢ of Ry so that ¢g = co for all O € P¢. Therefore, the map from P to
RY defined by O — c¢ is exactly the map p. In conclusion, we have the following
proposition:

Proposition. Fiz a generic character x of N and then it determines the unique
monomorphism from Ry into the commuting algebra of wx. Then the map from P
to Ry defined by O — c¢ is the same as the map p.

4.2.4. Now we can formulate our main theorem for the maps p, p, and p. We will
prove it in a later section.

Main Theorem. Let P be the set of principal nilpotent orbits on g. The abelian
group HY(T', Z(Q)) acts on P simply transitively. Give a character X of T. Let
Ry be the R-group of mx, Ty the set of irreducible constituents of wx, and 5§ the
set of generic irreducible constituents of wn. Write Ry for the set of characters of
irreducible representations of Ry. Fix a principal nilpotent orbit O and an element
Y e ONP. Using O and x,, we can uniquely determine the identifications P =~
HYT,Z(G)) and 5 — RY. Then there is a canonical pairing (,)x of Ry X
HY(T, Z(G)), which will be defined in §5.3, such that

(i) the map p: P — Xy induces a bijection Q\\P — X5, where Qy is the right

kernel of (,)x;

(ii) the composite P L5 Sy =5 R} is the same as the composite

-1
P~ H'(T,2(G) 2 RY;
both are equal to p;
!
(iii) the map o is equal to HY(T', Z(G)) Lo, Hom(Ry,C*) — R}.

Remark. The R-groups are not abelian in general. Therefore, the map o is not onto
R{. Even in the cases of abelian R-groups, ¢ is not onto Hom(Ry,C*) in general,
either. Just look at the case of G5, the algebraic group of Dynkin diagram type G.
The R-groups can be Z/2Z but there is only one principal nilpotent orbit since G
is adjoint.

4.2.5. From the previous discussion and Main Theorem, we have the following
geometric characterization of generic irreducible constituents:

Theorem. The set of principal nilpotent orbits appearing in the local character
expansion of the generic irreducible constituent p(Q) is precisely Qx - O; i.e.,

O,0) = Z cs(p(O)jis + lower dimensional terms.
SeQx-0
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Proof. Let & be an irreducible admissible representation of G. By the proof of
Corollary T4, for S € P and Y € SN P, ¢s is equal to dim(Homg(g, Indgxy)).
It means that for any Y € S NP, cs appears in the local expansion if and only if
& is x, -generic. Given a generic irreducible constituent o, by the construction of
p, p(8) = o if and only if o is x,.-generic. Therefore the set of principal nilpotent
orbits appearing in the local character expansion of o is p~1(o). Applying the
argument above to O € P, from the Main Theorem, we know p~1(p(0)) is Q. - O.
This ends the proof. O

5. THE PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we will give the proof of the Main Theorem. The idea of the proof
is based on an observation about local coefficients. The way to determine which
principal nilpotent orbit goes with which irreducible constituent is to look at the
change of local coefficients for different generic characters of N. We calculate the
change of local coefficients by the the method of Keys and the proof of the theorem
of Moeglin and Waldspurger. Then, we are able to prove our theorem using the
information obtained from local coefficients.

5.1. Whittaker functionals and local coefficients II: the rule of changes.
In this subsection, we study how the local coefficients behave when we vary generic
characters. There is indeed a nice formula for them. A similar result has been
obtained by Shahidi [23]. However, it might be possible to extend our method to
the nongeneric case. The idea here is inspired by Keys’ computation in [I1]. We
construct the canonical vectors, called the standard functions, in the representation
spaces of principal series presentations. Using the multiplicity one theorem and the
proof of the theorem of Mceglin and Waldspurger, we can show that the standard
functions are unique up to scalars. Then we calculate their changes under the
intertwining operators. It can be proved that in our cases the ratios of the standard
functions under the intertwining operators is closely related to local coefficients.

5.1.1. Let G be the adjoint group of G, p the projection from G to G, T the
maximal split torus of G, and T the F-rational points of T. For all roots o € A,
a = @op. Write 1 for the identity element of T. Let w; be the longest element
of the Weyl group and we choose a representative ; as we did in §2.1.3} Define a
T-action on P as follows:

(Y Za)= ) o @B,

acll— acll-

where € T, @ are the root of G associated to the root a of G, and o is a
permutation of II~ defined by

o(a) = —wi(a), a €I

Since G is adjoint, the map T to T = [[, o F, defined by  — [[ e 0 (@) (),
is an isomorphism. Hence, by Proposition EI.1] the T-action on P is simply tran-
sitive.

There are two T-actions on P.

(i) In §LTT), we define a T-action on P by the adjoint action.
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(ii) The group p(7T) is a subgroup of T. We can define a T-action on P via the
T-action on P; i.e.,
(Y 2= Y e @0z = Y o alt)Ze
acll— acll— acll—
where t € T and o is defined as above.
The reason why we discuss the T-action on P is because G-orbits on P is the same
as T-orbits on it; however, the T-action here is the action in (1) above.

The two actions are different but they just differ up to an automorphism ¢ —
(ﬁ}ltwl_l)_l. Hence, for our purpose, since the orbits are the same, it does not hurt
to use the latter T-action; i.e., the T-action via p(T') and T-action. Using the latter
action can simplify our notation. Hence, we will use it for the rest of this paper.
By the proof of Proposition 1.1l T//p(T) is isomorphic to H(T, Z(G)) and acts
simply transitively on P.

5.1.2. Given € T, let Y; be a regular nilpotent element in P defined by
Y; = Z a0 (@)(T)Ya,
acll—
where Y, is defined in §L.T4, and ¢, is the constants such that

K(CaYa,@lYa—l(a)@;I) =1.

We define Y, = Y, and then rewrite the definition of Y7 as Y ;0 (@) (f)Y,
and we have

H(Yé,@lYa—l(a)@;I) =1.
Clearly, for all 7,7 € T, we have 7 Y; = Yp7. Choose a homomorphism o7 for ¥z
from F™* to G satisfying (%*) in §82Z1 Let t7 = oz(w@).

Recall some definitions from §3.21 In §3.2.3] for all € T, we defined the groups

G, G! ; which are only dependent on the nilpotent element Y;. G, 3 can be

written as the product B;an’f, where B - = G,; N B~ and N, ; = G,,; N N

(cf. [18] 1.3(2)). Furthermore, for all Yz, by7 adjusting Y; in §3.2.3, we can choose
our X; in the definition of G,, 7 to be always the same as X, in Notice that
there is no Z; for regular nilpotent elements. Therefore, we can rewrite the product
as

G,7 =B, Ny, where Ny = [[ N
acAt
Let xz., be a character of G,, 7 defined by v € G,, 7 — ¢(r(w 2"Yz,logy)) and X%,n
a character of of G/n,f which maps v € G;,E — Xg,n(t%’:ytg”).

Now we start to define some new notation. Let G,, 7 = u?lGn,gu?l_l. As above,
émg is a product of N~ and B, ;, where N, = N~ N émg and B, ; = BN én’g.
Since V3 € A, wyxg(t)iw; ' = zu,5(£t) (¢f. Part b of Lemma 20 of [24]), we have

Nn_ = H Noz,na
a€EA~

where N, , is defined in JLT3 Define a character Xz ,, of én’g by

X?,n(’}/) = Xf,n(wl_lfywl)v v E Gn,f'
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Since xz,, is trivial on B (cf. [18], 1.9), Xz, is trivial on B, 7. For all a € 11",
define an additive character xz,, , of I by

X?,n,a = X?,n OZq-
Lemma. For a € F*, let m, be the endomorphism on F defined by multiplying a

and Pn, the composition 1 © Mg —2n. Then Xz, o = ¥n © Mg -

Proof. From the definition of xz,, ., for all s € I, we have

Xima(s) =0(@ 2"w( Y o (B)O)YE, stnYady )
BeIl—

zw(w_Qna(f)ﬁ(Y;( W Yo M)s) = (w2 a(l)s).

a)o

The third equality is due to the orthogonality of the Killing form. The lemma
follows. .

5.1.3. Consider a subspace of Vyy)\,n defined by

Voami = (v € ialm(v = Xz, (7)v, ¥y € Gy 7}
Recall that we define V,,  ,, 7 and V] 7 in §328las follows:
Vu,/\,n,f = {U € VV7A|7TX (7)’0 = Xﬂn(’}/)U,V’Y € Gn,f}’
!

Voami =10 € Vialm()v = x3,,(v)v, ¥y € G}, 7}
We have

-1
v An,t — 7TV7)\(wl )VV,)\,n,Za V;,/,)\’n,f = WVJ\(t?)Vu,/\,n,fv

and

’ _ n ~ _
Vu,/\,n,f - TFVA(tf wl)Vu,/\,n,t'

Write V), ,, 7 to be Vj 5 ,, 7, the same for V) ,, 7 and V)(,n,f'

Lemma. For allt € T and n large enough, any vector v in V,, x, which satisfies
TuA(V)V = Xin(V)0, ¥y € G, 1, is unique up to a scalar.

Proof. For all T € T and n large enough, from §3210] we know the dimension
of V,, x i is equal to the dimension of (V, x)(y,). Furthermore, the dimension of
(VuA)(x) 18 1 by the multiplicity one theorem (cf. Proposition2Z2.3). According to

the equalities above, the dimension of f/,,’ A7 18 equal to that of V,,  ;, 7. Therefore,
it is also equal to 1. This completes the proof. O

5.1.4. Define a standard function, on N~ B, which is open and dense in G, by

_Jo ifvéeg N ;
foamz(vmn) = ~—1(U))\(m)—1q<—v—PvH(m)> ifveN,,

tn

where m € T, n € N, v € af, p is the half sum of positive roots, H is a map
defined in Y22 and we take n large enough such that A=1¢{=*=»H(=)) is trivial
on T'N B,, 7. From the definition, f,  ,, 7 isin V, x.

Proposition. fl,)\,n’z belongs to Vu,A,n,f-
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Proof. Let v € én,; and v = vmn; ie., v ! = n7im vl where v € N, ,
m € TNB, zand n € N. Since Xz, is a character, therefore )2{711 (v =xe.(7) =
Xin(v). On the other hand, m, x(v) acts on f, 5 ,7(g) as fl,,A’n,g('y_lg). Assume
9 = 9n=gmgn; Gn- € N ogm € T, gn € N. 7 71g,- = n~tm v g,- = v'm/n/,
where v € N7, m' € TN B, and n' € N. Since Xz, is a character, )Z{:L(v’) =
Xg,n(v)xgn (gn-). From the assumption that A~'¢{=*=# (=) is trivial on T'N B, 7,
we get
fu,/\,n,f('y_lg) :fu,)\,n,f(vlmlnlgmgn) = fu,/\,n,f(’Ulmlgm(g;Llnngn)gn)

= fy,)\,n,f(vlm/gm) = X{i(vl)fu,k,n,f(gm)

= )Zf,n(v)iii(gn*)fu,)\,n,f(gm) = Xf,n(')/)fu,)\,n,f(g)'
This completes the proof. O
5.1.5. For all w € W, consider the action of A(v, A\,w) on f, , ,, 7. If v satisfies (x)
n §2T3, then A(v,\,w)f, \nz converges and A(v,\,w)f, x nz € Vwrwxr. Since
A(v, A\, w) intertwines V,, x and Vi, a, we have that for any g € C:'ni,

TwX (Q)A(Va A w)fu,/\,n,f = A(”v A, w)7r,\ (g)fu,/\,n,f = Xf,nA(M A, w)fv,)\,n,f'

Hence, the function A(v, A\,w)f, .7 belongs to le,’,w)\,n’z; it must be a scalar
multiple of f,,, .,z Define

(#) A(Va >‘7 w)fu,/\,n,f(g) = ’Y(l/, >‘a n, %a w)fwv,w)\,n,f(g)a Vg eG.

We write v(\,n,t,w) to be v(0, \,n, ¢, w). We will prove later that (v, A, n,t, w)
is defined for all v by analytic continuation. For the moment, we assume that this
is true. Then we have the following important equality.

Theorem. If w € W satisfies w\ = A, then the local coefficients C(\, xz, w) are
equal to y(\,n,t,w) =t

Proof. From the remark in §3.2.7] we know the Whittaker functional dy ., acts
nontrivially on V)(,n,f' Let k = t24; (¢f. §5.1.3). Then 7z (k) [y, belongs to V{
Therefore 8x,y, ((mx(k)fx 7)) is nonzero. We apply 0y, © T2k on the definition
of y(A,n,t,w). We obtain

st

e (TA(R) AN, ) f 7) = On e (TA(R) YA 7, w) foon 7).
= Sxor (AN w)TA(R) fang) = YA 1, T w) 00 (T2 (k) frng)
= CO\xzw) 0y (M (k) Frng) = Y1, E )0y (ma (B) i)
= CO\ xpw) ™t =~y(\,n,T,w).
This is what we need. |

5.1.6. Now we would like to compute the (v, A\, n,t,w). We prove that the result-
ing function has an analytic continuation. As a by-product, we also get the formula
when we vary 7 in T

For any w € W, we consider the product decomposition of A(v, A\, w) into rank-
one operators corresponding to the reduced expression. Then (v, A, n,t,w) can be
given by a product formula in terms of rank-one operators. Therefore, we only need
to compute the cases for simple reflection w.

For all a € II7, set Ay o = Ay 0¥ = A\, 0 hy. As usual, Ay = Ag,o. We write
y(v, A\yn, 1, w) as y(v, A, n,w). The following lemma is crucial for our computation.
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Lemma. Let w be the simple reflection s, € W. Then for n large enough, we have
YW, \n, Ew) = A o(@(@) 1y (v, A, nyw),
and
YW, A, w) = Ao (@) T (M\a),

where T'(\,,o) is the gamma function of [20]. Obviously, Ay (@)?"T'(A\y.a) can be
defined for all v by analytic continuation. As a consequence, y(v, \,n,t,w) can be
defined for all v € af. by analytic continuation.

Proof. We evaluate (#) in §5.1.5 at ¢ = 1. Then the right-hand side is exact by
v(v, A,n, t,w). The left-hand side is A(v, A, w)f, x ,7(1) . Then for suitable v,

v(v, A, n, T, w) / Joani(nda)dn

s (3 i
= [ gt (e ) (3 i)

- /F | Foanileal/Da (Do)

/ *) >~<t_1 oz (1/)(Ay 0 ¥ (=) Mt e
vp t

sM

/(t)< Xgma(L/ON o (=)t dt
/(t)< (Wm0 M)~ (1/0)] Ao (=)t dt

W~ 1(—w*Q"a(f)s))\,ﬁa(s)|s|;1ds
vp(s)>n

Ao (@) ) / B(5) e (8)][ 51 s

- 5 vF(s)>—n+ur(a(t))
:)‘u,a @) Av,a(@ ) (Av,a)-

The last equality holds for n large enough (cf. Chapter 2, §2, §6, (4) of [0]). Now
the proof follows. O

5.1.7. Combining Theorem with Lemma [ET.6 we have the following corol-
lary:

Corollary. Let G be a split reductive group defined over F' and B be its Borel
subgroup. B can be written as TN, where T is the mazimal split torus and N is
the mazimal nilpotent subgroup. Let A be a nontrivial character of T, the F-rational
points of T. Let o be a permutation of I~ defined by o(a) = —w;(«), where wy is
the longest element of the Weyl group W. Given ant €T = [oen- Fi, we define
a regular nilpotent element Yz =Y .- o~ (@) ()Y, as in 514 Set 1 to be the
identity element of T. For any w € W, we can factorize w = Sa, Sa,_1 " Sos
(cf. §217)), where o; € II™. For i > 2 (resp. i = 1), we define w} = sq,_, - Sa,
(resp. w is the identity). Let \; = wiX. and (\;)a, = Ni ooy . If w\ =\, then we
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have the following equality for local coefficients:

O(h xzw) = (H(Ai>m<ai<f>>)0<x,xyl,w>.

i=1

5.2. The proof of the Main Theorem. In this subsection, we prove the Main
Theorem. The job here is just to interpret the change of local coefficients into our
picture and the theorem follows.

5.2.1. We recall the product terms in Corollary BIT7 Define a pairing (,)» on
Ry xT as

w,x: = [ @),

i=1
where w € Ry and t € T. For all w € Ry, we define
Aw () = (w, B,

where T € T. B
Apparently \,, is a character of T'.

5.2.2. Lemma. Fiz an element T of T. Let Y; be the regular nilpotent element
associated with t and xz the generic character of N associated with Y;. Then there
is the unique generic irreducible constituent my 3 of mx such that the restriction of
taxs (Rx) on my 3 is a trivial character of Ry.

Proof. Let T be an element of T and y; be the generic character of N associ-
ated to the regular nilpotent element Y;. There is a unique irreducible constituent
(722 Va(xg)) such that

dlm(V)\ (Xf)(Xf)) =1.

Therefore, the Whittaker functional J,,, is nontrivial on this unique irreducible
constituent and is trivial on the others. Let a(\, xz, w) be the normalized inter-
twining operators. From the definition of a(\, xz, w), we have

5/\7X7 = 5/\7X7a(/\7 X, W)-

Since the multiplicity of 7 ; is equal to 1. The restriction of a(\, xz, w) on Vx(xz)
must be a scalar multiple c¢(w, ) of identity. Choose a vector v € Vi (xz) such that
Ixx;(v) # 0. Apply this vector on the both sides of the equality above:

5/\)(?(”) = 5/\7X?a(/\7 Xt w)(v) = C(wai)(s)u)(z(v)'

Therefore, c(w,t) = 1, for all w € Ry. In other words, the generic irreducible
constituent y 7 corresponds to the trivial character of Ry (cf. Remark[ZTT). Since
C[R,] is isomorphic to the commuting algebra C(my) and ¢y, (Rx) forms a basis
of C(my), 7z is the unique irreducible constituent of 7y such that the restriction
of 1)y (Rx) on my 7 is a trivial character of Ry. The proof is completed. O
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5.2.3. To simplify notation, we write Vi(xz) (resp. 757, dr s C(N xzw), and
a(>‘a XT» w)) as va (resp. g, 6?; C(Aafa w)a and G(A,%, w))

Now we determine which principal nilpotent orbits are associated with a given
generic irreducible constituent. Instead of dealing with principal nilpotent orbits,
we consider the subset P of regular nilpotent elements defined in §£1.1]. We know
that that P is parametrized by T. We can define a map /5, an extension of p in
217 from T to ¥, defined by 7 +— (77, V7). Our main goal is to find a criterion
to determine when (g, V5) and (7p, Vi) are the same. This is achieved in the next
lemma.

Lemma. Let T and T be two elements of T. Then a necessary and sufficient con-
dition for (g, Vi) = (mp, Vi) is that for all w € Ry, A7) = 1. In other
words, Vi = Vi if and only if t and ¥ are in the same orbit of Qx, where Q) is the

intersection of all kernels of Ay .

Proof. Fix an element 7 of T. According to Lemma 522 (77, V5) can be uniquely
characterized as follows:

For all w € Ry, the restriction of a(),Z,w) on V% is the identity.

Let 7' be another element of T. We know that (7, Vi) is the unique irreducible con-
stituent which is characterized as above. For all w € Ry, a(\, ¢, w) and a(/\,fl, w)
only differ up to a scalar. Therefore, the necessary and sufficient condition for
V/ = Vi is that for all w € Ry, a(\,t,w) = a(\ T, w).

Recall the definition of a()\, ¢, w) and a()\,f/, w):
a(\ T w) = CON T w) AN w), and a(\, T, w) = C(A, T, w) A\, w).
Then a(\, 7, w) = a(\, T, w) if and only if C(\, 7, w) = C'(/\,f/, w). Applying Corol-
lary 5.1, the equality holds if and only if Ay (£) = Ay (7). Since A, is a character
of T. The conditions are equivalent to A, (filf,) = 1. This completes the proof. [
5.2.4. Now we obtain the criterion for when two elements in P have the same
image of the extended map p. Without a doubt, p must factor through p; i.e., if
two elements are in the same orbit, then their images are the same. We know that
any two elements are in the same orbits if and only if they differ by an element of

p(T). Hence, p factors through p if and only if for all w € Ry, Ay(p(T)) = 1. The
following lemma tells us that this is true as predicted.

Lemma. For all w € W, we have the following equality:

Ao(p(t)) = At(w™tt)™Y), VteT.
Remark. If w\ = X\, then A\(t(wt)~!) =1, Vt € T. As a consequence, A, (p(T)) = 1.
Proof. Recall the definition of A:

i=n

Ao (®) = [T Moo (@iE),

i=1
where # € T. If # = p(t), t € T, then \,, becomes

>
g
=
&
~—
I
—

(Ai)a; (@i(p(2)))

Il
—
N>/
N
8
—
Q
A
—~
~
=
=
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The last equality holds since @; op = ;. Now we prove our lemma by induction on
the length I(w) of w. If I(w) = 1, then w = s, for some «a € II. Compute directly:

Auw(p(t)) = Aala(t)) = Ma" o aft))
= A(t(t(a¥ oa(®) ™)) = Atsa(t)™h) = Atsy () 71).
Therefore the length 1 is true.
Assume [(w) = n — 1 is true; i.e, for any ¢t € T and W' = 54, ,Sa,_5 " Say, WE
have

1,
Aw (p(t)) = At(w' ™ 1)7H).

Let l(w) = nand w = Sa, Sa,_18an_s """ Sa; = Sa, W, where w' = 8o, Sa, 5" Say-

Then

“A(t(w' ™ (sant)) ")

This completes the induction step. [l

5.2.5. Proof. Now we start to prove the Main Theorem. For part (i), according
to Lemma above, for all w € Ry C Wy, A, are trivial on p(T). Therefore,
Aw can be thought as a character of T/p(T) ~ HY (T, Z(G)). Define @, to be the
intersection of all kernels of A,. Clearly, Qx = Qx/p(T), where Q, is defined in
5231 According to Lemma[5.Z3] for any two Y, Y’ € P, p(Y') = p(Y”) if and only
if they are in the same orbits of Q). Then we can translate our arguments in terms
of principal nilpotent orbits by replacing Qx to @x. Therefore part (i) holds.

For part (ii), without loss of generality, we choose the generic character x; of N,
where 1 is the identity element of T. According to Proposition [EZ3, we need to
determine the character ¢; of Ry, i € ¥§™. Recall that ¢; is defined by

a()‘a X1, ’LU)|7-|—1 =G ('LU)I(L

where w € Ry. Let T € T and 7y € X5 be the unique X3 generic irreducible
constituent of mx. We know the restriction of a(A, xz,w) on 7z is the identity
operator. By Corollary B.1.7 and the definition of a(), xz,w) and a(\, x1,w), we
have

(A, X1, W)l = (W, )5 a(X, X, w) |y = (w, D)3 1id.
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Therefore, cx,(w) = (w,?);". This is exactly the statement of (ii).
Part (iii) is just a reformulation of part (ii). This completes the proof. O
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