GLASNIK MATEMATICKI
Vol. 37(57)(2002), 21 — 57

A FAMILY OF SQUARE INTEGRABLE REPRESENTATIONS
OF CLASSICAL p-ADIC GROUPS IN THE CASE OF
GENERAL HALF-INTEGRAL REDUCIBILITIES

MARKO TaDIC

University of Zagreb, Croatia

ABSTRACT. The main aim of this paper is a presentation of a
construction of a large family of non-cuspidal irreducible square integrable
representations 6(A1,...,Ag,0)r of symplectic and odd-orthogonal p-
adic groups, starting from the cuspidal representations of the Levi
subgroups. The only information that we need about these irreducible
cuspidal representations are the generalized rank one reducibilities. We
also get a number of interesting facts about these square integrable
representations. In C. Moaoeglin and M. Tadié¢’s paper ”Construction of
discrete series for classical p-adic groups” (J. Amer. Math. Soc. 15
(2002), 715-786) is given a general construction of all the irreducible
square integrable representations of the classical p-adic groups modulo
cuspidal data (under a natural assumption). The construction of the
family that we present in this paper preceded the general construction.
Although the general construction gives a construction of all the square
integrable representations of classical p-adic groups, it is interesting to have
also available this former construction. Namely, the construction that we
present here is much more direct than the general construction, and it
gives a number of explicit information about representations. These facts
may be useful in further study of the representations of the family that
we construct in this paper. It is for expecting that we shall deal a lot in
the future with the representations of this family, since this family includes
all the generic irreducible square integrable representations (for example).
From the Shahidi’s conjecture on existence of a generic representation in
each L? L-packet, would follow that each L? L-packet contains some of
the representation from the family whose construction we present in this
paper.
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INTRODUCTION

The main aim of this paper is a presentation of a construction of a large
family of non-cuspidal irreducible square integrable representations §(A, ...,
Ay, 0), of symplectic and odd-orthogonal p-adic groups, starting from the
cuspidal representations of the Levi subgroups. The only information that
we need about these irreducible cuspidal representations are the generalized
rank one reducibilities. We also get a number of interesting facts about these
square integrable representations. Some of the constructions and analysis of
representations in the paper may be of independent interest.

Classifying of irreducible square integrable representations is one of the
most basic steps in the development of the representation theory of reductive
groups. In [MgT] are constructed all the irreducible square integrable
representations of the classical p-adic groups modulo cuspidal data (under
a natural assumption, which is proved in some cases and which is expected
to hold in general). Let us note that the construction of the family that we
present in this paper! preceded the construction in [MgT] (by the way, the
construction that we present here played an important role in the development
of ideas of the construction in [MgT]; therefore this paper may be helpful in
understanding of [MgT]).

Although [MgT] gives a construction of all the square integrable representations
of classical p-adic groups, it may be interesting to have also available this
former construction. Namely, the construction that we present here is much
more direct than in [MgT], and it gives a number of explicit information
about representations, which are not present in [MgT]. These facts may be
useful in further study of the representations of the family that we construct
in this paper. It is for expecting that we shall deal a lot in the future
with the representations of this family, since this family includes all the
generic irreducible square integrable representations (this fact is proved by
G. Mui¢ in [Mi2]). Let us recall that the generic representations were in
the last few decades intensively studied for the purpose of the Langlands’
program. From the Muié’s result and the Shahidi’s conjecture on existence
of a generic representation in each L? L-packet, would follow that each L? L-
packet contains some of the representation from the family whose construction
we present in this paper. This brings an additional interest for the family that
we study in this paper.

To describe our results, we shall first introduce some notation. Let F' be
a local non-archimedean field. We shall assume char (F') # 2. The modulus
character of F is denoted by | |p. Set v = |det|r. Based on the fact that Levi
factor of a maximal parabolic subgroup of a general linear group is a product

IThis paper, written in 1998, is essentially a revised version of the second part of [T7].
The ideas used in [T7] and here, are the same. The only difference is that formulations of
results and the proofs are written in a way which holds also for non-generic reducibilities.
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of two smaller general linear groups, using parabolic induction Bernstein and
Zelevinsky defined multiplication x among representations of general linear
groups (see 4.1 of [BZ], or the first section). Let C be the set of all equivalence
classes of irreducible cuspidal representations of all GL(p, F'), p > 1. For
p € C and n > 0, the set [p,v"p] = {p,vp,...,v"p} is called a segment in C.
The set of all such segments is denoted by S(C). For A = [p,v"p] € S(C),
the representation v"p x " 1p x --- X vp x p contains a unique irreducible
square integrable subquotient, which we denote by §(A).

We fix one of the families Sp(m, F) (m > 0) or SO(2m+1, F) (m > 0) of
classical groups. The group of rank m from the fixed family will be denoted
by S.,. The Levi factor of a maximal parabolic subgroup of S, is isomorphic
to GL(k,F) X Spm—g, with 1 < k < m. Now, as in the case of general linear
groups, using parabolic induction, one can introduce multiplication x between
representations of general linear groups and representations of the groups S,,.
The products are representations of the groups Sy, (see the first section).

Let p € C be unitarizable and ¢ an irreducible cuspidal representation of
Sq. Suppose that v%p x o reduces for some real a. Look at the simplest case
when the induced representation is a representation of Sp(1, F) = SL(2, F) or
SO(3, F) (then p is a character of F* and o is trivial representation). Then
there exits

oo € {0, 1/2, 1}

such that v%°p x o reduces and v®p x ¢ is irreducible for 8 € R\{*ao} (in
general, we shall than say that (p, o) satisfies (Cag)). F. Shahidi has shown
that this is the case in general, if o is generic and char (F') = 0. We shall say
that p and o have generic (or non-exceptional) reducibility if they satisfy the
above condition on reducibility (o does not need to be generic). Otherwise,
we shall say that p and o have exceptional (or non-generic) reducibility. It is
expected that in general for any reducibility «g we have

Qp € (1/2)Z

(this would follow from a F. Shahidi’s conjecture on existence of a generic
representation in each L? L-packet).

The first exceptional reducibilities seems to be proved to exist in 1996, by
M. Reeder ([Re]) and by C. Meeglin ([Mg2]). It is a hard problem to determine
the reducibility point «g for a general (p,o). F. Shahidi has determined this
in a number of cases ([Sd2], Theorem 3.3, Propositions 3.5 and 3.10). Earlier,
J.-L. Waldspurger settled one such case ([W], Proposition 5.1). C. Moeglin
has computed in some cases these reducibilities, and she has also formulated
a conjecture about the generalized rank one reducibilities (see Remarks 3.2
for more comments).

Construction of square integrable representations is closely related to the
reducibility of the generalized principal series representations. Particularly
important for us is the reducibility of §(A) x o (A € §(C) and o is irreducible
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cuspidal). In [T5] we have proved that the reducibility of 6(A)x o is equivalent
to

(RCS) p X o reduces for some p € A,

if char (F') = 0 and o is generic (the proof in [T5] covers the case of general
half-integral reducibility, which could be the general case according to the
Shahidi’s conjecture that we have mentioned above).

The following theorem is one of the main results of the paper.

THEOREM 1.1. Let A; = [v™p;,v™ip;] € S(C), i = 1,...,k. Suppose
that p; are unitarizable, n;,m; € (1/2)Z and n; < m;. Let o be an irreducible
cuspidal representation of Sq. Suppose

1. A;NA; and o satisfy (RCS), or A; N A; =0 and V‘”*pi X o reduc~es.
2. If AiNA; # 0, for some 1 < i < j <k, then either AjUA; & AjNA;,
OTAJ‘UAJ‘ gAlﬂAz
Let | = card{i;1 < i <k and A; N A; # 0}. Then:
(i) (Hle 5(A; N Az)) X o decomposes into a sum @?L:lrj of 2 inequivalent

irreducible (tempered) representations. Each representation (Hle 6(Ai\Ai)> X
7; has a unique irreducible subrepresentation, which we denote by

5(Ar,.., Ak, 0)r,.

The representations 0(Ax, ..., Ag,0)r, are square integrable.
(i) Each irreducible subrepresentation of (Hle 5(Ai)) X o has multiplicity

one. There exist exactly 2! irreducible subrepresentations of (Hle 6(Ai)) X o

and they are
{6(A1,..., Ak, 0)755 =1,...,2'}.

The approach in this paper is different from the one in [MgT]. The
square integrable representations in [MgT] are introduced inductively, while
the definition in the above theorem is much more direct. Further, in this paper
we get explicit upper bounds for Jacquet modules. This is the reason why
we expect that in the study of the generic representations, or for computing
some invariants, the approach of this paper could be useful.

The above theorem directly implies that the standard modules of the
groups Sp,, induced by generic (essentially tempered) representations, do not
have injective Whittaker models in general (this is different from the case of
the general linear groups; see Proposition 3.2 of [JcS]).

D. Vogan showed us in 1992 number of places where he expected
square integrable representations for symplectic groups (having in mind the
conjectural local Langlands’ correspondence). This was one of the motivations
to construct such representations using the techniques developed in [T4].
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Another motivation for our work was getting a parameterization of the non-
unitary dual (in particular, getting a parameterization which is convenient for
the work on the unitarizability problem).

Let us say a few words about the methods that we use in the construction.
In [T3] (Theorem 7.2), we have constructed the structure which enables
us to obtain, in a simple way, composition series of Jacquet modules of
parabolically induced representations. The fact that Levi factors of maximal
parabolic subgroups of S, are isomorphic to products of general linear groups
and groups S, enables us to use the full power of the well understood
representation theory of general linear groups in the representation theory
of Sp(n,F) and SO(2n + 1, F). In our construction of the representations
§(Aq,..., Ay, o), in this paper, the basis is understanding of the representations
§(A;, 0),, which were introduced in [T6].

Although our work in this paper deals with the representations of the
groups Sp(n, F') and SO(2n + 1, F), this work will be not hard to extend to
other classical groups.

The first two sections of this paper introduce notation and recall
some previous results that we use often in the paper. We recall of the
representations d(A;, o).+ in the third section. In the fourth section, we give
the construction of the representations §(Ay,...,Ag,0)r,. The last section
presents another proof of a result of D. Goldberg. We include this proof,
because it works also in the positive characteristic.

We are thankful, among others, to A.-M. Aubert, C. Jantzen, D. Milici¢,
C. Moeglin, G. Mui¢, S.J. Patterson, P.J. Sally, G. Savin, F. Shahidi and
S. Zampera for discussions of topics closely related to the topic of this paper.
C. Jantzen has read a previous version of this paper and he gave very helpful
comments (mathematical, stylistic and grammatical). Most of the ideas of
this paper arose during our stay in Gottingen as a guest of SFB 170. We
want to thank SFB 170 for their kind hospitality, stimulating atmosphere,
and the support.

1. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, we fix a local non-archimedean field F' of characteristic
different from two. At the beginning of this section, we shall recall the
standard notation from the representation theory of GL(n, F) (see [Z1] for
complete definitions). The minimal parabolic subgroup of GL(n, F') consisting
of all upper triangular matrices in GL(n, F') is fixed. Parabolic subgroups
of GL(n,F) which contain this minimal parabolic subgroup will be called
standard parabolic subgroups of GL(n, F).

Let 7; be an admissible representation of GL(n;, F'), for i = 1,2. Then
m X my denotes the representation of GL(ny + ne, F') which is parabolically
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induced from the representation m; ® 7o of a suitable standard parabolic
subgroup. Then, m; X (w2 X 73) = (71 X m2) X 73.

If G is a reductive group over F', then there is always a natural order on
the Grothendieck group of the category of all admissible representations of
G of finite length. We shall denote by G the set of all equivalence classes of
irreducible admissible representations of G. The set of unitarizable classes in
G is denoted by G.

Let the Grothendieck group of the category of all admissible representations
of GL(n, F) of finite length be denoted by R,. The canonical mapping from
the objects of the category to R, is denoted by s.s. (the image forms a cone
of positive elements). Set R = &, ., R,. One lifts the above multiplication to
a multiplication x on R. The induced mapping R ® R — R is denoted by m.

Take an admissible representation 7 of GL(n, F) of finite length. Let
a = (n1,...,ng) be an ordered partition of n. Take the standard parabolic
subgroup P; " of GL(n, F) whose Levi factor M, S " is naturally isomorphic to
GL(n1,F) x ... x GL(ng, F). The Jacquet module of 7 with respect to PO?L
is denoted by 74 (7). Consider s.s. (ro (7)) € Ry, @ ... & R,,,. Set

m*(w) = Z s.s. (P(en—k) (7)) € R® R.
k=0

One lifts m* Z-linearly to all of R.

For a matrix g, denote by g (resp. Tg) the transposed matrix of g
(resp. the transposed matrix of g with respect to the second diagonal). For a
representation 7 of GL(n, F), Tr~! denotes the representation g +— 7("g~1).
We denote by 7 the contragredient representation of 7. We have Tr~! = 7
for irreducible 7.

Let 7 be an irreducible admissible representation of GL(n, F). If 7 is a
subquotient of p; X - -- X pr where p; are irreducible cuspidal representations
of GL(n;, F'), then we shall call the multiset (p1, ..., px) the support of 7. We
write supp(7) = (p1,...,pk). If 7 is of finite length such that any irreducible
subquotient 7’ of 7 has supp(7’) = (p1,...,pr), then we say that 7 has a
support and we shall write supp(w) = (p1, ..., pr). We extend this definition
to allow m € R,, with = > 0 (there is a natural order on R,’s).

We now introduce a similar notation for two series of classical groups (see
[T2] and [T3] for more details). The n x n matrix having 1’s on the second
diagonal and all other entries 0 will be denoted by J,,. The identity matrix is
denoted by I,,. For a 2n x 2n matrix S, set

va [0 =T [0 T
il A R B A
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The group Sp(n, F) consists of all 2n x 2n matrices over F which satisfy
%S S = Iy,. We define Sp(0, F) to be the trivial group. Fix the minimal par-
abolic subgroup Pyin in Sp(n, F') counsisting of all upper triangular matrices
in the group.

We denote by SO(2n+1, F') the group of all (2n+1) X (2n+1) matrices X
with entries in F which satisfy "X X = I5,+1 and det X=1. Fix the minimal
parabolic subgroup Py in SO(2n + 1, F') consisting of all upper triangular
matrices in the group.

In the sequel, we denote by S,, either the group Sp(n, F) or SO(2n+1, F).
Parabolic subgroups which contain the minimal parabolic subgroup which we
have fixed will be called standard parabolic subgroups.

For p; x p; matrices X;, i = 1,..., k, the quasi-diagonal (p1 + - -+ pi) X

(p1+- - -+px) matrix which has the matrices Xy, - - - , Xj; on the quasi-diagonal,
is denoted by g-diag (X7, -+, Xk).
Let « = (n1,...,nk) be an ordered partition of some non-negative integer

m < n into positive integers. If m = 0, then the only partition will be denoted
by (0). Set

M, = {q_dlag (gla' o 7gk7ha Tglzla" ) Tgfl)ﬂgl € GL(n“F)ah € Sn*?ﬂ}

Then, P, = M, Py, is a standard parabolic subgroup of S,,. The unipotent
radical of P, is denoted by N,. Since M, is naturally isomorphic to
GL(n1,F) x ... x GL(ng, F)x Sp_m, we have a natural bijection

M, < GL(ny, F) x - x GL(ng, F)" X Sp_pm.

Let m be an admissible representation of GL(n,F) and let ¢ be an
admissible representation of S,,. We denote by m x o the representation
of S,4m which is parabolically induced from the representation 7 ® o of
P). Here 7 ® o maps g-diag(g,h,” g~ ') € M) to w(9) ® o(h). For
admissible representations m, 7y, 7w of general linear groups and for a similar
representation o of S,,, the following hold:

(1.1) m X (M2 X o) 22 (1 X ma) X 0,

(1.2) (mxo)” 2 7Txo.

The Grothendieck group of the category of all admissible representations
of Sy, of finite length is denoted by R, (S). Set R(S) = @, ., Rn(S). We lift
the multiplication x to a multiplication x : R x R(S) — R(S) in the usual
way. In this way, R(S) becomes an R-module. Denote the contragredient

involution on R and R(S) by ~. For # € R and o € R(S), we have (in R(S))
(1.3) TXNOo =T Xo.

Let o : RQR(S) — R(S) be the Z-bilinear mapping which satisfies u(r®c) =
s.s.(mx o), form € R0 € R(S5).
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Since we have natural orders on Grothendieck groups, there is a natural
order on R, R(S) and R ® R(S).

Let o be a smooth representation of S, of finite-length and let a =
(n1,...,ni) be an ordered partition of 0 < m < n. The Jacquet module
of o for P, is denoted by s4(0). We may consider s.s. (s4(0)) € Rp, ® -+ ®
Ry, ® Rp—m(S). Define a Z-linear mapping p* : R(S) — R ® R(S) on the
basis of irreducible admissible representations by

w (o) = Z s.s. (s (0)) -
k=0
Denote by s : R R — R® R the mapping s(}_, ; ®y;) = >, yi®x;. For
r1®ry € ROERand r®@t € RQR(S) set (11 ®712) X (r@t) = (r1 Xr)Q (ro xt).
Extend x Z-bilinearly to x : (R® R) x (R® R(S)) = R® R(S5). Set

M*=(m®1)o(~®m*)osom®.
Then,
(1.4) (% 0) = M*(m) % i*(0)

for an admissible representation 7 of GL(n, F') of finite length and a similar
representation o of .S,,.

Let 7 ® o be an admissible representation of GL(n, F) x S,,. We say that
7 ® o has GL-support if m has support and if ¢ is an irreducible cuspidal
representation. Then, we write

supp,,, (T @ o) = supp().

We extend this definition to allow 7 ® ¢ € R, ® R, (S) with 7 > 0 and ¢
irreducible cuspidal.

Suppose that 7 is an irreducible admissible representation of S,,. Then,
there exist irreducible cuspidal representations p; of GL(n;, F), i = 1,...,k,
and an irreducible cuspidal representation o of S,,_(n,4...4n,) such that 7 is
a subquotient of p; X -+ X pr x 0. We define

depth, (1) =n1+ -+ np.

If 7 is a an admissible representation of S,, of finite length such that
depthy (7)) = d for any irreducible subquotient 7 of 7, then we say that
7 has a depth and we write depths; (7) = d. In a similar way, we define if
7 € R,(S), 7 > 0, has a depth, and the depth. If an admissible representation
7 of finite length has a depth, then we define

Sar (T) = S(deptth (T))(T)'

In a similar way, we define s, (7) for 7 € R, (S), 7 > 0, if 7 has a depth.
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2. SQUARE INTEGRABILITY, LANGLANDS’ CLASSIFICATION

An irreducible representation m of a reductive p-adic group G is called
essentially square integrable if there exists a continuous (not necessarily
unitary character) x : G — C* such that ym is a square integrable
representation (i.e., 7 has a unitary central character, and for any matrix
coefficient ¢ of xm, |¢| is a square integrable function on G modulo center).

The set of all equivalence classes of irreducible cuspidal representations
of all GL(p, F), p > 1, will be denoted by C. Let p € C and let n be a non-
negative integer. The set [p,v"p] = {p,vp,?p,...,v"p} is called a segment
in irreducible cuspidal representations of general linear groups, or a segment
in C. The set of all segments in C will be denoted by S(C). The representation
Vp x V" 1p x -+ x vp x p has a unique irreducible subrepresentation which
we denote by ([p,v"™p]). The representation 0([p,v"p]) is an essentially
square integrable representation and A — d(A) is a bijection of S(C) onto
the set of all equivalence classes of irreducible essentially square integrable
representations of all GL(k, F'), k > 0.

If n < 0, then we define [p,v"p] to be the empty set @, and we take 5(0)
to be 1 € R. By Proposition 9.5 of [Z1] we have

(2.1) m* (5([p,v"p)) = D 8([H p, v p]) @ 6([p, vF ).
k=—1

This formula implies that

s(m* (3([p, v o)) = D 8([p,v*p]) @ 8([*F p, v p)).
k=—1

Assume that p € C is a representation of GL(p, F'). We have
ryntr (0([p,v"p))) = v p@ V" p @ @ p,

where (p)"*! denotes (p,p,...,p) € Z" 1.

Let X be a set. We shall denote by M(X) the set of all finite multisets
in X (more details regarding this notation can be found on the page 169 of
[Z1]; see also [Z2]). The addition among multisets is defined by (z1,...,x5) +
(f,...,2) = (z1,..., 28, 2),.. .,z ). If a,b,c € M(X) and a + b = ¢, then
we shall also denote a by ¢ — b.

For an irreducible essentially square integrable representation § of
GL(m, F), one can find a unique e(§) € R such that v~¢%)§ is unitarizable.
Set 6% = v=¢§. Then, § = v §*, where e(§) € R and §* is unitarizable.

We denote by D the set of all equivalence classes of the irreducible
essentially square integrable representations of all GL(n, F')’s with n > 1.
Let d = (01,...,0;) € M(D) where M(D) denotes the set of all finite
multisets in D. Take a permutation p of the set {1,...,k} such that
e(0p(1)) > e(0p(2)) - -+ > e(dpk)). The representation d,1)y X -+ X dpx) has
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a unique irreducible quotient which we denote by L(d). Then d — L(d) is
Langlands’ classification for general linear groups. We shall usually write
L(d) = L((61,...,0r)) simply as L(d1,...,dk).

In this paper, we shall have several occasions to use the following well-
known fact proved by A.V. Zelevinsky (this fact follows from Theorem 7.1 of
[Z1] and Remark 5.3 of [Ro], using either Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 3.9 of [A],
or the fifth section of [ScSt]; see also [T1]). For two segments A’; A” € §(C),
one says that they are linked if A’UA” € §(C) and A’ UA” ¢ {A’,A”}. Let
Aq,..., A € S(C). If there exist 1 < ¢ < j < k such that A; and A; are
linked, then we shall write

(Al,AQ,.. .,Aifl,Ai UA]’,AiJrl,.. .,Ajfl,Ai ﬂAj,Aj+1,. ..,Akfl,Ak)
< (Al,Ag, .. -;Ak—I;Ak)-

Now =< generates a partial order on S(C). Denote the partial order thus
obtained by <. Let A},... A}, € S(C). Then L(§(AY),...,0(A})) is a
subquotient of 6(Aq) x---xd(Ag) if and only if (A}, ..., AL) < (Aq,...,Ag).
Suppose that (A7,...,A}) < (A4,...,Ay) and suppose that among all pairs
Ay, A%, 1<i# j <K, there do not exist linked segments. Then §(A7) x
-+- x 0(A},) is irreducible and it has multiplicity one in §(A1) x -+ x §(Ag).

Suppose that A;, A} € S(C), 1 < i < k1 < j < K. If A; is not
linked to any A, for 1 < i < k,1 < j < K, then L(0(A1),...,6(Ax)) X
L(6(AY),...,8(A})) is irreducible and L(6(A1),...,0(Ag)) x L(§(A}),...,
S(AY)) = L(S(AL). -, 8(Ak),8(A), .., 5(AL)).

We recall the Casselman square integrability criterion in the case of S,
(which is a special of Theorem 4.4.6 of [C]; see also the sixth section of [T2]).
Consider the standard inner product on R™. Set

Gi=(,1,...,1,0,0,...,0) e R", 1 <i<n.
———
i times
Let m be a non-cuspidal irreducible admissible representation of S,,. Take
a such that s,(m) has a cuspidal subquotient (so(m) # 0). Write o =
(n1,...,ne) and denote ny + --- + ny = m. Take an irreducible subquotient
o of s, and decompose 0 = p1 ® p2 ® -+ ® pg @ p, where p; € GL(n;, F),
p € Spn—_m- Define

e(0) = (e(p1), - e(p1), s elpe)s - s elpr), 0,00 ).
——
ni times ny times n — m times

If 7 is square integrable, then

(6*(0'),ﬂn1) > 07 (e*(o—)aﬂnﬂﬂw) > 0; e 7(6*(0—)7ﬂm) > 0.

Conversely, if all above inequalities hold for any a and o as above, then 7 is
square integrable. If instead of > 0, the weaker condition > 0 holds in all
the above relations, then 7 is tempered.
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3. SQUARE INTEGRABLE REPRESENTATIONS CORRESPONDING TO SINGLE
SEGMENTS

First, we shall recall the square integrable representations of the Steinberg
type (Proposition 3.1 of [T4]).

PROPOSITION 3.1. Fix an irreducible unitarizable cuspidal representation
p of GL(p, F) and a similar representation o of Sq. Suppose that v%p X o
reduces for some o € (1/2)Z, a > 0. Then p = p. The representation v+ px
votn=lox. vty pxo has a unique irreducible subrepresentation which
we denote by ([v*p,v*t"pl,0) (n > 0). This irreducible subrepresentation
can be characterized as a unique irreducible subquotient w of §([v%p, VT p]) x
o which satisfies §([v*p, vt p|)®0 < sar(m). We have synr1 (6([v*p, vt pl, 0)) =
vt pretrtTlpe. v tp@vepRo (here ()"t = (p,p,...,p) € Z")
and

w (S p, vl o)) = D S(WT vt pl) @ 8([vp, vl o)
k=—1

The representation 6([v*p, v* T pl, o) is square integrable and we have §([v%p,
vetpl, o) = 6([vp, v ], 5).

In the above formula, we just take §(, o) to be o. Note that the above
proposition holds without assumption « € (1/2)Z.

We shall sometimes denote §([v®p, v+ p|, o) also by 6([v*p, v*T"pl, ),
(this notation is in the spirit of the notation for square integrable representations
that we shall introduce in the following section).

Let p be an irreducible unitarizable cuspidal representation of GL(p, F’)
and let o be an irreducible cuspidal representation of S;. Suppose that v%pxo
reduces for some o € R. If there exists oy > 0 such that

(Cap) v p x o reduces and v7p x o is irreducible for 8 € R, || # o,

then we shall say that p and o have reducibility at «g, or that they satisfy
(Cap) (we follow the notation of Jantzen’s paper [Jul]). If p and o have
reducibility at «p, and o is generic, then Theorem 8.1 of [Sd1] implies that

Qo € {071/2,1}

(see also Theorem 3.3 of [Sd2]). In general, if p and o satisfy (Cap) with
ap € {0,1/2,1}, then we shall say that they have generic (or non-exceptional)
reducibility (o does not need to be generic). Otherwise, we shall say that they
have exceptional (or non-generic) reducibility.

It is well-known that if v“p X o reduces for some a € R, then p = p
(as before, p and o are irreducible unitarizable cuspidal representations of
GL(p, F) and S, respectively).

An admissible representation p will be called selfdual if p = p. If an
irreducible cuspidal representation is selfdual, then it is unitarizable.
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REMARK 3.2. We shall not use the following facts in this paper (they
give some information about the role of the generic reducibilities among
all reducibilities). We shall denote by p a selfdual irreducible cuspidal
representation of GL(p, F') and by o an irreducible cuspidal representation
of Sq.

(i) For a given p and o, the question of determining ag is a hard one. The
case of p being a character and o being the trivial representation, has been
known for a long time (this is just the question of reducibility of principal
series for SL(2, F) and SO(3, F')). The first more general case was settled by
J.-L. Waldspurger (Proposition 5.1 of [W]). F. Shahidi made a big progress
in this problem in [Sd2] (Theorems 1.2 and 3.3, Proposition 3.5, Proposition
3.10, ...). Further results in this direction are obtained by C. Mceglin, G.
Muié, F. Murnaghan and J. Repka ([MrRp], Corollary 11.5), and M. Reeder
([Re)).

(i) C. Moeglin has formulated a conjecture which describes ag in terms of the
conjectural local Langlands correspondence.

(iii) C. Moeglin and M. Reeder have shown independently that exceptional
reducibilities can occur ([Mg2], [Re]). The existence of exceptional reducibilities
seems to be known from the summer of 1996.

(iv) The Maeglin’s conjecture would imply that exceptional reducibilities are
rare in the following sense. For a fixed irreducible cuspidal representation o
of Sy, the Moeglin’s conjecture would imply that there exist at most finitely
many selfdual p € C such that p and o have exceptional reducibility. This
conjecture would also imply that there are infinitely many p € C such that p
and o have generic reducibility.

(v) From the Harish-Chandra and A. Silberger’s work, it follows that
reducibility of v%p x o for some S > 0, implies irreducibility of v%p x o
for all @ € R\{£3}. Therefore, (Cayp) is just the condition that v*p x o
reduces.

(vi) We have mentioned that if ¥v*p x o reduces for same a € R, then p is
selfdual. The converse of this fact also holds: if p is selfdual, then v%p x o
reduces for some o € R. The argument is the following: suppose that this is
not the case. The properties of the standard integral intertwining operators
imply that representations v*p x o, « € R, are unitarizable (they form a
complementary series). Recall that the matrix coeflicients of a unitarizable
representation are bounded. Further s.s.(s) (v*px0)) = v*pR@0o+rv~ “p®o0.
Now the connection between the asymptotic of matrix coefficients of a
representation and Jacquet modules (see [C], Theorem 4.3.3), leads to a
contradiction. One can also get in this way an explicit upper bound for
reducibility point ag > 0 corresponding to p and o.

(vii) Conjecture 9.4 of [Sd1] would imply that (Cag) can happen only for
ap € (1/2) Z (this is also contained in the C. Mceglin’s conjecture).
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Now we shall recall of the representations defined in [T6].

THEOREM 3.3. Let p and o be irreducible unitarizable cuspidal representations
of GL(p, F') and S, respectively, and o € (1/2)Z, oo > 0. Suppose that p and
o have reducibility at «. Fiz n,m € (a + Z) satisfying a < n < m. Denote
A = [v "p,v"p|. Then the representation 6(A N A) x o decomposes into
a direct sum of two inequivalent irreducible representations 11 and T2. Each
representation 0(A\A) x 7; contains a unique irreducible subrepresentation,
which we denote by

5(Aa U)Ti'
The representation §(A,0);, can be characterized as a unique irreducible
subquotient  of 6(A\A)x1; which satisfies 6(A)Ro < sgr(m). Each§(A,0),,
is a subrepresentation of 6(A) x o,
§(A)®o < sar(d(A, o))

3.1 - , ,
(3.1) < 3 6o x 6] @0

=—nNn

and 0(A, o)., is square integrable.

Let 6(A,0), = §([v~"p,v™pl,0), be a representation defined either in
Proposition 3.1 or Theorem 3.3. Then in both cases hold

(3.2) saL(o([v™"p,v"pl,0)r,) < Z 5[V p,v™p]) x 6([v"" T p, ) @ 0
In|
< Z S([W'p,v™p)) x 8([v="Hp, ")) @ 0

1=—nN

(the above inequality is obvious in the case of n > 0, while in the case n < 0
one checks it directly).

4. SQUARE INTEGRABLE REPRESENTATIONS CORRESPONDING TO SEVERAL
SEGMENTS

For A € M(S(C)), set A = {5 € A;p € A}. We shall say that A is
selfdual if A = A. We say that A is balanced if e(§(A)) = 0. Clearly, a
selfdual segment is balanced.

Let X be a set. For a finite multiset © = (21,...,2%) in X, we shall
denote by Set(z) = {x1,...,z} the subset of X corresponding to = (this is
the set which one gets from the multiset = by forgetting the multiplicities of
elements which enter ). If one considers a finite multiset x in X as a function
z:X —{z€Z;z>0} with finite support, then Set(z) is just the support of
the function x.
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In the following proposition, we collect some facts about tempered
representations that we need in the construction of square integrable representations
corresponding to several segments in irreducible cuspidal representations of
general linear groups. In the case of char (F') = 0, claim (i) of the following
proposition follows from Theorems 4.9, 6.4, 6.5 of [Go] and Proposition 2.3
of [H]. We present a different proof of (i) in the following section, in order to
have the claim (i) also proved for positive characteristic.

PROPOSITION 4.1. Let o be an irreducible cuspidal representation of Sy .
Let Aq,...,Ar € S(C) be a sequence of different selfdual segments. Write
A= Mp, v, i =1,... k, where p; € C, n; € (1/2)Z, n; > 0. Suppose
that (pi, o) has reducibility at o; € (1/2)Z, o; > 0 and 6(A;) X o reduces for
i=1,....k. Then,
(i) 6(Ay) x -+ x 6(Ag) % o is a multiplicity one representation of length 2F.
(i) The multiplicity of 6(A1)X- - -x§(Ak)®c insgr (6(A1) X -+ X §(Ag) X o)
is 2F.
(iii) Let T be an irreducible subrepresentation of 6(A1) X -+ X §(Ag) % 0.
Then, the multiplicity of 6(A1) x -+ X §(Ak) ® o in sqL(T) is one.
(iv) Let T be as in (iit). If © is any irreducible subquotient of sqr(7) different
from 6(A1) X -+ - X §(Ak) ® o, then

(4.1)  Set(suppep(m)) CALU---UA, and suppep(m) # A1+ -+ Ag.

REMARK 4.2. The condition in the above proposition that §(A;) x o
reduces is equivalent to v* € A; (Theorem 13.2 of [T5]).
Recall that if A is balanced, but not selfdual, then §(A) x o is irreducible.

PROOF. First we prove (ii). Let 8 = 6(A1) X -+ - X §(Ag) ® o (clearly, 8
is irreducible). Write

Mg (5([v™" piv™ pi])) =

(42) sy k. n; _k,_;’_l n;
= Y (W vmip]) x SR py, v py)).
ki=—n

The above sum runs over k; € n; + Z such that —n; < k; < n; + 1 (such
convention we shall also use in the sequel). Then, (1.4) implies

8.8.(sgr(0(A1) X -+ X §(Ag) x0)) =
= Mg (6(A1)) x - x Mg (0(Ar)) ® 0.
Note that for k; = —n; or n; + 1, the term in the sum (4.2) is §(4;).
Therefore, multiplying these terms in (4.3), we get that the multiplicity of
Bin sgr (6(A1) x -+ x §(Ag) x o) is at least 2*.
Now, we shall see that § can appear as a subquotient of sgr, (§(A1) X - -+ X

J(Ag) x o) only in the above way. We shall discuss when 3 can be obtained
as a subquotient of the product in (4.3). Choose iy such that A;; € A;

(4.3)
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for i € {1,...,k},i # 41 (this choice is possible since A;’s are mutually
different). If we want to get 8 in the product of the right hand side of
(4.3), then in the ¢;-place in the product, we must take a term in the sum
(4.2) corresponding to —n;, or n;, + 1 (since v~™1p;, is in supper(B), and
because no other terms in the sum except these two can give v~ p;, in the
G L-support, nor can other terms in the product give v~"1p;, in the GL-
support, thanks to the condition A;; Z A; for ¢ # iy). This proves that
in the i;-th place 5 can come only from terms corresponding to k = —n;,
or n;; + 1. Now, choose io € {1,...,k},ia # i1 such that A;, € A; for
1€ {1,...,n}\{i1,i2}. Then, repeating the above type of argument with the
G L-support (and v~ "2p,,, ), we obtain that we can get 8 in the product only if
in the io-th place, we take a term corresponding to —n;, or n;,+1 (one needs to
work with suppar () — A;,, where — denotes subtraction between multisets).
Choosing i3, 14,...,%; in an analogous way and continuing with the above
type of argument, we obtain that 8 can appear only in the way that we have
described. Therefore, the multiplicity of 8 in sgr (6(A1) X -+ x §(Ag) X 0)
is 2F. This proves (ii).

Theorems 4.9, 6.4, 6.5 of [Go] and Proposition 2.3 of [H] imply (i) when
char (F') = 0. In the case of positive characteristic, (i) is proved in the fifth
section.

Claim (iii) follows from the fact that (Hle 4] (AZ)) ®o must be a quotient
of sgr.(7) (which follows from Frobenius reciprocity and the unitarizability of
0(A1) x -+ X §(Ag) o), using (i) and (ii).

It remains to prove (iv). The first claim in (iv) follows from (4.3) and (4.2).
Now, suppose 7 as in (iv) comes from a term 3’ = 7{ x- - - x 74, on the right-hand
side of (4.3), with 7] an irreducible subquotient of Mg (6(A;)). From the
above considerations, this can happen only if for some 4/, 7/, is a subquotient
of a term (in the expression (4.2) for Mg, (6(4;))) with —ny < ki < ng + 1.
Denote (for above ') the set of all such indexes i’ by X (i.e., the set of
all indexes i’ where enters a term corresponding to —ny < ky < ny + 1).
Choose ig such that A;; € A; for any i € X\{ip}. Now, it is easy to see
that suppey(7) # Ay + -+ + Ap (consider the multiplicity of v~ p;, in
suppg(m) and in Ay + - -+ 4+ Ayg; they are different).

We do not need the following theorem in this paper (which is Theorem
13.2 of [T5]). We mention the theorem because it gives additional insight into
some of the conditions in the following proposition.

THEOREM 4.3. Let A = [v¥p,vPp] € S(C), where a, € R, and p
is unitarizable. Assume char(F) = 0. Let o be an irreducible cuspidal
representation of Sq. Suppose that (p,o) has reducibility in o € (1/2)Z,
a >0, if p is selfdual. Then, §(A) x o reduces if and only if p' X o reduces
for some p' € A.
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PROPOSITION 4.4. Let A, = [v "p,v™ip] € S(C), i = 1,...,k,
where p; are selfdual, m;,n; € (1/2)7Z, and let o be an irreducible cuspidal
representation of Sq. Assume that (p;, o) has reducibility in o; € (1/2)Z,
a; >0, fort=1,...,k. Suppose that the following three conditions hold:

(a) n; >m; fori=1,....k.

(b)) v¥ip; € AN A; or A;NA; =0 and —n; = «;.

(c) If pi = p; for some i # j, then either m; < n; or mj; < n;. Letl =
card({A; N Ayi=1,... kY\{0}) = card({i;1 < i < k and n; > 0}). Then:

(i) The multiplicity of (Hle 5(Ai)) ®0 in representations SGL( (Hf:1 5(Ai))
><10) and sar ((Hle(é(Ai\Ai) X 8(A; N Ai))) . a) is 2.

(i) Let T be an irreducible subrepresentation of (Hle o(A; N Az)) xo. The
multiplicity of (Hle 5(AZ—)) ® 0 in sgr ((Hle 5(AZ\AZ)) X 7') is one.

(ii) Let T be as in (ii). The representation (Hle 5(A1\AZ)) X T has a

unique irreducible subquotient 7, such that (Hf:1 5(AZ—)) ® 0o s a subquotient

of sqr(mr). Further, the multiplicity of m in (Hf:1 6(Ai\Ai)) X T is one.

We shall denote 7. by
0(Ay, ..., Ak, 0)r.
The multiplicity of (Hle 6(Ai)) ®o in ser(6(A1,...,Ak,0)r) is one.
(iv) 6(Aq, ..., Ak, 0); is a subgquotient of §(A1) X -+ x 6(Ag) % 0.
(v) If w is a subquotient of 6(A1) X -+ X 0(Ak) X o such that §(A1) %

- X 0(Ag) ® o is a subquotient sgr(m), then 7 is isomorphic to some
0(A, . Ay, o). (vi) If AL, ... AL and o' is some system which satisfies

(a) - (¢), and 7' is an irreducible subrepresentation of (Hiil (AN A;)) X

o', then 6(Aq1,...,Ap,0)r = 6(A], ... AL, 0") implies {Aq,..., A} =
{A},...,AL} and o = o'.

Later, we shall prove that in (vi) we must also have 7 = 7/.

REMARK 4.5. (i) Let k =1. If A; N A,; = 0, then Proposition 3.1 implies
that §(Aq,0), defined in the above proposition is just the square integrable
representation §(Ay, o) = §(Ay, o), from Proposition 3.1. Suppose A; NA; #
(). Now, Theorem 3.3 implies that the representation 6(Ay, o), defined above
is the square integrable representation from Theorem 3.3.

(ii) Assume that char (F') = 0. Then, the conditions (a), (b) and (c) on
Aq,..., A € §(C) and o in the last proposition are equivalent to the following
conditions

(o) If1<i<kand A;N A; # 0, then o(A; N AZ) x o reduces.
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B)U1<i<kand A;N A; =0, then v~ p; x ¢ reduces.
(v) e(d(A;)) >0fori=1,.... k.
(0) If A; NA; # 0 for some 1 <1i# j <k, then

AiUAigAijj OI‘AJ‘UAJ‘;AZ‘QAIL'.

PROOF. Assume that Aq,..., Ag and o satisfy conditions (a) - (c) in the
proposition.

The proof of (i) is similar to the proof of (ii) and (iii) of Proposition 4.1.
We shall modify that proof to the present situation. Write 8 = (A1) x --- X
d(Aj) ® o (condition (c) provides that g is irreducible) and

Mg (O™ piv™ pil)) =
m;+1
(4.4) = N 6w i v pil) % 6([ pi, ™ i)

Jj=—n;
(the sum is over j € —n; + Z such that —n; < j < m; + 1). Now, as before,

SGL(B(A1)x - x 8(Ag) % 0) =

) = Mg (5(A0) % -+ x M, (5(A) @0
For j = —n;, the term in the sum (4.4) is §(A;). If n; < 0, then this is
the only term in the sum (4.4) where 6(A;) can appear as a subquotient
(all other terms have support different from the support of §(A;)). If
n; > 0, then —n; < n; + 1, and the term for j = n; + 1 in the sum is
S([v=™ ps, v pi]) x §([v™ 1 ps, v™i p;]), which has §(A;) for a subquotient (the
multiplicity is one). These are the only two terms in the sum where §(A;) can
appear as a subquotient (again, all other terms have support different from
the support of 6(4;)). Multiplying the above §(A;)’s in (4.5), we get that
multiplicity of 8 in sgr, (6(A1) X -+ x §(Ag) x o) is at least 2!,
If n; > 0, write

MEL(O([™  pi,v™ pi])) =
(4.6) mitl iy o —
= > (T v i) X S([V7ps, 1™ i),
Ji=n;+1
For n; <0, put
Mg (6([v™ pis v™ pi])) =
(4.7) N il o i
= oI oy, v p]) X 6([17 pi, ™ i)

Ji=0y
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Then,

k

(4.8) s.s. <5GL < ( H(é(Ai\Ai) X 6(A; N Ai))> X 0))

_ = (f[lMg;L(Ai\Ai)) X <f[1M5L(AmAi)) ®0c

(take M, (A; N A;) as it is defined in (4.2) if n; > 0, and Mg, (1) = 1).
In the first product on the right hand side of (4.8), one takes terms in (4.6)
corresponding to j;, = n; + 1 if n; > 0 and j; = «; if n; < 0, and one
takes (Hle 5(A; N AJ) ® o from Hle M, (A; N A;) (more precisely, one
takes terms in (4.2) corresponding to k; = —n; or n; + 1 if n; > 0). In
this way, one gets 2! times (Hle (5(Ai\Ai) X 0(A; ﬂAi))) ® o (in the
Grothendieck group). The last representation contains 8 = (Hle ) (AZ)) ®o
as a subquotient, and the multiplicity is one.
Now, we shall show that 5 can appear only in this way. First introduce

n; = —o4 1f7l1<0

Suppose that § is a subquotient of some

k
T <H5([V”“m, e pi]) X 5([W7 i, Vmipz-])) :

=1

( [T o ™" o vmpd) x 5([Vk“pw”“m])> ® o,

1<i<k,n; >0

where n; +1 <5, <m; +1ifn; >0and a; < j; <m; +1if n; <O.

Take 41 such that A;; € A; for ¢ € {1,...,k},i # 41 (this choice is
possible because of (¢) and (a)). Suppose n; > 0. Recall that v p;, is in
suppar (), and v~ ~1p; is not in the GL-support (for this use (c)). This
implies j;, = n;, + 1. Using that v~ ™1 p, is in the GL-support of 3, we get
that k;, = —ny, or n;; +1if n;, > 0.

Suppose n;, < 0. Again directly follows j;, = «;, for the same reasons as
above.

Further, choose is € {1,...,k},ia # i1, such that A;,, € A; for i €
{1,...,k}\{i1, {2} and repeat the above argument considering supports (more
precisely, suppS —A;,. One shall get j;, = n;, +1if n;, > 0 and «;, if n;, <0,
and further k;, = —n;, or n;, + 1 if n;, > 0.
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Continuing in this way, we get we can get 8 as a subquotient only in the
way that we have already described above. Therefore, the multiplicity is 2°.
Using (4.9), we get a complete proof of (i).

Note that s.s.(ser ([T 6(ANA)) x 7)) = (TI, M&L(ANA,)) x
saqr(T) (here x in the right hand side multiplies Hle MéL(Ai\Ai) with
the terms on the left hand side of ®, which show up in sgr(7); more
precisely, of s.s.(sqr(7))). In the product on the right hand side of this
formula, take the term in (4.6) corresponding to j; = n; + 1 if n; > 0 and

Ji = a; it m; < 0, and take (Hle (AN Az)) ® o from sgr(7) (see (iii) of
Proposition 8.1). In this way, one gets (Hle (5(A1\Az) x 0(A; N AZ))) ®0o

ins.s.(sar(( Hle 5(AZ\AZ)) x7)), which contains 8 = (Hle 5(AZ—)) ®o asa
subquotient. Therefore, the multiplicity is > 1. Now (i) and (i) of Proposition
3.1 (and (4.9) imply that the multiplicity is exactly one. This completes the
proof of (ii).

A direct consequence of (ii) is (iii).

Write (Hf=1 S(ANA)) o = @?lzln, where 7; are irreducible. Then,
we have the following relations in the Grothendieck group:

(4.9) (i[la(Ai\Ai)) x (@f;lrj)

— (E[é(Ai\Ai) X 6(A1:m Ai)> X o> (f[é(Aﬁ) X o

Since the multiplicity of (Hle 6(Ai)) ® o in SGL((Hf_l 6(Ai\Ai)) X

(@?lzlrj)) and in sqgr ((Hle 5(Ai)) ><10') is 2! by (i) and (ii), and
(I oan) x o < (ITL8(a0A)) x (e2L0m), (), (@), (i) and
Proposition 4.1 imply (iv). Similar argumentation gives (v).

We get (vi) using the fact that if two representations, parabolically
induced from irreducible cuspidal representations p’ and p”, have an irreducible
subquotient in common, then p’ and p” must be associate (see [C], Theorem
6.3.6 and Corollary 6.3.7).

The main aim of the rest of this section is to prove that representations
0(Aq,...,Ag,0), introduced in the last proposition are square integrable.
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Along the way, we shall get a number of useful and interesting facts about
these representations. We shall first prove three lemmas.

LEMMA 4.6. Fiz an irreducible cuspidal representation o of Sq. Let p € C
be selfdual. Assume that (p,o) has reducibility at o € (1/2)Z, o« > 0. Let
n,m; € (1/2)Z,i=1,...,k, such that m; —n; € Z for any i,j € {1,...,k},
and

nNE<m<ng<mo<ng<msg<- --<mMrp—1<ni<mg.

Let A; = [y p,v™ip|. Suppose v®p € A1HA1 or A\q ﬂAl =0 and —n1 = .
Let T be an irreducible subrepresentation of (Hle §(A;NA;)) xo. Then:
(i) Ifk > 2 and i’ € {1,...,k}, then there exists an irreducible subrepresentation

7 of (ngigkﬂ.#, (AN Az)) X o such that

5(A17" 'aAkaa)T < 5(Az’) X 5(A17~' '7Ai/71;Ai’+1a' ";Akaa)r/~

(i) There exists a positive integer c, depending on Aq,..., Ay and o, such
that

(4.10) sgr (6(A1,..., Ak, 0)7)
k 74
<c|IT X2 o=+ vl x (v p.v™ ) | @0
1=la;,=—n;
(i) If 7 is an drreducible subquotient of scr (0(Aq,...,Ag,0);) which
satisfies m ¥ (Hle 5(Ai)) ®o, then supper (7) # supper ((Hle 5(Ai)) ® 0)

Proor. For k = 1, we know from the previous section that the lemma
holds. Therefore, we shall suppose that k& > 2.

If ny < 0, define €(A;) = 1. Otherwise take e(A;) = 0.

First, suppose n1 > 0 or i’ > 1. Proposition 4.1 implies that we can write

- ok—e(A1)
H (S(AZQAZ):| Xo = D Tj

gk—1—e(A1) [
@
1<i<k J

[ ]._.[ 5(Azﬂ&)} Xo = o

1<i<k,izti’

_ ok—1—c(A7)
[ 1T 5(AmAi)}m ® 7 [

_ gk—c(A1)
) H (S(AZQAZ):| Xo = D Tj
1<i<k,iti! =1

@D
1<i<k J

where 7; and TJ/» irreducible. By an argument similar to that in the proof of
Proposition 4.4, in the Grothendieck group, we get

(EII‘WA”) (M9 )= (ilf[lami\m) (T8 080) 5o

i=1
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= 8(Ay\Ay) x 5(Ay NAy) < 11 5(Ai\Ai)>

1<i<k,i#d
X ( H (5(A1QAI)) X o
1<i<k,i#i
><< A\A)) < 1T 5(AmAZ—))m
1<i<k,i#d 1<i<k,i#d
5 gk—1-c(A1)
1<i<k z;éz 3=t
gk—1—c(A1)
X ( Z A17"'aAi’—hAi/-i-l;-"7Ak50-)7]{)

ok—1-c(A1)
= (5(Ai/)><5(A1,...,Ai/,l,Aiurl,...,Ak,O').,—J{.
j=1
From formula (1.4), (iii) of Proposition 4.4 and (4.4), it follows that the
multiplicity of (HZ 1 5(Ai))®a insgr (5(Ai/) X O(Ary .y A1, Apga, A,y O')TJI_)
is > 2. The above inequalities and (iii) of Proposition 4.4 imply that the
multiplicity is 2. From the multiplicities, one concludes that each

(S(Al,. ..,Ak,O')TT < (S(A,L/) X 5(A1,.. -7Ai’—1;Ai’+1;- ..,Ak,O')TJ{

for some 7. This proves (i) in the case that n; >0 or 7’ > 1.
Now, suppose n; < 0 and ¢/ = 1. Write

- - 2k: 1
( 11 6(AimAi)) ><10:( 11 6(AiﬂAi)) xo="&
2<i<k 1<i<k =1

where 7; are irreducible. Then,

<f[15(Ai\Ai)) v (2@317) — §(A) <H5 (ANA, ) v (2;@:9:7]-)

><<Z§(A2,A3,.. Ap,0) ) ZaAl x3(Aa, Az, ... A, o),
j=1

Using (1.4), (iii) of Proposition 4.4 and (4.4)7 we get that the multiplicity of
(Hle 5(Ai)) ®0 in sar (3(A1) x 6(Ag, As, ..., Ay, o), ) is > 1. The above

inequalities and (iii) of Proposition 4.4 imply that the multiplicity is 1. This
implies (i) in this case (nq < 0 and ¢’ = 1). Thus, the proof of (i) is complete.
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Using (i), we shall prove (ii) by induction with respect to k. Let k > 2
and suppose that (ii) holds for &’ < k. From (i), we know that

§(A1, . Agy o) <[ p, ™ p]) X O(A1, ..y Ag1,0) 7

for some irreducible subquotient 7/ of (Hf;l (A N Az)) x . The inductive
assumption and (1.4) imply

(4.11) SGL (5(A1, ey Ak,U)T) S

metl . .
(30 sl x a0 ) )

Jek=—"nk

k=1 |ndl
(H > 5([V-ai+1p7ymp])X(;([Vaq,p,qu,p]))@a

i=1 a;=—n;
Further, §(Aq,..., Ak, 0)r < 6(A1) X 5(Ag,...,Ag, o) for some irreducible
subquotient 7 of (Hf:2 (AN AJ) X o implies

sqL(0(A1,..., A, 0)r)

mi+1
(X b xall ) )

Jji=—n1

(4.12)

k |1
x C2<H > (v e, v p]) x 8([v i p, V"“p])) ®o.

1=2a;=—n;

The above formula shows that v="Fp,y~™k+lp =" ~ls are not in
suppe (m) for any irreducible subquotient 7 of sgr(d(A1,..., Ak, 0):).
Therefore, we can sharpen the estimate (4.11) to the following estimate:

netl . .
01081, 800)) < (0 0 < 6 )

Je=—ng
k—1  |n4l
(H > 6<[v‘““p,ump])x6<[uaip,umip]>)@a.
i=1a;=—n;

Note ng > 0, since k > 2. The above formula implies that to prove (ii), it is
enough to prove that if 7 ® ¢ is a common irreducible subquotient of

(4.13) ([ p, v p]) x S([™ T p, v p])

k-1 |nil
x <H > s o, vmp]) x 6([v p, V"“p])) ®0

=1 a;=—n;
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and the right hand side of (4.12), then 7 ® o is an irreducible subquotient of
the right hand side of (4.10).
First write (4.13) in a slightly different way:

[ n2
(414) 5([ankp’ l/nkp]) % 5([V”’“+1p, I/mkp]) X < Z Z
Nk—1

(4.15) S 10 (3020070 x 80 p 0D ) )

ap—1=—Nk—1 =1

Now, we shall point out some properties of the factors in the line (4.15).
Consider segments A} = [p=%Flp ynripl AV = [p%p,v™ip] for i =
1,...,k — 1, where —n; < a; < |ny|, and consider all multisets a =
(AL AT AL AL AL A ) that we get in this way (if some A, = 0,

then we omit () from the above definition of a). Set AL = [v= "k p, 7],

A;rj = [y HLp v™kp]. Using the conditions on n; and m; in the lemma, one
checks directly that the following properties hold:

1L ALAYCAL CAyforany1<i<k-—1.

2. For any 1 < ¢ < k — 1, neither A} nor A/ is linked with AL, ALT or

Ag.

3. Linking AL and ALT one gets Ay.

Let m ® 0 be a common irreducible subquotient of the right hand side of
(4.12) and of (4.13) (let 7 be a subquotient of 5(AL) X 5(ALT) X Hf;ll(é(Ag) X
§(A)) coming from (4.13)). Write m# = L(6(T'1),...,0(I'y)) with T'; € S(C).
Because m ® o is a subquotient of (4.13), (1) - (3) directly imply that
(T1,...,T4) = a+ (AL, All) or a + (A}) for some multiset a in S(C). Note
that if L(6(I),...,0(I'},)) ® o is a subquotient of the right hand side of
(4.12), and some A} ends with v™*p, then A/ contains also v™*p. Since T® ¢
is a subquotient of the right hand side of (4.12), (T'1,...,I:) = a + (Ag).
Now, (1) implies m = §(Ag) x 7’. Since §(Ay) x 7’ is a subquotient of
6(AL) X 6(ALT) X Hf;ll (6(AL) x6(AY)), (1) - (3) imply that it is a subquotient
of 0(Ax) X Hi‘:f (6(AL) x 6(AY)). All irreducible subquotients of the last
representations are §(Ay) x 7", where 7 runs over all irreducible subquotients
of H;:ll (0(AL) x 6(AY)). This implies that 7’ = 7" for some 7" as above.
Thus, 7®o is an irreducible subquotient of the right hand side of (4.10). This
completes the proof of (ii).

We shall prove (iii) by induction. Suppose that (iii) holds for k& — 1.
Let m be an irreducible subquotient of sgr (6(A1,..., A, 0);) such that

suppgr(m) = Zle A; (= suppgr ((Hle 5(AZ—)) ® 0)). Since v~ ™ p is in
suppgyr (), m can appear as a subquotient of a product v on the right hand
side of (4.10) only if ar = —nj. Since Ay contains each segment which shows
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up in the right hand side of (4.10), 7 = §(Ag) X 7, where 7’ is an irreducible
representation of some GL(p', F) x S,. Since

S.S.(SGL((S(Al, ce ,Ak, 0’)7-))
netl . .
(116) <(( X s x5

Jk=—ng

X SGL (5(A1, .. .,Akfl,a)-,—/)

for some 7/,
(417) (AR x 7' < 6y I p, )
x 0([7% p, ™ p) x sgr (6(A1,...,Ap_1,0).).
Since v~ ™k p is in the support of the left hand side of (4.17), jr = —ny or

jk = ng+1. Since neither Ay NAj nor Ak\Ak is linked with any other segment
which shows up in the upper bound for sqgr (6(A1,...,Ax—1,0).), one
directly gets 6(Ag) x 7" < 6(Ag) X sgr (6(A1,...,Ak_1,0),). This implies
7 < ser (0(Aq1,y...,Ag_1,0).). Since supper(m) = Ay + suppe () =

Zle A;, then suppgp(n') = Zf;ll A;. Now, the inductive assumption

implies 7/ = (Hi:ll (5(Ai)) ® o. This finishes the proof of (iii). Therefore,

the proof of lemma is complete.

Let p/,p” € C. We shall say that they are are strongly Z-disconnected
if there does not exist A € S(C) such that p',p"” € A or p/,(p")” € A. For
I'1,T5 € §(C), we say that they are strongly Z-disconnected if any p; € I'y is
strongly Z-disconnected with any ps € I'y. The following lemma is related to
[Jn2] (it is a very special case of a general ideas studied there).

LEMMA 4.7. Let p,...,p%, p1,...,p4n € C and let o be an irreducible
cuspidal representation of Sq. Suppose:
(a) Any p} is strongly Z-disconnected with any pf .
(b) 7' is an irreducible subquotient of pj X --- X pj, ¥ o and 7' is an
irreducible subgquotient of pi x --- X pil, xo. Write s.s.(sqr(n')) =+ ®0 and
s.s.(sqr(m)) =v"®o0.
(c) ™ is a representation which satisfies m < pj X --- X pi, x ©” and 7

<
P x - x pil, xa'. Then, there exists a positive integer d such that sgr(m) <

d(y' xv" ® o).
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PROOF. From (1.4) and (b), it follows that

k'

sgr(m) < (H(Pé + (PQT)) x 7" ® o,
(4.18) )

sar(m) < (1_11<p;' o)) o @0

Let 8 be an irreducible subquotient of sgr (7). Then, (4.18) and (a) imply
B=dx¢"®0c = da"x¢'@c, where ' is an irreducible subquotient of 7/, @’ an
irreducible subquotient of 4, ¢’ an irreducible subquotient of [T, (o} + (p}))

and ¢" an irreducible subquotient of Hf;l(p;’ + (p})7). Obviously, supp(¢')
consists only of elements from {p}, p};1 < i < k’'}, while supp(¢”’) consists
only of elements from {p7,p7;1 < j < k"}. Also, supp(a’) consists only of
elements from {p},pi;1 < i < k'} and supp(a”) consists only of elements
from {p7,p7;1 < j < k”}. Further, suppgy,(8) = supp(a’) + supp(¢”) =
supp(a”’) + supp(¢’). Now, (a) implies supp(a’) = supp(¢’) and supp(¢”) =
supp(a”).

Now, we use the following fact from the representation theory of general
linear groups. Let X1, Xo C C. Suppose that any element of X is strongly Z-
disconnected with any element of X5 (a weaker condition would be enough for
what follows). Let A1, |, A2, A be irreducible representations of general linear
groups such that supp(\1), supp(A]) consist only of elements from X; and
supp(Az), supp(A}) consist only of elements from X5. Then, A x Ag &2 N\ x \)
implies Ay = A} and A2 = A, (this follows easily from Proposition 14 and
Remark 5.3 of [Ro], applying Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 3.9 of [A], or the
fifth section of [ScSt]; see also [Z2]). The above fact implies o = ¢’ and
¢" = . Therefore, 5 = o' x &” ® 0. This implies 5 < (71 X 72) ® 0. From
this, the claim of the lemma follows.

LEMMA 4.8. Suppose that Ay, ..., Ax,0 and 7 satisfy the assumptions of
Proposition 4.4. Then
(i) Let 1 < &' < k. There exists an irreducible subrepresentation 7 of

(Hi;l J(A;N Ai)) X o such that

5(A1, Da, ., Ay ) < <H5(Ai)> % 6D, Avea, o Ay 0)
=1

(note that now the order of A;’s is again arbitrary).
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(i) For some positive integer c, the following holds:

SGL ( 5(A17 . '7Ak;0)7)

< <1_1 ( S St ) x (@ pivmo)) ) @ o

(i) If ™ is an irreducible subquotient of sar (6(A1,...,Ak,0)r) which
satisfies ™ ¥ (Hf:1 5(Ai)) ® o, then suppar(m) # Zle A;.
() (Hf:1 5(Ai)) ® o is a direct summand in sgr (0(Aq,..., Ak, 0)7).

PRrROOF. Let |} = card~({z‘;z" +1 < i < nand A; N A £ 0}, Iy =
card({5;1 < i < i and A;NA; # 0} and I = card({i;1 < i <nand A;NA; #
(}. Then, I + I3 = . By Proposition 4.1, we can write

k

k
( H 5(A1 N A1)> X o= @?l:ll’ri/, <H5(A1 N A1)> X o= @fl:l'rz

=141 =1

Now, in the Grothendieck group, we have

> (Eé(AQ) X (;5(Ai'+17 7Aka0)7—’)
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The multiplicity of (Hle 5(Ai)) ® o in sGL<<Hf=1 5(A1\Az)) X
(@?lzln) X 0) is 2! by (ii) of Proposition 4.4. From (ii) of Proposition

4.4 and (1.4), one easily gets that the multiplicity of (Hle 5(Ai)) ® o in

SGL (Zf:l (Hzlzl 5(Ai)) N&(Ai/Jrl,...,Ak,a)TJf_) is at least 20122 = 20

The above inequalities imply that the multiplicity is exactly 2'. Now, we
can conclude that (i) holds.

We prove (ii) by induction. For k = 1, (ii) holds. Let £ > 1. If A;NA; # 0
for all 1 <4 < j <k, then Lemma 4.6 implies (ii). Therefore, we can suppose
that A; N A; = (0 for some 1 < ¢ < j < n. This implies that we can
make a partition {Aj,...,Ax} into a union X UY of two non-empty sets of
segments in a such a way that any segment in X is strongly Z-disconnected
with any segment in Y. Now, using (i) and applying Lemma 4.7, the inductive
assumption implies (ii).

From (iii) of Lemma 4.6, using Lemma 4.7, one easily obtains (iii). We
can also prove (iii) directly in a similar way as we proved (iii) in Lemma 4.6
(after renumeration, one can assume that Ay € A; fori =1,...,k — 1; after
this one proceeds in the same way as in Lemma 4.6).

Finally, (ii) of Lemma 4.6 and (iii) imply (iv) (use Theorem 7.3.2 of [C]).

THEOREM 4.9. Let Ay, ..., Ay, 0 and T be as in Proposition 4.4. Then,

(i) 6(A1,...,Ag,0); are square integrable representations.
1) If w is a subrepresentation o ks A;) | Xxo, thent =2 §(Aq, ..., Ak, 0);
=1
for some 7. Also, each §(Aq, ..., Ak, 0); is isomorphic to a subrepresentation

of (Hleé(Ai)) o
(iii) (8(Ar, ... Ap o)) 2 8(Aq,. .., A, 6)s.

PROOF. One gets (i) from (i) of the last lemma using the square
integrability criterion (one needs the description of Jacquet modules of the
right hand side of the inequality in (i) of the last lemma; to get these Jacquet
modules, apply Proposition 9.5 of [Z1] and the Hopf algebra structure on R).

If = is an irreducible subrepresentation of (Hle 5(Ai)) X o, then

Frobenius reciprocity implies (Hf:1 5(Ai)> ® o < sgr(m). Now, (v) of

Proposition 4.4 implies that 7 is isomorphic to some §(Aq,...,Ag,0);.
Further, (iv) of Lemma 4.8 and Frobenius reciprocity imply that each

representation §(Aq, ..., A, o), is a subrepresentation of (Hle 5(AZ—)) X o.
This proves (ii).

We shall use now notation analogous to the notation which we have
introduced for general linear groups and groups Sy, with the difference that
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the lower triangular matrices are fixed to play the role of the standard
minimal parabolic subgroup. Then, this new notation will be the same as
our standard notation, except that we shall underline this new notation.
So, we are going to work with X, x,s4;,.... More details regarding this
notation can be found in section 4 of [T2] and section 6 of [T3]. From
§(A1, ..., Ak, 0)r = §(A1) x -+ x §(Ag) X o, Propositions 4.1 of [T2] and 6.1
of [T3], we get §(Aq, ..., Ak, 0)r = (A1) X -+ X6(Ag) x0o. Therefore, there
exists an epimorphism sy, (0(Aq,..., Ak, 0)r) = §(A1) X+ xI(Ag) ® 0.
Thus, 6(A1)X ..., X0(Ak) ® ¢ = (sgp (0(A1, ..., A%, 0)-)) . Since

(§GL (5(A17 s Akv U)T))~ = sar ((5(A1, R A]w 0’)7.)~)

by Corollary 4.2.5 of [C], and § (A1) x ..., X0(Ag) = 0(A1)Xx---x0(Ag), we get
that 6(A1)x---xJ(Ag)®6 is a subrepresentation of sgr, ((6(A1,...,Ak,0):)7).

Recall that §(Aq,...,Ag,0); is a subquotient of (Hle 5(A1\Al)) X T.
Therefore, (§(A1,...,Ak,0),)" is a subquotient of (Hle 5(Ai\Ai)~) X T.
This last representation has the same Jordan-Hoélder factors as
(Hle 5(A1\Az)) x 7 (use (1.3)). From the definition of 6(Aq,..., Ak, 0)#
in Proposition 4.4, we get 6(A1,..., Ak, )7 = (§(A1,..., Ak, 0)7) .

Now, we shall get some interesting additional information about the
representations §(Aq,...,Ag,0)r

LEMMA 4.10. Suppose that Aq,...,Ag,0 and T satisfy the assumptions
of Proposition 4.4. Then,

(i) The multiplicity of (Hle 5(AZ\AZ)) T in p* ((Hle 5(Ai)) X 0) is
one.
(ii) The representation O6(A1,...,Ar,0); is a subrepresentation of

(Hle S(ANA)) x 7, for some irreducible subrepresentation T' of
(I 6(ain &) o
ProOOF. First, we compute:

M (6([v™" pi, v™ pil) =
= (m®1)o(~ ®&m*)osom® (8(lv " pi, ™ pi]))
(4.19) =(m®1)o(~am")
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m;

—mano(vam)( Y 6 g B8 0

aizfnifl

Do D a( v i) x (W ps ™ pi]) @ S([vH pi, v i)

ai=—n;—1b;=a;

By (1.4), we have

”*((}ié(A") “a) -

(4.20) = (ﬁ( i i S([v=" pi, v pi]) %

i=1 aizfnifl bq,:ai

< §([ s, ™ p]) @ (vt i, Vbipi])))

x (1® o).
Conditions (a) - (c¢) in Proposition 4.4 imply that § = (Hf:1 5(Ai\Ai)) T
is irreducible. Suppose that /3 is a subquotient of the right hand side of (4.20)

Then, § is a subquotient of some
(4.21)

k
(TLo 1w pi) < S0 i) @ 5 i) ) % (L10),

where
(4.22) —n; —1<a; <m; and a; < b; < m;.
Write (4.21) as y ® 4. Since 8 = (Hle 5(Ai\Ai)> ® 7 is irreducible, and it
is a subquotient of v ®~/, Hle 5(Ai\Ai) is a subquotient of . In particular,
k
(4.23) supp() = supp( T[540\ 40),
i=1

ie.,
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Choose iy such that A;, € A; for any 1 <14 <, i1 # i. Suppose n;, > 0. Since

we have v"i1 tlp, v t2p, . p™i1p; in the support of v, b;, +1 < n;, +1
(i.e., bi, <ny, ). Since v~ ™1 ~1p; is not in the support of v, b;, +1 > n;, + 1
(i.e., bi; > ny,) and —a;, > ny, (e, —ny; > a4,) . Thus, a;; = —nyy — 1

(which now follows from (4.22)), and b;, = n;,. For n;; < 0 we must have
biy, +1=-n4 and a;; +1=—n, — 1.
From (4.23), it follows that

Z (v pi, v pi] + [V pi, ™ pi]) = Z (ANA)).

1<i<k,izi 1<i<k,izi
Choose iy € {1,...,k}\{i1} such that A;, € A; forany ¢ € {1,...,k}\{é1,42}.
Now, in the same way as above, one gets that we must have a;, = —n;, — 1

and b;, = n;, in (4.21) if n;, > 0, and b, +1 = —nyy, a4, +1 = —ny, — 1 if
n;, < 0. Continuing this process, we get that (Hle 5(Ai\Ai)) ® 7 must be
a subquotient of

(ﬁ (5([V‘§(”“’p7 v™ipl) @ 8([v " p, V"ip])) ) (1@ 0a),

i=1

where £(n;) are defined in the proof of Proposition 4.4 (we have shown that
this is the only term on the right hand side of (4.20) which can have § as a
subquotient). From this and Proposition 4.1, we get (i).
Now, we shall list some obvious properties of the segments that we have
considered.
1. Among the segments ANA;, Ai\Ai, 1 < i < k, the only pairs of linked
segments are A;NA;, Ai\Ai when A;NA; # 0 (this follows easily from
the conditions on the segments A;).
2. 0(A;) = §(ANA;) x 6(A; N A;) (this follows from Proposition 9.5 of
[Z1] and Frobenius reciprocity).

From (1) and (2), we obtain

T1o@0] o [TT@aa0] < [TTsai0 0] 1o

=1 =1 =1
k
o {Hé(Ai\Ai)} x (02L175),
=1

where (Hf:1 5(A; N Al)> X o = @?L:lrj is the decomposition into a sum
of irreducible representations. Therefore, using (i) of Theorem 4.9, we get
that each §(Ai,...,Ag,0), is isomorphic to a subrepresentation of some

(Hle 5(AZ\AZ)) x 7;. This completes the proof of the lemma.
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PROPOSITION 4.11. Suppose that Ay, ..., A, 0 and T are as in Proposition
4.4. Then,
(i) The multiplicity of (Hf=1 5(Ai\Ai)) ®T in p* ((Hle 5(Ai\Ai)) X T)

and i
k
u* <<H6(Ai\Ai)> X <H5(Ai mAg) x 0)
i=1 i=1
1S one.
(i) 6(A1,...,Ap,0); is the wunique irreducible subrepresentation of

(I 6(ANA) ) x 7.
(ZZZ) If’]’/ % TN, then 5(A1, e ,Ak,O')T/ % (5(A1, . ,Ak,O')TN.
PROOF. Let 8 = [[", 6(A\A;) and
k k
Y= <H 5(Ai\Ai)> X <H 6(A; N Az)) No
i=1 i=1
(note that § is irreducible). To prove (i), it is enough to prove that the

multiplicity of 8 ® 7 in p*(7y) is one (use Frobenius reciprocity). For n; > 0
compute:

M* (5[ pj,v™ ps])) = (Mm@ 1) o (~ @m*) o s0om™ (6([v™H pj, v™ pj]))

=(m®1l)o(~®@m")o 3( > (vt g ™) @ 6([v" g, V‘”Pj]))

aj=n;

—manelom)( L ol o) @dln )

aj=mn;

= >0 D S pn v ) x (W pg v ) @6([°H g, v ).
a;j=n; bj=a;

For n; < 0 we have

(4.24) M (8([v™ pj,v™ pj])) = M*(8(A;\A;)) = M*(5(A;))

= ) > (v, v ) xS g, v ) @6 ([ g, v pg]).

aj=—n7,—1 bj:aj
If n; > 0, then
(4.25)
M (3([0 " per™p]) = (m© 1)o (~ &m7) o som” (3" 1,0 )
—manevemos( D o0 g pl) @80 e )

r_
ai_fn.;fl
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ni

mevovam)( 3 Sl o S0 o) )

—
ai——nq,—l

= > N (v pnvmpl) x 8 i v pil) @ ([ p, b p)).

al=—n;—1b)=a
For n; <0, M*(6(0)) =1® 1.

First consider the case n; >0 foralli =1,..., k:
(4.26)

k

wen =i (( ﬁ(aqvmﬂpjwmﬂ'mn) . (i]:[l(?([l/”"pi,l/”"m])> o)

k k mjo mj
= H ( S a9 ps v ps]) x S(W pg, 0™ py))

aj=mn; bj=a;

=11
<3 Sl v ) X S v i)

e VR
a;=—n;—1b;=a;

® o[ pj, 1P pj)) x 5<[ua3+1pi,ubipi1>) "7

(see (5.2) for the computation of M*(A; N A;)). Suppose that 8 ® 7 is a
subquotient of some

<

k k
Yoy =[111 (6<[v“jpj, v pg]) x ([ pg, v )

j=1li=1

X 8([v™ " pi, v pi]) X S([V T ps, V™ i) @
®6([v" ™ pj, 0" pj]) x 5([V“;“pwb3pi])> o

where a;, aj, a; and b are as in (4.26). Since S ® 7 is a subquotient of v/ ®~”,
B is a subquotient of 4’. Then, supp(v’) = supp(p).

Choose i1 € {1,...,k} such that A;, € A; fori € {1,...,k}\{¢1}. Then,
supp(y’) = supp(3) implies b;, +1 < n;, + 1, since v™1 1p, is in supp(B).
Since n;, < a;; < by, < nyy, we get a;; = b;; = ny,. Since v™1p; is not
in supp(8), we have n;, < —a; and n;; < b; +1 (i.e. aj, < —n; — 1 and
ni, <b; ). This implies aj = —n;, —1 and n;, = b;, . One continues arguing
as in the proof of Proposition 4.1 (consider supports), and gets that for all ¢,

a; = bl = Ny, a; = —Nn; — i, b{L = Ny. Then, "}/ ®"}// = (H,];=1 5(A1\A1)) X
(Hle (A N Az)) X o. Proposition 4.1 implies that the multiplicity of S®T in

~v'®~" is one. This finishes the proof of (i) in this case. The other case follows
in the similar way. Suppose for example A;; Z A; fori € {1,...,k}\{i1} and
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n;, < 0. Then we must have b;, +1 < —n;, (since v~ ™1 p;, is in supp(f)).
Now —mn;, —1 < a4, < b, < —ny, — 1, which implies a;;, = b;; = —n;, — 1.
There is no need to consider a;, and b}, since A;, NA;, = 0. We can deal with
the case of n; < 0 at any step in the same way, since the supports determine
the indexes (and we are subtracting supports). Therefore, we shall get again
the multiplicity one.

Lemma 4.10 implies that the representation 6(Aq,...,Ak,0); is a

subrepresentation of (Hle 5 (AZ\A1)> x7j, for some irreducible subrepresentation

T, of (Hf:1 0(A; N AZ)> xo. Frobenius reciprocity implies (Hle 5(Ai\Ai)> ®
i < p*(6(Ay,...,Ak,0);). Suppose T # 7;. By (iii) of Proposition 4.4,
§(Aq,..., A, 0), is a subquotient of (Hle 5(Ai\Ai)> x 7. This implies that

the multiplicity of (Hf:1 5(Ai\Ai)) ® 75 in

k k
o <<H6(Ai\Ai)> x <H5(Ai mAg) X 0)

would be at least two, which contradicts (i)). Therefore, §(Aq,...,Ak,0)r
is (an irreducible) subrepresentation of (Hle 5(A,\AZ)) x 7. Frobenius
reciprocity and (i) imply that this is the only irreducible representation, which
is the claim of (ii).

Finally, one gets (iii) from (Hle 5(A1\Al)) QT < p* (6(A1, ..., Ak, 0)7)
(which follows from (ii)), and (i) of Lemma 4.10.

Note that we can also get (i) of Lemma 4.10 easily from (i) of the above
proposition.

Information about the Langlands parameters of the square integrable
representations 0(Aq, ..., Ag, o), (defined in Proposition 4.4) in the conjectural
local Langlands correspondence for the groups S; can be found in the sixth
section of [Mil] (at least for generic o). A number of information can be
found in other papers, for example [GrP]. One should look at these papers
for more details. One can find in [GrP] a discussion of a precise form of
the Langlands parameterization conjectured by D. Vogan ([Vol]), in the
case of SO(2n + 1, F). There seems to exist naturally defined characters
of the corresponding group of components attached to the representations
0(Aq,...,Ag,0), (which should exist by the Vogan description).

REMARK 4.12. (i) Suppose char (F) = 0. G. Mui¢ has proved that
each generic irreducible square integrable representation of the groups .S,
is equivalent to some of the representations d(Aq,..., Ak, o), introduced in
Proposition 4.4 ([Mi2], Proposition 2.1; one can find there precise description).
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(ii) We constructed in [T4] square integrable representations which are not
equivalent to the representations constructed in Proposition 4.4.

(iii) C. Jantzen has pointed out to us an example of an irreducible square
integrable representations which does not belong to the square integrable
representations 6(Aq, ..., Ag, o) of Proposition 4.4 (the first of them shows
up for SO(13, F)). These square integrable representations are members of
a wider family of square integrable representations, which can be introduced
in a similar way as the representations §(Aq, ..., Ay, o), (and whose square
integrability can be proved similarly).

5. APPENDIX

In this appendix we shall present a proof of (i) in Proposition 4.1 which
works also if char (F) > 0.

PROOF (i) of in Proposition 4.1. We shall prove (i) by induction. Suppose
(i) holds for k (note that (ii) and Frobenius reciprocity imply that (i) hold for
k = 1). After renumeration, we can assume that Ag; € A; for 1 <4 < k.
Now, (ii) implies that for the intertwining algebra,

(5.1) dimg <End<<lﬁ5(Ai)) X a>) < ok

Let 7 be any irreducible subrepresentation of (Hle ] (Ai)> x 0. Using
(1.4) and (2.1), we compute:
(5.2)
W (6(Ay) % 7) = M (5(Agy1)) 5 17 (7)
=M (3([v™" prr, v praa])) 2 (1)
— (m® 1) (~ ®m*) 050 m* (8" g, v prga])) % 4 (1)

MNk+1

mano(vamyos( 3 A g )

ap41=—Npr1—1

® ([ ppsn Va’““PkH])) e

Ng41

manoteam)( Y S g i)

apt1=—npr1—1

® (™ pppa, V"’““PkJrl])) Xt (T)
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Nk41 Nk41
N ( > Yo (T g v prst])

ak+1=—Ngt1—1bpp1=ari1

X SV ppyr, V™ prga]) @ S ppga Vb’““pml])) Xt (T)

From the above formula, we see that the multiplicity of §(Agt1) ® T
in p* (0(Ags1) ¥ 7) is 2, since §(Agy1) ® 7 can come only from terms
corresponding to indexes agy1 = —Nk41 — 1, bgr1 = a1 = —Ngg1 — 1,
and axy1 = Nkgt1, bpt1 = ag41 = Ngt1 (consider the term v~ ™k+ipp.q,
which cannot come from p*(7)). Using the same type of analysis as above
and the inductive assumption, we see that the multiplicity of §(Agy1) ® 7 in

u* ((Hf:f 5(Ai) . 0) = M*(6(Apsr)) ¥ p* ((Hle 5(Ai) . 0) is two.
Note that the inductive assumption and (5.1) imply that for the proof

of (i), it is enough to prove that §(Ag41) x 7 reduces. Suppose that it does
not reduce. We know 6(Ap41) X 0 = U1 @ Uy, for irreducible ¥; and Ps.

Therefore, §(Agt1) x 7 < (Hle(é(Ai)> x U for some U € {¥;,¥y}. This
implies that the multiplicity of §(Ag4+1)®7 in p* ((Hle(é(Al)) X \If) is two.

Now, in the same way as (5.2), we get
u*([f[lmi)} ) - [f{M ()| 2 (w:) =
(5.3) [1_1 [ S s o)

ai=—ni—1 b.;:a.;
< O(["H pi,v™ pi]) @ ([ i Vb"pz-])H )

Frobenius reciprocity implies that the multiplicity of §(Axy1) ® 0 in sqr(¥;)
is one. This and (5.3) imply that the multiplicity of §(Ak+1)®7 in (5.3) is > 1,
for ¢ = 1,2. Using the first part of the proof, we get that the multiplicity must
be one. This implies that the multiplicity of 6(Agy1) @ 7 in p*(6(Ag41) X T)
is < 1. This contradicts the multiplicity of §(Ax4+1) ® 7 in (5.2). Thus, (i)
holds. 0

REFERENCES

[A] A.-M. Aubert, Dualité dans le groupe de Grothendieck de la catégorie des
représentations lisses de longueur finie d’un groupe réductif p-adique, Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc. 347 (1995), 2179-2189 (and Erratum, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc
348 (1996), 4687-4690).

[BZ] J. Bernstein and A. V. Zelevinsky, Induced representations of reductive p-adic
groups I, Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm Sup. 10 (1977), 441-472.
[C] W. Casselman, Introduction to the theory of admissible representations of p-adic

reductive groups, preprint.



56

[Go]
[GrP]
(H]
[Jesl]
[Jn1]
[Jn2]
(K]
[Mgl]

[Mg2]
[Mg3]

[MgT]
[Mi1]
[Mi2]
[MrRp]
[Re]
[Ro]
[ScSt]
[Sd1]
[Sd2]
[T1]
(T2]
(T3]
[T4]

[T5]
[T6]

[T7]

M. TADIC

D. Goldberg, Reducibility of induced representations for Sp(2n) and SO(n),
Amer. J. Math. 116 (1994), 1101-1151.

B.H. Gross, and D. Prasad, On the decomposition of a representations of SOnp
when restricted to SOp—1, Can. J. Math. 44 (1992), 974-1002.

R.A. Herb, Elliptic representations for Sp(2n) and SO(n), Pacific J. Math. 161
(1993), 347-358.

H. Jacquet, and J. A. Shalika, The Whittaker models for induced representations,
Pacific J. Math. 109 (1983), 107-120.

C. Jantzen, Degenerate principal series for symplectic and odd-orthogonal groups,
Mem. Amer. Math. Society 590 (1996), 1-100.

C. Jantzen, On supports of induced representations for symplectic and odd-
orthogonal groups, Amer J. Math. 119 (1997), 1213-1262.

S.S. Kudla, The local Langlands correspondence: the non-archimedean case Symp.
Pure Math., 55, 365-391, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, Rhone Island (1994).
C. Moeglin, Représentations wunipotentes et formes automorphes de carré
intégrable, Forum Math. 6 (1994), 651-744.

C. Moeglin, Letter, February 1997.

C. Moeeglin, Sur la classification des séries discrétes des groupes classiques p-
adiques: paramétres de Langlands et exhaustivité., preprint (1999).

C. Meeglin, and M. Tadi¢, Construction of discrete series for classical p-adic
groups, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 15 (2002), 715-786.

G. Muié, Some results on square integrable representations; Irreducibility of
standard representations, preprint (1997).

G. Muié¢, On generic irreducible representations of Sp(n,F) and SO(2n+ 1, F),
Glasnik Mat. 33 (1998), 19-32.

F. Murnaghan, and J. Repka, Reducibility of some induced representations of split
classical p-adic groups, Compositio Math. 114 (1998), 263-313.

M. Reeder, Hecke algebras and harmonic analysis on p-adic groups, Amer. J.
Math. 119 (1997), 225-248.

F. Rodier, Représentations de GL(n,k) ou k est un corps p-adique, Séminaire
Bourbaki no 587 (1982), Astérisque, 92-93 (1982), 201-218.

P. Schneider and U. Stuhler, Representation theory and sheaves on the Bruhat-
Tits building, Publ. Math. THES (1997), 97-191.

F. Shahidi, A proof of Langlands conjecture on Plancherel measures;
complementary series for p-adic groups, Ann. of Math., 132 (1990), 273-330.

F. Shahidi, Twisted endoscopy and reducibility of induced representations for p-
adic groups, Duke Math. J. 66 (1992), 1-41.

M. Tadi¢, Induced representations of GL(n,A) for p-adic division algebras A, J.
Reine Angew. Math. 405 (1990), 48-77.

M. Tadié, Representations of p-adic symplectic groups, Compositio Math. 90
(1994), 123-181.

M. Tadié, Structure arising from induction and Jacquet modules of
representations of classical p-adic groups, Journal of Algebra 177 (1995), 1-33.
M. Tadié, On regular square integrable representations of p-adic groups, Amer. J.
Math. 120 (1998), 159-210.

M. Tadié, On reducibility of parabolic induction, Israel J. Math. 107 (1998), 29-91.
M. Tadié¢, Square integrable representations of classical p-adic groups
corresponding to segments, Representation Theory 3 (1999), 58-89.

M. Tadié, On square integrable representations of classical p-adic groups, preprint,
1996



A FAMILY OF SQUARE INTEGRABLE REPRESENTATIONS 57

[T8] M. Tadié, Construction of square-integrable representations of classical p-adic
groups, Preprint in Mathematica Goettingensis (1993), no. 11.
[Vol] D.A. Vogan, The local Langlands conjecture, Contemp. Math. 145 (1993), 305-

379.

[Vo2] D.A. Vogan, Personal comunication, March 1992.

W] J.-L. Waldspurger, Un ezercice sur GSp(4, F) et les représentations de Weil, Bull.
Soc. Math. France 115 (1987), 35-69.

[Z1] A.V. Zelevinsky, Induced representations of reductive p-adic groups II, On
irreducible representations of GL(n), Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. 13 (1980), 165-
210.

[22] A.V. Zelevinsky, p-adic analogue of the Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture, Funct. Anal.

Appl. 15 (1981), 82-93.

Department of Mathematics,
University of Zagreb,
Bijenicka 30, 10000 Zagreb,
Croatia

E-mail: tadic@math.hr

Received: 03.09.2000



