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ALGEBRA

CLAUDIUS HEYER

ABSTRACT. Let G be a connected reductive group defined over a locally compact non-archimedean
field F, let P be a parabolic subgroup with Levi M and compatible with a pro-p Iwahori subgroup
of G := G(F). Let R be a commutative unital ring.

We introduce the parabolic pro-p Iwahori-Hecke R-algebra H r(P) of P := P(F’) and construct
two R-algebra morphisms ©F,: Hr(P) — Hr(M) and EL: Hr(P) — Hr(G) into the pro-p
Iwahori-Hecke R-algebra of M := M(F') and G, respectively. We prove that the resulting functor
Mod-Hg(M) — Mod-Hg(G) from the category of right H g (M )-modules to the category of right
Hr(G)-modules (obtained by pulling back via @AZ and extension of scalars along Eg) coincides
with the parabolic induction due to Ollivier—Vignéras.

The maps @f/f and Eg factor through a common subalgebra H g (M, G) of Hr(G) which is very
similar to Hr(M). Studying these algebras Hgr(M, G) for varying (M, G) we prove a transitivity
property for tensor products. As an application we give a new proof of the transitivity of parabolic
induction.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Let G be a connected reductive group over a locally compact non-archimedean
field F with residue field of characteristic p > 0. In this introduction all representations will be
on vector spaces over a fixed field k. Given a parabolic subgroup P of G with Levi M, parabolic
induction is a process to obtain smooth representations of G := G(F') from smooth representations
of M := M(F). More precisely, it is obtained as the composite

Rep, (M) —— Rep,(P) —— Rep,(G),

(1)
Vo Vo Ind% V.

Here, V is first viewed as a smooth representation of P := P(F') by letting the unipotent radical
Up = Up(F) of P act trivially. Then we form the space Ind% V of locally constant functions
f: G — V satistying f(vg) = v f(g) for all ¥ € P and g € G. Parabolic induction plays a
fundamental role in classifying the smooth admissible representations of G.

A second important method to study smooth representations of G is via the functor of K-
invariants V — V¥ for K any compact open subgroup of G. The ring of G-equivariant endomor-
phisms

Hy(K,G) = Endyq (k[K\G))
of the space k[K\G] of maps K\G — k with finite support acts on V* = Homy g (k[K\G], V) by
Frobenius reciprocity. In this way one obtains a functor

(2) Repy,(G) — Mod-Hi(K,G), V+—VE

from Rep, (G) into the category of right modules over the k-algebra Hy (K, G). If k has characteristic
p, it suffices to restrict attention to a pro-p Iwahori subgroup I of Gj this is because for K = I; the
functor () sends non-zero representations to non-zero modules. One is therefore led to study the
modules over the pro-p Iwahori-Hecke algebra H(G) == Hy(I1,G). A systematic study of Hx(G)
was carried out by Vignéras in [Vig05] (for F-split G) and [Vigl6] (for arbitrary G).

Again, classifying the simple modules of Hy(G) is accomplished by studying induction functors

Mod -H (M) — Mod-Hy (G),

for parabolic subgroups P = MUp of G that are compatible with Iy, which is compatible with
parabolic induction via (2). Such a functor was defined and studied by Ollivier [OlI10] for G =
GL,, and for general G by Ollivier—Vignéras [OVIS], Vignéras [Vigl5], and Abe [Abel6l [Abel9].
Explicitly, this functor is given by

(3) m’—>m®Hk(M+)Hk(G),

where Hy(M™) is a certain subalgebra of Hy(M) embedding naturally into Hy(G). This algebra
Hi(M™) depends on I; N Up(F), hence also on P. However, the analogy between () and () is
not as strong as one might hope for. Let us recall the reason why the parabolic P shows up in
@. One could directly define an induction functor Repy, (M) — Rep,(G) by V ~— Ind$§, V. But



PARABOLIC INDUCTION VIA THE PARABOLIC PRO-p IWAHORI-HECKE ALGEBRA 3

this functor is very difficult to handle, because the coset space G/M and hence the representation
Indﬁ[ V' is “too large”. On the other hand, the quotient G/P is compact which makes it possible
to effectively study Indg V. In this light it is surprising that (B]) is defined using the small algebra
Hi(MT). Instead, one would expect to use as big an algebra as possible to define (3]); the parabolic
Hecke algebra Hy(P) := Hy(I; N P, P) is a natural candidate although it is not at all obvious how
this can be achieved.

To summarize, this article is motivated by the following questions:

(Q1) Can we replace Hi(M™) in @) by the algebra Hy(P)?

(Q2) Assume the answer to |(Q1)|is affirmative. Is the functor

Mod-Hy (M) — MOd-Hk(G), me— My, (p) Hk(G)
naturally isomorphic to (B])?

1.2. Main results. We answer questionpositively even for k an arbitrary commutative unital
ring. This amounts to constructing two k-algebra homomorphisms O, : H;(P) — H(M) and
Eg: 'H;C(P) — 'H;C(G)

The map @]1\';[ (see Proposition 3] exists quite generally and is induced by the canonical projec-
tion map k[I; N P\P] — k[I; N M\ M]. Its origins can be traced back to the works of Andrianov,
see, e.g., [And77), (3.3)] or [AZ95] Definition of ® before Chapter 3, Proposition 3.28], who seems
to have been the first to study “parabolic Hecke algebras”, albeit in a different context.

The main contribution of this work lies in the construction of Z5. Observing that the image
of ©F, contains Hy (M), the idea is to try to extend the embedding ¢*: Hp(M ™) — Hi(G) to

o P
Im(©%,) and then to define =L as the composite Hy,(P) O, Im(0%;) — Hi(G). However, since
the goal for ZE: Hi(P) — Hi(G) is to have as large image as possible, this approach will not
always yield optimal results. Since in this approach ZZ factors through a subalgebra of Hj, (M), the
best we can expect is for the image of ZL to be canonically isomorphic to Hy (M) as a k-module.
If k£ happens to be p-torsionfree, this is indeed the case. We prove:

Theorem (Proposition 1), Assume that k is p-torsionfree. The embedding 1 : Hy(M™T) —
Hi(G) extends to an injective k-algebra morphism Im(©L,) — Hi(G). Moreover, this extension is
unique and Im(©%;) is the mazimal subalgebra of Hy (M) with this property.

Further, Corollary FE4] shows that Im(©%;) identifies canonically with Hy(M) as a k-module.
If, on the other hand, k is not p-torsionfree, then Im(©%;) is much smaller than Hy(M). (For
example, if k is a field of characteristic p, then Im(©%,) = H,(MT).) Hence, even if the assertion
of Proposition 7] could be proved without requiring that k be p-torsionfree, defining Eg as the
composite Hi(P) — Im(0F,) — Hy(G) would yield a morphism with small image. Instead, we
make the following crucial definition:

Definition. Let k be arbitrary. We define
EG = ide ®Z§ 50 Hi(P) = Hi(G).
o P
Here, 2, ; is the composite Hz(P) Ou, Im(©F,) — Hz(G), where the second arrow is the map in
Proposition 7 (for k = Z).

In this way the image of Eg will always be large, that is, it can be canonically identified with
Hy (M) as a k-module. The assumption on & in Proposition 7 is therefore inconsequential for the
rest of the paper.
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uestion [(Q2)]is a consequence of the construction of ©%, and ZZ5, that is, we prove:
M G

Theorem (Theorem B9). The functor Mod -Hy(M) — Mod -Hi(G), m = m @y, (py Hir(G) is
naturally isomorphic to ([B)).

As an application we will give a new proof (see Corollary B.8)) of the transitivity of parabolic
induction originally due to Vignéras [Vigl5l Proposition 4.3].

1.3. Structure of the paper. Section[2is devoted to setting up the notation and reviewing some
parts of Bruhat—Tits theory. This part draws heavily from the original paper [BT72] by Bruhat—Tits
and from the comprehensive summary in [Vigl6].

In section B] we will study the group index . (g) = [lv, : Iy, N g~ y,g] for g € P, where
Iy, = I NUp. This index appears in the double coset formula (Proposition Bl) which is used
to give an explicit description of the map ©4; (Proposition .3). The results of subsection are
used to prove the estimate py,(9) > pups(gar), where gy is the image of the projection of g in M,
see Proposition B4l It allows us to give a concrete description of a basis of Im(©%,) which will be
necessary for the construction of Z£. In subsection 4] we explain how g, naturally gives rise
to a function defined on the Iwahori-Weyl group Wy, of M, again denoted py,. Proposition B.14]
shows that uy, measures how far the length function on Wy, deviates from the length function on
the Iwahori-Weyl group W of G, and that uy, is compatible with the Bruhat order on Wjs. These
properties will become useful in the construction of Eg (Proposition 7)) and in the study of the
algebras Hy (M, G) (section [Bl). We also obtain new and short proofs of two lemmas due to Abe in
Corollaries and 3.17

Section M contains the main results. Subsection 1] gives a short introduction to abstract Hecke
algebras as double coset algebras following [AZ95, Chapter 3]. In subsection we describe the
map O, explicitly, see Proposition B3l Together with the inequality py,(g) > pup(gar) this
yields a minimal generating system of Im(@ﬁ) which is even a basis provided the coefficient ring
R is p-torsionfree, see Corollary [£.4l The main results on the construction of Eg and on parabolic
induction are proved in Proposition [4.7] and Theorem 9] respectively.

Finally, sectionBlis devoted to applying our previous results to give a new proof of the transitivity
of parabolic induction. The algebras Hy(M,G) are introduced and studied in subsection .1l In
Proposition we show that these algebras, for varying G, are localizations of each other. The
main result is the general Theorem 5.7 from which we deduce that parabolic induction is transitive.
To finish, we construct in subsection 3 a natural filtration on Hy (M, G) (Proposition [510) which
might be of independent interest.

1.4. Acknowledgments. This article constitutes a part of my doctoral dissertation [Heyl9] at
the Humboldt University in Berlin. It is a pleasure to thank my advisor Elmar Grofle-Klénne
for suggesting the topic and supporting me throughout the years. My thanks extends to Peter
Schneider for his interest in my work. I thank the organizers of the conference “Buildings and
Affine Grassmannians”, held in August—September 2019 at the CIRM, for giving me the chance to
present my work. I am especially grateful to the referee for carefully reading this article, for pointing
out a gap, and for providing several helpful comments and suggestions. During the write-up of this
article I was funded by the University of Miinster and Germany’s Excellence Strategy EXC 2044
390685587, Mathematics Miinster: Dynamics—Geometry—Structure.
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2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the article we fix a locally compact non-archimedean field F' with residue field F,
of characteristic p and normalized valuation valp: F — Z U {oo}.
Given a group G, a subgroup H C G, and elements g, h € G, we write

h9 ::gilhg, HYI = {hg|h€H}, H(q) = HNHY.

We also write [g, h] := ghg~th~! for the commutator of g and h.
The symbol | | denotes “disjoint union”.
Given an algebraic group H over F, we denote by the corresponding lightface letter H := H(F)
its group of F-rational points. The topology of F' makes H into a topological group. We denote
— HP° the identity component of H;
— X*(H) (resp. X.(H)) the group of algebraic F-characters (resp. F-cocharacters) of H.
Let G be a connected reductive group defined over F'. Fix a maximal F-split torus T and denote
by Z := Zg(T) (resp. N := Ng(T)) the centralizer (resp. normalizer) of T in G. The finite Weyl
group Wy := N/Z acts on the (relative) root system ® := ®(G,T) C X*(T') associated with T; it
identifies with the Weyl group of ®.

Notation. Given a subset ¥ C &, we denote Vyeq = {a evw ’ %a ¢ \I/} the set of reduced roots in
v,

Let U, be the root group associated with a € ®. Then Uy, C U, whenever a,2a € . Fix a
minimal parabolic F-subgroup B with Levi decomposition B = ZU. This corresponds to a choice
®T of positive roots in ®, and we have U = Hae{ﬁd U,. In this article parabolic subgroups are
always standard and defined over F. By a Levi subgmroup we mean the unique Levi F-subgroup M
of P containing Z; this is expressed by writing P = MUp, where Up denotes the unipotent radical
of P. Conversely, a Levi subgroup M in G determines a unique parabolic group Py with Levi M
and unipotent radical Upy; = [[oe(@+a,),.q Yo

2.1. The standard apartment. Consider the finite-dimensional R-vector space

V=R X,.(T)/X.(C),
where C denotes the connected center of G. The finite Weyl group W, acts on V' via the conjugation
action on T, and the natural pairing (-,-): V* x V — R is Wy-invariant, where V* denotes the

R-linear dual of V. Fix a Wy-invariant scalar product (-,-) on V. The root system ® embeds into
V*. For each o € ® there exists a unique coroot o € V with (@, a¥) = 2 such that the reflection

Sa: V¥ —V* zr—az—(r,0")
leaves ® invariant.

2.1.1. Valuations. A valuation ¢ = (¢q)acs on the root group datum (Z, (Uy)aecs) consists of a
family of functions ¢4 : U, — R U {oo} satisfying a list of axioms [BT72, (6.2.1)]. Then ¢ is called
discrete if the set of values 'y, = ¢ (Ua ~ {1}) C R is discrete. It is called special if 0 € T',, for all
a € Poq. We write
I = {pa(u)|u € Uy~ {1} and pq(u) = sup pq(ulaa)} -
Then T/, = Ty if 2a ¢ ® and Ty, = I, U (AT,,) for all a € @ [BTT2, (6.2.2)].
The group N acts naturally on the set of valuations via

(n.p)a(u) = gpwfl(a)(nflun), for u € Uy, n € N,
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where w :=Yv(n) € Wy = N/Z and Yv: N — N/Z = W, denotes the projection map.
The vector space V' acts faithfully on the set of valuations via

(p+0)a(u) = po(u) + (a,v), forueU,,veV.

One easily verifies n.(¢ +v) = n.p + v(n)(v) for n € N, v € V [BT72 (6.2.5)].
Given z € Z, there is a unique vector v(z) € V satisfying z.o = ¢ + v(z) [BT72, Proposi-
tion (6.2.10), Proof of (i)]. In this way we obtain a group homomorphism

4) viZ —V, z+—v(z).

Restriction of characters realizes X*(Z) as a subgroup of finite index in X*(7T") [Renl0, V.2.6.
Lemme]. Therefore, given x € X*(T'), there exists n € Z¢ with nx € X*(Z), and one easily verifies
that the definition

1
(valp ox)(z) == — - valp((nx)(2)) € R, for z € Z,
n
is independent of n. We say that ¢ is compatible with valp if
{a,v(z)) = —(valp oa)(2), forall ze€ Z, a € ®.

2.1.2. The apartment, hyperplanes, and affine roots. From now on we fix a discrete, special valuation
©0 = (¢0,a)acd o (Z, (Uy)aecs) which is compatible with valg; it exists by [BT84] 5.1.20. Theoreme
and 5.1.23. Proposition]. By [Vigl6] (37)] the subgroups

Ua,r ={u € Uylpoalu)>r}, for r € R,

form a basis of compact open neighborhoods of the neutral element in U,, o € ®.
The apartment of G is defined as the affine space

o ={po+v|veV}

under V. It follows from [BT72, Proposition (6.2.10)] that the action of N on valuations induces a
group homomorphism
vi N — Aut &/

extending (). The fixed Wy-invariant scalar product on V' endows o/ with a Euclidean metric.
Given o € V* and r € R, we put

aor = {po+v e |{nv)+r>0} and
Hy, ={po+ved|{(nv)+r=0}.
We call @ := {a, . |a € ® and r € T',} the set of affine roots of &/ and denote
H={Hy,|la€ePandr el } ={Hy,|a € Prq and r € T}

the set of hyperplanes in 7. A connected component of &/ \ |J$ is called a chamber. Associated
with ¢ and B there is a unique chamber € determined by ¢ € € (topological closure) and

CC{po+ved|{nv)>0, forallacdt}.

We call € the fundamental chamber.
The action of N on &/ induces natural actions on ®* and on $. Explicitly, we have

N.Go,r = Q(a),r—(w(a),n.0o—eo)>

for all a, , € ®*T and n € N, where w := Vv (n) € Wy. A similar formula holds for H, . Likewise,

(5) nUa,rn71 = Vw(a),r—(w(a),n.o0—po)s
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foralla € @, r € R, n € N.

2.1.3. The affine Weyl group. Denote sg € Aut &7 the orthogonal reflection through H € $ and
put
S(®) ={su|H € HN}.

Conversely, we denote H, € $ the hyperplane fixed by s € S(£)). The affine Weyl group Waft
is the subgroup of W := v(N) C Aut .« generated by S(£). Notice that wsgw™" = s,,(g) and
wH, = Hy -1 for allw € W, s € S($), and H € . We denote by S the set of reflections in
the walls of the fundamental chamber €. It generates W2 as a group. Moreover, W acts simply
transitively on the set of chambers of 7.

The stabilizer W, of g in W identifies with Wo, because ¢y is special. We obtain semidirect
product decompositions

W=Wox(WNV) and W =W, x (W*TnV),

and Waf NV is generated by the translations raV, for a € @04 and 7 € T, [BT72, Proposition
(6.2.19)].

By [BT72, Proposition (6.2.22)] there exists a unique reduced root system ¥ in V* such that
W is the affine Weyl group of X, i.e., it is the subgroup of Aut .7 generated by the reflections

Sak: Aut o — Aut e/, o +v+— o+ v — ((a,v)—i—k) oY,

for (a, k) € ¥ := ¥ xZ. By a suitable scaling we obtain a surjective map ® — ¥, a — £, between
root systems which induces a bijection ®,.q = X. By [Vigl6, (39) ff] we have ¢, = e_, € Z~o and
'y = sng, for aw € Ppeq, is a group.

Notation. In order to avoid confusion when working with the two root systems ®,.q and ¥ we will

write Hq xy and U(q,k) instead of H, g and Uﬁ o5k whenever 3 € ®,cq4, o = €gf3, and k € Z.

Given n € N with image w in W and (o, k) € ¥ we have wH o 1) = Hy.(a,r) and

(6) nU(a_,k)nfl = Uw-(a,k)-

2.2. Parahoric subgroups. The pointwise stabilizer of ¢g, resp. €, in the kernel of the Kottwitz
homomorphism k¢ [Kot97, 7.1 to 7.4] is denoted by K, resp. I. We call I the Twahori subgroup;
its pro-p Sylow subgroup I; is called the pro-p Iwahori subgroup. Both K and I are examples of
parahoric subgroups [HRO8]; they are compact open subgroups of G.

We remark that K is a special parahoric subgroup containing I, and it satisfies [Vigl6, (51)]

KNUy =Ua,, for all a € .
Put Zy = ZnN K = ZnI [HROY, Lemma 4.2.1] with pro-p radical Z; = Z N I;. Then Zj is the

unique parahoric subgroup of Z, and N normalizes both Z; and Z;. The multiplication map
(7) I Venx2ix [[ Veo =0
ac—%+ aext

is a homeomorphism [Vigl6], Corollary 3.20] with respect to any ordering of the factors.
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2.3. The Iwahori—Weyl group. We call
W = N/Zy, resp. W(1)=N/Z,
the Twahori-Weyl group, resp. pro-p Iwahori-Weyl group. There are exact sequences
1— Zo/Z1 — W(1) — W —1

and
(8) 0—A—W-—5W,—1,
where A = Z/Z; is a finitely generated abelian group with finite torsion and the same rank as

X.(T) [HRO9, Theorem 1.0.1]. Tt is thus written additively. When viewed as an element of W we
use the exponential notation e* rather than A € A in order to avoid confusion.
Given a subset X C W, we denote X (1) the preimage of X under the projection W (1) — W.
We remark that the sequence (8) splits, providing a semidirect product decomposition

W:AXJWO.

In particular, Wy acts on A via w(\) = we*w™!. The group A(1) is not abelian in general. Notice
that (@) factors through A (and hence A(1)).
The inclusion N — G induces bijections

(9) Wy = B\G/B, W= I\G/I, W)= L\G/L.
The group Q = {u € W |u€ = ¢} is abelian and acts on S by conjugation, and we have a
decomposition
W =W x Q.
The length function £ on the Coxeter group (W2, 5ff) extends to a length function ¢ on W if we

define ¢(wu) = £(w) for w € W2y € Q. By inflation we also obtain a length function ¢ on W (1).
We denote by < the Bruhat order on Wt Tt extends to the Bruhat order < on W if we put

wu < wiu = w<w and u =1, for w,w’ € W v/ € Q.

We define v < w as v < w and v # w. By inflation, we obtain the Bruhat order < on W(1): given
v, w € W(1) with image v, w € W, respectively, we define

V< W = v<w.
2.4. The integers ¢,. Given n € N with image w in W (or W(1)), one defines
G = |InI/I| = |Iinly /1]
An application of [Vigl6, Proposition 3.38] shows
Gw = Gy sy
whenever w = s1 -+ - Sy(yyu With s; € S and u € Q (or s5; € $(1) and u € Q(1)). Given s € 5?1,
write Hy = Hp . = H(o k) with 3 € ®f ., r € g and a« = e € ©T, k = egr € Z. Then

red’
(10) @ = |Us.r /Us .ot = |Uai)/Utait1) |

where Up 4 = ()5, Ug,r. Indeed, if r € Tg N\ T, then 28 € ®F and 2r € T'y5. In this case we
have Ug r+ - Uag 2r = Ug,r, and [Vigl6, Lemma 3.8] yields an isomorphism

U, /Upr+ = Uspor/Usg or+
Now, the first equality in ([IQ) follows from [Vigl6l Corollary 3.31] while the second equality is clear.
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Notice that ¢; = g5 whenever s, s’ € S* are conjugate in W [Vig16], (67)]. As every hyperplane
in $ is of the form wH, for some w € W, s € S*, we obtain a well-defined function

(11) H— ¢*°,  q(wH,) = gs.
For every w € W (or W(1)) we then have [Vigl6| Definition 4.14]
(12) =[] aH),

HeHw

where £),, denotes the set of hyperplanes in $) separating € and w€.
For v,w € W (or W(1)) there exists a unique integer g, ., € ¢“2° satisfying [Vigl6, Defini-
tion 4.14]
Quiw = QUwqg,w-
Notice that

Qu,w = H Q(H)

HeN,NUHw

(In [Vigl6, Lemma 4.19] this is only stated for v,w € W, But this follows in general from the
facts that £y = Hy and uHy = Hywe—1 Whenever w € watt and u e 0)

Remark. (a) If G is F-split, then ¢, = ¢“™) for all w € W. For this reason the function
w — ¢, may be viewed as a generalized length function on W.
(b) In general, q, ., = 1 if and only if £(vw) = £(v) 4+ £(w).

2.5. Levi subgroups. Let P = MUp be a (standard) parabolic subgroup. Then Z C M and
N = Np(T) = NN M. All the objects we have defined for G have an analogue for M and we
denote them by attaching the index M; for example, we write @, Wo nr, s, O, qurw, €te.

Notice that Wy as is contained in Wy, Wiy identifies with A x Wy ar, and Wi (1) is the preimage
of Wiy under W (1) — W. The restriction ¢g ar of v to (Z, (Ua)acad,,) is again discrete, special,
and compatible with valp. The R-vector space

Ve =R® X, (T)/X.(Cur),

where Cyp = (ﬂa€¢+ Ker a)o is the connected center of M, is a quotient of V. Then ®; = V;;N®
M
and X = V3y N Y. The projection V' — Vjs induces a natural Njs-equivariant projection

Py A — Gy

sending g — o . Taking inverse images we obtain Njs-equivariant inclusions @%}[f C o and
Hu C 9. Therefore, we have also S(Hr) C S($H) and hence Wﬁf C W,

Remark. In general we have only pys(€) C €, and not an equality. In this case we have S3f ¢ Saft,
Therefore, the length and Bruhat order on Wil are not obtained by restricting the length and
Bruhat order of Waf,

3. GROUPS, DOUBLE COSETS, AND INDICES

We fix a (standard) parabolic F-subgroup P = MUp of G.



10 CLAUDIUS HEYER

3.1. A double coset formula. Let I' C P be a compact open subgroup satisfying I' = I'y/ 'y,
where I'yy =T N M and I'yy, :=I' N Up. This means that every g € I' can be uniquely written as

9=9M " JUp» for some gnr € 'y, gup € Loy
Notice that for all g € P and m € M the indices
wlg) =Tl  pue(9) =Tup: Cup)gl,  par(m) =T Tar) )
are finite, because I' C P is compact open. We also remark that the projection map pry,: P —» M

is continuous and open, so that vas(g) = [(I'ar)(gr) : Pras(Lg))] is finite.
The following proposition generalizes [Gri88] Lemma 2].

Proposition 3.1. Given g € P, consider the coset decompositions

par (gar) v (g) #Up(g)
= || Cadganmic Candgny = L ey, Ton = || Cop)igyus.
=1 j=1 s=1

Then one has a decomposition of the double coset

pat (ga) var (g) HUp (9)

(13) gl = U U U Tgushjmi.

= s=1
Moreover, the union is disjoint. In particular, u(g) = pun(gar) v (9) - pup(g).

Proof. Tt is clear that the right hand side of (I3]) is contained in I'gI". For the converse inclusion

let v = yymyup, € I'. Write
YA = mmg, for some m € (['ar) g,y and 1 <0 < par(gnr),

m = hh;, for some h € pry,(I'(y)) and 1 < j < wvp(g).

gm

By definition of h there exists u € 'y, with hu=! € [y, i.e., with ghu~! = yg for some y € T.

Thus,
-1 (hymi)~*
Y =vMWp = hhymiyu, = hu™" - uyy, - hym;.
As I'jpr normalizes 'y, we may write vus = u*y[(ﬂml) € I'y, for some v € (T'y, )y and some
integer 1 < s < pup, (g). Then also v € T'y,, and therefore

— h; i71
gy = ghu™! -u%(];m) -hjm;

=Yg - vus - hym;
= yvfl g -ush;m; € Dgughym,.
This proves equality in ([I3)). To see disjointness in ([I3)), assume gush;m; = ygu,h,my for some
v € I'. Rearranging gives
(14) v9 = ushymmy thy tup € Ly-
Applying pr,, to ([[4) yields
(15) v = hymimy thyt € pry ().
In particular mimb_1 = hj_lfyﬁj[‘/’ha € (I'ar)(gar), Whence @ = b. Therefore, equation (I3) reads
VI¥ = hjht € pry (F(g)), and we deduce j = a. Going back to ([4) gives 7¢ = usu; ' € L'ynUp.
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But notice that ',y N Up = (I'u,.)(y), because g normalizes Up. Consequently, usu; * € (F'up) (g,
whence s = t. This concludes the proof of the disjointness assertion.

The map I'(y)\I' = I'\I'gl', sending I'(4y + I'g7, is well-defined and bijective. Hence, we have
u(g) = [[': T'gy] = [P\I'gl'| and the last assertion follows. O

Remark. In general, we have vas(g) # 1, i.e., pras(T(g)) S (Tar)(gar)- As a concrete example consider
the group P of upper triangular matrices inside GL2(Q,). It contains the subgroup M of diagonal
matrices and the subgroup Up of upper triangular unipotent matrices. Let I' = ( (+p OZ 2 ( 1+f2 )% )
and g == ((1) Pﬂlkl) for some integer n € Z>o. Then gpr = 1, whence (I'ar)(g,,) = I'ar. Given any

1 _ ( 14pa b+p~"(c—a)
0 1+pc

) ’ a,b,ce Zp}, so that

v= (1JBW 1<£pc) in I', we compute gyg~ ) Therefore, gyg~' € T if and only

. b
if c—ae€p"Z, Thus, 'y = {(1-1;);)11 1+patp™+ic

14 pa 0
prM(l"(g)):{< 0 1+pa—|—p”+1c> a,cEZp}.

From this description it is already clear that vp;(g) # 1 in general. As an exercise, and in order to
illustrate the methods employed in section 33 we explicitly compute vps(g). Consider the reduction
modulo p”*! map

. _ (1 +pZy)* 0 (Zp/ n+1Zp)X 0
v: Lo = ( 1(?) (1+pr)><) - ( po (Zp/pn-HZp)X)'

Its kernel is contained in pr;,, (I‘(g)), and we have

B 1+ pa+ pn+lzp 0
1/J(FM)—{< 0 1+pc+pn+1zp a,c € Zy and
_ 1+pa+p"t'Z, 0
b(pry(Tig))) = { ( 0 1+pa+p"t'Z,

a € Zp} ,
whence [¢(I'yr)| = p*™ and [¢(pry;(T'(y)))| = p™. Therefore,
var(g9) = [T 2 prag(Dig))] = [0(Tar)l/ [ (pras (T g))) | = 0™

3.2. Two technical lemmas. In this subsection we prove two technical lemmas which will be
needed for the proof of the fundamental Proposition [3.41

Recall the finite-dimensional R-vector space V', the root system ® inside the dual vector space
V*, and the set of positive roots ®*. Fix a subset ¥ C ®*. We consider the partial ordering on ¥
defined by

a<f
if there exist v1,...,7, € ¥ and 7,51, ..., 8, € Z>o, with r > 0, such that 8 = ra+ > ; s;7;. The
relation is clearly reflexive and transitive. It is also antisymmetric, since there exists v € V with
{a,v) > 0 for all & € d+. We write a < 8 if « < 8 and a # B.
Let X be a group. For each a € U let Y, be a subgroup of X. Define

X Yy, if 2a ¢ U,
“7 ) YaYan, if2a€ .

Put Xy, = {1} if 2a ¢ ¥. We impose the following conditions:
(i) X is generated by the Y,, for o € U.
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(ii) For all o, 8 € ¥ the commutator subgroup [Ya,Ys] is contained in the subgroup of X
generated by the Y,.,4s3, where r,s € Z with ra + s € ¥.

(iii) The intersection of the groups generated by |J acw, Yo and |J acw, Ya, respectively, is
(a)U>SO (a;U>>0
trivial for each v € V.

Notice that X, is a group thanks to Fix a bijection 0: Wroq — {1,2,...,|¥eq|} and define

H Ta = To-1(1) " To-1(2) """ To=1(|Wyeq) for z, € X,.
a€Wred

We call o an ordering of the factors. Tt follows from [BT72, Lemme (6.1.7)] that the multiplication
map
I x«—x
a€Wieq
is bijective.
Lemma 3.2. Let f: X — X be a group homomorphism such that
f(ra)zyt € (X5 | B> a), for all zo € Xq, all a0 € Uyeq.

For all HaE‘I’rcd To € X, with x4 € X, one has

(16) f( H a:a): H ZaZa(Ta)Ta,

A€W, eq a€Wred
where zo = zo((28)p<a) € Xo depends only on (z8)s<a, and where Zo: Xo — Xoo s a group
homomorphism factoring through X /Xsa. Moreover,

e 2, and Z, are uniquely determined by (IGl).

e Z, depends only on those xg with B < a and o(8) > o(«).
In particular, if o is such that 81 < B2 implies 0o(81) < o(Bz2), then Z, does not depend on (25)s<a-
In this case, Zo(z4) is the image of f(xq)x,' under the projection [sew,., X5 = Xa-

(e

Remark. (a) The homomorphism f: X — X in Lemma [32 is necessarily an automorphism.
(b) The main example to keep in mind is the case where f: X — X is conjugation by some ele-
ment of X. (See Lemma[B.0lfor a proof of why such f satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma[3.2])
This is also the only morphism to which we apply Lemma

Proof of Lemma[FZ The uniqueness assertions are immediate (for example, the uniqueness of z,
follows by letting x, = 1). Notice that above implies that X, is central in X, and that the
commutator subgroup [X,, X,] is contained in Xs,.

We prove ([I6) by induction on |¥,eq|. Suppose ¥,oq = {a}. By the hypothesis on f the map

Za: Xo — Xoq, x— f(z)z™?
is well-defined and satisfies Z,(X24) = {1}. Given z,y € X, we compute
Za(zy) = flzy) - (wy) " = f@)fly)y~ 2™
= f(2)Za(y)z™" = f(@)27" - Zaly) = Za(2) - Za(y).

Hence, z, is a group homomorphism, which proves the base case (with z, = 1).
Suppose now |¥,q| > 1 and choose a root ag € ¥,oq maximal with respect to the partial order.
We start by proving the following useful claim:
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Claim. Suppose f(]_[ae‘l,red :Ca) = Hae%ed Ya, Where o, Yo € Xo. Then y,, depends only on the
xg with 8 < ag.

Proof of the claim. Let U’ be the largest subset of ¥ with U/, = {8 € W,eq | 8 € a0}, and let Zy,
be the subgroup of X generated by the groups Xg, for § € ¥/_,. Notice that ¥’ is upwards closed
in ¥, that is, v > 8 with v € ¥ and 8 € ¥’ implies v € ¥’. Therefore, Z,, is a normal subgroup
of X. The hypotheses remain satisfied if we replace X, ¥, and (Yy)acw by Za,, V', and
(Ya)acw, respectively. Hence, the multiplication map [], ¢ . Xo — Za, is bijective, and the
canonical projection b

preg,: X = [[ X5 — [] Xs=X/Zao,
5€\Pred ﬁgao
is a group homomorphism with kernel Z,,. The hypothesis on f implies f(Za,) C Za,, again since
U’ is upwards closed. We obtain an induced group homomorphism f: X/Z,, — X/Z,, such that,
after identifying X = [[5.y,  Xp and X/Za, = [[5,, X, the diagram

f
HBE‘I/red Xﬁ HBE‘I/red X,B

| [

H[}Sao Xﬁ T> H[}Sao Xﬁ

is commutative. As the restriction of pr.,  to Xo, is injective, it follows immediately that y,, only
depends on the x5 with 8 < ag. The claim is proved. O

Let (za)a € [Iaew,,, and write f([T,cq.., Ta) = [lacw,,, Yo as in the claim. We prove (I8) in
two steps.

Step 1: We have yo = 2020 (Ta)Ta, for a # ap, with z, and Z, as in the statement of the lemma.

This follows from the induction hypothesis as follows: as X,, is normal in X, the quotient
X' = X/X,, is a group. Put ¥’ := ¥ ~\ {ag,2a0}. Under the projection map X — X’ the
subgroups Y,, X, of X embed into X’ for « € V. Denote f': X’ — X’ the homomorphism
induced by f. The hypotheses of the lemma remain satisfied if we replace X, U, (Y, )acw, f by X/,
U (Ya)acw, [/, respectively. The diagram

[a¥) f [a¥)
X = HaG\IIred X‘X HaE‘I/red Xa =X

| Jpr

X/ o Hae%d Xa — Hae%d X2 X'
is commutative. Therefore, f'([],cq ., 2o) = [Tpcw Yo and the induction hypothesis implies
Yo = ZaZa(ZTa)Tq for certain elements z,, € X, and group homomorphisms Z, : X, — Xa, factoring
through X, /X2, and only depending on the x5 with f < o, @ € ¥/, = Wpeq \ {0}

Step 2: We have Yo, = Zag 2ap (Tag )Tay With zq, and Z,, as in the statement of the lemma.
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We introduce the following notation:

xS = H Ta, I H Ta, Ti=25 Ty T, =<z,
A€W, eq a€VW,eq
o(a)<o(ap) o(a)>o(ao)
fay = 1] v, f@)y = T[ wa f@)y=1I o fa)y= 11 va
A€V eq a€VW, eq a€W,eq @€V eq

The claim implies that y5 (resp. ygz,, resp. y,,) depends only on the 2 with 8 < ap and
o(B) < o(ap) (resp. o(B) > o(ap), resp. o(B) # o(ag)). Using that Xa4, is central in X and that
Xa, is centralized by all Xz with 8 # ap we compute

I ve=F@) = F@) f(may) - F@™) = (@) flzao) - [] wa

a€Wpreq a€Wred
= f($<) : ( H y;) : [f(xao)vy;()] ' f(xao)
a€Wred
= F@) - [Fan) 2] F@an) = (TT vh) - [F@an) v2] - Flao).
a€Wreqd

We obtain ya, = ¥4, * [f(Zao) Yay] - f(Ta,). The claim implies that the element z,, =y, € Xa
only depends on the xg with 3 < ap. Moreover, define

(17) Zao (Tag) = [f(Tao), yio] : f(xao)x;gl € Xoao-

Now, Xaq, is central in X, and f is the identity on Xa4,, whence Zy,(X2a,) = {1}. It remains
to show that Z,,: Xo, = X2a, is a group homomorphism. The base case shows that X,, — X4,
z — f(z)x~! is a homomorphism. As Xs,, is abelian it suffices to show that X,, — Xoa,,
x — [f(z),ys,] is a homomorphism. But this is immediate from the general identity [uv,w] =
ufv,wlu™t - [u, w] for all u,v,w € Xuy. Hence, Yoy = 2ag2a0 (Tag ) Tag, With 24, and Z,, depending
only on the zg with 3 < ag.

Putting together steps 1 and 2 finishes the proof of (I6]). For the last statement we may assume

that a = g is maximal. Then the claim follows from (IT), because y; depends only on those x5
with 8 < ap and o(8) > o(ap). O

For the next lemma we choose the ordering o of the factors such that oo < 8 implies o(a) < o(f3).

Lemma 3.3. Assume that X is finite. Let Y C X and Z, C X, for each a € Uyoq, be subgroups.
Assume further that the following condition is satisfied:

For all 1 < i < |Uyeq| and all (21,...,2i-1) € H;;ll Xo-1(5), there ewists z €
Xo-1(:) depending only on (x1,...,x;—1) and satisfying the following property: when-
ever Hoze%ed Yo € Y s such that y,-1(;y = =z, for all 1 < j < @ —1, we have
Yo—1(3) € Zzofl(i).
Then |Y| < Hae\ymd|Zﬂ|'

(18)

Proof. Given 0 < i < |U,eq| and (x1,...,2;) € H;:1 Xo-1(j), we put

Y(z1,...,2;) ::{ H Yo €Y

Yo-1(j) = Tj forall 1 <j < z} .
a€Wieq
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For i = 0 we define (z1,...,2¢) to be the empty tuple (). In this case we have Y () =Y. Whenever
i < |Wyeq| we say that 21 € Xo-1(41) extends (x1,...,x;) if Y(21,...,241) is not the empty set.
With ¢ as above we will prove
‘\I'rcd‘ 7
(19) Y@y, o) <[] 1Zoipl, forall (z,....2) € [ Xomr()
j=it1 j=1

by descending induction on the length i of the tuple (x1,...,2;). Then ([I9) for ¢ = 0 is precisely
the assertion of the lemma.

The base case i = |U,eq| is satisfied, because the right hand side equals 1 (being the empty
product) and since Y (z1,...,2|v,.,)| is 1 or 0 depending on whether z; - - - x|y, | lies in Y or not.
Assume now that (9] is satisfied for some 1 < i < |U,eq|. Take (z1,...,2-1) € H;;ll Xo-1(5) and
put

J(@1,.. wic1) = {y € Xo1(5) }y extends (z1,...,@i—1)}.

We may assume that Y (z1,...,z;—1) is non-empty. In this case J(x1,...,z;—1) is also non-empty
and condition (A8) implies |J(x1,...,2;_1)| = [Z,-1(;)|. Observe that
Y(Il,...,fbi,l): U Y($1,...,$i,1,y).

yeJ(z1,..,xi—1)
We now compute
|Y($1,...,Ii,1)| < Z |Y(I1,...,Ii,17y)|

yEJ(T1,..,i—1)
[Wredl

< Z H |Zo*1(j)|

yeJ(z1,...,xi—1) J=i+1

|\I}red‘ |\I}red‘
=Zopl - [I 1201l = T 1201
j=i+1 Jj=t

where the second estimate uses the induction hypothesis. This finishes the induction step and
proves the lemma. 0

3.3. An inequality of indices. Let I' C P be an open compact subgroup with I' = I 7, , where
Iy =T'NM and Iy, = INUp. Here I is the (fixed) Iwahori subgroup of G. For example, I' could
be KNPorINPoreven I NP.

Remark. Since the function uy, takes values in ¢Z>°, there is an equivalence
pop(9) < pup(9') == pup(g) divides p,(g').
Therefore, we use “<” in this context to implicitly mean “divides”.
The main goal of this section is to prove the following fundamental result.

Proposition 3.4. Each g € P with image g in M satisfies

pup(9) > pup (9n)-
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Ezxample. The ensuing proof is long and technical notwithstanding the lemmas in subsection
We will therefore discuss first an example in order to fix ideas. Let G = GL3(Q,), P the Borel
subgroup of upper triangular matrices, and M the torus of diagonal matrices. Let I be the standard

1
Iwahori determined by P. Let g = guygn with gy = (8 g izl/) € Up and gp = diag(p™™,p", 1) e M
with n,m € Z. The inequality in Proposition [3.4] is equivalent to

(20) ‘(IUP)(g)/H‘ < ‘(IUP)(QZ\/I)/H"

where H C Iy, is any sufficiently small open normal subgroup. For a general element (

(=]l

u w
l'u)Of
01

Iy, we compute

1 u w 1 p7™u p ™ "w
(21) gy 10 1 vlgu=[0 1 p~"w
0 0 1 0 0 1

For (1)) to lie in (Iy,)(g,,) it is necessary and sufficient that u, v, w satisfy the following
conditions:

(i) valg, (p~"u) > 0; (ii) valg, (p~"v) > 0; (iii) valg, (p~™ "w) > 0.
We deduce
1 pmax{(),fnl}zp pmax{O,fmfn}Zp
(IUP)(gM) = (0 1 prax{0=nlz )
0 0 1
Now, compute that g_l(é g 1{f)g equals
1 p™u y-p ™u—x-p""v+p " "w
(22) 0 1 p~ "
0 0 1

Observe that (22)) and the right hand side of (2I) differ only in the upper right entry, and their
difference is z(u, v) == y-p~™u— x-p~"v which depends only on the terms coming from root groups
of smaller roots. Lemma shows that this is the general behavior. For 22)) to lie in (I, )(g) it
is necessary that v and v satisfy and
(iii") valg, (2(u,v)) > min{0, —m — n}.

The important observation to make here is that may fail even if v and v satisfy and
This further restriction on w and v is the main reason why there is an inequality in (20). Now,
we assume that u and v do satisfy and we determine the possible upper right entries in
@2). If valg, (2(u,v)) > —m — n, then the possible entries lie exactly in pm@{0—m=nlz If on
the other hand, we have —m — n > valg, (2(u,v)) > 0, then they lie exactly in the proper coset
2(u,v) + pP@{0=m=nl7  Note that in both cases pm@x{0:=m=1}7, does not depend on u and v. If

1p"Zp p"Zyp . . .
H = (0 1 p"z, |, for r > 0 large enough, this discussion shows
0o 0o 1

|(Top ) o)/ H| <

max{O,—m}Z max{O,fn}Z max{O,fmfn}Z
’p pHp pHp = = [T )gan / H-

P Ly P Ly " Ly,

The role of Lemma [B.3]is to show that we can make this estimate in general.
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We now turn to the proof of Proposition3.4l As the example above illustrates, it will be necessary
to analyse (I,)(g) = Iup N g~ 'y, g. We will make extensive use of the identification

IUP = H U(a,O)a

a€X T\

which follows from (7). As G is not assumed F-split, the root system ® need not be reduced. If
«,2a € @, the root group U, is not abelian in general; it contains the non-trivial abelian subgroup
Us, and the quotient U, /Us, is abelian. This phenomenon motivates the next definition.

Definition. Let FGrp be the category whose
— objects are pairs (X, X) of groups such that Xy is a normal subgroup of X;
— morphisms (X, X) — (X, X’) are group homomorphisms f: X — X’ satisfying f(Xo) C
f(Xp)-
We write (X0, X) C (X{, X') if X C X' and Xy = X[ N X.

There is a canonical functor gr: FGrp — Grp into the category of graded groups given by
gr(Xo, X) == gry(Xo, X) x gry(Xo, X),

where gry(Xo, X) = Xo and gry (X0, X) = X/Xo. We will need the following elementary lemma,
the proof of which will be left as an exercise for the reader.

Lemma 3.5. Let (X0, X) C (X}, X') be objects in FGrp.

(a) One has gr(Xo, X) C gr(X{, X').
(b) Assume [X': X] < oo. Then [X': X] = [gr(X{, X') : gr(Xo, X))

3.3.1. Proof of Proposition[34] Let g € P. Recall that gy denotes the image of g in M and that
gu = gIT/[lg € Up. The group Ky = K N M normalizes Ir;, and hence the function pug, : P — ¢%>°
is constant on KpgK)y. By [HR09, Lemma 4.1.1] the group Kjs is a maximal parahoric sub-
group of M. Hence, the Cartan decomposition [HR09, Theorem 1.0.3] implies that the intersection
Kargrm Ky N Z is non-empty. Thus, we may assume gy € Z.

For each a € ¥ \ s we have g&lU(ayo)gM = Uta,(a,v(gn))) Dy ([B) and hence

U(oc 0)s if <Oé,V(gM)> <0,
23 U = ’
(23) (Uta0))iar) {U&%), otherwise.

Write ¥ := &+ \ &), and choose an ordering o of the factors of []
B < a implies o(8) < o(a).
Consider the automorphism f: Up — Up, x — g,}lng. We proceed with a series of lemmas.

act,., Ua in such a way that

-1
«

Lemma 3.6. For ecach xo € U,, a € Uyeq, the element f(x,)x
(Us | B > a) of Up generated by the Ug for B € W¥req with 5> «a.

is contained in the subgroup

Proof. Write gu = Uq, - - Uq, for certain u,, € Uy, and aq,...,a, € Urq. We prove the assertion
by induction on 7.
As (Z,(Uy)aea) is a root group datum, it satisfies [BT72, (6.1.1), (DR 2)]:

(DR 2) For each «, 8 € ® the commutator subgroup [U,, Ug] is contained in the group generated
by the Urq4ss, for r,s € Zso with ra + sg € ®.
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The base case r = 1 is clear from |(DR 2)| Now, assume r > 1 and
Y= (U’Otl : ..uaT71)71 Lo (U’Otl "'U’wal) ’ ‘T;l € <U,3 | B> a>'

Again from we know yUer € (Ug | B > a). Therefore, gy vaguayt = yUor - [uzl, z4] is

Qg ?

contained in (Ug | 8 > «), proving the assertion. O

Lemma allows us to apply Lemma for each (z4)a € Hae\l,md U, there exist an element
2a(28)p<a € Uq (depending only on (3)s<q) and a group homomorphism z, : Uy — Uaq, factoring
through U, /Us, and independent of (23)g<a, such that

(24) FOTT #e) = TI ze(@a)sca Zalwa) - oo

a€Wreq a€Wieq
Identify W, oq with ¥ \ ;. For a € ¥,.q we consider the homomorphism
fa: Uf;‘f’o) — Uy, x> Zo(x) - 2.

Remark. Observe that f, is the identity if the root system @ is reduced (e.g., if G is F-split). In
this case the next two lemmas are trivial.

Lemma 3.7. The image of fo is open in U,.

Proof. Put U := {8 € ¥,eq| B £ o} and let Z, C Up be the subgroup generated by the Uz with
B € ¥'. Then Z, is normal in Up by and the multiplication map induces a homeomorphism
HBG\I/’ Up = Z,. The projection map pr,: Z, — U, and the automorphism f’ = f’ZQ, induced
by the inner automorphism f, are open. Hence, the subset

fa (Ut = (brg Ofl)(U(%WO) H U(B,O)) CU,

pev’'~{a}
is open. O
Lemma 3.8. [U(a)o) o (U(qio)) N U(%O)} > [U(a)o) : (U(a,O))(gM)]

Proof. For each subgroup X of U, we have (U, N X, X) C (Uszq,U,) in FGrp. In order to simplify
the notation we write X instead of (Uzo N X, X).

Step 1: We show gro(fa( )) NU(a,0)) = 8% (U(a,0)) (gar)) s -€-5
(25) Fa(UEY5)) NUa,0) N V20 = U(a,0)) (gar) N Uzar-

Take x € Uq,0) With fo(29) = Zo(294) - 294 € U(q,0) N Uza. As Z, takes values in Uz,, we must
have 9™ € Uy,. As Z, vanishes on Uy, we deduce f,(x94) = 294 which is contained in the right
hand side of (25]). Conversely, given = € U, ) with 297 € U4 0) N Uza, We have z9% = f (29),
which is contained in the left hand side of (25).

Step 2: We prove gr (fa (UgM )) NU(a,0)) € 881 ((Uia,0)) (gar))- We first show

(26) (fa (UgM ) N U(a,O)) Usn C U( 0)U2o¢ N U(a,O)U2o¢ = (U(a,O))(gM) -Uaa.
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The inclusion is a consequence of f, (U EZ‘/’O))UQQ U( Ojf O)Uza and the equality follows from (23]).
We compute

fa( Ullo) N0y (fa(U) NU(a,0) * Uza
fa( ) N U(a 0) N U2a Uza
@ (U<a o>><qM> Usa (Ua,0)) (gan)
C 0 = 0 = g1, ((Uia .
C o o) o 1o 2 (Uta,0) (gan))

Step 3: Proof of the assertion. Steps 1 and 2 imply gr(fa (U(q(fo)) N U(a,o)) C gr((U(aﬁo))(gM)).
The index of f, (U(qfo)) N U(a,0) in U(q,o) is finite by Lemma B.71 Applying Lemma B3l(b)| twice

finally shows

g1y (fa (U) N Uta0)) =

[Uta,0) : fa(Ul) NU@0)] = [8:(Ua,0) : &1 (fa (UE) N Uta0))]
[88(Uta,0)) 81 ((Uta,0))(ga)) ]
= [Uta,0) * Uta,0))(gan)] - O

Ug, we consider the subset

Y

<«

Given a € Wyeq and (23)s<a € [[sev,o
B

X(zp)pca = U0 N {Za (@5") gy * Za(@@) - 28 |20 € U<a,0)} C Ua0)-

As (Iup)(g) = Tup N fF(IY) it is immediate from ([24)) that

To € Uq,0) and

(27) )y =3 ] va= f( 11 ng) I Voo | ve € X,

aEWV g @€V, eq A€W, g fOI‘ 311 [ AS \Ijrcd

Lemma 3.9. The set X, 1s either empty or a left coset of fo (UgM )) NU(a,0)-

B<a

Proof. Clearly, X(;,),.,, is stable under right multiplication by elements of f, (UqM )) NU(qa,0)- Now,
take two elements

= za(x%M)B<a Za(xM) - xdM e X@p)pear With i € U0, i =1,2.
Then 5 'y, = fa((:sz 21)9) € fo (Uf;‘/’o)) N U(qa,0) proving the claim. O

Choose 7 € Zx¢ big enough so that Uy,,,) is contained in f, (U(qMO)) N Uta,0) N U(qM for all
o € Vyeq and such that the subgroup H =[]y, U(a,r) of [y, is contained in ({7, ) (y) (IUP)(QZ\/I)
Observe that H is normal, since the valuation ¢q satisfies [BT72, (6.2.1), (V 3)].

We are going to apply Lemma next with X, Y, Z, equal to Iy, /H and (Iy, ), /H and
fa( (o 0 )NU(a,0/Ua,r, respectively. If HaE\I! wTa € Hae\Pred U(a,0) and Hae\Pred Yo = f(]_[ae‘l,red xIM ),
then each To, and hence (23)p<q, depends only on (ys)s<a (apply the LemmaB2 to f~!). There-
fore, X(4,),.., depends only on (ys)s<a and, in particular, on (yi,...,¥Yo()—1) by our choice
of o. In fact, X(;,),., depends only on the cosets ysUp,, for B < «, since we assumed
Ugry € f5 (Ufé‘f’o)) N Up,). Now, Z7) and Lemma [3.9 show that condition (I8) is satisfied.
Lemma [3.3] implies

(28) (ve)o/H| < T] 1faU8%) NUo)/Utan]-

a€VW,eq
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Further, using Lemma [3.8 we estimate

U000/ Ua,r)|
(29) fa Ug(iu NnU a,0 /U a,r)| — y .
faUfdlo) 0 Vo Vien| = 5~ Tu (U0} 0 U]
U(0,0)/U(a,m)]

" [U00) : (Ui,0) gan)

Putting [28)) and ([29) together yields
()@ /Hl < TT 100/ Vtan| = [Tve) g /H].

a€Wieq

[T, /H| [T, /H| = u
IUP)(Q)/H‘ - I(IUP)(g]\/I)/H‘ Up

1= |(U(a,0)) (9a0)/ U, |-

Finally, we conclude pu,(9) = 1
Proposition B4l

(g9ar), finishing the proof of

3.4. Properties of uy, (w).

Notation. As py,: M — ¢%>° is constant on double cosets with respect to Ky (hence also Ip),
we obtain from the Bruhat decomposition (@) an induced function

(30) pup: War — ¢#2°.

As K contains representatives of Wy ar, it follows that pi, is constant on the double cosets with
respect to Wo, .

The analogous map gy, : War(1) = ¢#2° is obtained from (30 by inflation. It is clear that all
results in this section are still true if we replace Wi by Wy (1).

Our goal in this section will be to study the properties of the function uy, .

Lemma 3.10. Let A € A and wo € Wy pr. Then
LUp (eAwO) = H |U(a,0)/U(o¢,<o¢,u()\))) .

€L T\Z
(a,v(N))>0

Proof. Let m € Z be a representative of A € A. Then the multiplication map induces an m-

equivariant bijection Iy, = Haez+\2M U(a,0), and we compute

(IUP)(m) =1y, N m_1IUPm = H U(a,O) N m_lU(aﬁo)m

aeXt\ I

= Il Ueox Il Uw@won:

QGE+\2N[ Q€E+\2N[
{aw () <0 o (V)20

But then
o (e wo) = pop () =Ty - Tup)m) = [ U0/ Utastawoo |- O

aEZ+\ZM
(@ (3)>0

Definition. Given (o, k) € ¥ = % x Z, we put (cf. ()
q(eu k) = q(Hia 1)) = |Uiar)/Utait1)| € €.

Notice that q(a, k) = q(w - (o, k)) by @). In particular, ¢(o, k) = g(—a, k) (take w = s4) and
q(a, k) = qla, k + (o, v(N))) (take w = e € A).



PARABOLIC INDUCTION VIA THE PARABOLIC PRO-p IWAHORI-HECKE ALGEBRA 21

3.4.1. The opposite parabolic. Let P°P be the parabolic subgroup opposite P with Levi M and
unipotent radical Upor. Writing Iy, = I N Upop, we define

HUpop (g) = [IUPOP : (IUPOP)(Q)]7 forg e P.

It is constant on double cosets with respect to K s, hence restricts to a function pypep : War —
q%=0. The following proposition explains how HUpop 1s Telated with py,.

Proposition 3.11. py,., (w) = py, (w1t for all w € Wyy.

Proof. We may assume w = ¢* € A. Lemma [3.10 implies
(ap(=N))-1

por (-2 = ] IT ek,

SN Y] k=0

(a,v(—=A))>0
A similar argument shows

(v (N))
HUpop (A) = 11 |Uta,1)/Ua(away+1)| = 11 q(a, k).
a€(72+)\2M ac 7E+)\EZ\/I k=1
(e, (X)) >0 (e,v(X))>0

USing <—CY, I/(_)‘)> = <a7 I/()\»u Q(_av k) = q(a7 k)u and q(a7 0) = q(a7 <CY, I/()‘)»v we obtain
HUp (_)‘) = HUpop ()‘) O

3.4.2. Changing the parabolic subgroup. Let Q = LUq be a parabolic subgroup of G with M C L.
Then P NL is a parabolic subgroup of L with Levi M and unipotent radical Up N L.

Proposition 3.12. uy, (w) = pupnr(w) - pu, (w) for allw € Wyy.
Proof. 1t suffices to prove the assertion for w € A. Using Lemma [3.10 we obtain

pop@) = T |Ueo)/Utaawa]

QGE+\2N[
(a,v(w))>0

= II Weo/Ucwwwnl I |Veo/Uaiavw)

a€X \Zn a€x T\
(a,v(w))>0 (a,v(w))>0

= mupnL(w) - pug (w). -
3.4.3. Relating puy, with the structure of Wyr. The fact that py, can be defined on Wy, may seem
rather coincidental. There is, however, a strong relationship between the two. To begin with, the
function
(31) O M — QX m—s pyp(m)/po,(m=1)

is easily seen to be a group homomorphism by showing dys(m) = [mlIy,m™! : Iy,] (generalized
index, see [Vig96|, 1.2.7] for various properties), and this clearly induces a group homomorphism
Oar: Wy — Q. One can say more:

Lemma 3.13. &y is trivial on W%, hence factors through a character Qy — QX.

Proof. Given s € S we have s = s~'. As 6y is a group homomorphism taking only positive
values, this implies dp7(s) = 1. As W2 is generated by S, the assertion follows. O
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Thus, puy, carries (at least some) information about the group structure of Wj,. Our main result
in this section shows that pr, measures the deviation between the length functions ¢ on W and
£y on Wy, and that it is monotone with respect to the Bruhat order <j; on Wjy.

Proposition 3.14. Let v,w € Wy,. Then:

(a) quw = pup (W)pup (w_l) “dM,w;
(b) pup() < pyp(w) whenever v <pr w.

Before we give the proof, we deduce a simple corollary:

pup (W)pup (w)
wup (vw)

Corollary 3.15. uy, (vw) < py, (0)pu, (W) and ¢y = “qMww for all v,w € Why.

pup (W pup (w) uup(v’l)uup(w’l)_

Proof. As épr: Wy — Q* is a group homomorphism, we have P o) B T Ry

Hence, Proposition B.I4ll(a)| implies

2 Qulw _ HUp (U)NUP (vil) *HUp (w):uUP (wil) . qM,v * M ,w
e Guw HUp (UM)MUP (w_lv_l) qM,vw
2
o (:uUP (’U) " HUp (w> >
=\ "qMv,w .
pup (Vw)
Taking the (positive) square root implies the second assertion. Since Harw = Hw N Har for all

w € W (see (I2) for the definition of £, ), we have Hpr, N VHw C Hy N vHy. Therefore gar v
divides gy ., and the first assertion follows from the second. g

Proof of Proposition [3.13) @ Under the inclusion $; C $ we have
.6M = {H(a,k) S 5 ’ (Oz,k) S E?\g}

Take w = e*wp, with A € A and wg € Wy . By [Vigl6, Lemma 5.6 and Proposition 5.9,
2)] (using wo(X+ N Xpr) = X+ N Xyy) there is a decomposition

f)w = f):; uﬁ; uﬁM,’wa

where
L a € YT Xy with (a,v(N\)) > 0
N = {HW) and k € {—(a,v(\)),..., 1} and
e a € Xt N Xy with (a,v(N) <0
w @R and ke {0,..., —(a,v(\) — 1}
Thanks to Lemma we compute
—(a,v(N))—1
H Q(H) = H H Q(av k) = /’LUP(_)\) = Hup (w_l)'
He$H, a€XT\Sy k=0
(a,v(N))<0

Likewise, a short computation reveals [[;cq+ ¢(H) = py, (w) keeping in mind ¢(a, k) =
q(a, k + (o, v(N))). Taking everything together, the assertion follows from (I2)) applied to
both ¢, and gps -
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@ Let v,w € Wy with v <j; w. By definition of the Bruhat order, e.g., [BB06, Defi-
nition 2.1.1], there exists a chain v = wvp,v1,...,0; = w in Wy, with viviill € SHum)
(<= v, v € S(Har)) and Las(vim1) < Lar(v;) for all 1 < i < k.

We are therefore reduced to the case w = tv and £3;(v) < €p(w) for some ¢ € S(Hr).
In fact, by [BB06, Theorem 2.2.6], we may even assume £y (w) = €p7(v) + 1.

Step 1: We show py, (tw)py, ((tw) ™) < pu, (w)po, (w'). The hypothesis £y (tw) =
Cy(w) — 1 implies Hy € a0\ Hasew- But since Hasw = Ny N Har, for all w' € Wy,
we also have Hy; € £y N H¢p. Let 'y, be a minimal gallery in &/ connecting € and w€.
Denote (Hy, H, ..., Hy)) the sequence of hyperplanes crossed by I'y,. Then Hy = H; for
some 1 <4 < {(w). By folding Ty, along H; and deleting the repeated chamber we obtain a
gallery T'y,, of length ¢(w)—1 in & connecting € and tw€, given by crossing the hyperplanes

(Hl, ceey Hifl,tHiJrl, . ,tHg(w)).
Of course, I'y,, crosses all hyperplanes in $)¢,, at least once. Applying@twice, we compute
£(w)
pop (W) pos (0™ arw = gw = [ a(H;)
j=1

i—1 £(w)
=[Ja#H) [] atH))-q(H)
j=1 j=i+1
> qrw - q(Hy)
= pu, (tw)pup ((fw)_l) “qMpw - q(Hy).
Since £y (w) = €p(tw) + 1, we have qarw = qu, 1w - (Hy), finishing the proof of step 1.
Step 2: We show py,, (tw) < py, (w). By Lemma B3 we have 0y (tw) = dpr(w). Hence,
pve (tw)? = purp (tw)pu, ((tw) ™) - dar(tw)
< hwp (W) (W) - O (w) = pup (w)

using step 1. Taking square roots, the assertion follows. 0

2

3.5. Positive elements. We collect here some results on positive elements in the Levi subgroup
M which will become important for the definition of parabolic induction. The results in this section
are not new, but we will give new proofs of two results obtained by Abe in [Abel6]

Definition. An element m € M is called M-positive (or just positive if no confusion arises) if
pup(m) = 1. The monoid of positive elements is denoted M+ (or even M+ if we want to stress
that M is considered as a Levi subgroup in G). Notice that Ky C M.

The elements in the monoid M~ = (M T)~! are called M -negative (or negative).

Remark. In view of pypep (m™1) = py,(m) (Proposition B.IT]), m being positive is equivalent to

mIUPm_1 Cly, and Iy.., € mIUPopm_l,

where Iyypo, = I N Upop. This recovers the classical definition, cf. [BK98, (6.5)] or [Vig98| II.4].
Definition. (a) An element w € Wy (or in Was(1)) is called M-positive (or positive) if

uup(w) = 1. The monoid of positive elements in Wy, is denoted Wy,+.
The elements in Wy, = (Wy+ )™t are called M -negative (or negative).
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(b) An element A € A (or in A(1)) is called strictly M -positive (or strictly positive) if there
exists a central element a € M with A = aZy (or A = aZ) and if

{a,v(N)) <0 for all a € X7\ Xy
(c¢) A central element a € M is called strictly M -positive (or strictly positive) if aZy € A is.

Remark. (a) If A € A is strictly positive, then (a,v(\)) = 0 for all & € Xy, because A = aZ
for some element a in the center of M. The strictly positive elements are contained in
A+ = AN Wi+ (e.g., by Lemma B.I0).

(b) An element A € A is strictly positive if and only if it lies in the image of a strongly positive
element a in the sense of [BK98, (6.16)]. In particular, [BK98, (6.14)], strictly positive
elements exist. Moreover, given any m € M we have a"m € M™T for n > 0.

(¢) The Bruhat decomposition of M (@) induces bijections W+ = Iny\M™/Ip; and Wy (1) =
L \M* /I 5 [OVIS, Remark 2.11 (2)].

(d) We have Wyr+ = Apr+ x Wy ar and [Viglhl Lemma 2.2]

A+ = {AeA‘(a,u(A)) <0 for allaEEJr\EM}.

It follows that if A € A (or in A(1)) is strictly positive, then for all w € Wy (or in Wiy (1))
there exists n > 0 with e"*w € W+ (or in W+ (1)).

Finally, we give new proofs of two useful lemmas due to Abe. They will not be needed in the
rest of the paper.

Corollary 3.16 ([Abel6, Lemma 4.5]). Let either v,w € Wi+ or v,w € Wy—. Then we have
Gv,w = qM,v,w 0nd, in particular,

Car (V) 4+ Lar(w) — Ly (vw) = L(v) + L(w) — L(vw).

Proof. If v,w € Wy+ then Corollary BI5l yields ¢y = qamow (and also vw € Wy+). If, on the
other hand, v,w € Wy~ then v ', w™t, (vw)™! € W+ and py, (vw) = pu, (v) - po, (w), because
@1 is a group homomorphism. Again, Corollary 315 implies gy = qar,v,w-

Notice that qu,w = gm0 implies $, N VHy = N N VHM,w- Hence, the second assertion
follows from £(vw) = £(v) + £(w) — 2 - |, NvHy|, [Vigl6, Remark 4.18], and a similar formula for
Cpr(vw). O

Corollary 3.17 ([Abel6, Lemma 4.1]). Let w € Wy+ (resp. w € Wy—) and v € Wi with
v <y w. Then v € Wy+ (resp. v € Wy ).

Proof. Replacing w by w™! if necessary, we may assume w € Wy;+. Then Proposition B.I4(b)|
implies v € Wy,+. O

4. PARABOLIC INDUCTION

4.1. Reminder on abstract Hecke algebras. We recall briefly the basics of Hecke algebras. A
thorough introduction with complete proofs can be found in [AZ95] Chapter 3, §1.2].

Let X be a topological group and S C X a submonoid containing a compact open subgroup I'.
Then S acts on the right on the free Z-module on the set of right cosets T'\\S

Zn\Sl= € z.(ry).

Lgel’\S
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The Z-module of I'-invariants
H(T,S)=2Z[T\S]" ={t € Z["\S]|ty=t forallyeT}

is free. The element
T, =T; =) (Th)€ H(,S),
Th
where the sum ranges over all right cosets contained in the double coset I'gI", depends only on I'gI".
Moreover, (Ty)rgrer\s/r forms a Z-basis of H(I', S).
The isomorphism

o

Ends (Z[1\S]) — H(T,S), T+ T((T))

endows H(T',S) with the structure of an associative ring with unit 77. Concretely, given elements
t=>a; (I'g;) and t' =3 . a} - (I'gy) in H(I',S), one has

(32) t-t' = aid}-(Lgigj) € H(T,S).
,J

Given a commutative unital ring R, the R-algebra
Hg(I',S) == R@ H(I', 5)
is called the Hecke algebra over R associated with (T, .5).

4.2. Parabolic induction. Let P = MUp be a parabolic F-subgroup of G. Recall the pro-
p Iwahori subgroup I; of G. Then I1 »y = I1 N M is a pro-p Iwahori subgroup of M [HR09,
Lemma 4.1.1]. Fix a commutative unital ring R. The algebras

HR(G) = HR(Il,G) and HR(M) = HR(ILM,M)

are the usual pro-p Iwahori-Hecke R-algebras [Vigl6, (1)] of G and M, respectively. We write
T, = T, whenever w € W(1) corresponds to I1gl; under (@); a similar convention applies to
Hr(M). Then (Tw)wew ) and (T2)yew,, ) are R-bases of Hr(G) and Hr(M), respectively.

Definition. The R-algebra Hr(P) := Hg(Iy N P, P) is called the parabolic pro-p Iwahori—Hecke
R-algebra.

The main goal of this section will be to construct two R-algebra morphisms

Hr(M) HR(G).
Pulling back along ©F; and extending scalars along Z£ then defines a functor
(33) Mod-Hr(M) — Mod-Hr(G), m— m ®yy,(p) Hr(G)

from the category of right Hr(M)-modules to the category of right Hr(G)-modules. We then go
on to prove that (B3] is naturally isomorphic to the parabolic induction functor studied in [OV18]
(4.2)] and [Vigl5).
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4.2.1. The positive subalgebra. Recall the monoid M of M-positive elements. The algebra
HR(M+) = HR(Il,M,M+)

is called the positive subalgebra of Hr(M). (The fact that it is indeed a subalgebra of Hr(M) is
clear from the explicit definition of the multiplication.)
We collect two well-known and fundamental properties of Hr(M ™).

Proposition 4.1 ([Vig98, I1.5]). Consider the injective R-linear map
& Hr(M) — Hr(G), Ty +— T

The restriction £+ == §‘HR( ) respects the product.

M+
Remark. Proposition @ Tlrelies solely on the Iwahori decomposition of I, i.e., we could replace I; by
any compact open subgroup I satisfying I' = ('NUper ). (TN M).(T'NUp). However, Proposition A1l
fails for groups like K that do not admit an Iwahori decomposition.

Proposition 4.2 ([Vig98| I1.6]). The following assertions are equivalent:
(a) €5 Hr(MT) = Hp(Q) extends to a morphism £+ : Hr(M) — Hp(G) of R-algebras.
(b) There exists a strictly positive element a € M such that T, is invertible in Hr(G).
If one of the assertions holds then Ty, is invertible for all strictly positive elements a € M and ng

18 UNLqUE.

Proof. 1f a € M is strictly positive then TM is central and invertible in Hz(M). Since (TM)".TM =
TM € Hr(M™T), for any m € M and n > 0, it follows that Hr (M) is the localization of Hr(M ™)
at TM. The proposition is a formal consequence of this fact. O

4.2.2. The morphism @5\34. Let I' € P be a compact open subgroup satisfying I' = I'y; 'y, where
I'ne =N M and I'y, = I'NUp. For example, I' could be the intersection of P with one of the
groups K, I, I;. Recall the notation gps := pr,,(g), where pr,,;: P — M is the projection.

Proposition 4.3. The R-linear map
©h; = Oy r: Hr(I, P) — Hp(Tar, M),
Ty — va(@nue(9) - Ty,

is a homomorphism of R-algebras.

Proof. The projection pr;;: P — M induces an R-linear map ¢: R[T'\P] — R[['j/\M], given
explicitly by (I'g) — (T'argar). Since pr,,(I') C T'ps and o is right P-linear if we let P act by inflation
on R[['y\M], it follows that ¥ maps Hg([, P) = R[['\P]' into Hr([pr, M) = R[Ca/\M]'™. By
restriction we obtain an R-linear map 0: Hg(T', P) — Hg(T'pr, M). It is obvious from the explicit

description of multiplication ([B2) that 6 respects the product. Therefore, it remains to prove
0 = ©1;. Let g € P. By Proposition Bl we have

wn (gn) vam (g) Hup (9)

Tgp = Z (Cgushjm;)
=1 j=1 s=—1
in R[F\P], for certain u, € T'v,, hj € (FM)(gM)v and m; € I'y; with 'y, = U?:A/Il(gM)(FM)(gM)mi.

Since garh; € I'argar, by definition of h;, we obtain
0(T)) = > (Caguhyms) = (Cargnmi) = var(9)nos(9) - Ty

1,38 %,7,8
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where the last equality uses I'prgp Ty = ffl(g”’) Targarmi, cf. [AZ95, Chapter 3, Lemma 1.2].

Hence, 6 and @]1\';[ coincide. g
For the next two consequences we assume I'y;, = Iy,

Corollary 4.4. The system (uy,(m)TM),,, where m runs through a system of representatives of

Loy \M/Tpr with py, (m) # 0 in R, generates Im(0}; ) over R. If R is p-torsionfree, then it is
an R-basts.

Proof. Notice that vp(m) = 1 whenever m € M. Moreover, we have uy,(9) > pu,(gum), for all
g € P, by Proposition 34l The assertion now follows from Proposition 3l O

Corollary 4.5. The algebra Hr(T'nr, M) is contained in Im(©%;) with equality whenever qR = 0.

Proof. Since T'j normalizes I'y,, = Iy,., we have I'yy € M+ and Hr(Tpr, M) is defined. Keeping
in mind that uy, takes values in ¢%>°, the assertion follows from Corollary B4l O

4.2.3. The morphism Eg. Lacking a good reference, we formulate Vignéras’ “fundamental lemma”,
a proof of which appears in [Vig05, Lemma 13] (or [Vig06| 1.2]) for F-split G, and which for general
G is known to the experts.

Lemma 4.6 (Fundamental Lemma). Let v,w € W(1). Then
Qo Ty ' Tow =T € @ 2T in Hz(G),
w’ <w
where < denotes the Bruhat order in W(1).

Proof. Let o be the orientation of (o, %) (cf. [Vigl6l 5.2]) which places € in the negative half-
space of each hyperplane H € §. Then E,(w) = T, in the notation of [Vigl6, Definition 5.22].
Computing inside Hz,-17(G), we have

Q'u,wTv_lva = QU,wEo(U)_lEo(Uw) = EO.’U(w) S HZ(G)a
by [Vigl6, Theorem 5.25], and the assertion follows from [Vigl6, Corollary 5.26]. O

Proposition 4.7. Assume that R is p-torsionfree. Then £¥: Hr(M™*) — Hr(G) (see Proposi-
tion[{-1]) extends uniquely to an injective R-algebra morphism

& Im(Of)) — Hr(Q),
and Im(©1)) is the mazimal subalgebra of Hr(M) with this property.
Definition. For arbitrary R we obtain an R-algebra morphism
EL =2L p =idg@(£7 0O 1) : Hr(P) — Hr(G).
Proof of Proposition [{.7], We view Hg(M) (resp. Hgr(G)) as a subalgebra of Hpp,—1)(M) (resp.
HR[pfl](G)), which is possible by our assumption on R. Let a € M ™ be a strictly positive element.
Then Ty, is invertible in Hgp,-11(G) by [Vigl6, Proposition 4.13 1)]. By Proposition B2l the map £*
extends uniquely to an R[p~!]-algebra morphism
g+ : HR[p—l] (M) — HR[p—l] (G)

Explicitly, it is given as follows: let m € M, and choose n € Z~qg such that a"m is M-positive.
Then

(34) Ty =T (T, = T " Tanm.

a
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It suffices to prove the following
Claim. The preimage of Hz(G) under £t coincides with Im(0%)).

The claim implies the assertion of the proposition: given any extension £: A — Hgr(G) of
EY: Hp(M™) — Hpr(G), we have & = §+’A by the uniqueness of £, and then A C Im(©F)) by
the claim.

We now prove the claim. By Corollary 4] the family (uy, (w)Tlf‘,/[)wewM(l) is an R-basis of

Im(©F,). As a is strictly positive, so is the element A := aZ; € A(1). Given any w € W (1), there
exists n € Zsg such that e™w € Wy+ (1). Now, Corollary B.I5 shows

_ HUup (n/\):U‘UP ( )
fiup (€™ w)

The second equality uses garnx - @M,w = @pr,enrw, that means, garnxw = 1, which holds because a
lies in the center of M. By Lemma we have

§~+ (MUP (w)TwM) = pup(w) - Ty "Tonry = Gnr,w -Tn_; “Tnry
(35) =Tw+ Y cwTw € Hr(G),

w! <w

Aniw = M xw = HUp (’LU)

for certain ¢, € Z, viewed as elements of R. This shows that £ is injective and that Im(0%)) is
contained in (£7)"L(Hg(G)).

Conversely, let T = Zle zi - To! € Hpp— (M) with z; € Rp~'] ~ {0} and EH(T) € Hr(G).
We prove T € Im(©%;) by induction on k. The case k = 0 is trivial. Assume k > 0. Rearranging
if necessary, we may assume that wy € Wy (1) is maximal among {ws,...,wy} with respect to the

Bruhat order in W (1). Let n € Zso with e™w; € Wyy+ (1) for alli. Then T T = 3% | & T2,
lies in Hppp-1)(M ™), and hence

k
HT) =y T T, szqnm (Twi+ Y cwTuy) € HalG).
1=1

w]<w;

Again, we have guaw; = pup(w;). Hence, maximality of wy implies z € R.uy,(wy), whence
2, Tw, € Im(0};). By the induction hypothesis we have T — x; T, € Im(©};). We conclude
T € Im(©%)), finishing the proof. O

We note the following useful consequence of the proof of Proposition .1
Corollary 4.8. Let a € M be strictly positive and g € P arbitrary. Then
Ton -EG(T)) = var (@) pp(9) - Tangrs  in Hr(G)
whenever n € Z~gq is such that a™gy € M.
Proof. The assertion follows by extension of scalars from the case R = Z. Thus, it suffices to prove
Tor - € (Oh12(T))) = var(@)pue (9) - Tangy,  in Ha(G),

where the computation takes place in Hyzp,-1(G). But this is clear from (34) and the fact that
Of1.2(T)) = var(9)up (9) - T, -
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4.2.4. Equwalence of parabolic inductions. Having constructed two morphisms ©%.: Hp(P) —
Hp(M) and ZL: Hr(P) — Hr(G), we obtain a functor

(36) Mod-Hg(M) — Mod-Hgr(G), m+—— m®y,p) Hr(G)

from the category of right H (M )-modules to the category of right H z(G)-modules by viewing m
via ©F; as a right H(P)-module and then extending scalars along ZZ. There is also the parabolic
induction, due to [OV18] (4.2)],

(37) Mod-Hr(M) — Mod-Hr(G), m— M Qg (M+) Hr(G),

given by viewing m as a right Hg(M™)-module and extending scalars along the R-algebra mor-
phism £T: Hr(M™') — Hr(G) (Proposition .1]). The next theorem is an easy consequence of the
construction of Z£.

Theorem 4.9. The functors B6l) and 1) are canonically isomorphic.
Proof. Let n be a right Hr(G)-module and let
p:m X Hg(G) —n

be an R-bilinear map satisfying p(m,TT’) = p(m,T)T’ for all m € m and 7,7’ € Hr(G). The
assertion of the theorem is then tantamount with the equivalence of the following two properties:
(i) p(mTM,T) = p(m, X (TM)T) for all m € m, TM € Hr(M™), and T € Hr(G).
(ii) p(mOL(TT),T) = p(m,EG(T)T) for all m € m, T¥ € H(P), and T € Hr(G).
Given m € M+, we have OF(TL) = TM and ZE(TL) = ¢H(TX). Thus, implies [(1)]
Conversely, assume [(i) and fix a strictly positive element a € M. Let g € P and choose n € Zsg
such that a"gyy € M+. Then

p(m- O (), T) = p(m - var(9)uu, (9) - Thh, T)
=p(m- (T2 var(9)pws (9)TH,,, . T)
= p(m - (TM)~1, ( )uUP(g)TangM -T) (by [@)
= p(m- (T}~ (TP) T) (by Corollary (8]
= p(m,=E (TgP) ) (by [G))

keeping in mind ¢T(TM) = T, for all m € M*. Hence, [(i)| implies O

5. TRANSITIVITY OF PARABOLIC INDUCTION

We observe that only a proper quotient of the parabolic pro-p Iwahori-Hecke algebra Hpg(P)
affects the parabolic induction functor: both morphisms ©%; and =& factor through

R ®Im(0}; ;).

This suggests to study this algebra.
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5.1. Definitions and compatibilities.
Definition. We put Hz(M,G) = R®@Im(O}; ;). Given w € Wy(1), we define
MG = 1@ py, (w)TM € Hr(M,G).

From Corollary B4l it follows that (7. )w eWar (1) 15 A1 R-basis of Hr(M,G). Finally, write

037 Hr(M,G) — Hr(M), and
€& Hr(M,G) — Hr(G)
for the maps induced by @]1\';[ and Eg, respectively.

Remark. (a) Although not explicit in the notation, the algebra Hr(M, G) depends on P. How-
ever, in our context M and P determine each other so that no confusion will arise.
(b) Notice that Hr(G,G) = Hr(G).
(¢) The computation (BH) actually shows

(38) G m () =Tw+ Y cwTw € Hr(G),

w!' <w
for all w € Wy (1). In particular, 58,1\/[ is injective.

Lemma 5.1. Let v,w € Wy (1) with gy = 1. Then MG . 7MG = £M.G.

Proof. We may assume R = Z. Corollary B.I5l shows py,. (v) - p ( ) = pup (vw) and gar,p,w = 1.
Hence TM ¢ M7G = HUp (U)IU'UP (w) Tiflejy = HUp (Uw) T M G' U
5.1.1. The morphisms 9]%/1’0.

Lemma 5.2. Let M C L be Levi subgroups in G. The map
Hﬁl’c: Hr(M,G) — Hr(M,L), ¢ — pup, (w) - ML
is a morphism of R-algebras. Given another Levi subgroup L containing L, the diagram

L',G

Hp(M,G) 255 Hp(M, L)

OLX) PL L’)

. L,G _ pL,L' _,L'.G
commutes, i.e., 0y =0y o8y,

Proof. We may assume R = Z. By Proposition B.12] we compute

7_1]1\147G = Hup (w)TwM = HUp, (w) : /J'UPﬁL(w)TwM = HUp, (w) : 7_1]1\147L7

for all w € Wiy (1). Hence, GJ%JG is the inclusion map and, in particular, a morphism of Z-algebras.
If L' is another Levi subgroup containing L, then

(087" 0 03 C) (7MY = 03" (nop,, (w)THE) = sy (W), e (w) - TIE

_ ,LLUPL (’LU) M L oL G( 1]l\)/.I,G)

for all w € Wy (1), again by Proposition B.12] O

3
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Proposition 5.3. Let M C L be Levi subgroups in G. Let A € A(1) be a strictly L-positive element.
Then

Hr(M, L) = Ha(M, G)[ (") "]
and 9§/I’G: Hr(M,G) — Hr(M, L) is the localization morphism.

Proof. Notice that Tiw " lies in the center of Hr(M, G), since A is lifted by a central element in L
(and hence in M). Also 6% G( M G) = T%\’L is central and invertible in Hr(M, L) for each n € Zo.
Hence, HJLVI’G induces a well-defined R-algebra morphism

03" Hr(M,G)[(ry") ] — Hr(M, L).
It suffices to construct an R-linear inverse. Let w € Wy (1). Choose n € Zxq such that e™w €

Wi+(1). As n is lifted by a central element of L, we have g1, ,x, = 1. Hence, Lemma [5.1] shows

M,L M,L L _ _M,L M,L M,L L,G/_M,G
(39) ML — M.L 0C (TR0,

- T—nk Tax " Tw — —nX Te">‘w = T—nk TenAqw

Hence, we obtain an R-linear map

M,G

Tn
v:i Hr(M,L) — Hp(M,G)[(r\") ], 7iht — S,

Tnx

which does not depend on the choice of n. By (89) we have gf/[G 0y = idyp(m,1)- Conversely, let
w € Wy (1) and n € Zwg. Take m € Zsg with e™w € Wyt (1). As mA is hfted by a central
element in L, we have uy,nrz(e™ w) = pypnr(w). Applying Proposition B2 twice, we compute

fwp, (W) - pup (€™ Mw) = pup, (W) - pupan(e™ w) - pu,, (€™ w)
= hwp, (W) - pupnL(w) = pop (w).
This shows T%)’\G MG = pup, (W) - Te]\,JnF Now,
~1ay [ TahC M,L pL.G/ MG M,L _M,L
(yo03;) o =y (o - 0y (1)) = pwp, (w) -y (720 - 1)
ni
. MG MG _M,G M,G
M,L NUP( ) Tomx T “ Ty T,
= hp, (w) 'V(Te*"’\w) = = MG — = ch: 1zl\)/f,c: = 117/1,0'
(n+m)>\ Toax " Tax T
Hence, 7 o 6‘ G 'dHR(M &)%) ﬁnlshlng the proof. ]

5.1.2. The morphisms §L7M.
Lemma 5.4. Let M C L be Levi subgroups in G. There exists a unique R-algebra morphism
&7 vt Hr(M,G) — HR(L,G)

which is natural in R and satisfies the following property: for all Levi subgroups M C L C L/ in G,
the diagram

S

HR(M G) —_— HR(L G)
(40) 0@’Gl lef <
HR(M7 L/) T> %R(L,Ll)

L,M
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. L ’ L’ .
commutes, i.e., 0] G ¢y =€, 0 GM’G. Moreover, £§,, is injective.

Proof. We first construct a unique morphism fg > hatural in R, making the diagram

G
gL,M

3"[3(]\17 G) E— HR(L,G)
(41) 9&% lef*c
HR(M, L) T HR(L)

commutative. Afterwards, we check injectivity and that [@Q) commutes.

Step 1: We prove unique existence provided R is p-torsionfree. In this case, 9]%4;6: and 9£’G are
the canonical inclusions, hence uniqueness is clear. We have to show that 557 v maps Hr(M, Q)
into Hr(L, Q). Let w € Wyr(1). Recall that by (B8) we have

() =Th+ > cwTh in Hr(L),
w!' <pw

where <, denotes the Bruhat order in Wy, (1). By Proposition BI4l(b)| we have pup, (W) < pup, (w)
for all w’ € Wi (1) with w’ <z w. We deduce that

gf,M(Té\JJﬂG) = HUp, (w> 'gf,M(thny) = HUp, (w)T£ + Z Cw HUp, (w)Tvﬁ’

w’' < w
_ LG ; _L,G
=T, + g Cop? Toy?

w’'<pw

lies in Hg(L,G). This proves existence of an embedding ¢f 5, : Hr(M,G) — Hgr(L,G) making
1) commutative.

Step 2: We prove unique existence for general R. Existence follows from step 1 by extension of
scalars from Z to R. (If R is p-torsionfree this construction coincides with the one in step 1 by the
uniqueness assertion.) We have to prove uniqueness for general R. Take a surjection f: R’ — R

for some p-torsionfree ring R’ (e.g., the large polynomial ring Z[X, | r € R]). By naturality of the
diagram

el
&0 m

Hr (M7 G) — Hr (L7 G)

f®idl lf@id
HR(M7 G) T> HR(La G)
fL,M
it follows that 55 o is uniquely determined by the naturality requirement.

Step 3: Injectivity of 5? - By construction we have

fg,M (Ty’c) = Tﬁ’c + Z c;ﬂTjiG, for all w € Wy (1),

w' <pw

for certain ¢/, € R. In particular, ¢, is injective.
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Step 4: Commutativity of (@0). By naturality we may assume R = Z. The outer and lower
square in

G
§L,M

Hz(M, G) - Hz(L, G)
ore| o e
gf M
059 Hz(M,L) —— Hyz(L,L) Lo

eL
i | Jor

Hz(M, L) T 'Hz(L)

L,M

. . L.L . . . .
commute by construction. By Lemma[5.2] and since 6, is injective, the upper square commutes.

|
Lemma 5.5. Let M C L C L' be Levi subgroups in G. Then the diagram
gG
HR(M7 G) ﬂ) HR(La G)
I3
Sf/,M\ l "
Hr(L',G)
commutes, i.e., 55,)]\4 = 55)L o {f)M.
Proof. By naturality it suffices to prove the assertion for R = Z. By naturality, and since

Hz(M',G) C Hyp-1) (M, G) = Hypp-1(M’) for all Levi subgroups M’ in G, we may even assume
R = Z[p~']. Hence, we need to prove commutativity of

L
ISWY;

HZ[p—l] (M) — Hz[p—l] (L)

'
gL’,I\/I

Hap—y (L)
(Notice that fg M= fﬂ u for all Levi subgroups M C L in G whenever p is invertible, because
then #5:% and 62 are the identity morphisms in (@T)).)

Let w € Wys(1) and take a strictly M-positive element A € A(1). Let n € Zsq with ™ w €
W+ (1). Then both nA and e"w are M+L-, M+L"- and Lt -positive. Hence,

gé,M(va\;/I) = (TnLA)_l 'TeLMwa §L’,M(T£4) = (TrfA)_l 'TeLva
gf’,L(Trf)\) = TnLAa fL’,L(TeLMw) = TeLMw'

Therefore, we compute
(fg,L o ) (Ta") = §L:,L((Trf)\)71 Thing) = (TR Th,, = ff/l,M(Ty)- O
5.2. Transitivity of parabolic induction.
Proposition 5.6. Let M C L C L’ be Levi subgroups in G. The canonical map
(42) Hr(M,L") @4, m,c) Hr(L, G) — Hr(L,L'),

2@y — L () - 07 C(y)
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is an isomorphism of Hr(M, L')-Hr(L, G)-bimodules|]

Proof. The map is well-defined, since ([@0) commutes, and preserves the bimodule structure by
definition. Let A € A(1) be a strictly L’-positive element. By Proposition[5.3 the map ([@2) identifies
with the canonical map

Hr(M,G) (") Y] @unin.ey Hr(L,G) — Hr(L,G)[(r9) 7],
which is clearly an R-linear isomorphism. g

Theorem 5.7. Let L C L' and M C M’ C M” be Levi subgroups in G with M CL and M’ CL/.
Then the canonical map

Hr(M,L) ©® Hr(M",G) — Hr(M,L) ® Hr(M' L) © HrM"G),
Hr(M,G) Hr(M,L") Hr(M',G)

TRYU— 1Ry
is an isomorphism of Hr(M, L)-Hr(M",G)-bimodules.
Proof. There are natural isomorphisms

Hr(M,L) ® Hr(M" G)
Hr(M,G)

~Hp(M,L) & 'HR(M,L/) ® 'HR(M/,G) & HR(M”,G)
Hr(M,L") Hr(M,G) Hr(M',G)

~Hp(M,L) ® HR(MI,L/) ® HR(M”,G),
Hr(M,L") Hr(M',G)

the second isomorphism being given by Proposition[5.6l The composite sends z®@y — z®1®y. O

As an application we give another proof of the transitivity of parabolic induction, which is
originally due to Vignéras [Vigl5| Proposition 4.3].

Corollary 5.8. Let M C L be Levi subgroups in G. Let m be a right Hr(M)-module. Then there
is a natural isomorphism of right Hr(G)-modules

M &gy p(M+L) Hr(L) OHr(L+) Hr(G)Zm OHp(M+) Hr(G).
Proof. Since there is a natural right Hz(G)-linear isomorphism
M 30ty HR(G) = m @) Hr(M) @pparv) Hr(G)

(and similarly with (M*+,G) replaced by (ML, L)), we are reduced to proving the assertion for
m = Hpr(M). Now, by Theorems[4.9] and 57 there are Hr(M)-Hr(G)-bimodule isomorphisms
Hr(M) @ya+) HR(G) = Hr(M) @3 par.0) He(G)
= Hr(M) @y pmr,n) HR(L) @ pn.a) HR(G)
= Hr(M) @y pr+ry HrR(L) @ p(+) HR(G). 0

IThe maps Hr(M,G) = Hr(M, L") and Hr(M,G) — Hgr(L,G) are the obvious ones, namely Gf/f/’c and {f’M,

respectively. Likewise, the bimodule structure is the obvious one.
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5.3. Alcove walk bases and a filtration. We finish by describing a natural Z>-filtration on
the R-algebra Hr(M,G) coming from uy,: War(1) = Z>o. To do this we need to describe alcove
walk bases for Hr(M, G).

Definition. Let o be an orientation of (s, ) [Vigl) 5.2]. Let (Eo(w))wew,, (1) be the associ-
ated alcove walk basis in Hz (M) [Vigl6, Definition 5.22]. We define

EMC (w) =18 pyp(w) - Ey(w) € Hr(M,G), for all w € Wy (1).

Remark. The element EM:C(w) is indeed well-defined: since E,(w) = TM + D < arw
certain ¢,y € Z, [Vigl6), Corollary 5.26] and by Proposition we even have

(43) EY G w) =73+ Y Y € Hr(M,G),

w' <pw

551’((5,)) - ¢y in R. Hence, (EX%(w)),ew,, (1) is an R-basis of Hz(M,G).
s

cwTM for

where ¢}, is the image of

Lemma 5.9. Let o be an orientation of (<, Hm). Let v,w € War(1). Then

E)"C (v) - Egqif (W) = qu,w - B3 (vw).

oev

Proof. We may assume R = Z. Then E,(v) - Eper (W) = qrww - Eo(vw) by [Vigl6l Theorem 5.25].
Corollary shows

BV 6 (o) BN ) = PO L ) = g, - BV (), 0
piwp (vw) o ’
Definition. A Zsq-filtration of an R-algebra A is a family (F;A)icz., of R-submodules satisfying
- fZA Q fi+1A for all 4 Z 0,
— FA-F;AC FipjAforalli,j>0;
— 1€ Fo4;
— A= UiZO]:iA-

Proposition 5.10. The free R-submodules FMC of Hr(M,G) generated by {t51%} wew 1),

pup (w)<g”
define a Zso-filtration on Hp(M,G). Moreover, Fo"% = Hp(M*) via 9%’6:.

Proof. The only thing that is not immediately clear is fiM G fJM’G - fiI\f}G, for i,7 > 0. Given

any orientation o of (@, ), the set { EM%(w)} ,ew,, 1) is an R-basis of F}:¢ by @3) and

pup (w)<g"
Proposition Hence, the claim follows from Lemma [5.9] and Corollary B.15 a
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