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ON THE NON-UNITARY UNRAMIFIED DUAL
FOR CLASSICAL p—-ADIC GROUPS

GORAN MUIC

ABSTRACT. In this paper we give a Zelevinsky type classification of unramified
irreducible representations of split classical groups.

INTRODUCTION

Generic irreducible representations of quasi—split classical groups were classified
by the author in ([MI], [M2], [M3]) for local non—archimedean fields of character-
istic zero. The classification consists of three steps. The first one is the deepest.
It gives the characterization of generic discrete series in terms of poles of local L—
functions (see [M2], Theorem 3.1). The L—functions used are defined by Shahidi in
([Shil, [Sh2]) assuming that the field has characteristic zero. The second step is to
realize tempered irreducible representation as a subrepresentation of a representa-
tion induced from generic discrete series. This step follows from the general theory
of tempered representations. The final step is to prove that Langlands quotient is
generic if and only if its standard module is irreducible. In ([M1], [M2]) we give
a fairly general procedure that reduces the last step to the first step. Although
this reduction does not depend on the characteristic of the field, the actual deter-
mination of the reducibility of standard modules in ([M1], [M2], [M3]) is done in
terms of L—functions and thus it depends on the assumption that the field has char-
acteristic zero. A similar approach is adopted in [MSh] to obtain similar results
for a general split reductive group and its generic Iwahori—fixed representations
again for fields of characteristic zero. In [MSh], we use a result from [BMI] about
a well-known duality (under Iwahori-Matsumoto involution) between generic and
unramified representations to obtain results about unramified representations from
those for generic representations, but only for the fields of characteristic zero. This
motivates our present approach.

The purpose of this paper is twofold. First, we prove that this type of clas-
sification exists over any non—archimedean local field F' of characteristic different
than 2, for unramified representations of split classical groups Sp(n, F') (symplectic
group of rank n), SO(2n + 1, F) (split special odd—orthogonal group of rank n),
and O(2n, F) (split special even—orthogonal group of rank n). Thus, we remove
the assumption that the field F' is of characteristic zero. Second, for the theory of
automorphic forms, unramified representations are fundamental objects to study
and one wants to know more about them, especially about embeddings into prin-
cipal series and degenerate principal series and structure of Jacquet modules. The
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4654 GORAN MUIC

present paper addresses both problems in a simple and consistent way relying only
on the following: Bernstein-Zelevinsky theory ([BZ1], [BZ2], [Z¢]), the Geometric
lemma of [BZI] written for our groups in [T2], [B], and a result of Waldspurger
(IMVW]) that describes the conragredient of a representation. Having written the
paper this way, one could also expect to extend the results of the present paper to
the case of metaplectic groups as soon as one extends the geometric lemma there.

Now, describe our results and the content of the paper in more detail. We write
v for the normalized absolute value of F'. Let x be a character of F'*. Then we
can decompose it uniquely as follows: xy = v x* x* is a unitary character and
e(x) € R. We write G, = Sp(n, F),SO(2n+ 1, F), or O(2n, F). Let 0 € Irr G, be
an unramified representation. Then we write write Jacq(l,“_mo)(a) for its Jacquet
module with respect to the Borel parabolic subgroup. We say that o is negative if
for any irreducible subquotient x1 ® x2 ® - -+ ® x» of Jacq . 1,0)(0) We have

e(Xl) S 0)
e(x1) +e(x2) <0,

e(x1) +e(xz) + - +e(xn) <0.

We say that o is strictly negative if all inequalities are strict. Negative and strictly
negative representations play a role of tempered and discrete series representations,
respectively. In fact, for connected groups the Iwahori-Matsumoto involution of
strictly negative (resp. negative) representation is a discrete series (resp. tem-
pered representation) (the fact that we do not use in the present paper). The first
classification result is the analogue of the main theorem of [M2] proved for the
characteristic zero field F' using L—functions of Shahidi (the last step in the clas-
sification of generic representations as explained above). It can be formulated as
follows (see Theorem 4.3).

Theorem. Let 0 € IrrG,, be an unramified representation. Then there exists
a unique up to permutation sequence of unramified characters x1lgrn, Fys---»
Xelarng,r), e(xi) >0 (i = 1,...,k), and a unique negative representation opeq
such that o is fully induced from x11grn,,F) @+ @ Xk 1GL(ny,F) © Oneg:

o~ x1lgrm,F) X X Xk1aL(n,,F) X Oneg-
Negative representations are classified in terms of strictly negative as follows.

Theorem. Let o € Irr G, be a negative unramified representation. Then there
erists a sequence of unitary unramified characters x11Gr(n,,F),-- > Xk1GL(ny,F)
(unique up to permutation and taking inverses) and a unique strictly negative
representation o, such that o is embedded into a representation induced from

XllGL(nl,F) ®-® Xk]-GL(nk,F) 0 Oneg~
0= X1laLn,,F) X X XklGL(ng,F) X Osn-

This is an analogue of step two in the classification of generic representations, but
it is in fact much more deeper. Let us explain in more detail. There are two ways to
obtain this theorem. One way could be the following. We apply the usual theory of
tempered representations (where except Jacquet modules we use the fact that since
parabolic induction carries unitary representations into unitary ones) and then use
a deep result of Barbasch—-Moy ([BM2], [BM3]) on preserving unitarity under the

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



UNRAMIFIED REPRESENTATIONS 4655

Iwahori-Matsumoto involution. In this way one could obtain this theorem using the
full power of geometric considerations of Kazhdan—Lusztig [KL]. Instead we use a
different and more elementary approach based only on Jacquet modules (Theorem
4.4 and Theorem 6.1). In fact the existence of embedding is fairly easy to prove
(see Theorem 4.4), but the uniqueness is established using the full classification of
strongly negative representations completed in Section 5 (see Theorem 6.1).

Finally, we discuss the analogue of step one for generic representations. This part
occupies most of the paper (see Section 5). Thus, we describe the set of equivalence
classes of strongly negative irreducible unramified representations of G,,, denoted
by Irre,, (Gh).

First, we define the notion of the Jordan block following Moeglin (cf. [Moe])
as the pair (m,x), where m € Zsq and x € {1, x0} (X0 is the unique non-trivial
unramified quadratic character of F*), such that m is even if and only if we deal
with odd-orthogonal groups (and odd if and only if we deal with symplectic or
even-orthogonal groups). We write Jord(n) for the collection of all sets of Jordan
blocks Jord := {(m, x)} such that

5 B {2n if G, = SO(2n +1,F),0(2n, F),

(m,x)€EJord 2n+1 if G,, = Sp(n, F).

Let Jord(x) be the set of all m € Z¢ such that (m, x) € Jord. We also require that
# Jord(x) (resp., # Jord(xo)) is even for G,, = O(2n, F) (resp., G, = Sp(n, F)).
Then we write Jord(x) according to the character x (the case [ =0 or k = 0 is not
excluded):

x=1: 2m;+1<2mag+1<---<2m;+1,

X=X0: 2n+1<2no+1< -+ <2n;+1,
where m;,n; € Zso (G, = Sp(n,F),0(2n,F)) or my,n; € 3 + Z>o (G, =
SO@2n+1,F)).

Next, we associate an unramified representation o(Jord) defined as a unique

irreducible unramified subquotient of

11— 2 _3—my_ 2
(*) V(mz 1—my)/ lGL(mL,1+mL+1,F) % V(mz 3—mi_2)/ ]-GL(ml,g—&-ml,Q-i-l,F)

MNp—3—Nj— 2
(rh—smmn=2)/ XO]‘GL(nk—:ernk—erLF)

X+« X gg(Jord),

Ng—1—nk)/2
X+ x pm=1—mk)/ XoLGL(ny_y+ny+1,F) XV

where og(Jord) is a unique unramified irreducible subquotient of the following in-
duced representation:
(i) A=) 216y ¥ 1, 1€ 2Z + 1, G, = Sp(n, F);
(ii) V(1/2—m1)/21GL(m1+1/2’F) X y(l/Q_nl)/2X01GL(n1+1/2’F) X1, kle2Z+1,
G, =8S0(2n+1,F);
(il)) v1/2=m0 2 G0 v1j0m) X 1, kK €2Z+ 1,1 € 2Z, G, = SO(2n+ 1, F);
(iV) V(l/Q_nl)/2X01GL(H1+1/2,F) x1, ke2Z,1e€2Z+1, G, = 50(277, + 1,F);
(v) 1 €irGy, k,l € 2Z.

In fact, o(Jord) and o((Jord) are both strongly negative and irreducible subrep-
resentations of their defining induced representations given above. This is proved in
Lemmas 5.1-5.5. We should note that the proof of strong negativity of o(Jord) is a
lot simpler and different than the proofs of the corresponding facts in ([T3], [MT])
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needed in the construction of discrete series. Finally, in Lemma 5.7 we complete
the proof of the following theorem (Theorem 5.1).

Theorem. Let n € Zsq. The correspondence Jord(n) — Irre,(G,) given by
Jord ~» o(Jord) is a well-defined bijection.

This completes our classification of unramified representations.

I would like to thank M. Tadi¢ for encouraging me to write the present paper and
for his help with Theorem 3.2. Many techniques used in this paper I learned and
adapted from his papers. I would like to thank S. Rallis for turning my attention to
the problem of the determination of Jacquet modules of unramified representations
during my visit to the Ohio State University during November of 1998. I would
also like to thank the referee, who helped to improve the style of the presentation.

1. PRELIMINARIES

Let F' be a nonarchimedean field of characteristic different from 2. We write O
for the maximal compact subring of F' and ¢ for the number of elements in the
corresponding residue field of ©. We write v for the normalized absolute value of
F. Let y be a character of F*. Then we can uniquely write y = v y%, where
X" is a unitary character and e(x) € R.

Let Z, R, and C be the ring of rational integers, the field of real numbers, and
the field of complex numbers, respectively.

Assume that G is a unimodular [-group and K, M, N, P its closed subgroups such
that K is compact open, P=M x N, PN K = (M NK)(NNK), and G = KP
(cf. [BZ2]).

Finally we assume that N is a union of its open—compact subgroups. We write
IndIG; and Jacqg for the normalized parabolic induction and normalized Jacquet
module. They are related by the Frobenius reciprocity:

Homg (cr, md% (0’ 1N)) ~ Homy (Jacq@(0), o).

Assume that (o,V,) is a smooth representation of G. We say that o is K-
spherical if (V)% # 0. Let the pair (G, K) be given by (n > 0):
e G, = Sp(n, F) (symplectic group of rank n); K = Sp(n, O).
e G, = SO(2n + 1, F) (split special odd—orthogonal group of rank n); K =
SO(2n+1,0).
e G, = O(2n,F) (split special even—orthogonal group of rank n); K =
0(2n,0).
e (GL(n,F),GL(n,0)).

Then we say that K—spherical representation of G is unramified. The pair (G, K)
satisfies all of the above assumptions (cf. [Car]). Finally, we let Go be the trivial
group. We also call its unique irreducible representation 1 unramified.

Going back to the general pair (G, K) satisfying the above conditions we prove
the next simple lemma that we will use several times.

Lemma 1.1. (i) Assume o' is an M N K—spherical smooth representation of
M. Then Ind$, y (0’ ® 1) is K -spherical.
(ii) Assume that o is a K-spherical smooth representation of G, and o is a
subquotient of Ind$, (¢! ® 1), for some smooth representation o' of M.
Then o' is M N K —spherical.
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Proof. We prove (ii). (i) has a similar but simpler proof. Since K is compact and
open, the functor W ~» WX from the category of smooth G-representations into
complex vector spaces is exact [BZ2]. Therefore, the assumption implies that there
is a function f # 0 in the space of Ind{;y (0’ ® 1x) such that f(gk) = f(g), for all
g € G,k € K. More precisely, we have f : G — V,/ and

(1.1) f(mnk) = 6p(m)?c'(m)v, me M, ne N, keK,
where v := f(1) € V,». Since G = PK we see that v # 0. Finally, since PN K =
(M N K)(N N K), we see that v € (V,,)MNK, O

2. UNRAMIFIED REPRESENTATIONS OF GL(n, F)

In this section we recall some results from [Ze]. First, if x is a character of F*,
then we can consider it as a character of GL(n, F) as g ~ x(detg). We denote
this character as x1,. In this way we get 1 — 1 correspondence between characters
of GL(n,F) and F* that preserves the sets of unitary and unramified characters,
respectively. Further, we have the following lemma (cf. [Ze]).

Lemma 2.1. Assume that x,x’ are characters of F* and «, 3,a’, 3 € R such that
a+ B €Zso and &' + ' € Z>o Then we have the following:

XV(afﬁ)/21a+ﬁ+1 SN V*ﬁx X V*ﬁ‘i’lx NEEED VaXa
vOx X v x e x T By — xOT21  p
We write C(_ﬁ7aax) = XV(a_ﬂ)/21a+ﬁ+1' MOT@OUCT', C(_ﬁaOQX) X C(_ﬁlvalaxl)
is reducible if and only if x = X', a — o' € Z, and one of the following holds:
_ﬁg_ﬂ/_1§a<0/7
- <-p-1<d <a.
Moreover, if ((—0,a, x) x (=0, &/, x') reduces, then it has length two and contains

C(—=f,a,x) x ((—B,a,x) in its composition series with multiplicity one. More

precisely,
_ . / AN C(_ﬁaa7x) X C(_ﬂlvalax)a a < 0/7
)Xy {c<—ﬁxacx) < C(~Ba). o <a,

and
C(fﬂaOQX) X C(fﬂ/aa/aX)y Oé/ < «,
C(_ﬁ,va/7X) X C(_ﬁya7X), a < o

(We omit (=03, a,x) if « = =3 — 1, and {(—-0F',&/,x) if &’ = =3 — 1. In this
paper «— and — stand for epimorphisms in the direction of the arrows.)

C(_ﬂ/aOGX) X C(_ﬁaa/ax) “ {

Finally, we turn our attention to unramified representations. The next theorem
represents the classification of unramified representations, and it can be easily seen
from [Ze].

Theorem 2.1. (i) Assume that (x1ln,,--., Xk1ln,) i a sequence of charac-
ters. Then x11grn,) X+ X XklaL(n,) reduces if and only if there exists
i < j such that Xilgr(n,) X XjlcL(n,) Teduces. We note that xilgrn,) =

((=(ni =1)/2, (ni = 1)/2, x).
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(ii) Assume that 7 € Irr GL(n, F) is an unramified representation (that is,
the space of GL(n,O)—invariants in the space of m is non-zero). Then
up to permutation there exist a unique sequence of unramified characters
(X115 Xe1n,), n1 + -+ np = n, such that 0 ~ x11grn,) X -+ X
Xk1aL(ng)-

In Section 4 we prove the analogue of Theorem 2.1 for classical groups.

3. RESULTS OF TADI¢ AND REDUCIBILITY OF THE RANK-ONE
GENERALIZED PRINCIPAL SERIES

In this section we compute the Jacquet module following Tadié¢ (cf. [T2], [B]).
Let R(G,,) be the Grothendieck group of admissible representations of finite length
of G,,. Put

R(G) = R(G.).
n>0
We write > or < for the natural order on R(G). In more detail, m < mq, m1, 72 €
R(G), if and only if w9 — m is a linear combination of irreducible representations
with non-negative coefficients. If 7 € R(G) and 7’ € Irr G, we write Mult(n’, 7) for
the largest integer m such that

m-n <,
(m+1) -7 L.
Clearly, Mult(n’, ) > 0. We also define
R(GL) =) R(GL(n, F)).
n>0

Let ¢ € Irr G,,. Then for each standard proper maximal parabolic subgroup (cf.
IMVW]) P; with Levi factor GL(j,F) x Gp—;, 1 < j < n, we can identify (nor-
malized Jacquet module) Jacq;,,,_; (o) = Jacq}G,j"(a) with its semisimplification
in R(GL(4,F)) ® R(Gyn—;). Thus, we consider
n
pi(o)=1@0 + Y Jacqy, ;(0) € R(GL) @ R(G).

j=1
Now, the basic result of Tadié¢ (cf. [T2], [B]) is the following theorem.
Theorem 3.1. Let 0 € Irr G,,. We decompose R(G) into irreducible constituents
(with repetitions possible):
b =Y cod.
o’
Assume that a, 8 € R, a+ 5+ 1 € Z~g, and x is a character of F*. Then we have

(3.1) p" (C(=B, o, x) o)
a+pB+1 4

:Z Z ZC(_OK,ﬁ—’L',X_l) XC(_ﬁaj_ﬁ_le) XC

¢! i=0 j=0
®<(J—ﬂaz—ﬂ—1aX)>4‘7/
(We omit ((a,b,x) if a >b.)
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We will also need the next theorem, which is essentially proved in [T1].

Theorem 3.2. Let 1 € Irr Gy be the trivial representation. Assume that o, 0 € R,
a+ B € Zso, and x is a unitary character of F*. Then ((—0, o, x) x 1 reduces if
and only if v'x x 1 reduces for some i, —a <i<pf3, 3 —i€ Z.

Proof. In [T1], Tadi¢ computes the reducibility of generalized principal §(—8, «, x) X
1 series where 6(—0, a, x) is an essentially square-integrable representation being
a subquotient of the same principal series as ((—f, @, x). The end result has the
analogous formulation. It is easy to adapt his proof to see that it can be applied
to our ¢(—/, a, x) x 1 since his proof just uses Theorem 3.1, Bernstein—Zelevinsky
theory (cf. [BZI], [Ze]), very simple and general facts about the reducibility of
induced representations (see Section 3 of [T1]), and the fact that the normalized
induction carries unitarizable representations into unitarizable representations. [J

The next result is a well-known result on rank-one reducibilities.

Theorem 3.3. Let 1 € Irr G be the trivial representation. Put I(s,x) =vx x 1
(s € R, x unitary and unramified). Then we have the following:

(i) I(s,x) has the same composition series as I(—s,x ™).
(ii) If x? # 1, then I(s,x) is irreducible for all s € R.
(iii) Assume x? = 1. (This implies that x =1 or x = X0 1= y™V=1/In(q) .) Then
1(s,x) is reducible if the one of the following holds:
e s==1/2, for SO(3, F).
e s=0, for O(2,F).
es=0,x=x0 ors==x1, x=1, for Sp(1,F) = SL(2, F).
(iv) If I(s,x) (s > 0) reduces, then its unique irreducible quotient is unrami-
fied. Hence also is a unique irreducible subrepresentation of I(—s,x). (We
remind the reader that x*> =1 by (ii).)

Proof. The reducibility of the following generalized principal series v*x x 1 (s € R,
X unitary and unramified) is well known in the connected case. For O(2, F) we
use the simple Mackey machinery to verify the result since in that case we consider

Idggy oy (x) and SO(2, F) = F*. O

4. THE CASE OF CLASSICAL GROUPS

We begin this section with a reformulation of the basic result of Satake (cf. [Cax]
for connected case and [Ra] for a split even—orthogonal group).

Theorem 4.1. (i) Assume that (x1,...,Xn) @S a sequence of unramified char-
acters of F*. Then the induced representation (of Gp) x1 X <+ X Xn % 1
contains the unique unramified irreducible subquotient. We write o(y, .. y.)-

(ii) Assume that (X1,.--,xn) and (X}, ..., X,) are two sequences of unramified
characters of F*. Then oy, . x.) = O(x;,..x,) if and only if there is a
permutation a of n—letters and a sequence (e1,...,€,) € {£1}" such that
X; = X;'(i), i=1,...,n.

(i) Assume that o € Irr G, is an unramified representation. Then there ex-
ists a sequence (X1,.-.,Xn) of unramified characters of F* such that o ~
T(x1,exn)- ANy such sequence we call a supercuspidal support of o.

Corollary 4.1. Assume that o € Irr Gy, is an unramified representation. Then o
1s self-dual: o ~ 0.
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We present the following two definitions that are fundamental for us.

Definition 4.1. Assume that ¢ € Irr G, is an unramified representation. We
say that o is strongly negative if for any constituent x; ® x2 ® -+ ® x, of
Jacqq, 1,0 (0) we have

e(Xl) < 07

(4.1) e(x1) + e(xz2) <0,

e(x1) +e(x2) + - +e(xn) <O.

Definition 4.2. Assume that o € Irr GG, is an unramified representation. We say
that o is negative if for any constituent x1 ® x2 ® -+ ® xn of Jacqy, _1,0)(0) we
have

e(x1) <0,

(4.2) e(x1) +e(x2) <0,

e(x1) +e(x2) +--- +e(xn) <0.

We continue computing some Jacquet module multiplicities. We start with the
next lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that x is an unramified unitary character of F*, o, 3 € R,
a+ B +1 € Zsg, and 0 € IrrG,, an unramified representation. If p* (o) >
((—=B,a,x) ® 0", 0" € It Gp_q—p—1, then there is a unique unramified repre-
sentation o' € Irr Gp_o—p—1 such that p*(o) > (=08, «, x) ® o’. Moreover, if such
an unramified representation exists, it must share a supercuspidal support with o’
and we must have

0= ((=B,a,x)xa
Proof. First, u*(o) > ¢(—B,a, x) ® ¢” implies that
Jacq, 1 n-a-p-1)(0) 2 xw ey e et e
Thus, there exists an irreducible representation o’ such that
(4.3) Jacqn, 1 n—a—p_1)(0) = wrPeoxw e ewed.

Clearly, the transitivity of Jacquet modules implies that ¢’ and ¢” share the
supercuspidal support. Moreover, (4.3) and the Frobenius reciprocity implies

(4.4) oo v P x TP o x o X0

Now, (4.4) and Lemma 1.1(ii) imply that o’ is unramified. Moreover, (4.4) and
Theorem 4.1 imply its uniqueness. Also, inducing in stages, we see that

C(=B,a,x) X o' = xv P x xv P x o x v x o,

Now, Lemma 1.1(i), Theorem 4.1(i) and (4.4) complete the proof. O

Now, we compute some Jacquet modules.
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Lemma 4.2. Assume that x is an unramified unitary character of F*, o, 3 € R,
a+ B +1€Zsg, and o € Irr G, an unramified representation. Then if x> # 1 or
0 < a, we have the the following formula:

Mult (¢(=8,a,x) ® o, p* (¢(—a, B,x"") x 0))
= MU‘lt (C(_ﬁa Oé,X) 0y g, :U’* (C(_ﬁa Oé,X) X U))

a+pB
=k (14D Mult((( - B,a,x) @ o), 1*(0)) |,
j=0
where
1, a#f,
K =
2’ a:ﬂ’

and o; is the unique (if exists) unramified representation characterized by
Jacq(a+,87j+1;n7afﬁfl+j)(U) > C(] - 5’ a, X) ® 0j-

Proof. We analyse ((—0,a,x) ® 0 < p* (((fa,ﬂ,xfl) X a) using Theorem 3.1.
Thus, we take indices 0 < j < i < a+ #+ 1 and an irreducible constituent
p* (o) > ¢ ® ¢’ such that

C(fﬂvaaX) S 4‘(70[’67 iaxil) X C(fﬂaj - ﬂ - 1;X) X Cv
g SC(]fﬂazfﬂf]-vX) X UI'
The first inequality shows that if x? # 1 or a > 3, we must have i = o+ 3+ 1 and
C(fﬂaOZaX) S C(fﬂv.] - ﬂ - ]-,X) X Ca
g S C(] _570[7X) X OJ‘
One can now complete the proof of the lemma combining Lemma 1.1 and Lemma
4.1. The remaining case is treated similarly. (]

The next lemma is an important but simple technical result.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that o € Irr G,, is an unramified representation. Next, as-
sume that m; € Irr GL(n;, F), i =1,...,1, are unramified representations. Let w be
the unique unramified irreducible subquotient of my X -+ x m;. Let o/ € Irr G, be
an unramified representation. Now, if 0 — m X +-- X m X o', then 0 — 7 x ¢’.

Proof. Let II be the subrepresentation of m; x - x m; such that

™ — (7‘(’1 Xoee X7T[)/H.
We get II considering the Jordan—Hoelder series of w1 x --- x ;. Next, since the
functor of induction is exact in the category of all smooth admissible representations

of finite length, we see that either the composition of the next equivariant morphism
is non-zero:

oo m X XxmXo —» (mx - xmxo)/(Ilxo)

or
c—IIxdo.

The latter is not possible by Lemma 1.1(ii) and the definition of II. Thus, we see
that both o and 7 x ¢’ embed into (w1 X --- x m x ') /(I x o). O
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Lemma 4.4. Assume that o € Irr G,, is an unramified representation. Moreover,
assume that x is an unramified unitary character of F*, o, € R, a4+ 8+ 1 €
Z~o, and o' € Irr Gy is an unramified representation. Assume that o — (3 > 0
and p*(o) > (=B, a,x) ® ¢’ such that o — 8 is the largest possible value. Then
o= ((=B,a,x) ¥ o' is a unique irreducible subrepresentation.

Proof. Lemma 4.1 shows that ¢ < ((—0, a, x) x ¢’. Next, Lemma 4.2 shows that
(=B, a,x) ® o appears in p* (((—03, a, x) ® ') with multiplicity one unless there
exists 0 < j < o + 3, and unramified representation o; such that

U/ — C(_ﬁ_'_.jaaaX) A Uj'
Hence we see that

o — C(—5»Q7X) X U/ — C(_/Ba%X) X C(_6+J7aax) X Uja
=~ C(‘ﬁ"‘]v%X) X C(_ﬁaOQX) A Oj-
Now, Lemma 4.1 shows that for some unramified representation o} we have
o — 4(754’]70‘3)() X U/l'
This contradicts our assumption unless j = 0. Now, continuing this process after

finitely many steps we find an unramified representation ¢’ such that p*(o”) %
¢(=pB,a, x) ® o, for any irreducible representation o}, and

{a < G X 0,

o' = (m-1%0",

where

Cm = C(_ﬁa Oé,X) X X C(_ﬁa Oé,X) (m factors)
is an irreducible unramified representation (cf. [Ze]). We show that (,,, ® " appears
in p* (¢m x 0’) with multiplicity one. This will prove the lemma. The assumption
on o can be stated as follows.

Claim 1. Under the above assumptions, u*(c”) 2 (=0 + j,a, x) ® o}, for any
irreducible representation o}, 0 < j < a+ .

Proof. The case j = 0 is our assumption on ¢”. The case j > 0 proceeds the same
way as the similar case for ¢’ above. (I

Now, we are ready to check the desired multiplicity. Applying Theorem 3.1 m
times we find indices 0 < j, < i, < a+ G+ 1,1 < a < m, and an irreducible
representation p* (o) > ¢ ® o} such that

(4‘5) CmSCX HC(—a,ﬁ—ia,X_l) XC(_ﬁaja_ﬁ_LX)
and -
(4.6) o < T[ €l — Bria— B~ 1y) 5 o1,

a=1
Since —f > —a, we see that (4.5) implies i, = o + 8+ 1, for all a. Thus, (4.5) is
in fact
(4.7) Cm <Cx []C(=81da = B=1,%).

a=1
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Since on the left-hand side of (4.7) the term yv® appears exactly m times, the
right-hand side must satisfy the same. Since Claim 1 implies that xv cannot
come from ¢, we see that each ((—0,j, — 8 — 1, x) must produce that term. Thus
Jjo =a+ B+ 1, for all a. This implies that ¢ is trivial and thus ¢” 2 7. O
Lemma 4.5. Assume that o € Irr G, is an unramified representation. Then we
have
o — C(fﬂlaath) X X C(*ﬂk,ak,Xk) X Oneg

where the data are as follows:

o the sequence of representations ((—04, i, Xi) (0, Bi € R, oy + 8i € Z>¢, X is
an unramified unitary character of F*), 1 <1 <k, is such that a; — 8; > oj — f3;
whenever x; = x; and o; — B; > 0 for all i < 7,

® Upeq 1S a negative unramified representation.

Proof. If o is negative, then o ~ 0,4 and we are done. Thus assume that ¢ is not
negative. Then, we can find unramified characters x1, ..., x»n such that

Jacq,  1,00(0) 2 x1® - @ Xn,
and 1 < k < n such that
(4.8) e(x1)+ - +elxx) >0.
In fact, we have

Jacq(y, . 1,0)(0) > X1 @ @ Xn
which is equivalent to

(4.9) 0= X1 X Xxp X1
Now, we partition the set of indices {1, ..., k}. We say that i and j are equivalent
if xi" = xj. This is clearly a relation of equivalence on {1,...,k}. Thus, for each

of its partitions J we cannot have

Z e(Xz) < 07

i€J
or summing over all partitions would imply e(x1)+---+e(xx) < 0. This contradicts
(4.8). Now, we fix a partition J such that

(4.10) Z e(xi) > 0.
ieJ
Let us write J = {i1,...,4}, i1 < i2 < --- < i;. Now, since [Ze] or Lemma 2.1 here
imply that
we can use (4.9) to write
0 <= X4 X o+ X Xi, X (other characters in the same order) x 1.
This can be rewritten using Lemma 4.3 as follows:

(4.11) o0 — m X (other characters in the same order) x 1,

where 7 is the unique unramified irreducible subquotient of x;, x -+ x x;,. Now,
we apply Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 2.1 to write

(412) ™= C(fﬂiaall,xll) X X ((*52/,0‘;«,%«),
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where o}, 8/ € R and x} is a unitary unramified character, i = 1,...,k. Comparing
central characters and using (4.10), we see that a; —; > 0 for some 9. Combining
(4.11) and (4.12) we see that

0 = ((=Biy: Qigs Xig) X -+ -

Now, we can apply the previous lemma and induction. Thus, there exists an
embedding

o — C(fﬂlaath) X X C(fﬂk,akan) X Oneg

where inducing data is as in the statement of the lemma. (I

The induced representation mentioned in the statement of the Lemma 4.5 is
not unique. A bit more work is needed to get the uniqueness. First, we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that the representations ((—0;, i, Xi) (@, 8i € R, a; + f; €
Zxo, Xi is an unramified unitary character of F* ), 1 <1i < k, satisfy conditions of
Lemma 4.5. Then its unique unramified subquotient is of the form {(—p1, &}, x}1) X
X (=B s X)) (0, 8] € R, of + 81 € Z>o, X} is an unramified unitary
character of F* ), where
a;—pB>0, 1<i<k.

Proof. Let us take ¢ < j. Then we have two cases. First, we consider o; > o;. Then
since a;—fB3; > a;—fF; we have 0 > a;—a; > 3;—03;. Thusif x; = x; and o, —a; € Z,
then ¢(—8;, au, xi) X ((—5;, aj, x;) is irreducible since ar; > ; > —; > —f;. Next,
we consider o; > ¢;. Then if {(—/5;, as, xi) X {(—5;, @ , x;) is reducible, we have
Xi = Xj, and

C(=Bi, iy xa) < C(=Bj, a5, x5) = C(=Bj, 2, xi) X (=B, o5, X;)-
Note that in that case we must have oy; > o > —3; > =B or o; > o = =3, —1 >

—B;. In both cases a; — 8; > o; — B; > 0. In the first case, a; — 8; > a5 — 3; > 0.
Thus the process of “linking” (cf. [Ze]) preserves the positivity. O

The next lemma represents the first classification result for unramified represen-
tations.

Lemma 4.7. Assume that o € Irr G,, is an unramified representation. Then o is
a unique irreducible subrepresentation

(413) o — C(_ﬁlaath) X X C(_ﬁlmakvXk) X Oneg

where:

e the (unique up to permutation) sequence of representations ¢(—B;, o, Xi) (e, Bi
€ R, a; + i € Z>o, xi is an unramified unitary character of F*), 1 < i <k, is
such that {(—01,a1,x1) X -+ X {(—Bk, g, Xr) s irreducible and o; — 5; > 0 for all
i,

® Oneg U5 a (unique) negative unramified representation.

Proof. The existence of an induced representation such that (4.13) holds is a di-
rect consequence of Lemma 4.5, Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.3. We note that since
C(=P1,a1,x1) X -+ X {(—Pk, g, k) is irreducible we can permute (’s as we want;
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it does not affect (4.13). In particular, we may assume «; > ag > -+- > ai. Re-
fining an argument used in the proof of Lemma 4.4 a little bit we can show that

C(iﬂlv alaXl) X X C(iﬂka Oék,Xk) & Oneg appears in

:u* (C(_ﬁlaalaXI) X X C(_ﬂk‘7akaxk) X Crneg)

with multiplicity one. We leave details to the reader.
Now, we investigate the uniqueness of the inducing data. So, assume further
that o is a unique irreducible subrepresentation:

(4'14) o= C(_ﬁiﬁa/lv)(/l) X X C(_ﬁl{c’va;c”xgc’) A 0-7/’Leg’

where:

e the sequence of representations ((—/5;, o}, x;) (o}, 8 € R, o + ] € Z>o, X} is
an unramified unitary character of F*), 1 <4 < K/, is such that {(—03, o}, x}) x
-+« X (=P, o, xx) is irreducible and o} — 8 > 0 for all i,

AR . . .
® 0,., is a negative unramified representation.

We also assume

(4.15) {al = a2 . s

This can be combined with our assumption that ¢(—8;, o, xi) X ((—5;, ¢, x;) and
C(=B1 i, X3) X (=P, o, X;) are irreducible to assume the following (i < j):

S S (> 4.
(4.16) Q; = o > 6] > =B,
a; > =0 >a;+1>a; > -0,

and similarly

wm (o2 2

> =B >a+1>a; > —f,
We first investigate the following obvious consequences of (4.13) and (4.14):

(418) /J/* (C(_ﬁlvala Xl) X X C(_ﬁkv g, Xk) Dol Uneg)
> C(_ﬁivo‘/la Xll) X X C(_ﬂllda a;c’vxgc’) ® U;zeg

and

(419) /J/* (C(_ﬁivallax/l) Koo X C(_ﬁllc’aa;c’vx;c’) X U;zeg)
> C(_ﬂlvalaxl) X X C(_ﬁkaaka) @ Oneg-

Applying Theorem 3.1 k times (resp. &’ times) we find indices 0 < j, < i, < g+
Ba+1,0 <3, <ig <a,+0,+1, and irreducible representations p*(0neq) > ¢ ® 01
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and p*(07,.,) > ¢’ ® o such that
(420) C(_ﬂia O/17X/1) X X C(_ﬁ;ﬁ‘/7 O‘;f’aX;c/)
k
S C X H C(_O‘avﬁa - Z'avX;l) X C(_ﬁaaja - 6@ - laXa)a

a=1

(421) C(_Blaalvxl) X X C(_ﬁkaa/ka)

kl
< ¢ x [T ¢(=a B = ilxa ™) % C(=B4 b — Bl = 1,X0),
a=1

k

(4.22) Theg < | [ CUa = Baria — Ba — L. Xa) ¥ 01,
a=1

and
kl

(4.23) Tneg < [ [ €L = Bhity — B — 1,x4) » 0.
a=1

We first show that oy = o}. If not, then of > a7 or @1 > of. Now, of > a7 and
(4.20) show that ¢ ~ {(—1I, &}, x}) X - -, where [ must be one of the exponents on the
left-hand side of (4.20). Since o} > o} > G}, we see that o > —3] > —«). Thus,
we see that [ > —a). This contradicts the fact that 0,4 is negative. Similarly
we show that the number of indices ¢ such that o = o is equal to the number of
indices i such that ; = «;. Let [ denote the number of such indices. Then clearly,
Xo=Xarta=Ja=0a+ 0o +1,i, =4 =a,+8,+1,a=1,...,1, in (4.20) and
(4.21). Next, (4.16), (4.17) and Zelevinsky theory (that is, the way we get left—hand
sides from right-hand sides in (4.20) and (4.21)) imply that 3i,..., 5 must be up
to the permutation equal to §1,. .., 5. Now, (4.16) and (4.17) imply that G, = /3,
a=1,...,1. This can be continued, finally proving the uniqueness of the data. We
should remark that if & > k or k > k’, some of the terms of the left—hand sides
of (4.20) and (4.21), respectively, are not obtained by this procedure. Thus, they
must be produced by either ¢ or ¢’. This is a contradiction, arguing as in the proof
of ;1 = af. O

Lemma 4.8. Assume that the data is given as follows:

o the sequence of representations ((—0i, i, Xi) (0, Bi € R, oy + 8i € Z>¢, X is
an unramified unitary character of F*), 1 <1 <k, is such that ((—01,a1,Xx1) X
-+« X (=B, oy X&) 18 trreducible and a; — B; > 0, for all i,

® 0y 1S a negative unramified representation.

Then

C(_ﬁlv al7X1) X X C(_ﬁka ak7Xk) X Oneg
has a unique irreducible subrepresentation, and that representation appears with
multiplicity one in its composition series.  This representation is self-dual.
Moreover, this induced representation is irreducible if and only if ((—0;, i, xi) X
((—aj,ﬂj,xjfl), i #j, and ((—fi, i, Xi) X Oneg, 1,5 =1,...,k, are irreducible.

Proof. The uniqueness of irreducible subrepresentation and the fact that it appears
with multiplicity one in its composition series is proved as in the previous lemma.
Now, we put (; = ((—0;, v, x;). Hence, our assumptions are {; x (j, ¢; x ¢; (i # j),
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Ci X Oneg, 4§ =1,...,k, are irreducible. Now, we see (using Corollary 4.1)

(4.24) Clx---x(kxlanegzzl><-~~><(~k.>4crneg.

Let us write 7 for the unique irreducible subrepresentation ¢; X - -+ X (i X Opegq-
We want to prove m ~ 7. This is clear for orthogonal groups using the work of
Waldspurger (cf. [MVW]). Also by the work of Waldspurger (cf. [MVW]), if
G, = Sp(n, F), then there exists an element n € GSp(n, F) of similitude —1, such
that the representation 77(g) := m(ngn~!) is isomorphic to the contragredient of
w. Now, if we choose n appropriately, then we have

T (X X X opeg Z (1 X X (X Opey-

Hence 7" ~ 7.
Next, since T ~ T, Oneg ™ Opeg, and

(C1 X X (e X Opeg)” G X -+ X (i X Opeg,

we see that 7 appears as a subrepresentation and as a quotient of (3 X - - - X (i X Opeg,
but since it appears with multiplicity one and is a unique irreducible subrepresen-
tation there, it must be

T X X (X Opeg-

O

In Section 5 we will prove the following fundamental result (see Corollary 4.2
and Lemma 5.6).

Theorem 4.2. Assume that o € Irr G, is a negative unramified representation. Let
a,BER, a+ B €Zso, > B3, and let x be the unramified character of F*. Then
(=B, a, x) x o reduces if and only if a unique irreducible unramified subquotient of
C(—B,a,x) X o is not its (unique) irreducible subrepresentation.

Assuming this we complete the classification of unramified representations in
terms of negative representations.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that o € Irr G, is an unramified representation. Then
there exists a unique (up to permutation and taking inverses) sequence of unramified
characters x11Gr(n,,F),-- > Xk1@L(n,,F) and a negative unramified representation
Oneg Such that e(x;) #0,i=1,...,k, and

o~ x1lgrm,F) X X Xk1aL(n,,F) X Oneg-

Proof. According to Lemma 4.7, there is a unique up to permutation sequence
of unramified characters x11gr(n,,F),--->Xk1aL(n,,r) and a negative unramified
representation oy, such that e(y;) >0,i=1,...,k,

o= X1lgrn,,F) X X XklaL(ng,F) X Oneg-

Furthermore, the unramified representation o is a unique subrepresentation there,
and

X1lgr(n,,F) X X XklarL(n,,F)

is irreducible.
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Next, we show that X;1gr(n,,F) X Oneg is irreducible for all i. If not, then
according to Lemma 4.8, X;1gr(n,,F) X Oneg has a unique irreducible subrepresen-
tation, say m, and, according to Theorem 4.2, 7 is not unramified. Now, since
X11GgL(n,,F) X X Xk1lGgL(ns,F) is irreducible we have

X1larin,7) X " X Xi—11@L(ni_1,F) X Xi+11G@L(nis1,F) X - X XklaL(n, F) X T
= X1larn,F) X - X Xi—1laL(n,_y,F) X Xi+11GL(nir,7) X - X XklGLing,F)
X Xi]-GL(ni,F) N Opeg = XllGL(nl,F) X X Xk]-GL(nk,F) N Opeg-

Hence

o= x1lgr(n,,F) X X Xi—11@L(n;_1,F)
X Xi+11aL(ni,F) X+ X XklaL(ng,F)y X T
This contradicts Lemma 1.1(ii) since 7 is not unramified. Thus, x;1GL(n,,7) X Oneg
is irreducible for all i. Next, we similarly show that x;lgr(n, ) X X;l].GL(nj’F)
is irreducible. Observing that Lemma 2.1 implies a unique irreducible subrepre-
sentation of X;1gr(n,, F) X XjfllGL(nj’F) is not unramified. We leave details to the

reader. Now, Lemma 4.8 implies that x11gr(n,,F) X *** X Xk1@L(ny,F) X Oneg 18
irreducible. Finally, the remainder of the theorem follows combining Lemma 4.7
and Lemma 4.8. O

It remains to discuss and to classify negative representations. The next theorem
is the first step.

Theorem 4.4. Assume that o € Irr G, is a negative unramified representation.
Then there exist a strongly negative unramified representation o, and a sequence
of unitary characters Xx11gr(n,,F)s- -+ Xk 1GL(ny,F) Such that

o= x1larn,,F) X - X Xe1GgL(ng,F) X Osn-

Proof. If o is strongly negative, then o ~ o, and we are done. Thus assume that
o is not strongly negative. Then, we can find unramified characters x1, ..., x» such
that

Jacq(y,. 1,0)(0) 2 x1® -+ @ Xn,
and 1 < k < n such that
e(x1) + -+ +elxk) =0.
In fact, we have
Jacq(l,...,l;n) (O-) = X1 ® - @ Xn,
which is equivalent to

(4.25) 0 X1 X X X X1

Now, we partition the set of indices {1, ..., k}. We say that i and j are equivalent
if xj" = xj. This is clearly a relation of equivalence on {1,...,k}. Thus, for each
of its partitions 7 we must have

(420 S el <0
i€J

Otherwise, if for some J we have >, - e(x:) > 0, then let us write J = {i1,..., i},

i1 <2 < --- < ;. Then since [Ze] or Lemma 2.1 here imply that

XiXngXjXXi, iej,j¢j7 1§]§k,
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we have
(4.27) 0 <= Xi; X -+ X Xi, X (other characters in the same order) x 1,

and this contradicts negativity.
Now, summing over all partitions, using (4.26) e(x1) + -+ + e(xx) = 0, we
conclude that for any partition J we must have

(4.28) D elxi) =0.

ied
Now, we fix a partition J. Let us write J = {i1,...,4}, 91 <ig < --- <i;. As
before, (4.27) holds, and (4.27) can be rewritten using Lemma 4.3, as follows:
(4.29) o — m X (other characters in the same order) x 1,
where 7 is the unique unramified irreducible subquotient of x;, % --- X x;,. Now,

we apply Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 2.1 to write

™= C(_ﬁivallax/l) XX C(_ﬁllc”a;c'vxgc’)’

where o}, 8/ € R and X/ is unitary unramified character, ¢ = 1,..., k. We can argue
as in the first part of the proof to see that o = ;, for all i. Since xj1ar(2a/+1,F) =
C(—al, o, x1), we see that (4.29) implies

/
o= x1larL@a+1,F) X -

Now, we apply the induction to get the result. O

Corollary 4.2. Assume that o € Irr G, is a negative unramified representation
given by the data from Theorem 4.4. Assume that o, € R, oo+ B € Z>p, o > 3,
and x is a unitary character of F*. Then we have that ((—08,a, x) X o reduces if
and only if ((—f, o, x) % X;‘tl]-GL(n“F) reduces for some index i and for some choice
of sign £, or ((—f, a, x) X 05, reduces. Moreover, if ((—0,a, x) X 05, Teduces and
its (unique) irreducible subrepresentation is not unramified, then ((—f3,a,x) X o
reduces and its (unique) irreducible subrepresentation is not unramified.

Proof. We leave it to the reader to make necessary modifications in the proof of
Lemma 4.8 and Theorem 4.3 to prove this fact. ([

Corollary 4.2 reduces the proof of Theorem 4.2 from the case of negative unram-
ified representations to the case of strongly negative unramified representations.
Lemma 5.6 completes the proof of Theorem 4.2.

5. STRONGLY NEGATIVE UNRAMIFIED REPRESENTATIONS

In this section we classify the strongly negative unramified representations. We
are motivated by the approach to the classification of discrete series due to Moeglin
and Tadié (cf. [T3], [Moe], [MT]).

First, we define the notion of the Jordan block, following Moeglin (cf. [Mo€]), as
the pair (m, x), where m € Z~o and x € {1, xo} (see Theorem 3.3 for the notation)
such that m is even if and only if we deal with odd—orthogonal groups (and odd if
and only if we deal with symplectic or even—orthogonal groups). We say that m is
a size of the Jordan block.

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



4670 GORAN MUIC

Now, we fix n € Zso and denote by Irrg,(G),) the set of equivalence classes of
strongly negative irreducible unramified representations of G,,. We write Jord(n)
for the collection of all sets of Jordan blocks Jord := {(m, x)} such that

51) T e {Qn if G, = SO(2n +1,F),0(2n, F),

(m,x)€Jord 2n+1 itG, = Sp(n, F)

Let x € {1, x0}; we put Jord(x) for the set of all m such that (m, x) € Jord. We
also require that # Jord(x) (resp., # Jord(xo)) is even for G,, = O(2n, F) (resp.,
G, = Sp(n,F)). Then we write Jord(y) according to the character x (the case
I =0or k=0 is not excluded):

x=1: 2m;+1<2ma+1<---<2m;+1,
X=X0: 2n+1<2no+1< -+ <2n;+1,

where m;,n; € Zso (G, = O(2n,F),Sp(n,F)) or my,n; € 2+ Zso (G, =
SO(2n+1,F)), and

> o@mi+1)+> (20 +1) =

i J

2n if G, =S0(2n+1,F),0(2n,F),
2n+1 if G, = Sp(2n,F).

In any case, we associate to Jord an unramified irreducible representation o (Jord)
uniquely requiring the following:

(52) C(iml—la my, 1) X C(fml—?n mp—2, 1) X X C(ink—la Nk, XO)
X C(—nk—3,Nk—2,X0) X -+ X gp(Jord) > o(Jord),

where o¢(Jord) is a unique irreducible unramified representation such that

(5.3) op(Jord) <

1,m1,1) x1 if 1 €2Z+1, G, = Sp(n, F),

1/2,mq,1) x ((1/2,n1,x0) x 1 if k, 1 €22+ 1, G, =5S02n+1,F),
1/2,m1,1) x 1 if k€2Z+1, 1 € 2Z, G,, = SO@2n+ 1, F),
C(1/2,n1,x0) x 1 if k€2Z,1€2Z+1, G, =5S0(2n+1,F),

1elirGy if k, I € 2Z.

¢
¢
¢

/\/\/\/\

The main result of this section is the next theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let n € Z~qg. The correspondence Jord(n) — Irrg,(Gy,) given by
Jord ~~» o(Jord) is a well-defined bijection.

Remark 5.1. If G,, = Sp(n, F), then G stands for the trivial group. In that case
its only representation 1 is also considered to be a strongly negative unramified
representation. We put Jord(1) = {(1,1)}. Now, the theorem also holds for n =0
in the symplectic case.

The proof of Theorem 5.1 will be done in several steps. We prove that the map
Jord ~~ o(Jord) is well defined in Lemma 5.3. Then the explicit construction of
the map Jord ~~ o(Jord) shows its injectivity. Finally, we prove the surjectivity in
Lemma 5.7.

We start with the next lemma computing Jacquet modules.
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Lemma 5.1. Let x € {1, xo}. Assume that 8 € {1/2,1} is such that vPx x 1
reduces. Let o € R such that « — B € Z>g. We define o, as the unique unramified
irreducible subquotient of ((8,c,x) X 1. Then o, is strongly negative, and we have
the following:

a—[FB+1
(5.4) pt(oa) = Z ((—a, =B —i,X) ® oitp-1.

i=0

Here we put og—1 = 1.

Proof. We prove the claim using induction on «. First, « = 8. Then the formula
in (5.4) reduces to u* (05) = v Px ® 1+ 1 ® og, which is well known.

Now, we assume that the formula holds for all 8 < o/ < «a, and we prove it
for . We first show that o, is strongly negative. If not, then by Lemma 4.7
and Theorem 4.4, we discuss two separate cases: o, is negative but not strongly
negative, and o, is not negative. We start with the first case. Using Theorem
4.4, we can find 2m € Z>(, an unramified unitary character x’, and an irreducible
negative representation ¢’ such that

o ((—=m,m,x") x o'

Hence, by Frobenius reciprocity, u* (04) > ((—m,m, x')®0’. Since, 0, < (5, a, X)
x 1, we see that
C(=m,m, X" ) ® 0" < p" (C(B,a,x) ¥ 1).

Now, using Theorem 3.1, we can find indices 0 < j <1i < a — 8+ 1 such that
C(_mamaxl)®0-l S C(—a»—ﬁ—%){) X C(ﬁ?]‘i_ﬂ_ 17X)®<(J+577’+ﬂ_ 17X) x 1.
Hence, we see that x' = x. Also, if i < a—f+1, we see that m = aand m = j+[5—1.
Thus, i < a« — 8+ 1 = j. This is a contradiction. Thus, i = o« — § + 1. Hence
B=m=0and j = 1. Hence o/ < ((f+1, a,x) = 1. Since Theorem 3.2 implies that
C(B+ 1,a,x) x 1 is irreducible, we see that o/ ~ ((8 + 1,«, x) x 1, contradicting
the negativity of o’. Thus, we consider the case o is not negative. Now, we realize

0 as an irreducible subrepresentation of (4.13). Thus, as in the proof we just
completed, we can find indices 0 < j < i < a — 3+ 1 such that

(=P, 01, x1) X -+ X C(=PBr, Ok, Xk) @ Opeg
Since a; — 3; >0 and —a— (—1i <0, we see that i =a — F+ 1 and j > 0. Hence
k =1 and, as before, opeq =~ ((B + j,a,x) x 1. This contradicts the negativity
unless j = @ — § + 1. Hence ((—01, o1, x1) = ((8, @, x) and 0peq = 1. Thus,
0o = ((Bya,x) @ 1.

Hence

0o = C(Ba,x) ¥ 1= ((B,a—1,x) xvixx1
ZC(ﬂ,OZ*l,X) XV?QXX] lgyiaXXC(ﬂvaflaX) X 1.

Now, one can prove directly that v~%y x ((8,a— 1, x) x 1 has a unique irreducible
subrepresentation using Theorem 3.1 and using an idea similar to that used in
the proof of Lemma 4.7. Hence for the unique irreducible representation ¢’ of
C(B,a—1,x) %1, we must have o0, — v~ %x x ¢’. This contradicts Lemma 1.1(ii),
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since ¢’ is not unramified. (Since by Frobenius reciprocity, u* (o) > ((8,a—1,x)®
1, and thus o’ % 04—1.) Thus, we have proved that o, is strongly negative.

Now, we prove (5.4). First, considering uniqueness of unramified irreducible
subquotients we see that
(5.5) Oa SVYY X Oq_1.

Hence

7 (Ua) <pt (VaX X Ua—l)
a—p
= (" X@L1+r X ®@1+1@v%) x > ((—a+1,—B—1i,x) ®0irp_1.
1=0

Since o, is strongly negative, we must have
a—p
1 (0a) < (VX ®@1+1@ %) x Z ((—a+1,-B—1i,xX) ®Titp-1.
i=0
We show that 1 ® o, is the only term in p* (0,) less than
a—p3
Z C(fa + ]-7 75 - ia X) ® VaX X Oi+pB—1-
i=0
This case happens with i = a — 8. If i < a — 3, then
p(oa) 2 C(—a+1, =B —14,x) @v*X X 0iyg-1

and v*x X 05431 is irreducible since we have the following isomorphisms:

VX X Oipp = VX X C(Bi+ B—1,x) x 1= {(B,i+8—1,x) x ¥y % 1
~((Byi+f—1,x)xv X1~ % x{(B,i+B—1,x) %1
Since also }
ViaX X Oi+8—-1 — ViaX X C(ﬁaZ_Fﬁ_ 17X) A ]-a
we can argue as in the proof of Lemma 4.8 to show the irreducibility. We leave the
details to the reader.
Now, Lemma 4.1 applied to p* (04) > ((—a+1,—F—1i,x) ®v*X X 0131 shows
Oa — 4(704 + ]-7 75 - ia X) X VaX XN Oi43-1-
Hence
Oa = C(—a+1,=8—i,Xx) X VX X 0iyp_1 2 VX X ((—a+1,—B—1i,X) X 0itp-1.
Thus p* (04) > v*x ® - - -, contradicting the strong negativity of o,. Thus we get
the following inequality:
a—p3
N* (Ua) S 1® O + Z VﬁaX X C(fa + ]-a 76 - ZaX) & Oi+pB—1-
i=0
Note that for any 7, 0 < ¢ < a — 3, we write
C(_av _5 - i? X) — VﬁaX X C(—O( + 1a _ﬂ - Z7X) - Cv
where ( is irreducible and not spherical. Moreover, by [Ze], we have

C — C(fa + ]-a 76 - ZaX) X VﬁaX'
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Thus, if p* (0a) > ( ® 0i45-1, We see that

«

ot B _
On =V 1x><---><1/ﬁz><1/ax><lai+g,1,

by Lemma 4.3. Since we proved that v*x X 0;43_1 is irreducible, we have
R R O S e R N
B

Oq — V

~potl

XXX v v X o,

and since 17y x vy ~ v x vy, —a+1 < j < —f — i, we obtain p* (0,) >
v*x®- -+, contradicting the strong negativity of o,,. This proves (5.4) and completes
the proof of the lemma. O

The next lemma shows the strong negativity of all unramified representations in
(5.3). It also computes their Jacquet modules.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that 3,3 € {1/2,1} such that v° x 1 and 7 xo % 1 reduce.
Let o, € R such that « — 3 € Z>o and o — 3’ € Z>g. We define o4, as the
unique unramified irreducible subquotient of (8, a,1) x ¢(B',a’,x0) % 1, and the
unique unramified irreducible subquotients of ((B,a,1) x 1 and ¢(B',a’, x0) ¥ 1 we

denote by o, and ol,, respectively. Obviously, we have the following:

Oa,a’ S <(ﬂa a, 1) A o-é)/v
Oa,a! S C(ﬁ’»a/aXO) X Og.
Then 04, 15 strongly negative and we have the following:

(5.6)
a—pB+1a’—p'+1

M* (UOhal) = Z Z C(_Oé,—,@—’t,].) X C(_a/a_ﬁ/_i/axo)®0i+ﬁfl,i’+ﬁ'71~
=0

=0

Proof. We prove by induction on « + o’ that if an irreducible representation o
satisifies

(5.7) {0 <¢(B,a,1) x oy,

o< C(ﬂ/aa/vxo) N Oas
then o ~ 04 o. The formula for Jacquet modules in (5.6) will be the consequence.
The base of induction is the case a« = 3 — 1 or o/ = (3’ — 1; then the conclusion

trivially holds. In general, the first inequality in (5.6), Lemma 5.1, and Theorem
3.1 imply

a—B+1 i o —p'+1

pre)< Y > (e —B—i, 1) x¢(B.j+B—1,1)

i=0 j=0 =0
X (=, =0 =i, x0) @C(H+B,i+B—1,1) X0}y 5 4
and
a—B+1a’—p'+1 i

pro)< Yo > Y —a,—B—i,1) x (=, =B — 7, x0)
i=0 i'=0 j'=0

X C(ﬂ/ajl +5I - 1;X0) o2y C(]I +ﬂlvi/ + 6/ - 17X0) X Oi+p—1-
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A comparison of those formulas shows j = j' = 0. Thus, p* (0a,e’) is less than or
equal to both

ST a8 =i, 1) x ((—a!, =8~ ', x0)
@ CBi+B—1,1) %0y p s,
ST S a8 =i 1) x (o, ~ 7. x0)
® (B 1"+ B —1,x0) X Oitp-1.
This proves (5.6) as well as the step of the induction. O

The next lemma completes the proof that the unramified representation o(Jord)
defined by (5.2) is a strongly negative representation. Obviously, by induction on
k and [ starting from Lemma 5.2, it is enough to prove the next lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that Jord € Jord(n) and x € {1,x0} are given such that
# Jord(x) > 2. Welet B € Z~¢ be such thata =28+1 (or € %ﬂLZzo depending
on whether we deal with odd-orthogonal groups or not) is the largest element in
Jord(x). We also define a € Z>¢ such that b=2a+1 (or o € % + Z>o depending
on whether we deal with odd—orthogonal groups or not) is the next largest element
in Jord(x). Then we put Jord" = Jord\{(a,x), (b,x)}. Put o' = o(Jord’) and
o = o(Jord). By the construction, we have

(58) C(_57a7 X) x ' >0

Then if o’ is strongly negative, o is also strongly negative.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.1, we show that if o is negative, but not strongly
negative, or if ¢ is not negative, leads to a contradiction. First, assume that o is
negative, but not strongly negative. Using Theorem 4.4, we can find 2m € Z>o,
an unramified unitary character x’, and an irreducible negative representation o
such that
o= ((—m,m,x) xo".

Hence, by Frobenius reciprocity, u* (o) > {(—m,m, x’')®0c"”. Since o0 < (-0, a, X)
X o', we see that

((=m,m,X") @ 0" < p* (((=B,0,x) ¥ 7).
Now, using Theorem 3.1, we can find indices 0 < j7 < i < a++1 and an irreducible
representation p*(o’) > ¢ ® o} such that

C(_ma m, Xl)®all S C(_a7 B_i7 X) XC(_ﬁuj_ﬁ_L X) XC®C(]_ﬁa i_ﬁ_L X) ><10'£.
First, j = 0 by the construction of 3, since (5.8) implies that any supercuspidal
support of o contains vy or v~?y but not both. Thus,
C(_mvmaxl) ® Oﬂ < C(_avﬁ - ZaX) X C ® C(_ﬁal - 5 - 17X) X Ui'

If i = a+0+41, then ¢ =~ {(—m,m, x’). Since u* (o) > {(—m,m, x')®@c”, Lemma 4.1
contradicts the strong negativity of ¢’. Hence x' = x and m = a. Next, §—1i = a;
otherwise the supercuspidal support of ¢/ would contain v*®y, which contradicts
the choice of ¢’. Now, the above inequality reduces to ¢’ < ((—8,—a—1,x) x o’
Finally, if we show that {(—f8, —a — 1,x) x ¢’ is irreducible, we are done. Using
Corollary 4.1, it is enough to show that ((a + 1,08, x) % ¢’ is irreducible. First,
we embed ¢’ — xj X --- x x; x 1. Note that all x; are unramified and by the
choice of ¢’, |e(x})| < a. Hence, Lemma 2.1 implies that {(a + 1,8, x) x x; and
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C(a+1,0,x) x x; are irreducible. Since Theorem 3.2 implies that {(a+1,5,x) x 1
is irreducible, we see that

C(a‘f'laﬁ,X)NU,‘—’C(Q‘FL@X)XX&X"'XX;>‘11
~ (=0, —a—1,x) x x7 x---x x; % L.

Also, since ((—f,—a—1,x) x o’ — ((=8,—a—1,x) X X} X -+ x x} X 1, one can
complete the proof using the argument from the proof of Lemma 4.8. We leave the
details to the reader.

Now, we prove that o is negative. If not, Lemma 4.7 realizes o as follows:

o — C(fﬂlaath) X X C(fﬂk,akan) X Oneg

where the data is as in that lemma. As in the first part of the proof, the Frobenius
reciprocity implies

C(_ﬁhalaxl) XX C(_ﬁkaakaxk) ® Oneg < ﬂ* (C(_57a7X) X JI)'

Now, using Theorem 3.1, we can find indices 0 < j < i < a+0+1 and an irreducible
representation p*(o’) > ¢ ® o} such that

C(_ﬁlaahXI) X X C(_ﬁkaalka) ®Uneg S C(_a718_ ZaX)
X (=B, —B—=1,x) xC@C(j—B,i—B—1,x) xoy.

First, as in the proof above we show that i < a + f+ 1 and j = 0. Next, Lemma
1.1(ii) also implies that ¢ must be either trivial or unramified. If it is unramified, it is
fully induced from the product of the form {(—31, &, x1) X - -x{(—0], af, x}), where
all x4 are unitary and unramified characters, and all — 3,4/ < 0 (since o’ is strongly
negative). Finally, by the construction, we see 3, < a. Since ((—01, a1, x1) X -+ X
C(—PBr, o, xk) is irreducible (see Lemma 4.7) and all —3; + «; > 0, thus, we see
B—i>a+1, k=1, is trivial. Since ¢ is trivial ¢; ~ ¢’. Thus the above
inequality reduces to oyey < ((—f5,i— 6 —1,x) X o’. Exactly as in the first part
of the proof, we show that {(—3,i — 3 — 1,x) x ¢’ is irreducible, contradicting the
negativity of ope4. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

The next lemma will be very important later.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that o € Irr Gy, is a strongly negative unramified representa-
tion. Then we have the following:

(1) There exists a unitary unramified character x of F*, a, 8 € R, o+ € Z>y,
and an irreducible representation o', such that

(59) o — C(—/@’ a, X) X 0-/'

Moreover, assume that « is largest possible (subject to (5.9)); then we have
the following:

e a—(3<0.

e o' is strongly negative.

o ((—=B,a,x) %o’ is reducible.

(ii) Let x be an unramified unitary character of F*. Assume that 3 is the

largest among all |e(x')|, where X' appears in the supercuspidal support of
o and (X' )* = x. Then p* (o) > v Px®---. Let u* (o) > (B, a, x)®0",
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where o, B € R, o+ € Z>o and ¢” is an irreducible representation such
that « is largest possible (with this property). Then there exists an irre-
ducible unramified representation o’ having the same supercuspidal support
as o such that (i) holds.

Proof. We prove (i). First, the existence of embedding of type (5.9) follows from
Theorem 2.1. We assume that « is largest possible. Lemma 1.1(ii) forces o’ to be
unramified.

First, « — 8 < 0 is clear since o is strongly negative. Also, {(—f3,a,x) x o’ is
reducible. Otherwise using o ~ ¢ and o' ~ o , we would get

o — C(_a7ﬁaX_l) A U/a
which contradicts strong negativity of . We show that o’ is strongly negative.
This is where we need the assumption that « is the largest possible. If ¢’ is not
strongly negative, Theorem 4.4 and Lemma 4.7 show that there exists a unitary
unramified character x' of F*, o/, € R, o + 3 € Z>p, and an irreducible
unramified representation ¢”, such that o/ — 3 > 0 and

(510) U/ — C(_ﬂ/a O/vxl) A UN'

We combine (5.9) and (5.10) and look at the following sequence of equivariant
morphisms:

(5.11) o= (=B, a,x) x ((=F,a,X") x "
- C(*BI,O/, X/) X C(fﬂv a, X) X UI/'

Clearly, 0 must be in the kernel of the second equivariant morphism. Thus,
C(=B,a,x) x (=0, a',x) reduces. In particular, x = x’, « — o’ € Z. Also one of
the following must hold:

e < - <a+1<d,

e F<-pB<d+1<a.

The second case is not possible since otherwise

0<od —-pf <a-p<0.

This discussion implies that the kernel of the second equivariant morphism in
(5.11) is isomorphic to

C(fﬁaa/aX) X C(fﬂ/aa’X) el O—H’

and as we already observed o embeddes into that kernel. In particular, for some
irreducible representation o; we must have

o — C(_ﬁaa/ax) XN oq.

Now, Lemma 1.1(ii) implies that oy is unramified, and since o < o’ this contradicts
the maximality of a.

Now, we prove (ii). First, by Theorem 2.1, we can find a sequence of representa-
tions ((—p0;, o, xi) (i, B; € R, ai; + B; € Zo, x; is an unramified unitary character
of F*), 1 <i <k, such that {(—f1, a1, x1) X - X {(—Bk, @k, Xk ) is irreducible and

g — C(iﬂlaal,xl) X X ((*ﬂk;ak,Xk) x 1.
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Note that the assumption that ¢ is strongly negative implies that «; — 3; < 0, for
all i, since ¢(—f1,a1,x1) X -+ X {(—B%, ag, xx) is irreducible. Note that —g; <
+3 < ay, for some i, and our assumption on the choice of § implies that 3; = .
This completes the proof of (ii). O

The next lemma tell us more about the position of o(Jord). More precisely, we
have the following.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that o(Jord) is given by (5.2). Then we have the following:

(5.12) o(Jord) < ¢(—my,my_1,1) X ((=my_2,my_3,1) X -+ X ((~ng, nk—1, Xo0)

X ((—ng—2,Mk—3,X0) X -+ X gg(Jord).

In particular, let x € {1,x0} such that # Jord(x) > 2. We let 8 € Z~o such that
a=264+1 (orp € % + Z> depending on whether we deal with odd—orthogonal
groups or not) is the largest element in Jord(x). We also define oo € Z>o such that
b=2a+1 (orac %JrZZO depending if we deal with odd—orthogonal groups or not)
is the next largest element in Jord(x). Then we put Jord" = Jord \{(a,x), (b,x)}.
Put o' = o(Jord’) and let o/, be the unique unramified irreducible subquotient of
C((—a,a,x) x o'. Then we have the following:

g — C(fﬂaav)() X OJv

/

(5.13) ol — ((—a,a,x) ¥ d,
o= ((—=0,—a—1,x) xol.

Finally, ((—a, o, x) X o’ is a direct sum of two non—equivalent self-dual irreducible
representations and ((—0,,x) X o’ has exactly two irreducible subrepresentations.
They are self-dual and non-equivalent

Proof. The proof of (5.12) is by induction on k and I. The statement is clear if
I =0 and k = 0 since o(Jord) ~ op(Jord). Assume now that x € {1,xo0} such
that # Jord(x) > 2. We let 8 € Zso such that a = 26+ 1 (or 8 € 3 + Zxo
depending on whether we deal with odd—orthogonal groups or not) is the largest
element in Jord(y). We also define o € Zx¢ to be such that b = 2a + 1 (or
a € % + Z>o depending on whether we deal with odd-orthogonal groups or not)
is the next largest element in Jord(). Then we put Jord’ = Jord \{(a, x), (b,x)}-
Put o/ = o(Jord’). In fact, for definiteness we assume without loss of generality
that {(—05, «, x) = ((—my,my—1,1). Then the inductive assumption is

(5.14) o' = ((=my—2,my_3,1) X -+ X {(=ng, nk—1, X0)
X ((—ng—2,Mk—3,X0) X -+ X gg(Jord).
Now, Theorem 3.2 shows that {(—a, o, x) ¥ 1 ~ 7} & 7}, where 7}, i = 1,2, are
irreducible and mutually inequivalent. (We used here the obvious fact that induc-

tion carries unitarizable representations into unitarizable representations, Lemma
3.8 (b) of [T1], and the fact that is easy to check that {(—a,«,x) x 1 appears
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exactly twice in p* (((—a, a, x) x 1).) Combining this with (5.14), we see

(5.15) C(—a,a,x) ¥ o’ — ((—a,a,x) x {(=my_2,m;_3,1)
oo X C(=ng, mk—1, X0) X C(—Nk—2,M%—3,X0) X -+ X go(Jord)
C(=o, o, x) x ((=my—2,mi—3,1) X -+ x ((=nk, nk—1, Xo)
—Nk—2,Mk—3,X0) X ~-- X (' x 1

—my_g,my—3,1) X ==+ X ((=ng, nk—1, Xo)

q
q
X C(=ng_2,Mk_3,X0) X -+ X ' X {(—a,a,x) x 1
¢(
q

X

(

—my—2,My—3,1) X -+ X (=N, N1, Xo)
—T—2,Mk—3, X0) X -+ x (" 3 (7] & 7)),
where (7 is an irreducible representation on the right-hand side of (5.3) depending
on type of og(Jord). (Note that Lemma 5.2 implies og(Jord) < ¢’ x 1.)
Now, it is clear that the following representation is irreducible:
C(=mi—g,mi—3,1) X - X (=g, nk—1, X0) X {(—Nk—2,Mk—3,x0) X -+ x (' @7,

and using Theorem 3.1 it is easy to check that its multiplicity in both

C(=mi—g,my—3,1) X -+ x {(—=ng, ng—1,x0) X ((—Nk—2,nk—3,X0) X -+ X (" X7

and

C(_/BaﬁvX) X C(_ml727ml737 1) X X C(_nkankflax())

X C(—ng—2,Mp—3,X0) X - x 'x1

is equal to 281 =1 and its multiplicity is at least one in ¢(—a, o, x) x o’. We leave
simple verification to the reader. Now, (5.15) shows that there exist irreducible
representations 7y, o such that

(5.16) T @ m — ((—a,a,x) x o'

Now, Theorem 3.1 shows that ((—«,@,x) ® o' appears exactly twice in
w* (((—a,a,x) xo’). This shows that either m; ~ 7y or each m; appears with
multiplicity one in {(—a, a, x) % ¢’, and if 73 is an irreducible representation such
that m3 — (—a, @, x) ¥ ¢’, then w3 ~ 7 or m3 =~ 7. Next, arguing as in the proof
of Lemma 4.8, we see that 7; € {m, w2}, i« = 1,2. Now, taking contragredients
and applying Corollary 3.1, we see that (5.16) implies

C(—a,a,x) ¥ o’ — 7 ®ma.
The above observation on their multiplicities shows
((—a,a,x) ¥ o' ~m ©me & W.

Note that W = 0; otherwise, since it has a finite length we see that it must
have an irreducible subrepresentation w3 — W. This is a contradiction. Thus,
((—a,a,x) x o ~m @ me. Next, we can assume o,, ~ m1. Then m is self-dual
and non-isomorphic to my. Thus, 7y is also self-dual. Thus, {(—a,a,x) X o’ is
a direct sum of two non—equivalent self-dual irreducible representations. Now, we
show that {(—0, a, x) % ¢’ has exactly two irreducible subrepresentations and that
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representations are self-dual and non-equivalent. We have the following chain of
embeddings:

(517) C(_ﬁaa7x) A OJ — C(_ﬁ? - — 17X) X C(_OhaaX) X UI
= C(_ﬂ7 —a — lax) X @C(_ﬁa - — 17X) N .
Now, using Theorem 3.1, it is not hard to check that {(—8, —a —1,x) @ m;, i =
1,2, appears in p* (((—83, —a — 1, x) X((—a, o, x) x 0') and in p* (((—5, o, x) @ 0”)
with multiplicity exactly one. We leave the details to the reader. This shows the

claim. To complete the proof of the lemma, we use Lemma 5.4(ii) to see that for
some irreducible unramified representation ¢’ we have

(5.18) o — ((=B,a',x) xo”.

Taking the maximal possible such o’ we see that ¢’ is strongly negative. Next, if
a = o' we are done. If not, then o < « because of our choice of o and §. In any
supercuspidal support of o exactly one of the elements v*'y, —a < i < —f — 1,
appears. We now prove

(519) o — C(fﬂv Q, X) X JI

by induction starting from the smallest possible 8 = a+ 1. In that case, o > —3 =
—a — 1 or otherwise 0" ~ ¢,, which is not strongly negative. Now, (5.18) implies

Un — C(_a7 a7 X) ~ 0-/ — C(_a7 a/’X) X C(a/ + 17a’ X) A 0-/'

Now, an obvious analogue of Lemma 4.3 implies

On — C(_aa O/a X) X U”'

Combining this with (5.18) we get

’ 1"

0 — C(fﬂaa/aX) A J/ — C(fﬂa —Q— 1;X) X C(*CY,O/,X) Xao.

Hence
o — C(_ﬁa -0 — 1aX) X Op.
Since 7] = oy, we see o ~ ;. This completes the proof of the lemma in this case.
In general, for a given 8 > a+ 1, we construct o’. If o’ > —a we argue as before. If
o' < —a, then, as before, &/ < —a—1 and ¢” is strongly negative with  replaced
by —(a/ + 1) in Jord for 0. Now, by the inductive assumption, we see
o' = ((d +1,a,x) x 0o
Combining this with (5.18), we get
o= ((=B,a,x) x 0" — ((=B,a',x) x (&' + L a,x) x 0.
Now, Lemma 4.3 completes the proof. O

The next corollary follows from the proof of Lemma 5.5. We leave an easy proof
by induction to the reader.

Corollary 5.1. Assume that o(Jord) is given by (5.12). Assume that we are given
a sequence of different characters ((—1;,1;, xi) (xi an unramified unitary character,
2l; € Z>0, C(=1;, 1, xi) X 1 reduces), i = 1,...,t. Moreover assume that l; # mj, ny
(see (5.2)). Then the induced representation ((—l1,l1,x1) X «++ X C(=lt, 1, x¢)
o(Jord) is isomorphic to the direct sum of 2t non—equivalent irreducible represen-
tations.
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The next lemma computes some reducibilities. It also proves Theorem 4.2 for
the class of strongly negative representations already constructed.

Lemma 5.6. Assume that x1 is a unitary unramified character of F*, a1, 31 € R,
o1 + 1 € Z>g, an — 1 > 0. Then we have the following:

(i) ¢(—B1, a1, x1) ¥ 1 reduces if and only if vx1 x 1 reduces for some i, —; <
i <oy, fr —i €Z. (This is a theorem of Tadi¢ (cf. [T1] or Theorem 3.2
here).) More precisely, if ((—f1,a1,x1) X 1 reduces, its unique irreducible
subrepresentation (see Lemma 4.7) is not unramified, and it has exactly two
(resp. one) irreducible quotient(s) if 31 > 0 (resp. B1 < 0). They are self-
dual and non-isomorphic, and one of them is an unramified representation.
In fact, they are only irreducible subrepresentations in ((—ay, 01, x1) ¥ 1.

(ii) Let 0 = 0n,o be defined as in Lemma 5.2. (We allow a« = 3 —1 or
o = p" —1.) Then {(—P1,a1,x1) ¥ o reduces if and only if one of the
following induced representations reduces (see Lemma 2.1):

C(_ﬁla Oélel) X C(_aa _ﬁ7 1)7 C(_ahﬁlvxl) X C(—O[, _ﬁa 1)7
(520) C(—ﬁlaOélel) X C(_O/v _6/7X0)7 C(_ahﬁlvxl) X C(—O[, _ﬁ) 1)7
C((=Pr,a1,x1) x 1

unless @« > f—1, =81 = =1 and x1 = 1. Moreover, if {(—0B1,a1,X1) X0
reduces, its unique irreducible subrepresentation (see Lemma 4.7) is not
unramified.

(ili) Assume that o(Jord) is given by (5.2). Then ((—f1, a1, x1) X o(Jord) re-
duces, and its unique irreducible subrepresentation (see Lemma 4.7) is not
unramified. This happens if and only if one of the following induced repre-
sentations reduces:

C(_ﬂlvalaxl) X C(_miam’ial) fOT’ some i7
(5.21) (=P, a1, x1) X ((—=n4,n4,x0)  for some 1,
C(—=p1, a1, x1) X op(Jord).

Proof. (i) follows from Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.5. Now, we prove (ii). Lemma 5.2
implies
g — C(_aa _ﬂv 1) X C(_O/v _5/7X0) x 1.

Put C = C(—O[, _ﬁal)v CI = C(_ala_ﬁlv)(O)v and Cl = C(_ﬁlaa17X1)~ Then we
have the following chain of equivariant morphisms:

(5.22) (1xo—(x(x(¢ %1
= (XXXl =(x{xGxl
S CXOXONL o CXOXONL =G XxCx X1

all obtained from the usual equivariant morphisms (cf. [Ze]), except the third
one that is obtained from some non-zero map (; x 1 — 51 x 1 taking (both)
irreducible quotient(s) into (a) subrepresentation(s) (see Lemma 5.5). If all induced
representations in (5.20) are irreducible, then all equivariant morphisms in (5.22)
are isomorphisms, and we can conclude irreducibility as in the proof of Lemma 4.8.

So assume that some induced representations in (5.20) reduce. Assume that the

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



UNRAMIFIED REPRESENTATIONS 4681

first one reduces; then its unique irreducible quotient is unramified and isomorphic
to
C(_a’ Qag, 1) X C(_ﬁh _6’ 1)'

Thus, if the unique irreducible subrepresentation of ((—/f1, a1, x1) X o is unramified,
then it must be a subquotient of {(—a, aq,1) X (=01, —5,1) x (=o', =5, x0) X 1,
but Lemma 5.5 and Corollary 5.1 show that the subquotient there is negative. This
is a contradiction. Similarly we treat the second induced representation in (5.20).
Assume now that ((—f1,a1,x1) X 1 reduces, but the first two are irreducible.
Then the first two equivariant morphisms in (5.22) are isomorphisms. Also, by (i)
we have xy € {1,x0}. Assume first §; > 0. Then our assumption that the first
two equivariant morphisms in (5.22) are isomorphisms implies that if the unique
irreducible subrepresentation of ((—01, a1, x1) ¥ ¢ is unramified, then it must be
isomorphic to the negative representation (easily obtained from Lemma 5.5) that is
a subquotient of ¢ x ¢’ x 51 x 1. This is a contradiction. Now, assume that §; < 0.
For the definiteness we take y = 1. Then using the notation of Lemma 5.2 we must
have 3; = —(. Note that our assumption that the first induced representation in
(5.20) is irreducible forces 5, = —1 (the other possibility §; = —1/2 is removed
this way). If « = 8 — 1 we can argue as before, concluding the reducibility. Thus,
we assume « # § — 1. We also have

(523) C(laah 1) N — C(lvala 1) X C(_O[, _1) 1) X C(_ala _ﬁlaXO) x 1.

Now, one can use Theorem 3.1 to see that the irreducible representation (1, a1, 1) x
C(faa 713 1) X C(fa/a 766 XO) ®1 appears in

w*(C(1,a1,1) x ((—a,—1,1) x ((—a’,—F,x0) ¥ 1)

with multiplicity one (resp. two) if « # «; (resp. o« = «3). In particular, the
induced representation on the right-hand side of (5.23) has a unique irreducible
subrepresentation if a # a;. We consider the case o = ;. The other is analogous.
Let us write 7 for the unique irreducible subrepresentation of (1, a, 1) x 0. In view
of (5.22), it is enough to show that 7 is unramified. Lemma 1.1 shows that this is
equivalent to showing that 1 x 7 contains an unramified irreducible subquotient.
First, using Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2, we have

Ix7m<1x({(l,a,1)x0o<1x((1l,a,1)x{(—a,—1,1) X 04,

where o, — ((—a/,—fF',x0) ¥ 1. Now, Lemma 5.5 shows that the unramified
irreducible subrepresentation 7’ — ((—a,a,1) X 04 is a unique irreducible un-
ramified subquotient of 1 x {(1,,1) x 0. Now, the Frobenius reciprocity implies
p* (') > {(—a,a,1) ® 0. Thus, we use Theorem 3.1 to show that p* (1 x )
and p* (1 x ¢(1,,1) x o) contain ((—a,a,1) ® o, with multiplicity two. First,
we have

{71' — ((1,a,1) % o,

o= ((—a,—1,1) X oy.

This implies that

prAxm)>11+1®1) xu* ()
>1e1+1®1)x(C1,01) x{(—a,-1,1)®0a) >2-{(—a,,1) @ 0.

Finally, the other multiplicity can be considered in the same way.
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Going back to (5.22) we see that if one of the induced representations ¢ (—«, —3, 1)
x ((—a1,P1,x1) and ¢(—a/, =5, x0) X ((—aa, (1, x1) is irreducible, then all other
are irreducible in (5.22). Now, one can complete the proof of (ii) as before.

To prove (iii), we observe that using (5.12) and writing an analogue of (5.22),
C(=p',a/, x") x1 is reducible is necessary condition for reducibility. We leave details
to the reader. Now, we use the induction in & and [. The basic case k =1 = 0
is (i) and (ii). Thus, to complete the proof of the lemma we show the following.
Assume that is given Jord € Jord(n) and x € {1, x0} such that # Jord(x) > 2.
We let 8 € Z~ such that a =25+ 1 (or § € % + Z>o depending on whether we
deal with odd-orthogonal groups or not) is the largest element in Jord(x). We also
define o € Z>( such that b = 2a+1 (or a € % +Z>o depending on whether we deal
with odd-orthogonal groups or not) is the next largest element in Jord(x). Then
we put Jord" = Jord \{(a, x), (b,x)}. Put 0’ = o(Jord’) and o = o(Jord). Lemma
5.5 shows

o= ((=B,a,x) x 0o
Now, to complete the proof of Lemma 5.6 we show that {(—3',a’,x’) % o reduces
if and only if its unique irreducible subrepresentation (see Lemma 4.7) is not un-
ramified. This happens if and only if one of the following induced representations
reduces:

b C(_ﬁlv O/a X,) X C(_ﬁ7 «, X)7 C(_O/v ﬁla (X/)_l) X C(_ﬁ7 «, X)7

First, we use Lemma 5.5 to write an analogue of (5.22):

(524) C(_ﬁ/vo/vxl) XNo— C(_ﬁ/7 Oéle/) X C(_ﬁa Oé,X) X 0-/
- C(fﬂa Oé,X) X C(fﬂ/a O/a X/) X JI - C(fﬂa Oé,X) X C(*O/, 6/3 (X/)il) X OJ
= ((=a, 3 (X)) x (=B, a,x) x o

As in the first part of the proof we see that the reducibility of ¢(—f',a/, x’) x
¢(—pB,a, x) implies the reducibility of ((—3',a’,x’) ¥ 0. Thus we assume that
C(—=0,d,x") x ((—B,a,x) is irreducible. Now, if the last one is irreducible, then
the reducibility of ((—03, o, x) x {(—a’, 3, (x")~!) is treated similarly. Thus, (5.24)
shows that the reducibility depends on ((—0', &/, x') x o’. If this induced represen-
tation is irreducible one can conclude irreducibility arguing as in Lemma 4.8. Thus,
we assume that ((—0',a/, x") x {(=0, a, x) is irreducible and ((—f', o/, x’) x o’ is
reducible. If x; = x, the first assumption means one of the following holds (see
Lemma 2.1):

(5.25)

a<p<p <,
8 <d <a<p.

Now, we show that the multiplicity of {((—0',a/,x’) x {(=f,a,x) ® ¢’ in
/“‘L* (C(_ﬁ/a O/vx/) X C(_ﬁa Oé,X) A OJ)

is exactly two. Using Theorem 3.1, we take indices 0 < j < ¢ < a+ [ + 1,
0<j <i <o +p +1 and an irreducible constituent p*(o’) > { ® o1 such that
(5.26)

C(_ﬁlva/7xl) X C(_ﬁaaax) S C(_aaﬂ - ZaX) X C(_ﬁa.] - ﬂ - 17X)

XC(fo/aﬂl - i/,X,) X C(fﬂ,,j/ - 6/ - LX,) X Cv
OJ S C(J_/Baz_ﬁ_ ]-7X) X C(jl_ﬁlai/ _5/ - 17X,) XN oq.
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Assume first that the first line in (5.25) holds. Then the first inequality in (5.26)
implies that i/ = 7/ = o/ + 8’ + 1. Now, the other multiplicities we count exactly
as we remarked in the proof of Lemma 5.5. Now, assume that the second line
in (5.25) holds. Then the term ((—03,a,x) can be produced on the right-hand
side in the first inequality in (5.26) at least two ways: i = j = a+ 3+ 1 or
i = j = 3 — «. The desired multiplicity is obtained arguing as in the proof of
Lemma 4.8. If a = o’ there is also a potential third way, : = 8 —a +1 i =
j = ﬂ — a. Then VQX belongs to C(fa/aﬂl - i/,X/) X C(fﬂ/aj/ - ﬂ/ - ]-aX/)' (C
itself cannot contribute.) Then it must be produced twice. Hence o/ = 8’ — i’ and
o =57 —p'—1. Weseei = —a'+3 < o'+ +1=j". Thisis a contradiction. We
write 7 for the unique irreducible subrepresentation of ((—3',a’, x’) x ¢’. It is not
unramified by the inductive assumption. As above, we show that the multiplicity
of {(—=0,d/,x") x {(—=B,a,x) ® ¢ in pu* ({(—F,a,x) x7) is at least two. This
implies that the irreducible subrepresentation of {(—3’,a/, x’) X ¢ is a subquotient
in ((—8,a,x) x . Hence it is not unramified. This completes the proof of the
lemma. ([l

The next lemma completes our analysis of strongly negative representations. It
also proves Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 completely.

Lemma 5.7. Let n € Zso. The correspondence Jord(n) — Irry,(Gy) given by
Jord ~~ o(Jord) is surjective.

Proof. Let us denote by Irr’,, (G.,), the set of equivalence classes of strongly negative
unramified representations constructed Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.5. We prove the
lemma by induction. The case n = 1 follows from Theorem 3.3. Assume that
the map Jord(m) — Irrg,(Gy) given by Jord ~~ o(Jord) is surjective, and hence
bijective, for all m < n. Let o € Irrs,(Gr). Now, we apply Lemma 5.4(i) and (ii).
Thus there exists a unitary unramified character x of F'*, o, 8 € R, o + 8 € Z>,
and an irreducible representation o', such that

(5.27) o= ((=B,a,x) x 0o

Moreover, we assume that « is largest possible (subject to (5.27)). Then we have
the following: o — 8 < 0, ¢/ € Irrg,(Gpr) (0 < n) is strongly negative (thus
the inductive assumption applies), and ((—03,a, x) x ¢’ is reducible, that forces
X € {1,x0}- We also assume that § is the largest among all |e(x’)|, where x’
appears in the supercuspidal support of o and (x')* = x. (See Lemma 5.4(ii).)

We want to show that « is strictly greater than any corresponding element
“obtained from Jord(¢’),” (see Lemma 5.3 for the meaning of that phrase) if
Jord(o’)y, # 0. Since combining Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 5.3, this completes
the proof. So, assume Jord(o’), # 0. By the inductive assumption, the analogue
of Lemma 5.2 or Lemma 5.5 (see (5.12)) for o’ must hold. Let 1 be the largest
“obtained from Jord(¢’),” and «; the next possible or oy = —3 or oy = =3’ (de-
pending on ) if ¢’ is given by Lemma 5.2. We see that for some other strongly
negative representation ¢’, we must have

(5.28) o' — (=B, a1,x) xa”.
Now, prove the next claim.

Claim 1. (i) a—a; €Z.
(ii) Assume B1 > «; then 8> 1 > a > 3.
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(i) follows from Theorem 3.2 and the construction of Jordan blocks from the
beginning of the section, applying the inductive assumption for ¢’. To prove (ii),
we observe that combining (5.27) and (5.28) we obtain:

(529) g — C(_ﬁa «, X) X C(_ﬁh Oéle) Dal 0'//.

Now, if 81 > 3, then the unique irreducible unramified subquotient of {(—g, a, x) %
¢(—=p1, a1, x) must be fully induced from the product of ’s such that one of them
is of the form ¢(—/f1,7, X), for some . Then Lemma 4.3 applied to (5.29) implies
o — ((=P1,7,x) X ---. This contradicts our choice of 3. Now, one can prove
a > «; similarly by using the maximality of « for fixed 8. This completes the
proof of Claim 1.

Claim 2. Assume 01 > «a, a > a1 and 3 > (1.

Assume o = «aq; then Claim 1 shows 8 > 81 > a3 = a. Now, we form a new
induced representation (see (5.29)):

(530) o< C(—047CV7X) X C(_ﬁ7ﬁlax) X U/I'

Now, if 8 > (31, then, by the inductive assumption and Lemma 5.5, {(—0, 81, x) xo”
has an unramified irreducible subrepresentation o € Irr, (G,) (this defines n’).
Now Corollary 5.1 implies ¢ — ((—a,a,x) % o;. This contradicts the strong
negativity of o. Similarly, if 5 = 1, then Corollary 5.1 implies 0 — ((—a, a, x) X
C(—B,8,x) x o”. Again, this contradicts the strong negativity of o.

Similarly, we prove 8 > (1. This completes the proof of the claim.
Claim 3. Assume (1 > «, B1 > «a.

This claim has the proof similar to the previous one. Thus, we obtain § > 3; >
a > «y. Hence by the inductive assumption and Lemma 5.5 we see that

o — C(_ﬂvﬁlax) X C(_aaahx) A 0.”5

and this contradicts the maximality of ce. This completes the proof of the lemma.

O
6. MORE ON NEGATIVE REPRESENTATIONS
In this section we want to strengthen Theorem 4.4.
Theorem 6.1. (i) Assume that os, is a strongly negative unramified repre-

sentation and an unramified unitary character xlgrm,r)- If X2 # 1,
then X1Gr(n,F)y X Osn s irreducible. In particular, x1lgr(n,F) X Osn =
X ' 1GL(n,F) X Osn-

(ii) Assume that o € Irr G, is an unramified representation. Suppose there
exist a strongly negative unramified representation og, and a sequence of
unitary characters x11gr(n,,F),-- > XklaL(ny,F) Such that

o < Xx1lgrLin,,F) X - X XklGaL(ng,F) X Osn-

Then we have

0= X1larLn,F) X X Xk1GL(ng,F) X Osn-
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(iii) Assume that o € Irr G, is a negative unramified representation. Then
there exist a unique strongly negative unramified representation os, and a
sequence of unitary characters X11GrL(n, ,F); - -+ Xk L@L(ny,F) unique up to
the permutation and taking inverses such that

o= x1lgrn,F) X - X Xk1GgL(ng,F) X Osn-

Proof. We first prove (i). Note that x1gr(n,r) = ¢((—(n—1)/2,(n —1)/2,x). Let
us denote by o the unique unramified irreducible subquotient of x1gr(n,7) X Tsn-
Unfolding u* (X]-GL(n,F) X crsn) using Theorem 3.1, we see that ¢ must be neg-
ative. The classification of strongly negative representations from the previous
section show that it must be negative but not strongly negative. (We compare
supercuspidal supports of o, and o and use Lemma 5.3.) Again, using Theorem
3.1, since p* (0) < p* (XLaL(n,F) X Osn), We see that u* (o) > xLgrn,F) @ Osn
or p* (o) > X_llGL(n’F) ® 0sn (contained in p* (X1GL(n,F) X Usn) with multi-
plicity one). Thus, by the Frobenius reciprocity, ¢ — X1gr(n,F) X Osp OF 0 —
X 'GL(n,F) x 04, as the unique irreducible subrepresentation. If we show that
both hold, then x1gr,(n,F) X 05y is irreducible. In more detail, if 7 is an irreducible
quotient of X1gr(n,F) X Osn, then 7 — X 'GL(n,F) x 04,. Thus, 7 ~ 0. Hence
Corollary 3.1 implies 7 ~ 0. Since x1gr(n,F) X 0sn has the unique irreducible
subrepresentation and it contains o with multiplicity one, X1gr(n,F) X 05, must be
irreducible. Finally, we have the following chain of equivariant morphisms:

X]'GL(n,F) XN Ogn — Vﬁ(nil)/zx X X V<n71)/2X X Osn
=D /2y L e /2m L 2y <1

D2y e/ S /2t
(D2 =1 (/2 /21

~ Uf(nfl)/Qxfl X oo X ]/(nfl)/2xil X Ognp.
Also, since
X1GL(n, ) X Osn — v~ MDD/ T g

we see 0 — Xlgr(n,F) X Osp and 0 — X 'GL(n, F) x 04, as unique irreducible
subrepresentations.

Now, we prove (ii). Let 0 € Irr G,,. Again, using Theorem 3.1 and the classifi-
cation of strongly negative representations, it follows that o is negative and, more
precisely, we have

Jacq(nl +engn—ng —-—ng) (U)
)nu

= Jacq(n1+~~+nk;n—n1—-~~—nk)(U)u &) JaCQ(m+~~~+nk;n—n1—-~~—nk)(U

)

into parts that have unitary and non—unitary generalized central characters (with
respect to the center of G(ny + -+ + ng, F). Using Theorem 3.1 it is easy to see

that all irreducible subquotients of Jacq,,, ... {n,in—ny—..—n;)(0)* are of the form

,U,* (0) > Xil ]-GL(nl,F) X X sz]-G’L(nk,F) & Osn,
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for some ¢; € {£1}. In particular, one of them must satisfy

Jacd(n, 4o tngin—ni——np) (@) = X' LGL(ny,F) X+ X Xi LG L(ny,, F) © Osn-

Hence the Frobenius reciprocity implies

(6.1)

€ €
o = X1'lar(n,F) X X X3 1GaL(ny,,F) X Osn-

Now, using isomorphism X1gr(n,r) X X' 1oL/, r) = X' 1arm ,r) X X1arm,r) (X
are unitary unramified characters) and (i), (6.1) can be transformed into

o= X1larm,p) X X XklaL(ng,F) X Osn-

Finally, (ii) follows (i) arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.7. We leave the details
to the reader. O
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