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ON GENERALIZATION OF BREUIL-SCHRAEN’S L -INVARIANTS TO GLn

ZICHENG QIAN

Abstract. Let p be prime number and K be a p-adic field. We systematically compute the
higher Ext-groups between locally analytic generalized Steinberg representations (LAGS for short)
of GLn(K) via a new combinatorial treatment of some spectral sequences arising from the so-called
Tits complex. Such spectral sequences degenerate at the second page and each Ext-group admits a
canonical filtration whose graded pieces are terms in the second page of the corresponding spectral
sequence. For each pair of LAGS, we are particularly interested their Ext-groups in the bottom two
non-vanishing degrees. We write down an explicit basis for each graded piece (under the canonical
filtration) of such an Ext-group, and then describe the cup product maps between such Ext-groups
using these bases. As an application, we generalize Breuil’s L -invariants for GL2(Qp) and Schraen’s
higher L -invariants for GL3(Qp) to GLn(K). Along the way, we also establish a generalization of
Bernstein–Zelevinsky geometric lemma to admissible locally analytic representations constructed
by Orlik–Strauch, generalizing a result in Schraen’s thesis for GL3(Qp).
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1. Introduction

Let p be a prime number and E be a sufficiently large finite extension of Qp. The theory of
L -invariant(s) has a long history, and was first introduced by Mazur-Tate-Teitelbaum [MTT86]
to describe the derivative of the p-adic L-function (for a certain weight 2 modular form f) at its
exceptional zero. If we write ρf for the Gal(Q/Q)-representation attached to f via Langlands
correspondence, then we are interested in the case when ρf,p is semi-stable non-crystalline, and this
derivative, written L (f), depends only on ρf,p and can be read off explicitly from the filtered (ϕ,N)-
module attached to ρf,p via Fontaine’s theory (see [Fon94]). We usually use the term Fontaine-
Mazur L -invariant for invariants (of semi-stable p-adic Galois representations) which are defined
using an admissible Hodge filtration on a (ϕ,N)-module. Among many different definitions of
the L -invariant L (f) (which turn out to be equivalent, see the book [Ast] for a comprehensive
study), Breuil constructs in [Bre04] an explicit finite length locally analytic representation Π(ρf,p)
(written Σ(2,L) in loc.it. with L = L (f)) of GL2(Qp) whose isomorphism class recovers L (f),
and shows in [Bre10] that Π(ρf,p) embeds into the f -isotypic component of completed cohomology
of modular curves. (Such results are usually called p-adic local-global compatibility). Breuil’s
construction is actually one of the first instances of the p-adic Langlands correspondence, and
the map ρf,p 7→ Π(ρf,p) can be improved to be a bijection between the family of semi-stable non

crystalline p-adic continuous representations ρ : Gal(Qp/Qp) → GL2(E) and an explicit family
of locally analytic (E-)representations Π(ρ) of GL2(Qp). Motivated by the general philosophy of
p-adic Langlands correspondence, it is natural to seek for generalizations of Breuil’s L -invariants
to GLn(K) with [K : Qp] <∞, namely to recover all Fontaine-Mazur L -invariants of a semi-stable

ρ : Gal(K/K) → GLn(E) from a certain locally analytic representation Π(ρ) of GLn(K). When
ρ is crystalline with generic ϕ-eigenvalues, it is expected that (for GLn(K) 6= GL2(Qp)) Π(ρ) has
to involve some locally analytic representations which do not appear in any parabolic induction.
Hence, an explicit construction of Π(ρ) (which recovers all Fontaine-Mazur L -invariants) is not yet
available beyond the case of GL2(Qp). However, according to Breuil’s Ext1 conjecture in [Bre19],
we do expect the existence of some explicit Π(ρ) that recovers all Fontaine-Mazur L -invariants of
ρ, when ρ is semi-stable with maximal rank monodromy (namely Nn−1 6= 0).

We assume from now that ρ is semi-stable with Nn−1 6= 0. We also assume for simplicity in this
introduction that ρ is ordinary, in which case ρ is up to a twist of the following form

(1.1)




εn−1 · · · ∗
. . .

...
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with ε : Gal(Qp/Qp) → E× being the p-adic cyclotomic character. In [Ding19], Ding has con-
structed locally analytic representations of GLn(K) that recover those Fontaine-Mazur L -invariants
of ρ coming from a two dimensional subquotient of ρ, which are morally the extension parameters
at simple roots. The next objects of interest are therefore generalizations of Breuil’s L -invariants
that conjecturally corresponds to Fontaine-Mazur L -invariants of ρ at non-simple roots, the so-
called higher L -invariants. Much work has been done towards higher L -invariants and there
are essentially two different approaches which are closely related. Following Breuil’s Ext1 conjec-
ture in [Bre19], Breuil-Ding construct explicit locally analytic representations ΠBD(ρ) of GL3(Qp)
(by which we mean either Π(D)− or Π(D) in (3.111) and (3.112) of loc.it. with λ = 0), estab-
lish their (p-adic) local-global compatibility (crucially using p-adic Langlands correspondence for
GL2(Qp)) in [BD20], and then study their image under certain functor towards (ϕ,Γ)-modules in
[BD19]. In another direction, Schraen has done extensive computations in his thesis [Schr11] and
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find higher L -invariants inside certain (higher) Ext-groups between locally analytic generalized
Steinberg representations. Afterwards, part of the author’s thesis has connected Breuil-Ding and
Schraen’s approaches in an explicit way, and in particular leading to a new family of locally analytic
representations ΠQ(ρ) (see (1.1) of [Qian21]) which contains ΠBD(ρ). Breuil-Ding’s approach has
the advantage of constructing explicit true representations (instead of objects in certain derived
category), but its generalization to GLn(K) is à priori difficult due to complexity of ΠBD(ρ) and
ΠQ(ρ). Schraen’s approach is certainly not producing explicit representations, but has the obvious
advantage of involving only locally analytic generalized Steinberg representations in its formulation.
So it seems fair to first generalize Schraen’s approach, which is the main focus of this paper.

1.1. Statement of the main results. We only state our main result for GLn(Qp) for simplicity.
Let B (resp. B+, resp. T ) be the lower triangular Borel subgroup (resp. upper triangular Borel
subgroup, resp. diagonal maximal torus) of GLn/Z and ∆ be the set of positive simple roots with

respect to the pair B+, T . Then for each subset I ⊆ ∆, we can attach a parabolic subgroup PI ⊇ B
and a standard Levi subgroup LI ⊆ GLn. Note that I

′ ⊆ I if and only if PI′ ⊆ PI . For each I ⊆ ∆,
we define

ianI
def
=
(
Ind

GLn(Qp)
PI(Qp)

1LI (Qp)

)an

and then

vanI
def
= ianI /

∑

I′)I

ianI′ ,

which is the so-called locally analytic generalized Steinberg representation attached to I. Note that

Stann
def

= van∅ is called the locally analytic Steinberg representation and van∆ is the trivial representation
1n of GLn(Qp). Similarly, for each I ⊆ ∆, we have a smooth generalized Steinberg representation

v∞I (with St∞n
def
= v∞∅ ) which can be identified with the set of smooth vectors of vanI . Each vanI

clearly factors as a locally analytic representation of PGLn(Qp). We write Ext•PGLn(Qp)
(−,−) for

locally analytic Ext-groups between admissible locally analytic representations of PGLn(Qp)(see
Section 1.4 for further details). For each pair of subsets I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆, we write

(1.2) EI,I′
def
= Ext#I−#I′

PGLn(Qp)
(vanI , v

an
I′ ),

and note that each triple I ′′ ⊆ I ′ ⊆ I induces a cup product map

(1.3) EI,I′ ⊗EI′,I′′
∪
−→ EI,I′′.

The following is our main result

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 4.22, Corollary 5.1). The Ext-groups (1.2) and cup product maps (1.3)
satisfy the following properties.

(i) for each α ∈ ∆, we have a canonical isomorphism E{α},∅
∼= Homcont(Q

×
p , E);

(ii) for each I ′ ⊆ I, we have a canonical isomorphism EI,I′
∼= EI\I′,∅;

(iii) the map (1.3) is injective, and is an isomorphism if α + β is not a root for any α ∈ I \ I ′

and β ∈ I ′ \ I ′′;
(iv) the map (1.3) together with item (ii) fits into the following commutative diagram

EI,I′

∼=
��

⊗ EI′,I′′

∼=
��

∪
// EI,I′′

ε

��

EI∗,I′′ ⊗ EI,I∗
∪

// EI,I′′
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with I∗ = I ′′ ∪ (I \ I ′) and ε = (−1)(#I\I′)(#I′\I′′);
(v) The map ⊕

∅6=I′(I

EI,I′ ⊗EI′,∅ → EI,∅

has a codimension one image if
∑

α∈I α is a root, and is surjective otherwise.

Remark 1.2. (1) We have

ExtkPGLn(Qp)
(vanI , v

an
I′ ) = 0

for each k < #I − #I ′, and thus EI,I′ is the bottom degree non-vanishing Ext-group for
each I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆.

(2) The space Homcont(Q
×
p , E) admits a basis {val, log} where val : Q×

p → Z →֒ E is p-adic

valuation and log is any branch of the p-adic logarithm. In particular, Homcont(Q
×
p , E)

contains a canonical line Eval spanned by val.

(3) In Corollary 5.1, we also study E′
I,I′

def
= Ext#I−#I′+1

PGLn(Qp)
(vanI , v

an
I′ ) as well as cup product map

of the form
EI,I′ ⊗E′

I′,I′′
∪
−→ E′

I,I′′,

and Theorem 1.1 has a natural variant in this setting.
(4) When n = 2, Theorem 1.1 goes back to [Bre04]. The n = 3 case is proven by Schraen in

[Schr11] as a key ingredient in his definition of (higher) L -invariants for GL3(Qp).

When n = 2, we have a natural exact sequence

van∆ →֒ ian∅ ։ van∅

which induces canonical isomorphisms

(1.4) Homcont(Q
×
p , E) ∼= Ext1

Q×
p
(1, 1) ∼= Ext1PGL2(Qp)

(ian∅ , i
an
∅ ) ∼= Ext1PGL2(Qp)

(van∆ , v
an
∅ ).

Consequently, given a E-line W ⊆ Homcont(Q
×
p , E), Breuil attaches a representation VW that fits

into

(1.5) van∅ →֒ VW ։ van∆ .

Note that Homcont(Q
×
p , E) contains a canonical E-line Eval, and W 6= Eval if and only if VW is

uniserial if and only if the set of smooth vectors V∞
W ⊆ VW is St∞2 if and only if the corresponding

ρ : Gal(Qp/Qp)→ GL2(E) is semi-stable non-crystalline (namely N 6= 0).
Now we consider the case n = 3 which is first studied in [Schr11]. Similar to (1.4), we have

canonical isomorphisms

(1.6) Homcont(Q
×
p , E) ∼= Ext1PGL3(Qp)

(van∆ , van∆\{α})
∼= Ext1PGL3(Qp)

(van{α}, v
an
∅ ),

and we write valα for the element corresponding to val under (1.6) in the second and third space, for
each α ∈ ∆. Consequently, each E-line Wα ⊆ Ext1PGL3(Qp)

(van{α}, v
an
∅ ) determines a representation

VWα that fits into
van∅ →֒ VWα ։ van{α}.

We assume that

(1.7) Wα 6= Evalα

for each α ∈ ∆. Then Schraen computes that

(1.8) Ext2PGL3(Qp)
(van∆ , VWα1 ,Wα2

) ∼= E∆,∅/

(
2∑

i=1

E∆,{αi} ∪Wαi

)
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is two-dimensional, where VWα1 ,Wα2
is the amalgamate sum of VWα1

and VWα2
over van∅ with ∆ =

{α1, α2}. (Note that (1.7) for each α ∈ ∆ if and only if the set of smooth vectors V∞
Wα1 ,Wα2

⊆

VWα1 ,Wα2
is St∞3 .) We abuse valα1 ∪valα2 for its image in (1.8). Hence, he can choose a third E-line

Wα3 (with α3 = α1 + α2 being the unique non-simple positive root) inside (1.8) satisfying

(1.9) Wα3 6= Evalα1 ∪ valα2

and then define a derived object which (morally) fits into the following distinguished triangle (see
(1.14) of [Schr11])

(1.10) VWα1 ,Wα2
→ VWα1 ,Wα2 ,Wα3

→ van∆ [−1]→ .

Then he uses (1.10) to pin down a filtered (ϕ,N)-module from the de Rham complex of the Drinfeld
upper half space. Note that the filtered (ϕ,N)-module in [Schr11] depends on some non-canonical
choices of normalization of parameters, and it is à priori unclear which choice gives the correct ρ that
“corresponds to” VWα1 ,Wα2 ,Wα3

under p-adic Langlands correspondence. We slightly reformulate
Schraen’s result by replacing the three E-linesWα1 ,Wα2 andWα3 by a single hyperplaneW ⊆ E∆,∅

which is the preimage of Wα3 under

(1.11) E∆,∅ ։ E∆,∅/

(
2∑

i=1

E∆,{αi} ∪Wαi

)
∼= Ext2PGL3(Qp)

(van∆ , VWα1 ,Wα2
).

It is clear that the hyperplane W ⊆ E∆,∅ is determined by Wα1 , Wα2 and Wα3 . Conversely, Wα3 is
the image of W under (1.11), and Wαi is uniquely characterized by the equality

(1.12) Evalα3−i ∪Wαi =W ∩ (Evalα3−i ∪E{αi},∅)

for each i = 1, 2. In other words, we simplify Schraen’s definition of L -invariants by gluing Wα1 ,
Wα2 and Wα3 together to a single hyperplane W ⊆ E∆,∅.

In general, as E{α},∅
∼= Homcont(Q

×
p , E) contains a canonical E-line Evalα for each α ∈ I, we

obtain a canonical E-line E∞
I,I′
∼= E∞

I\I′,∅ by cup product of Evalα coming from each α ∈ I \ I ′.

Hence, we can define ÊI,I′ ⊆ E∆,∅ as the image of

(1.13) E∞
∆,I ⊗EI,I′ ⊗E∞

I′,∅
∪
−→ E∆,∅.

We are therefore lead to the following simple definition of Breuil-Schraen L -invariants for general
GLn, based on Theorem 1.1

Definition 1.3. A Breuil-Schraen L -invariant for GLn is a hyperplane W ⊆ E∆,∅ such that

• W ∩ ÊI,I′ (W for each I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆ (and we write WI,I′ ⊆ EI,I′ for the unique hyperplane
such that E∞

∆,I ⊗WI,I′ ⊗E∞
I′,∅ is the preimage of W under (1.13));

• (1.3) induces an isomorphism

EI,I′/WI,I′ ⊗EI′,I′′/WI′,I′′
∼
−→ EI,I′′/WI,I′′

for each I ′′ ⊆ I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆.

As the first (resp. the second) condition is an open condition (resp. a closed condition), the
moduli space of Breuil-Schraen L -invariants is given by an explicit locally closed subscheme of
the projective space P(E∆,∅). We prove in Theorem 5.9 that this moduli space is non-canonically
isomorphic to U+, the unipotent radical of B+. Note that U+ is naturally isomorphic (via Fontaine’s
Dst) to the moduli space of ρ of the form (1.1) that satisfies Nn−1 6= 0. Compared to the approach
of [Schr11], our definition of L -invariants has the advantage of being simple and independent of
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choices of bases of various EI,I′. When n = 3, the first condition reduces to Wα1 6= Eval 6= Wα2

and (1.9), and the second condition reduces to (1.12).
We conjecture that, for each Breuil-Schraen L -invariant W ⊆ E∆,∅, one should be able to define

• a locally analytic representation W of PGLn(Qp) with dimE HomPGLn(Qp)(St
an
n ,W) = 1

and any embedding Stann →֒ W induces a surjection

E∆,∅ = Extn−1
PGLn(Qp)

(1n,St
an
n ) ։ Extn−1

PGLn(Qp)
(1n,W)

with kernel W ;
• a unique semi-stable ρW : Gal(Qp/Qp)→ GLn(E) such thatW embeds into the conjectural
representation Π(ρW ) given by p-adic Langlands correspondence.

Remark 1.4. The existence of such W and ρW is known for n ≤ 3 thanks to the following work.

• When n = 2, we can simply take W to be VW as in (1.5), which was firstly introduced by
Breuil in [Bre04] (see the paragraph in loc.it. before Conjecture 1.1.1) as Σ(2,L) (with L ∈
E explicitly determined byW ). Let f be a cusp new form of weight 2 whose attached Galois

representation is ρf . Assume that ρf,p
def
= ρf |Gal(Qp/Qp)

is semi-stable non-crystalline. In

Corollaire 1.1.6 of [Bre10], Breuil proves that (up to an unramified twist) Σ(2,L) (or rather
its completion B(2,L)) embeds into the f -isotypic Hecke eigenspace inside the completed
cohomology of a tower of modular curves, if and only if the equality L (f) = L holds with
L (f) being the Fontaine-Mazur L -invariant attached to ρf,p. In other words, L (f) is
determined by W and we can take ρW = ρf,p. Note that we can also take W to be another

uniserial locally analytic representation V +
W of length four that fits into the short exact

seqnece

VW →֒ V +
W ։ Ĩ(s · 0)

where Ĩ(s · 0) is another irreducible locally analytic principal series (cf. the paragraph
before Lemma 3.13 of [BD20]). In terms of terminology of [BD20], our VW (resp. V +

W ) is
isomorphic to π(0, ψ)− (resp. π(0, ψ)) with ψ ∈ Homcont(Q

×
p , E) satisfying W = Eψ (see

(3.23) and (3.27) of loc.it.). According to [Col10] and Theorem 1.2.1 of [Eme11], the locally
analytic representation Π(ρW ) attached to ρW via p-adic local Langlands correspondence
is actually isomorphic to V +

W . Therefore VW and V +
W are the only two possible choices of

W here.
• When n = 3, following his Ext1-conjecture in [Bre19], Breuil constructs an explicit family
of locally analytic representations (Théorème 1.2 of loc.it.) and proves a weaker version
of local-global compatibility (Théorème 1.3 of loc.it.) for them, compared with the strong
version in Conjecture 1.4 of loc.it.. We write D for the rank three (ϕ,Γ)-module (over Robba
ring) associated with an ordinary Galois representation ρ of the form (1.1) with n = 3. In
[BD20], Breuil-Ding attach to D two locally analytic representations Π(D)− ⊆ Π(D) of
GL3(Qp) (see (3.111) and (3.112) of loc.it.). Then they prove Conjecture 1.4 of [Bre19]
(see Theorem 1.1 of [BD20]) crucially using the p-adic local Langlands correspondence of

GL2(Qp). We write Π̃(D)− (resp. Π̃(D)) for the amalgamate sum of Π(D)− (resp. Π(D))
and Stan3 over the length five subrepresentation with Jordan–Hölder factors St∞3 , C1,1, C2,1,

C̃1,2, C̃2,2 (see (3.111) of loc.it. for the illustration of this subrepresentation with each factor
defined in paragraphs before it). Then we can combine Proposition 6.8, Theorem 7.1 of
[Qian21] with Theorem 1.1 of [BD20] and obtain

(1.14) E∆,∅ = Ext2PGL3(Qp)
(13,St

an
3 ) ։ Ext2PGL3(Qp)

(13, Π̃
−(D)) ∼= Ext2PGL3(Qp)

(13, Π̃(D))
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with the last two terms being one dimensional. Consequently, if we write W for the kernel

of (1.14), then we can let W be either Π̃(D)− or Π̃(D), and ρW be the ρ that defines D.
The minimal possible choice of W (under inclusion between representations) is actually

ker(Π̃(D)− ։ v∞{α})

for any α ∈ ∆, and in particular is not unique. On the other hand, under further restriction
on W specified in Conjecture 5.11, it is possible that there exists a unique maximal choice
of W.

We refer the conjectural realization of ρW inside Drinfeld upper half space to Conjecture 5.18.

Remark 1.5. It is natural to ask if Theorem 1.1 admits natural generalization to other reductive
groups (with vanI defined exactly the same way for each I ⊆ ∆). Indeed, most combinatorial
construction in this paper works for more general reductive groups and many Ext-groups between
vanI can be computed. However, for general group, it seems unclear how to extend the definition of
Breuil-Schraen L -invariants using cup products involving only Ext-groups between vanI .

Remark 1.6. The space Homcont(Q
×
p , E) contains a unique canonical E-line which is Eval, so EI,I′

contains a unique canonical E-line Evalα whenever I \ I ′ = {α}. For general I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆, there
exists a minimal lattice of canonical subspaces of EI,I′ generated by the image of the cup product
of various EI′′,I′′′ (for some choices of I ′ ⊆ I ′′′ ⊆ I ′′ ⊆ I) with various Evalα satisfying α ∈ I \ I ′.
There exists an even more interesting filtration on EI,I′ induced from the layer structure of vanI′ as
a finite length admissible locally analytic representation. We will study this second filtration as
well as its relative position with respect to the aforementioned lattice of canonical subspaces in a
forthcoming work, which should lead to a proof of Conjecture 5.18 which generalizes Théorème 6.23
and Remarque 6.24 of [Schr11]. These computations also shed light on the construction (in the GLn

case) of locally analytic representations in Breuil’s Ext1 conjecture as well as those in Theorem 1.1
of [Qian21].

1.2. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we systematically compute various locally ana-
lytic cohomology groups of locally analytic generalized Steinberg representations (LAGS for short).
As each LAGS is derived equivalent to a complex of (direct sum of) parabolically induced principal
series, we reduce our problem to the computation of a spectral sequence called E•,•

•,I0,I1
(see Sec-

tion 2.2). The first page E•,•
1,I0,I1

can be easily written down with an explicit basis using results from

Section 2.1, so our main task is to explicitly compute the second page E•,•
2,I0,I1

and show that the
spectral sequence actually degenerates at its second page. To achieve this, we construct an explicit

(and much smaller) combinatorial subcomplex E•,k
1,I0,I1,⋄

of E•,k
1,I0,I1

for each k ∈ Z, based on the

notion of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples (see Definition 2.13). The key technical ingredient is to show that

the E•,k
1,I0,I1,⋄

→ E•,k
1,I0,I1

is actually a quasi-isomorphism (see Proposition 2.23), which reduces our

problem to the computation of cohomology of the complex E•,k
1,I0,I1,⋄

for each k ∈ Z. In Section 2.5,
we complete the proof of Theorem 2.28 which is the main result of Section 2. In Section 2.6, we
consider a variant of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples which will be crucially used in Section 4.3.

In Section 3, we prove a decomposition theorem for certain space of locally analytic distributions
in Proposition 3.9, which is technically fundamental for computation of N -homology (with N being
unipotent radical of some parabolic subgroup) of locally analytic representations using Bruhat
decomposition. This generalizes results from Section 4.5 of [Schr11].

In Section 4, we compute various (higher) Ext-groups between LAGS. Using results from Sec-
tion 3, we prove a generalization of Bernstein–Zelevinsky geometric lemma (see Section 2.12 of
[BZ77]) to locally analytic setting, and in particular prove some vanishing results onN -(co)homology
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in Lemma 4.14 and Lemma 4.15. The main result of Section 4.1 is Proposition 4.16, which com-
putes all (higher) Ext-groups between all ianI . Proposition 4.16 allows us to compute Ext-groups
between LAGS by a spectral sequence, which turns out to be among the ones already treated in
Section 2, so Theorem 4.22 easily follows. Section 4.3 is devoted to explicit computation of the cup
product map using the commutative diagram (4.20) and (4.23), which ends up with Theorem 4.31.

In Section 5, we define and study what we call Breuil-Schraen L -invariants. In particular, we
propose Conjecture 5.11 that relate them to Breuil-Ding’s approach of higher L -invariants, and
propose Conjecture 5.18 which generalizes [Schr11] on potential realization of L -invariants inside
the de Rham complex of Drinfeld upper half spaces. Some expectation on this realization as well
as its relation to other objects are sketched in Remark 5.19.
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1.4. Notation and preliminary. Throughout this paper, p is prime number and K is a finite
extension of Qp. We fix another p-adic field E as well as an embedding E →֒ Qp such that each

embedding ι : K →֒ Qp factors through it. Note that we write S for the set of all embeddings

ι : K →֒ E and identify it with the set of all embeddings K →֒ Qp via the fixed embedding

E →֒ Qp.
We recall some standard facts on (admissible) locally analytic representations of p-adic analytic

groups. Let G be a p-adic analytic group and D(G)
def

= D(G,E) be the space of locally analytic
distributions on G (see [ST03] for its definition). We write ModD(G) for the abelian category of

(abstract) D(G)-modules, andM(G)
def
= D(ModD(G)) for its derived category. Given two bounded

strict chain complexes of admissible (Qp-)locally analytic representations C1, C2 of G, we consider
their strong dual C′

1, C
′
2, and then define the locally analytic Ext-groups

Ext•G(C1,C2)
def

= Ext•M(G)(C
′
2,C

′
1)

by Ext in the derived categoryM(G). In particular, we use the notation

H•(G,Π)
def
= Ext•G(1,Π)

for each admissible locally analytic representation Π of G.
Let C1 = [Cℓ

1]ℓ∈Z,C2 = [Cℓ
2]ℓ∈Z be two bounded strict chain complexes of admissible locally

analytic representations, and we abuse C1,C2 for the corresponding objects in M(G). For each
k, ℓ ∈ Z, we can consider ExtkG(C1,C

ℓ
2) as well as Ext

k
G(C

ℓ
1,C2).

Lemma 1.7. (i) There exists a spectral sequence converge to Ext•G(C1,C2) whose first page
has k-th row given by

· · · → ExtkG(C1,C
ℓ
2)→ ExtkG(C1,C

ℓ+1
2 )→ · · · .
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(ii) There exists a spectral sequence converge to Ext•G(C1,C2) whose first page has k-th row
given by

· · · → ExtkG(C
ℓ
1,C2)→ ExtkG(C

ℓ−1
1 ,C2)→ · · · .

Proof. This is standard inside the derived categoryM(G). �

Now assume that G is the set of Qp-points of a p-adic reductive group, and P ⊆ G is a parabolic
subgroup with unipotent radical NP and Levi quotient L.

Lemma 1.8. Let M ∈ ModD(G) and ML ∈ ModD(L) with ML satisfying the (FIN) condition in
Section 6 of [ST05]. Then we have the following spectral sequence

Extk1D(L)(ML,H
k2(NP ,M))⇒ Extk1+k2

D(G) (D(G)⊗D(P ) ML,M).

Proof. This is equation (43) of [Bre19]. �

Let n ≥ 1 be an integer. We set Gn
def

= GLn/K and let Bn (resp. B+
n , resp. Tn) be its lower

triangular Borel subgroup (resp. its upper triangular Borel subgroup, resp. its diagonal maximal
torus). We consider the set ∆n of positive simple roots and fix a bijection ∆n

∼= {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}
which sends (i, i + 1) to i for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. There is a natural bijection between the set
of subsets I ⊆ ∆n and parabolic subgroups Pn,I ⊆ Gn containing Bn (with Pn,∆n = Gn and
Pn,∅ = Bn). We write Ln,I ⊆ Pn,I for the standard Levi subgroup. Let Zn be the center of Gn

and Zn,I be the center of Ln,I . We set Gn
def

= Gn/Zn, Ln,I
def

= Ln,I/Zn and Zn,I
def

= Zn,I/Zn for each

I ⊆ ∆n. We use the notation gn (resp. gn, resp. ln,I , resp. ln,I) for the Lie algebra associated with

Gn (resp. Gn, resp. Ln,I , resp. Ln,I).
Throughout this paper, we abuse the notation for group schemes (resp. Lie algebras) for their

set of K-points, and therefore view them as p-adic Lie groups (resp. p-adic Lie algebras). For

a Lie algebra g over K, we set gE,ι
def
= g ⊗K,ι E for each embedding ι : K →֒ E, and note that

gE
def

= g⊗QpE
∼=
∏

ι:K →֒E gE,ι. We write Gn,E for the base change of ResK/Qp
Gn to E, and similarly

for other groups above.
For each p-adic reductive group G containing a parabolic subgroup P , we write (IndGP ·)

an

(resp. (IndGP ·)
∞) for the locally analytic (resp. smooth) parabolic induction functor. For each

pair of subsets I ⊆ I ′ ⊆ ∆n, we set

iann,I,I′(πI)
def
=
(
Ind

Ln,I′

Pn,I∩Ln,I′
πI

)an

for each locally analytic representation πI of Ln,I and note that iann,I,I′(πI) is admissible if πI is. If

πI is furthermore smooth, we define i∞n,I,I′(πI) similarly.

Let λ ∈ X(Tn,E) be a weight which is dominant with respect to B+
n,E. For each I ⊆ ∆n, we

write Fn,I(λ) for the algebraic representation of Ln,I,E with highest weight λ (with respect to
B+

n,E), which induces a finite dimensional E-representation of the p-adic Lie group Ln,I . We define

i∞n,I
def
= i∞n,I,∆n

(1Ln,I
) and a smooth generalized Steinberg representation V∞

n,I
def
= i∞n,I/

∑
I(I′⊆∆n

i∞n,I′

for each I ⊆ ∆n. We define ialgn,I(λ)
def
= Fn,∆n(λ)⊗E i

∞
n,I and the locally algebraic generalized Steinberg

representation V alg
n,I (λ)

def
= Fn,∆n(λ)⊗E V

∞
n,I . For each I ⊆ ∆n, we know that V∞

n,I and thus V alg
n,I (λ)

is irreducible. We write Ext•Gn,λ for the Ext-groups fixing the central character which equals that

of Fn,∆n(λ) (see Remarque 5.1.3 of [Bre19] for similar notation).
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Similarly, we define

(1.15) V an
n,I,I′(λ)

def
= iann,I,I′(Fn,I(λ))/

∑

I(I′′⊆I′

iann,I,I′′(Fn,I′′(λ))

for each I ⊆ I ′ ⊆ ∆n. In particular, we have iann,I(λ)
def

= iann,I,∆n
(Fn,I(λ)) and a locally analytic

generalized Steinberg representation V an
n,I(λ)

def

= V an
n,I,∆n

(λ) for each I ⊆ ∆n with Stann (λ)
def

= V an
n,I(λ).

It is clear that V an
n,∆n

(λ) ∼= Fn,∆n(λ).

We have a natural embedding ialgn,I(λ) →֒ iann,I(λ), which induces an embedding V alg
n,I (λ) →֒ V an

n,I(λ)

that identifies V alg
n,I (λ) with the locally algebraic vectors of V an

n,I(λ) (as we know the set of Jordan–

Hölder factors (with multiplicity) of V an
n,I(λ) thanks to [OS13] and [OS15]). We emphasize that, for

each I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆n, we have a distinguished embedding κ∞I,I′ : i
∞
n,I →֒ i∞n,I′ , (resp. κ

alg
I,I′(λ) : i

alg
n,I(λ) →֒

ialgn,I′(λ), resp. κ
an
I,I′(λ) : iann,I(λ) →֒ iann,I′(λ)) that sends various locally constant (resp. locally alge-

braic, resp. locally analytic) functions on Gn to themselves (concerning the definition of parabolic
induction).

2. Cohomology of generalized Steinberg

In this section, we compute cohomologies of locally analytic generalized Steinberg representations
via a careful combinatorial study of the first and second pages of a spectral sequence E•,•

•,I0,I1
(for

some I0 ⊆ I1 ⊆ ∆n) induced from the locally analytic Tits complex CI0,I1(λ) (see (2.10) for
its definition and [OS13] for this terminology). The key combinatorial notion is that of (I0, I1)-
atomic tuples (see Definition 2.13), and the main results of this section are Proposition 2.23 and
Theorem 2.28.

2.1. Standard bases of group cohomology. Let g be a (split) reductive lie algebra. It follows
from Théorème 9.3 of [Kos50] that we have an isomorphism of graded algebra

H∗(g, 1) ∼= (∧∗g)g.

Let D(g) be the subspace of (∧∗g)g spanned by elements of the form u∧ v (namely decomposable).
Note that we have a pairing H∗(g, 1)×H

∗(g, 1) and let P (g)′ be the subspace of H∗(g, 1) given by

the orthogonal complement of D(g). We set P k(g)
def

= P (g)′ ∩Hk(g, 1) for each k ≥ 0.

Theorem 2.1 (Koszul, [Kos50]). We have an isomorphism of graded algebra

(2.1) ∧∗ (P (g)′) ∼= H∗(g, 1g).

Moreover, (2.1) is functorial in the following sense: for each morphism of (split) reductive lie
algebra ϕ : h → g, we have an induced morphism ϕ∗ : P (g)′ → P (h)′ which determines the
morphism ϕ∗ : H∗(g, 1g)→ H∗(h, 1h) completely, via (2.1).

The following classical theorem reduces various group cohomologies to Lie algebra cohomologies.

Theorem 2.2 (Casselman–Wigner, [CW74]). The canonical morphism

H∗(G, 1G)→ H∗(g, 1g)

is an isomorphism of graded algebra if G is the set of Qp-points of a semisimple group over Qp.
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Note that we do not require the semisimple group over Qp in Theorem 2.2 to be split. Also note
that similar results hold for compact p-adic analytic groups due to [La65].

We recall K, E, S = {ι : K →֒ E} and other notation from 1.4. For each I ⊆ ∆n, we set

rI
def
= n−#I and there exists a partition nI = (nd)1≤d≤rI of n such that we have a decomposition

into Levi blocks
Ln,I

∼= Gn1 ×Gn2 × · · · ×GnrI

which induces

(2.2) Ln,I
∼= Gn1 ×Gn2 × · · · ×GnrI

× Zn,I .

with Zn,I
∼= (K×)rI−1.

For each I ⊆ ∆n and each 1 ≤ d ≤ rI , we have an embedding

(2.3) gnd
→֒ ln,I →֒ gn

which induces an embedding gnd,E
→֒ gn,E and therefore a morphism

(2.4) Resk,dn,I : P
k(gn,E)→ P k(gnd,E).

The embedding gnd,E →֒ gn,E is the direct sum of gnd,E,ι →֒ gn,E,ι for each ι ∈ S, and thus (2.4)
decomposes into direct sum of

Resk,dn,I,ι : P
k(gn,E,ι)→ P k(gnd,E,ι)

for all ι ∈ S.
The following result on primitive classes for Lie algebra cohomology is well-known.

Theorem 2.3. For each n ≥ 2 and ι ∈ S, we have dimE P
k(gn,E,ι) = 1 if k = 2m − 1 for some

2 ≤ m ≤ n and P k(gn,E,ι) = 0 otherwise. Moreover, the morphism Resk,dn,I,ι is an isomorphism if
k = 2m− 1 for some 2 ≤ m ≤ nd and is zero otherwise.

Lemma 2.4. The map Resk,dn,I,ι depends only on n, k, nd and ι.

Proof. We fix n, n′ ≤ n, 3 ≤ k ≤ 2n′−1, and ι ∈ S throughout the proof. Let f1 be the embedding

gn′,E →֒ ln,I,E →֒ gn,E

when I = {1, . . . , n′ − 1} and d = 1. We consider the adjoint action of Gn on gn,E and set

fg
def
= Ad(g)(f1) : gn′,E →֒ gn,E. For each g ∈ Gn, fg induces a map f∗g : P k(gn,E,ι) → P k(gn′,E,ι)

which is an isomorphism between one dimensional spaces thanks to Theorem 2.3. Consequently,
there exists a unique morphism χ : Gn → Gm such that f∗g = χ(g)f∗1 for each g ∈ Gn. As Gn is

adjoint, χ must be constant and thus f∗g = f∗1 for each g ∈ Gn. We finally notice that the map

Resk,dn,I,ι constructed from different choices of I (with the same n, k, nd = n′ and ι) are just f∗g for
different choices of g, and therefore are all equal. �

For each n ≥ 2, k ≥ 3 and ι ∈ S satisfying P k(gn,E,ι) 6= 0, we choose a basis {vkn,ι} of P
k(gn,E,ι)

such that they are compatible under all morphisms of the form Resk,dn,I . For technical convenience,

we set v0n
def

= 1 ∈ H0(gn, 1gn) for each n ≥ 1. For each n ≥ 2 and k ≥ 3, we define Σn,k as the set of
subsets

Λ = {(m1, ι1), . . . , (mr, ιr)} ⊆ {3, 5, . . . , 2n − 3, 2n − 1} × S

for some r ≥ 1 such that
∑r

s=1ms = k. We define PΛ
n as the one dimensional subspace of

∧∗
(
P (gn,E)

′
)
given by

Pm1(gn,E,ι1) ∧ · · · ∧ P
mr(gn,E,ιr)
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for each Λ ∈ Σn,k, which clearly does not depend on the choice of order on Λ. For each Λ ∈ Σn,k,

we write Λ̃ for an enhancement of Λ to an ordered set {(m1, ι1), · · · , (mr, ιr)}, and then set vΛ̃n
def
=

vm1
n,ι1 ∧ · · · ∧ v

mr
n,ιr . So different vΛ̃n for the same Λ differ by an explicit sign. For each n ≥ 1, we also

set Σn,0
def

= {∅} and v∅n
def

= v0n = 1 ∈ H0(gn,E, 1gn,E
) for later convenience.

Corollary 2.5. We have canonical isomorphisms

(2.5) Hk(Gn, 1Gn
) ∼= Hk(gn, 1gn)

∼= Hk(gn,E, 1gn,E
) ∼=

⊕

Λ∈Σn,k

PΛ
n

for each k ≥ 0 (with 1Gn
and 1gn understood to be E-representation of Gn and gn respectively). In

particular, Hk(Gn, 1Gn
) = Hk(gn, 1gn) = 0 if k > (n2 − 1)[K : Qp].

Proof. The first isomorphism follows from Theorem 2.2. The second isomorphism follows from
Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.3. The third isomorphism follows from the Chevalley-Eilenberg com-
plexes that compute the source and the target. The vanishing is clear from dimGn = dim gn =
(n2 − 1)[K : Qp], and can also be seen from the fact that

n2 − 1 =

n∑

s=2

2s− 1

which implies that Σn,k = ∅ if k > (n2 − 1)[K : Qp]. �

We will use without explanation the isomorphisms in Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 and view
PΛ
n as a subspace of Hk(Gn, 1Gn

) from now on.

Lemma 2.6. We have a canonical isomorphism

Hk(Zn,I , 1Zn,I
) ∼= ∧k(Hom(Zn,I , E))

for each n ≥ 1, I ⊆ ∆n and k ≥ 0.

Proof. This is standard as Zn,I is abelian (cf. Corollaire 3.11 of [Schr11]). �

Note that we have an embedding Zn,∆n\{i} →֒ Zn,I for each i ∈ ∆n \ I, which actually induces
an isomorphism

(2.6) Zn,I
∼=

∏

i∈∆n\I

Zn,∆n\{i}.

Let val : K× → Z →֒ E be the p-adic valuation function with val(p) = 1. We fix a choice of

p-adic logarithm log : Qp
×
→ E satisfying log(p) = 0 and write logι

def
= log ◦ ι for each ι ∈ S,

so that {val} ⊔ {logι | ι ∈ S} forms a basis of Hom(K×, E). Using the standard isomorphism

Zn,∆n\{i}
∼= K×, we obtain a basis Bn,∆n\{i}

def
= {vali} ⊔ {logi,ι | ι ∈ S} of Hom(Zn,∆n\{i}, E).

Hence, we deduce from (2.6) that Bn,I
def

=
⊔

i∈∆n\I
Bn,∆n\{i} forms a basis of Hom(Zn,I , E). We

fix a total order on Bn,∅ which induces a total order on Bn,I ⊆ Bn,∅ for each I ⊆ ∆n. We write
v ⊆ Bn,I for a subset, which together with the fixed total order determines a unique element

of ∧kHom(Zn,I , E). Through this way, the set of subsets of Bn,I with cardinality k naturally

corresponds to a basis of ∧kHom(Zn,I , E). Note that each v ⊆ Bn,I determines a unique maximal
Iv ⊆ ∆n containing I such that v ⊆ Bn,Iv . From now on, we will abuse the notation v for both a

subset of Bn,I and the corresponding element of ∧#vHom(Zn,I , E) (using the fixed total order on
Bn,I).
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Lemma 2.7. The isomorphism (2.2) induces an isomorphism

Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
) ∼=

⊕

k0+k1+···+krI=k

∧k0(Hom(Zn,I , E)) ⊗E

rI⊗

d=1

Hkd(Gnd
, 1Gnd

).

Proof. This is simply Kunneth formula (cf. Théorème 3.10 of [Schr11]) combined with Lemma 2.6.
�

For each i ∈ ∆n, the embedding Ln,∆\{i} ⊆ Gn induces a canonical morphism

Reskn,i : H
k(Gn, 1Gn

)→ Hk(Ln,∆n\{i}, 1Ln,∆n\{i}
).

For each Λ ∈ Σn,k and i ∈ ∆n, we write Dn,Λ,i for those subsets Λ′ ⊆ Λ satisfying max{m |
(m, ι) ∈ Λ′} ≤ 2i − 1 and max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λ \ Λ′} ≤ 2(n − i) − 1. Note that both Λ′ and Λ \ Λ′

are allowed to be empty. In the following, we fix a total order on S, and then fix the choice of

enhancement Λ̃ to be the one with decreasing order on integers and satisfying (m, ι) < (m′, ι′)

whenever ι < ι′, and write vΛn instead of vΛ̃n .

Lemma 2.8. Let Λ ∈ Σn,k be a partition and Λ̃ be an enhancement of Λ. Then Reskn,i(P
Λ
n ) 6= 0 if

and only if Dn,Λ,i 6= ∅. Moreover, we have

Reskn,i(v
Λ
n ) =

∑

Λ′∈Dn,Λ,i

ε(Λ′)vΛ
′

i ⊗E v
Λ\Λ′

n−i .

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.3. �

More generally, for each I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆n, the embedding Ln,I′ ⊆ Ln,I induces a canonical morphism

(2.7) Reskn,I,I′ : H
k(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

)→ Hk(Ln,I′ , 1Ln,I′
).

Let i ∈ I and 1 ≤ d ≤ rI such that 1 +
∑d−1

d′=1 nd′ ≤ i ≤
∑d

d′=1 nd′ , then Reskn,I,I\{i} can be

clearly recovered from Reskd
nd,i

(with i
def
= i −

∑d−1
d′=1 nd′) by tensoring with identity morphisms on

cohomologies of other Levi blocks of Ln,I and that of Zn,I , and then sum over all decompositions
k =

∑rI
d=0 kd as in Lemma 2.7.

Let I ⊆ ∆n be a subset and k = {kd}0≤d≤rI be a tuple of non-negative integers satisfying

|k|
def
=
∑rI

d=0 kd = k. We choose an element Λd ∈ Σnd,kd for each 1 ≤ d ≤ rI and then write
Λ = {Λd}1≤d≤rI for the tuple. We set

(2.8) Σn,I,k
def
=

rI∏

d=1

Σnd,kd

and

v
Λ
n,I,k

def
=

rI⊗

d=1

vΛd
nd
∈

rI⊗

d=1

Hkd(Gnd
, 1Gnd

)

for each Λ ∈ Σn,I,k. It is clear that {vΛn,I,k}Λ∈Σn,I,k
is a basis of

⊗rI
d=1H

kd(Gnd
, 1Gnd

). Moreover,

Lemma 2.7 implies that

(2.9) {v ⊗E v
Λ
n,I,k | v ⊆ Bn,I , #v = k0, Λ ∈ Σn,I,k, |k| = k}

forms a basis of Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
) for each I ⊆ ∆n and k ≥ 0.
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2.2. Standard spectral sequences. For each pair of subsets I0 ⊆ I1 ⊆ ∆n, we consider the
following complex

(2.10) CI0,I1(λ) : i
an
n,I1(λ)→ · · · →

⊕

I0⊆I′⊆I1,#I=ℓ

iann,I(λ)→ · · · → iann,I0(λ)

with iann,I0(λ) placed at degree −#I0. Now we specify each map of the complex (2.10). Recall

that we have a distinguished embedding κanI,I′(λ) : iann,I(λ) →֒ iann,I′(λ) for each I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆n. For

each i ∈ I ⊆ ∆n, we define m(I, i) to be the number of i′ ∈ I satisfying i′ < i. Then the map

iann,I(λ) →֒ iann,I\{i}(λ) in (2.10) is given by (−1)m(I,i)κanI,I′(λ), for each I0 ⊆ I ⊆ I1 and i ∈ I \ I0.

One can easily check that such maps actually define a complex as illustrated by (2.10).

Remark 2.9. There is an easy way to understand the choice of the sign (−1)m(I,i) that appears in
the definition of the complex. We assume I0 = ∅, I1 = ∆n and λ = 0 for simplicity, then each
κanI,I′(0) restrict to the identity map on the space of constant functions on Gn (as a natural subspace

of both iann,I(0) and i
an
n,I′(0) by definition of parabolic induction). We consider the subcomplex C of

C∅,∆n
(0) consisting of constant functions on Gn, then our choice of sign (−1)m(I,i) above guarantees

that C is exact. In fact, the exact sequence C is simply the #∆n = n − 1-th tensor power of the

exact sequence 0→ E
Id
−→ E → 0 that is supported in degree [−1, 0].

For later convenience, we also set CI0,I1(λ)
def

= 0 if I0 6⊆ I1. If we consider two extra sets
I ′0, I

′
1 satisfying I0 ⊆ I ′0 ⊆ I ′1 ⊆ I1, then we have a natural commutative diagram by considering

truncation of complex

CI0,I1(λ)

&&▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲

CI′0,I1
(λ)

88rrrrrrrrrr

%%▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲

CI0,I′1
(λ)

CI′0,I
′
1
(λ)

99rrrrrrrrrr

Note that CI0,I1(λ)
∼= iann,I1,∆n

(V an
n,I0,I1

(λ))[−#I0] (and in particular CI0,∆n(λ)
∼= V an

n,I0
(λ)[−#I0]) in

the derived sense.
It follows from Lemma 1.8 and Theorem 7.1 of [Koh11] that we have canonical isomorphisms

ExtkGn,λ(Fn,∆n(λ), i
an
n,I(λ))

∼= ExtkLn,I ,λ
(H0(Nn,I , Fn,∆n(λ)), Fn,I(λ))

∼= ExtkLn,I ,λ
(Fn,I(λ), Fn,I(λ)) ∼= Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

)

for each I ⊆ ∆n. Moreover, for each I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆n, the map

Ext•Gn,λ(Fn,∆n(λ), i
an
n,I(λ))→ Ext•Gn,λ(Fn,∆n(λ), i

an
n,I′(λ))

induced from κanI,I′(λ) : iann,I(λ) →֒ iann,I′(λ) is simply the restriction map (2.7). It follows from

item (i) of Lemma 1.7 that there exists a standard spectral sequence {E−ℓ,k
r,I0,I1

}r≥0,#I0≤ℓ≤#I1,k≥0

which converges to

Ext•Gn,λ(Fn,∆n(λ),CI0,I1(λ))
∼= Ext•+#I0

Gn,λ
(Fn,∆n(λ), i

an
n,I1,∆n

(V an
n,I0,I1(λ))).
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For each k ≥ 0 and #I0 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 1, we have

E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

∼=
⊕

I0⊆I⊆I1,#I=ℓ

ExtkGn,λ(Fn,∆n(λ), i
an
n,I(λ))

∼=
⊕

I0⊆I⊆I1,#I=ℓ

Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
),

and the differential d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

: E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

→ E−ℓ+1,k
1,I0,I1

has the form

⊕

i∈I\I0

(−1)m(I,i)Reskn,I,I\{i}

after restricting to Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
), for each I0 ⊆ I ⊆ I1 satisfying #I = ℓ.

Given two pair of subsets I0 ⊆ I1 ⊆ ∆n and I ′0 ⊆ I ′1 ⊆ ∆n, if I0 ⊆ I ′0 and I1 ⊆ I ′1, then the
natural map CI0,I1(λ)→ CI′0,I

′
1
(λ) induces a map between spectral sequences E•,•

•,I0,I1
→ E•,•

•,I′0,I
′
1
.

2.3. (I0, I1)-standard and (I0, I1)-atomic tuples. In this section, we introduce (I0, I1)-standard
and (I0, I1)-atomic elements (see Definition 2.13) of the bases introduced in Section 2.1. These
combinatorial notion will be crucial later for the proof of Theorem 2.28.

Definition 2.10. We say that a subset I ⊆ ∆n is an interval if there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n− 1 such
that I = {i, i + 1, . . . , j}. For each I ⊆ ∆n, there exists a unique decomposition I =

⊔rI
d=1 I

d such

that Id corresponds to the set of positive simple roots in the d-th Levi block of Ln,I . Hence, Id is

either empty or a maximal subinterval of I with nd = #Id + 1, and moreover i < i′ for each i ∈ Id

and i′ ∈ Id
′
satisfying 1 ≤ d < d′ ≤ rI .

Let I0 ⊆ I ⊆ I1 be a subset satisfying #I = ℓ and k = {kd}1≤d≤rI be a tuple satisfying |k| = k.
Let v ⊆ Bn,I with #v = k0 and Λ ∈ Σn,I,k (see (2.8)), we use in the following the shortened notation

Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) and write xΘ
def

= v ⊗E v
Λ
n,I,k. So we always have I0 ⊆ I ⊆ Iv ∩ I1.

The space E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

admits a basis of the form

{xΘ | Θ = (v, I, k,Λ), v ⊆ Bn,∅, Λ ∈ Σn,I,k, I0 ⊆ I ⊆ Iv ∩ I1, |k| = k, #I = ℓ, |v| = k0}.

Hence, we have a decomposition (with E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,v

the v-isotypic direct summand)

E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

=
⊕

v⊆Bn,∅

E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,v

which is compatible with the differential d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

. For each x ∈ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,v

and each Θ = (v, I, k,Λ),

we write cΘ(x) for the coefficient of x attached to xΘ.
We introduce two fundamental construction which (if defined) sends a given tuple Θ = (v, I, k,Λ)

to a new tuple.

• For each i ∈ ∆n \ I, there exists a unique 1 ≤ d ≤ rI such that i =
∑d

d′=1 nd′ , and we

define p+i (Θ)
def

= (v, I ⊔ {i}, k′,Λ′) by the condition that Λ′
d′ = Λd′ for each 1 ≤ d′ ≤ d− 1,

Λ′
d′ = Λd′+1 for each d + 1 ≤ d′ ≤ rI − 1 and Λ′

d = Λd ⊔ Λd+1. So p+i (Θ) is well defined if
and only if i ∈ ∆n \ I and Λd ∩ Λd+1 = ∅.

• For each i ∈ I, there exists a unique 1 ≤ d ≤ rI such that i ∈ Id, and we define p−i (Θ)
def
=

(v, I \ {i}, k′,Λ′) by the condition that Λ′
d′ = Λd′ for each 1 ≤ d′ ≤ d − 1, Λ′

d′ = Λd′−1 for

each d + 2 ≤ d′ ≤ rI + 1, Λ′
d = Λd and Λ′

d+1 = ∅. So p−i (Θ) is well defined if and only if

i ∈ I and max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd} ≤ 2(i−
∑d−1

d′=1 nd′)− 1.
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Remark 2.11. For each 1 ≤ d ≤ rI , we call Λd the d-th block of the tuple Θ. Intuitively speaking,
p+i (Θ) (when defined) is obtained from Θ by gluing two adjacent blocks separated by i, and p−i (Θ)
(when defined) is obtained from Θ by splitting a block into two adjacent blocks separated by i,
leaving the second block trivial.

Definition 2.12. Let Θ = (v, I, k,Λ), Θ′ = (v′, I ′, k′,Λ′) be two tuple. We say that Θ′ is an

improvement of Θ with level d for some 1 ≤ d ≤ rI , if there exists i ∈ Id \ I0 and i′ =
∑d

d′=1 nd′ ∈
(Iv ∩ I1) \ I such that Θ′ = p+i′ (p

−
i (Θ)) (which forces v = v′, k = k′ and Λ = Λ′). We say that Θ

is smaller than Θ′ with level ≥ d for some 1 ≤ d ≤ rI , written Θ <d Θ′, if there exists a sequence
of tuples Θ = Θ0, . . . ,Θm = Θ′ such that Θm′

is an improvement of Θm′−1 with level ≥ d for each
1 ≤ m′ ≤ m. We say that Θ and Θ′ are equivalent (with respect to (I0, I1)) if there exists Θ′′ such
that Θ <1 Θ

′′ and Θ′ <1 Θ
′′.

For each 1 ≤ d ≤ rI satisfying Id ∩ I0 6= ∅, there exists a unique maximal possible 1 ≤ d′ ≤ rI0
such that ∅ 6= Id

′

0 ⊆ I
d and Id \ Id

′

0 = Id,− ⊔ Id,+ with Id,−
def
= {i ∈ Id | i < i′ for each i′ ∈ Id

′

0 } and

Id,+
def
= {i ∈ Id | i > i′ for each i′ ∈ Id

′

0 }. So we always have Id,+ ∩ I0 = ∅ but Id,− ∩ I0 might be

non-empty. If Id,− 6= ∅, then we have Id,−\I0 6= ∅ and set n−d
def

= min{i | i ∈ Id,−\I0}−
∑d−1

d′′=1 nd′′ ≤
#Id,−.

Note that the sets I ⊆ Iv ∩ I1 determines a sequence

0 = r0v,I1,I < r1v,I1,I < · · · < r
rIv∩I1
v,I1,I

= rI

characterized by ∆n \ (Iv ∩ I1) = {
∑rsv,I1,I

d=1 nd | 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 − 1}. Given 1 ≤ d ≤ rI , note that∑d−1
d′=1 nd′ ∈ {0} ⊔∆n \ (Iv ∩ I1) if and only if there exists 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1,

and similarly
∑d

d′=1 nd′ ∈ {n} ⊔∆n \ (Iv ∩ I1) if and only if there exists 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that
d = rsv,I1,I .

Definition 2.13. For each tuple Θ = (v, I, k,Λ), we define its sign as ε(Θ)
def
= (−1)

∑
i∈I i. We say

that Θ is (I0, I1)-standard if there exists 2 ≤ dI0,I1,Θ ≤ rI such that

•
∑dI0,I1,Θ−1

d′=1 nd′ ∈ (Iv ∩ I1) \ I;

• ΛdI0,I1,Θ = ∅ and Λd 6= ∅ for each dI0,I1,Θ + 1 ≤ d ≤ rI ;

• IdI0,I1,Θ ⊆ I0; and
• there does not exist Θ′ such that Θ <dI0,I1,Θ

Θ′.

We say that Θ is maximally (I0, I1)-atomic if

• there does not exist Θ′ such that Θ <1 Θ
′;

• if kd = 0 (namely Λd = ∅) for some 1 ≤ d ≤ rI , then there exists 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that
d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1;

• for each 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 satisfying I
rsv,I1,I ∩ I0 6= ∅, Λrsv,I1,I

6= ∅ and ({2nrsv,I1,I
− 1} × S) ∩

Λrsv,I1,I
= ∅, we have I

rsv,I1,I
,+

= ∅ and there exists n′ ≥ #I
rsv,I1,I

,−
+ 1 and ι ∈ S such that

(2n′ − 1, ι) ∈ Λrsv,I1,I
; and

• for each 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 satisfying I
rsv,I1,I ∩ I0 = ∅ and Λrsv,I1,I

6= ∅, there exists ι ∈ S such

that (2nrsv,I1,I
− 1, ι) ∈ Λrsv,I1,I

.
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We say that Θ is (I0, I1)-atomic if there exists a maximally (I0, I1)-atomic Θ′ such that Θ <1 Θ′.
For each equivalent class Ω of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples, we associate an (I0, I1)-atom

xΩ
def
=

∑

Θ=(v,I,k,Λ)∈Ω

ε(Θ)xΘ.

The bidegree of a (I0, I1)-atom xΩ is defined to be (−ℓΩ, kΩ)
def
= (−#I, |k|) for an arbitrary Θ =

(v, I, k,Λ) ∈ Ω.

Lemma 2.14. Let Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) be a tuple as before and 1 ≤ d ≤ rI be an integer. If Id∩ I0 = ∅,
then the following statements are equivalent

(i) there exists i ∈ Id such that Reskn,I,I\{i}(xΘ) 6= 0;

(ii) nd ≥ 2 and Reskn,I,I\{i}(xΘ) 6= 0 for i ∈ {−1 +
∑d

d′=1 nd′ , 1 +
∑d−1

d′=1 nd′};

(iii) nd ≥ 2 and ({2nd − 1} × S) ∩ Λd = ∅.

If Id ∩ I0 6= ∅, then the following statements are equivalent

(iv) there exists i ∈ Id,+ such that Reskn,I,I\{i}(xΘ) 6= 0;

(v) Id,+ 6= ∅ and Reskn,I,I\{i}(xΘ) 6= 0 for i = −1 +
∑d

d′=1 nd′ ;

(vi) Id,+ 6= ∅ and ({2nd − 1} × S) ∩ Λd = ∅.

If Id ∩ I0 6= ∅ and I
d,+ = ∅, then the following statements are equivalent

(vii) there exists i ∈ Id,− such that cp−i (Θ)(Res
k
n,I,I\{i}(xΘ)) 6= 0;

(viii) Id,− 6= ∅ and cp−i (Θ)(Res
k
n,I,I\{i}(xΘ)) 6= 0 for i = #Id,− +

∑d−1
d′=1 nd′);

(ix) Id,− 6= ∅ and max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd} < 2#Id,− + 1.

Proof. We only treat the case Id ∩ I0 = ∅ and the other two cases are similar. For each i ∈ Id, it

follows from Lemma 2.8 that Reskn,I,I\{i}(xΘ) 6= 0 if and only if Dnd,Λd,i
6= ∅ where i

def
= i−

∑d−1
d′=1 nd′ .

Note that Dnd,Λd,i
6= ∅ implies the existence of Λ′ ⊆ Λ such that max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λ′} ≤ 2i − 1

and max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd \ Λ
′} ≤ 2(nd − i) − 1, which altogether implies that max{m | (m, ι) ∈

Λd} ≤ 2nd−3 (which is equivalent to ({2nd−1}×S)∩Λd = ∅). In other words, we have (i) implies
(iii). As (iii) clearly implies (ii) (namely Dnd,Λd,nd−1 6= ∅ 6= Dnd,Λd,1) and (ii) clearly implies (i),
we finish the proof. �

Lemma 2.15. Let Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) be a maximally (I0, I1)-atomic tuple. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ rI be an
integer. Then we have

• If Id ∩ I0 = ∅ and ({2nd − 1} × S) ∩ Λd = ∅, then nd = 1, Λd = ∅ and there exists
1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1.

• If Id ∩ I0 6= ∅ and I
d,+ 6= ∅, then there exists ι ∈ S such that (2nd − 1, ι) ∈ Λd;

• If Id ∩ I0 6= ∅, I
d,+ = ∅ and max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd} < 2#Id,− + 1, then Id,− = ∅, Λd = ∅

and there exists 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that d = rs−1
v,I1,I

+ 1.

Proof. We may assume throughout that d 6= rsv,I1,I for each 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 (see Definition 2.13).
We treat the three claims separately

• Let d satisfy Id ∩ I0 = ∅ and ({2nd − 1} × S) ∩ Λd = ∅. If nd ≥ 2, then Θ < p+i2p
−
i1
(Θ)

for i1 = −1 +
∑d

d′=1 nd′ and i2 =
∑d

d′=1 nd′ (using Lemma 2.14), which contradicts the
maximality of Θ. Hence, we have nd = 1, kd = 0 and Λd = ∅, which gives a 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1
such that d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1 by Definition 2.13.
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• Let d satisfy Id ∩ I0 6= ∅ and Id,+ 6= ∅. If ({2nd − 1} × S) ∩ Λd = ∅, then Lemma 2.14

implies that Θ < p+i4p
−
i3
(Θ) for i3 = −1 +

∑d
d′=1 nd′ and i4 =

∑d
d′=1 nd′ , which contradicts

the maximality of Θ.
• Let d satisfy Id ∩ I0 6= ∅, I

d,+ = ∅ and max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd} < 2#Id,− + 1. If Id,− 6= ∅,
then Lemma 2.14 implies that Θ < p+i6p

−
i5
(Θ) for

i5 = −1−#Id ∩ I0 +
d∑

d′=1

nd′ = #Id,− +
d−1∑

d′=1

nd′

and i6 =
∑d

d′=1 nd′ , which contradicts the maximality of Θ. Hence, we have Id,− = ∅, which
together with max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd} < 2#Id,− +1 forces kd = 0 (namely Λd = ∅), and thus
there exists 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1 by Definition 2.13.

�

Now we classify (I0, I1)-atomic tuples when k ∈ {ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0, ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0 + 1}.

Lemma 2.16. We have the following consequences of existence of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples.

• If Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) is (I0, I1)-atomic, then we have

ℓ− 2#I0 +#I1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ− n+ 1 + [K : Qp](n
2 − 1).

• If k = ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0, then Iv ∪ I1 = ∆n and a maximally (I0, I1)-atomic Θ satisfies
– there does not exist i ∈ ∆n \ Iv such that #v ∩ Bn,∆n\{i} ≥ 2 (which implies that
k0 = #∆n \ Iv);

– if Id ∩ I0 = ∅, then Λd 6= {(2nd − 1, ι)} for any ι ∈ S if and only if nd = 1, Λd = ∅ and
there exists 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1;

– if Id ∩ I0 6= ∅, then I
d ∩ I0 is an interval and Id,+ = ∅, and moreover Λd 6= {(2#I

d,+ +
1, ι)} for any ι ∈ S if and only if Id,− = ∅, Λd = ∅ and there exists 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such
that d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1.

• If k = ℓ + #I1 − 2#I0 + 1, then either #Iv ∪ I1 = n − 2 and a maximally (I0, I1)-atomic
Θ satisfies exactly the same three conditions as k = ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0 case, or Iv ∪ I1 = ∆n

and a maximally (I0, I1)-atomic Θ satisfies the conditions in k = ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0 case with
exactly one of the following modifications

– there exists exactly one i ∈ ∆n \ Iv such that #v ∩Bn,∆n\{i} ≥ 2 and the equality holds
for that i;

– for exactly one choice of 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 and d = rs−1
v,I1,I

+1, we have Id,+ = ∅ 6= Id,− and

there exists ι ∈ S such that Λd = {(2#I
d,−+1, ι)} if Id∩I0 6= ∅ and Λd = {(2nd−1, ι)}

if Id ∩ I0 = ∅.

Proof. It is harmless to assume that our Θ is maximally (I0, I1)-atomic (see Definition 2.12 and
Definition 2.13). We start with the trivial observation that rIv − 1 ≤ k0 ≤ ([K : Qp] + 1)(rIv − 1) ≤
([K : Qp] + 1)(rI − 1), which implies that

rI∑

d=0

kd ≤ k0 +

rI∑

d=1

[K : Qp](n
2
d − 1) = k0 + [K : Qp](−rI +

rI∑

d=1

n2d)

≤ ([K : Qp] + 1)(rI − 1) + [K : Qp](n
2 − 3rI + 2) = (1− 2[K : Qp])(rI − 1) + [K : Qp](n

2 − 1)

≤ ℓ− n+ 1 + [K : Qp](n
2 − 1).

We have the following observations from Lemma 2.15.
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• If Id ∩ I0 = ∅ and there does not exist 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that d = rs−1
v,I1,I

+ 1, then

kd ≥ 2nd − 1 and the equality holds if and only if Λd = {(2nd − 1, ι)} for some ι ∈ S.
• If Id ∩ I0 = ∅ and there exists 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1, then either nd = 1

(with kd = 0) or kd ≥ 2nd − 1. So we always have kd ≥ 2nd − 2 and the equality holds if
and only if nd = 1.
• If Id ∩ I0 6= ∅ and there does not exist 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1, then

kd ≥ 2#Id,− + 1 ≥ 2nd − 2#Id ∩ I0 − 1 and the equality holds if and only if Id ∩ I0 is an
interval, Id,+ = ∅ and Λd = {(2nd − 2#Id ∩ I0 − 1, ι)} for some ι ∈ S. (Note that Id,+ 6= ∅
would force kd ≥ 2nd − 1 > 2#Id,− + 1.)
• If Id ∩ I0 6= ∅ and there exists 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that d = rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1, then either

Id,+ = Id,− = ∅ (with kd ≥ 0) or Id,+ = ∅ 6= Id,− (with kd ≥ 2nd − 2n−d + 1) or Id,+ 6= ∅

(with kd ≥ 2nd − 1). So we always have kd ≥ 2nd − 2#Id ∩ I0 − 2 and the equality holds if
and only if Id,+ = Id,− = ∅.

Consequently, for each 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 , we have

rsv,I1,I∑

d=rs−1
v,I1,I

+1

kd ≥ −1 +

rsv,I1,I∑

d=rs−1
v,I1,I

+1

(2nd − 2#Id ∩ I0 − 1).

Summing over 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 , we have

rI∑

d=1

kd ≥ −rIv∩I1 + 2n− rI − 2#I0,

which together with k0 ≥ rIv − 1 implies that

k =

rI∑

d=0

kd ≥ rIv−1−rIv∩I1+2n−rI−2#I0 = (n−#Iv)−1−(n−#Iv∩I1)+2n−(n−ℓ)−2#I0

= ℓ+ n− 1 + #Iv ∩ I1 −#Iv − 2#I0 = ℓ+ n− 1 + #I1 −#Iv ∪ I1 − 2#I0 ≥ ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0.

The precise conditions on Θ for the equality k = ℓ + #I1 − 2#I0 to hold are clear from the
discussion above. The case k = ℓ + #I1 − 2#I0 + 1 is similar and follows from the following
observation: if Θ is a maximally (I0, I1)-atomic tuple such that max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd} > 2#Id,−+1
for some 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 and rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 1 ≤ d ≤ rsv,I1,I satisfying Id ∩ I0 6= ∅, then we must have

k ≥ ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0 + 2. �

2.4. A combinatorial subcomplex of E•,k
1,I0,I1

. In this section, we construct a combinatorial

subcomplex of E•,k
1,I0,I1

for each k ≥ 0 using (I0, I1)-atomic tuples. The main result here is Propo-

sition 2.23, where we prove that this combinatorial subcomplex is quasi-isomorphic to E•,k
1,I0,I1

.

Definition 2.17. We consider all sets of the form I>d
def
= (Id

′′
)d′′>d for some I0 ⊆ I ⊆ Iv ∩ I1 with

#I = ℓ and 1 ≤ d ≤ rI = n− ℓ. Then the set {I>d}I,d admits a natural partial order described as
follows. Given I>d and I′>d′ for some (I, d) and (I ′, d′), we say that I′>d′ < I>d if exactly one of the
following holds

• d′ < d and (I ′)d
′′
= Id

′′
for each d′′ > d;

• there exists d♭ ≥ max{d, d′} such that (I ′)d♭ ( Id♭ and (I ′)d
′′
= Id

′′
for each d′′ > d♭.

It is not difficult to check that this is a well defined partial order on {I>d}I,d.
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For each (I0, I1)-standard Θ, we set iI0,I1,Θ
def

=
∑dI0,I1,Θ−1

d=1 nd ∈ (Iv ∩ I1) \ I and consider Θ+ def

=

p+iI0,I1,Θ
(Θ) which is clearly well defined. For each (I0, I1)-standard Θ, we associate the set IΘ

def
=

(Id)d>dI0,I1,Θ
.

Lemma 2.18. For each v ⊆ Bn,∅ with #v = k0, the subset

{d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(xΘ+) | Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) is (I0, I1)-standard , |k| = k,#I = ℓ} ⊆ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,v

is linearly independent.

Proof. Let Θ′ = (v, I ′, k′,Λ′) be a (I0, I1)-standard tuple satisfying Θ′ 6= Θ and

cΘ′

(
d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(xΘ+)
)
6= 0.

Then we have the following possibilities

• If dI0,I1,Θ′ < dI0,I1,Θ − 1, then we have Θ′ <dI0,I1,Θ′ p
+
i′I0,I1,Θ

(p−iI0,I1,Θ
(Θ′)) with i′I0,I1,Θ

def

=

∑dI0,I1,Θ
d=1 nd ∈ (Iv ∩ I1) \ I, which contradicts the fact that Θ′ is (I0, I1)-standard.

• If dI0,I1,Θ′ = dI0,I1,Θ − 1, then we have IΘ′ = IΘ ⊔ {(I
′)dI0,I1,Θ}.

• If dI0,I1,Θ′ ≥ dI0,I1,Θ, then IdI0,I1,Θ′+1 ∩ I0 6= ∅, and Θ+ = p+i (Θ
′) with i ∈ IdI0,I1,Θ′+1,−.

Moreover, the tuple IΘ′ = {(I ′)d | d > dI0,I1,Θ′} satisfies (I ′)dI0,I1,Θ′+1
( IdI0,I1,Θ′+1 and

(I ′)d = Id for each d > dI0,I1,Θ′ + 1.

Hence, we always have IΘ′ < IΘ for partial order introduced in Definition 2.17. The proof is thus
finished by induction on this partial order. �

Lemma 2.19. For each v ⊆ Bn,∅ and 0 6= x ∈ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,v

, there exists x′ ∈ E−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1,v

such that

cΘ(x− d
−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(x′)) = 0

for each (I0, I1)-standard Θ = (v, I, k,Λ).

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 2.18. In fact, we can construct x′ as a linear combi-
nation of various xΘ+ for (I0, I1)-standard tuples Θ, by an induction on the partial order introduced
in Definition 2.17. �

For each tuple Θ, we define an integer

eΘ
def

=

rI∑

d=1

max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd}

which will be useful in our later induction argument. (Here we use the convention max{m | (m, ι) ∈
∅} = 0.) It has the following simple property.

Lemma 2.20. Let Θ be a tuple.

• If i ∈ (Iv ∩ I1) \ I and p+i (Θ) is defined, then ep+i (Θ) ≤ eΘ. Moreover, ep+i (Θ) = eΘ if and

only if either Λd = ∅ or Λd+1 = ∅, where 1 ≤ d ≤ rI satisfies
∑d

d′=1 nd′ = i.
• If i ∈ I and p−i (Θ) is defined, then ep−i (Θ) = eΘ.

Proof. This is immediate from the definition of p+i (Θ) (resp. p−i (Θ)). We use the fact that, if
Λd ∩ Λd+1 = ∅, then

max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd ⊔ Λd+1} ≤ max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd}+max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λd+1},

and the equality holds if and only if either Λd = ∅ or Λd+1 = ∅. �
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For each bidegree (−ℓ, k), we define E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄

⊆ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

as the subspace spanned by xΩ where Ω

runs through equivalence classes of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples satisfying (−ℓΩ, kΩ) = (−ℓ, k). As different
equivalence classes of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples do not intersect, it is clear that {xΩ | (−ℓΩ, kΩ) =

(−ℓ, k)} is a basis of E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄

, which induces a basis of E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

def

= E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄

∩ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,v

for each
v ⊆ Bn,∅.

Lemma 2.21. We have d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

) ⊆ E−ℓ+1,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n−1, k ≥ 0 and v ⊆ Bn,∅.

In particular, E•,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

is a subcomplex of E•,k
1,I0,I1,v

for each k ≥ 0 and v ⊆ Bn,∅.

Proof. It suffices to prove that d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩ) ∈ E
−ℓ+1,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

for each equivalence class Ω of (I0, I1)-atomic

tuples satisfying (−ℓΩ, kΩ) = (−ℓ, k). Let Θ′ = (v, I ′, k′,Λ′) be a tuple satisfying

cΘ′(Reskn,I,I\{i}(xΘ)) 6= 0

for some Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) ∈ Ω and i ∈ I. Then we only have the following two possibilities

• The tuple Θ′ = (v, I ′, k′,Λ′) is not (I0, I1)-atomic, and there exists a unique 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1
and rs−1

v,I1,I
+ 2 ≤ d ≤ rsv,I1,I − 1 such that k′d = 0 (namely Λ′

d = ∅). Moreover, if we write

i1
def

=
∑d−1

d′=1 n
′
d′ and i2

def

=
∑d

d′=1 n
′
d′ , then Θ ∈ {p+i1(Θ

′), p+i2(Θ
′)} ⊆ Ω, and moreover any

Θ′′ ∈ Ω that satisfies cΘ′(Reskn,I′′,I′′\{i′′}(xΘ′′)) 6= 0 (with Θ′′ = (v, I ′′, k′′,Λ′′) ∈ Ω and

i′′ ∈ I ′′) must be either p+i1(Θ
′) or p+i2(Θ

′). Note that we have

ε(p+i2(Θ
′)) = (−1)i2−i1ε(p+i1(Θ

′))

and

cΘ′(d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xp+i2 (Θ
′))) = (−1)m(I′⊔{i2},i2)−m(I′⊔{i1},i1)cΘ′(d−ℓ,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+i1(Θ

′))) = (−1)i2−i1−1cΘ′(d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xp+i1 (Θ
′))).

Consequently, we have

cΘ′(d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩ)) = ε(p+i1(Θ
′))cΘ′(d−ℓ,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+i1(Θ

′))) + ε(p+i2(Θ
′))cΘ′(d−ℓ,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+i2 (Θ

′)))

= ε(p+i1(Θ
′))cΘ′(d−ℓ,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+i1(Θ

′)))(1 + (−1)i2−i1(−1)i2−i1−1) = 0.

• The tuple Θ′ = (v, I ′, k′,Λ′) is (I0, I1)-atomic and we write Ω′ for its equivalence class.
For each Θ′′ = (v, I ′′, k′′,Λ′′) ∈ Ω′, there exists a unique iΘ′′ ∈ (Iv ∩ I1) \ I

′′ such that

Θ′′′ def

= p+iΘ′′
(Θ′′) = (v, I ′′′, k′′′,Λ′′′) ∈ Ω (by comparing Λ′′′ = Λ and Λ′′ = Λ′). This gives a

natural map

Ω′ → Ω : Θ′′ 7→ p+iΘ′′
(Θ′′).

Using the basis of E−ℓ+1,k
1,I0,I1

of the form {xΘ′′} for various tuples Θ′′, we define d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,Ω′ as

the composition of d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

with the projection to the subspace spanned by {xΘ′′ | Θ′′ ∈ Ω′}.

We claim that there exists ε(Ω,Ω′) ∈ {1,−1} such that d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,Ω′(xΩ) = ε(Ω,Ω′)xΩ′ . In

fact, if we pick up a Θ′′ ∈ Ω′ (which determines a Θ′′′ = p+iΘ′′
(Θ′′) ∈ Ω) as above, it suffices

to show that ε(Θ′′)ε(Θ′′′)cΘ′′(d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΘ′′′)) is independent of the choice of Θ′′ ∈ Ω′. It is

clear that ε(Θ′′)ε(Θ′′′) = (−1)iΘ′′ and

cΘ′′(d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΘ′′′)) = (−1)m(I′′′,iΘ′′)cΘ′′(Reskn,I′′′,I′′(xΘ′′′)).
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Then we observe that both iΘ′′ −m(I ′′′, iΘ′′) and cΘ′′(Reskn,I′′′,I′′}(xΘ′′′)) depend only on Λ′′

and Λ′′′, so does ε(Θ′′)ε(Θ′′′)cΘ′′(d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΘ′′′)). As all different choices of Θ′′ ∈ Ω′ share

the same Λ′′ and Λ′′′, ε(Ω,Ω′)
def

= ε(Θ′′)ε(Θ′′′)cΘ′′(d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΘ′′′)) is well defined.

As a summary, we deduce that

(2.11) d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩ) =
∑

Ω′

ε(Ω,Ω′)xΩ′ ∈ E−ℓ+1,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

where Ω′ runs through all equivalence classes of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples that appear in the second
possibility above. The proof is thus finished. �

Lemma 2.22. Let v ⊆ Bn,∅ and x ∈ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,v

such that d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(x) ∈ E−ℓ+1,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

and cΘ(x) = 0 for

each Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) which is either (I0, I1)-standard or maximally (I0, I1)-atomic. Then x = 0.

Proof. For each tuple Θ = (v, I, k,Λ), we define dI0,I1,Θ as the maximal integer satisfying kdI0,I1,Θ =

0 and rs−1
v,I1,I

+ 2 ≤ dI0,I1,Θ ≤ rsv,I1,I for some 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 if it exists, and as 1 otherwise. This

clearly extends the definition of dI0,I1,Θ when Θ is (I0, I1)-standard. We assume inductively that
cΘ′(x) = 0 for all Θ′ satisfying either Θ <dI0,I1,Θ

Θ′ or eΘ′ < eΘ.

It is harmless to assume that Θ is neither (I0, I1)-standard nor maximally (I0, I1)-atomic. Hence,

there exists s ≤ s1 ≤ rIv∩I1 and max{dI0,I1,Θ, r
s1−1
v,I1,I

+1} ≤ d1 ≤ r
s1
v,I1,I

and i1 ∈ I
d1 such that p−i1(Θ)

is defined. We choose d1 and i1 to be maximal possible, and thus p−i1(Θ) is (I0, I1)-standard. If

cΘ(x) 6= 0, then there exists i2 ∈ (Iv ∩ I1) \ I such that cp+i2p
−
i1
(Θ)(x) 6= 0. If i2 < i1, then p

+
i2
p−i1(Θ)

is (I0, I1)-standard and thus contradicts our assumption. If i2 >
∑d1

d′=1 nd′ , then as Λd′ 6= ∅
for each d′ > dI0,I1,Θ, we deduce from Lemma 2.20 that ep+i2p

−
i1
(Θ) < eΘ, which contradicts our

inductive assumption. Hence, we must have i2 =
∑d1

d′=1 nd′ and thus Θ <dI0,I1,Θ
p+i2p

−
i1
(Θ), another

contradiction. The proof is thus finished. �

Proposition 2.23. For each v ⊆ Bn,∅ and k ≥ 0, the subcomplex

E•,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

→ E•,k
1,I0,I1,v

induces an quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. We fix an #I0 ≤ ℓ ≤ #I1 and k ≥ 0.

We first show that the induced map on cohomology is surjective, namely for each x ∈ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,v

satisfying d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,v

(x) = 0, there exists x′ ∈ E−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1,v

and x′′ ∈ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

such that x = x′′ +

d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(x′). In fact, given such x, we can choose x′ as in Lemma 2.19, and then take

x′′
def

=
∑

Ω

cΘ(x− d
−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(x′))ε(Θ)xΩ ∈ E
−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

where Ω runs through all equivalence classes of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples with the fixed bidegree (−ℓ, k)
and v as above, and Θ ∈ Ω is maximally (I0, I1)-atomic with sign ε(Θ) ∈ {1,−1} as in Defini-

tion 2.13. The equality x = x′′ + d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(x′) then follows from Lemma 2.22.

Now we show that the induced map on cohomology is injective, namely for each y ∈ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

,

and y′ ∈ E−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1,v

satisfying y = d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(y′), there exists y′′ ∈ E−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

such that y = d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(y′′).
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By Lemma 2.19 we may assume that cΘ(y
′) = 0 for each (I0, I1)-standard Θ. Then we take

y′′
def

=
∑

Ω

cΘ(y
′)ε(Θ)xΩ ∈ E

−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

where Ω runs through all equivalence classes of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples with the fixed bidegree (−ℓ−
1, k) and v as above and Θ ∈ Ω is maximally (I0, I1)-atomic with sign ε(Θ) ∈ {1,−1} as in
Definition 2.13. Then we have

d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(y′ − y′′) = y − d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(y′′) ∈ E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄,v

,

which together with Lemma 2.22 (with bidegree (−ℓ, k) there replaced with (−ℓ − 1, k)) implies

that y′ − y′′ = 0 and thus y = d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(y′′). The proof is thus finished. �

Remark 2.24. If I0 = I10 (namely I0 = {1, . . . ,#I0}), then each (I0, I1)-atomic tuple is automatically
maximal and thus each equivalence class of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples contains exactly one element.

Moreover, one can check that d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄

) = 0 and thus E−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1,⋄

∼= E−ℓ,k
2,I0,I1

for each bidegree

(−ℓ, k) in this case.

2.5. Computations in bottom two degrees. In this section, we finish the computation of
ExthGn,λ(Fn,∆n(λ),CI0,I1(λ)) when h ∈ {#I1 − 2#I0,#I1 − 2#I0 + 1}.

Lemma 2.25. Let Ω be an equivalence class of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples with (−ℓΩ, kΩ) = (−ℓ, k).

(i) If k = ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0, then d
−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩ) = 0.

(ii) If k = ℓ+#I1− 2#I0 +1, then d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩ) 6= 0 if and only if Iv ∪ I1 = ∆n and there exists

a unique 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 satisfying Λrs−1
v,I1,I

+1 6= ∅ and Id ∩ I0 6= ∅ for some rs−1
v,I1,I

+ 1 ≤

d ≤ rsv,I1,I . Moreover, if d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩ) 6= 0, then there exists a unique equivalence class Ω′ of

(I0, I1)-atomic tuples such that d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩ) = ±xΩ′, and Ω′ also determines Ω uniquely.

Proof. Let Ω′ be an arbitrary equivalence class of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples that appears in (2.11), then
it is clear that kΩ′ = kΩ and ℓΩ′ = ℓΩ − 1. By the choice of Ω′ (see the second possibility of
Lemma 2.21), there exists Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) ∈ Ω, Θ′ = (v, I ′, k′,Λ′) ∈ Ω′ and i ∈ I \ I ′ such that
Θ = p+i (Θ

′). We note from Lemma 2.16 that #Λd ≤ 1 for each 1 ≤ d ≤ rI . If k = ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0,

then there must exist 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 and rs−1
v,I1,I′

+ 2 ≤ d′ ≤ rsv,I1,I′ such that Λ′
d′ = ∅, which

contradicts the fact that Θ′ is (I0, I1)-atomic. Item (ii) thus follows. Similar argument works for
the case k = ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0 + 1 and either #Iv ∪ I1 = n − 2 or there exists a unique i ∈ ∆n \ Iv
such that #v ∩ Bn,∆n\{i} ≥ 2. It suffices to treat the case k = ℓ + #I1 − 2#I0 + 1, Iv ∪ I1 = ∆n

and k0 = #∆n \ Iv, and there exists a unique 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1 such that Λrs−1
v,I1,I

+1 6= ∅. If I
d ∩ I0 = ∅

for all rs−1
v,I1,I

+ 1 ≤ d ≤ rsv,I1,I , the same argument as in item (ii) proves that Ω′ cannot exist. If

Id ∩ I0 6= ∅ for some rs−1
v,I1,I

+1 ≤ d ≤ rsv,I1,I , then we have Id,− 6= ∅ and Λd = {(2#Id,− +1, ι)} (for

some ι ∈ S) for each such d, and Ω′ is characterized by the following conditions

• rs
′

v,I1,I′
= rs

′

v,I1,I
for each 1 ≤ s′ ≤ s− 1 and rs

′

v,I1,I′
= rs

′

v,I1,I
+ 1 for each s ≤ s′ ≤ rIv∩I1 ;

• Λ′
d′ = Λd′ for each 1 ≤ d′ ≤ rs−1

v,I1,I′
, Λ′

rs−1
v,I1,I

′+1
= ∅ and Λ′

d′ = Λd′−1 for each rs−1
v,I1,I′

+ 2 ≤

d′ ≤ rI′ .

It is then clear that Ω and Ω′ uniquely determine each other, and thus item (iii) follows. �
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Let #I0 ≤ ℓ ≤ #I1 be an integer. We write Ψ−ℓ,k
I0,I1

for the set of equivalence classes Ω of

(I0, I1)-atomic tuples satisfying (−ℓΩ, kΩ) = (−ℓ, ℓ + #I1 − 2#I0) if k = ℓ + #I1 − 2#I0. We

write Ψ−ℓ,k
I0,I1

for the set of equivalence classes Ω of (I0, I1)-atomic tuples satisfying (−ℓΩ, kΩ) =

(−ℓ, ℓ+#I1−2#I0+1) and d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩ) = 0 (see item (iii) of Lemma 2.25) if k = ℓ+#I1−2#I0+1.

Recall that E−ℓ,k
2,I0,I1

= ker(d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

)/im(d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

) for each #I0 ≤ ℓ ≤ #I1 and k ≥ 0.

Proposition 2.26.

For each #I0 ≤ ℓ ≤ #I1, the subset

(2.12) {xΩ}Ω∈Ψ−ℓ,k
I0,I1

⊆ ker(d−ℓ,k
1,I0,I1

)

induces a basis of E−ℓ,k
2,I0,I1

if k ∈ {ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0, ℓ+#I1 − 2#I0 + 1}.

Proof. This follows clearly from Proposition 2.23 and Lemma 2.25. Note that E−ℓ,ℓ+#I1−2#I0−1
1,I0,I1,⋄

= 0
by Lemma 2.16. �

Lemma 2.27. The spectral sequence {E−ℓ,k
r,I0,I1

}r≥1,#I0≤ℓ≤#I1,k≥0 degenerates at the second page.

Proof. We set B∞n,∅
def

= {vali | i ∈ ∆n} and there exists a natural map between power sets 2Bn,∅ →

2B
∞
n,∅ by mapping v to the intersection v ∩ B∞n,∅. It is clear that we have a decomposition

E•,•
•,I0,I1

∼=
⊕

v⊆Bn,∅

E•,•
•,I0,I1,v

into its v-isotypic components and we set

v∞E
•,•
•,I0,I1

∼=
⊕

v⊆Bn,∅,v∩B
∞
n,∅

=v∞

E•,•
•,I0,I1,v

with differential v∞d
•,•
•,I0,I1

. Hence, it suffices to show that v∞d
•,•
2,I0,I1

= 0. The spectral sequence

v∞E
•,•
•,I0,I1

actually arises from the double complex v∞E
•,•
0,I0,I1

with

v∞E
−ℓ,k
0,I0,I1

∼=
⊕

I0⊆I⊆Iv∞∩I1,#I=ℓ

∧kl
∗
n,I

with the column complexes being direct sum of Koszul complexes for various Levi, and differential
of row complexes being direct sum of

(−1)m(I,i)Reskn,I,I\{i} : ∧
kl

∗
n,I → ∧

kl
∗
n,I\{i}

with I0 ⊆ I ⊆ Iv∞ ∩ I1 and i ∈ I \ I0. Following Section 14 of [BT82] we write δ for the row
differential and D for the column differential of the double complex v∞E

•,•
0,I0,I1

. Note that v∞E
•,•
0,I0,I1

contains a sub double complex v∞,♮E
•,•
0,I0,I1

with

v∞,♮E
−ℓ,k
0,I0,I1

∼=
⊕

I0⊆I⊆Iv∞∩I1,#I=ℓ

(∧kl
∗
n,I)

ln,I .

Note that D restricts to zero on v∞,♮E
•,•
0,I0,I1

and in fact the embedding v∞,♮E
−ℓ,•
0,I0,I1

→֒v∞ E−ℓ,•
0,I0,I1

is a quasi-isomorphism for each #I0 ≤ ℓ ≤ #I1. Then we observe that xΩ ∈v∞ E−ℓ,k
2,I0,I1

(for

each equivalence class Ω of (I0, I1)-atomic tuple that show up) can be lifted to an element of

x̃Ω ∈ v∞,♮E
−ℓ,k
0,I0,I1

⊆ v∞E
−ℓ,k
0,I0,I1

satisfyingD(x̃Ω) = 0 and δ(x̃Ω) = 0, which implies that v∞d
−ℓ,k
2,I0,I1

(xΩ) =

0 (using the description of v∞d
−ℓ,k
2,I0,I1

on page 162 of [BT82]). The proof is thus finished. �
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Theorem 2.28. Let I0 ⊆ I1 ⊆ ∆n be a pair of subsets.

• If ExthGn,λ(Fn,∆n(λ),CI0,I1(λ)) 6= 0, then #I1 − 2#I0 ≤ h ≤ n
2 − n.

• For each h ∈ {#I1−2#I0,#I1−2#I0+1}, the space Mh
I0,I1

def
= ExthGn,λ(Fn,∆n(λ),CI0,I1(λ))

admits a canonical decreasing filtration

0 = Fil−#I0+1(Mh
I0,I1) ⊆ Fil−#I0(Mh

I0,I1) ⊆ · · · ⊆ Fil−#I1(Mh
I0,I1) =Mh

I0,I1

such that Fil−ℓ(Mh
I0,I1

)/Fil−ℓ+1(Mh
I0,I1

) ∼= E−ℓ,ℓ+h
2,I0,I1

admits a basis indexed by Ψ−ℓ,ℓ+h
I0,I1

for
each #I0 ≤ ℓ ≤ #I1.

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 2.26 and Lemma 2.27. �

2.6. Twisted (I0, I1)-atomic tuples. In this section, we consider a variant of (I0, I1)-atomic
tuple as in Definition 2.13. Let Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) be a maximally (I0, I1)-atomic tuple and Ω be its
equivalence class. We consider an integer 1 ≤ s0 ≤ rIv∩I1 that satisfies

Condition 2.29. • I
r
s0−1
v,I1,I

+1
⊆ I0 and Λ

r
s0−1
v,I1,I

+1
= ∅;

• Λd = {(2nd− 1, ιd)} for some ιd ∈ S, for each rs0−1
v,I1,I

+2 ≤ d ≤ rs0v,I1,I satisfying Id ∩ I0 = ∅;

• Id,+ = ∅, Id,− 6= ∅ and Λd = {(2#Id,− + 1, ιd)} for some ιd ∈ S, for each rs0−1
v,I1,I

+ 2 ≤ d ≤

rs0v,I1,I satisfying Id ∩ I0 6= ∅.

Then we choose a rs0−1
v,I1,I

+ 1 ≤ d0 ≤ rs0v,I1,I and write id
def
=
∑d

d′=1 nd′ and i
′
d

def
= max{i ∈ I \ I0 |

i < id} for each r
s0−1
v,I1,I

+ 1 ≤ d ≤ d0. Then we set

Θs0,d0 = (v, Is0,d0 , ks0,d0 ,Λs0,d0)
def
= p−

i′d0
p+id0−1

· · · p−
i′2
p+i1(Θ)

and call it the (s0, d0)-twist of Θ. Note that Θs0,d0 is well-defined thanks to Condition 2.29 and

satisfies Λs0,d0
d = Λd+1 for each rs0−1

v,I1,I
+ 1 ≤ d ≤ d0 − 1, Λs0,d0

d0
= ∅ and Λs0,d0

d = Λd for each

d0 + 1 ≤ d ≤ rs0v,I1,I . In particular, Θs0,d0 satisfies

Condition 2.30. • (Is0,d0)d0 ⊆ I0 and Λd0 = ∅;
• Λd = {(2nd − 1, ιd)} for some ιd ∈ S, for each rs0−1

v,I1,I
+1 ≤ d ≤ rs0v,I1,I satisfying d 6= d0 and

Id ∩ I0 = ∅;
• Id,+ = ∅, Id,− 6= ∅ and Λd = {(2#Id,−+1, ιd)} for some ιd ∈ S, for each d0+1 ≤ d ≤ rs0v,I1,I
satisfying Id ∩ I0 6= ∅.
• Id,− = ∅, Id,+ 6= ∅ and Λd = {(2#Id,+ + 1, ιd)} for some ιd ∈ S, for each rs0−1

v,I1,I
+ 1 ≤ d ≤

d0 − 1 satisfying Id ∩ I0 6= ∅.

Given two tuples Θ′ = (v, I ′, k′,Λ′) and Θ′′ = (v, I ′′, k′′,Λ′′), we say that Θ′′ is a (s0, d0)-twisted
improvement of Θ′ of level d if one of the following holds

• Θ′′ is an improvement of Θ′ of level d with d ≤ rs0−1
v,I1,I′

or d ≥ rs0v,I1,I′+1 (see Definition 2.12);

• d ≥ d0 and there exists i ∈ (I ′)d \ I0 and i′ =
∑d

d′=1 nd′ ∈ (Iv ∩ I1) \ I
′ such that i ≥∑d0

d′=1 n
s0,d0
d′ and Θ′′ = p+i′ p

−
i (Θ

′);

• d ≤ d0 − 1 and there exists i ∈ (I ′′)d \ I0 and i′ =
∑d

d′=1 nd′ ∈ (Iv ∩ I1) \ I
′′ such that

i′ ≤
∑d0−1

d′=1 n
s0,d0
d′ and Θ′ = p+i′ p

−
i (Θ

′′).
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Similar to Definition 2.12, we can use the notion (s0, d0)-twisted improvement to define (s0, d0)-
twisted smaller and (s0, d0)-twisted equivalent. Then it is easy to see that Θs0,d0 is (s0, d0)-twisted
smaller than no other tuple, and thus is maximally (s0, d0)-twisted (I0, I1)-atomic. Then a tuple is
(s0, d0)-twisted (I0, I1)-atomic if it is (s0, d0)-twisted smaller than some tuple of the form Θs0,d0 .
Given Ω above, we write Ωs0,d0 for the (s0, d0)-twisted equivalence class of Θs0,d0 , and call it the

(s0, d0)-twist of Ω. Finally, we set xΩs0,d0

def

=
∑

Θ∈Ωs0,d0 ε(Θ)xΘ.

Lemma 2.31. Let Θ′ = (v, I ′, k′,Λ′) which has the same bidegree (−ℓ, k) as Θ. Assume that Θ
satisfies Condition 2.29 and Θ′ satisfies

• rsv,I1,I′ = rsv,I1,I for each 1 ≤ s ≤ rIv∩I1;

• (I ′)d = Id for each 1 ≤ d ≤ rI′ satisfying either d ≤ rs0−1
v,I1,I′

or d ≥ rs0v,I1,I′ + 1.

Then Θ′ ∈ Ωs0,d0 if and only if the following holds

(i) Λ′ = Λs0,d0;

(ii) n′
r
s0−1

v,I1,I
′+1
≤ ns0,d0

r
s0−1

v,I1,I
′+1

if d0 ≥ r
s0−1
v,I1,I′

+ 2, and n′
r
s0
v,I1,I

′
≤ ns0,d0

r
s0
v,I1,I

′
if d0 ≤ r

s0
v,I1,I′

− 1;

(iii)
∑d0−1

d′=1 n
′
d′ ≤

∑d0−1
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ and

∑d0
d′=1 n

′
d′ ≥

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ .

Proof. The ‘only if’ part follows immediately from the definition of a (s0, d0)-twisted improvement,
and it suffices to prove the ‘if’ part. It is harmless to replace Θ′ with a (s0, d0)-twisted maximal tuple
in its (s0, d0)-twisted equivalence class, and we need to show that Θ′ = Θs0,d0 . Item (iii) (which

implies (I ′)d0 ⊇ (Is0,d0)d0) together with Θ′ being (s0, d0)-twisted maximal forces
∑d0−1

d′=1 n
′
d′ =∑d0−1

d′=1 n
s0,d0
d′ ,

∑d0
d′=1 n

′
d′ =

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ and in particular (I ′)d0 = (Is0,d0)d0 ⊆ I0. The fact that Θ′

is (s0, d0)-twisted maximal also implies that max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λ′
d} ≥ 2n′d−2#(I ′)d∩ I0−1 for each

rs0−1
v,I1,I′

+ 2 ≤ d ≤ rs0v,I1,I′ − 1 satisfying d 6= d0, using arguments in the proof Lemma 2.16. Using

item (i) and Condition 2.30, we have

(2.13) n′d ≤ #(I ′)d ∩ I0 +
1

2
(1 + max{m | (m, ι) ∈ Λ′

d}) = ns0,d0 −#(Is0,d0)d ∩ I0 +#(I ′)d ∩ I0

for each rs0−1
v,I1,I′

+ 2 ≤ d ≤ rs0v,I1,I′ − 1 satisfying d 6= d0. Item (ii) implies that (2.13) holds for

d ∈ {rs0−1
v,I1,I′

+1, rs0v,I1,I′}\{d0} as well. Sum up all the inequalities for rs0−1
v,I1,I′

+1 ≤ d ≤ rs0v,I1,I′ (with

n′d0 = ns0,d0d0
), we obtain

∑r
s0
v,I1,I

′

d=r
s0−1

v,I1,I
′+1

n′d ≤
∑r

s0
v,I1,I

′

d=r
s0−1

v,I1,I
′+1

ns0,d0d which has to be an equality. Hence,

all inequalities are equalities and we have I ′ = Is0,d0 and thus Θ′ = Θs0,d0 . �

Proposition 2.32. Let Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) be a maximally (I0, I1)-atomic tuple and Ω its equivalence
class. Assume that Condition 2.29 holds for some 1 ≤ s0 ≤ rIv∩I1 and thus Θs0,d0 as well as Ωs0,d0

are defined for each rs0−1
v,I1,I

+ 1 ≤ d0 ≤ r
s0
v,I1,I

. Then we have

xΩs0,d0 − xΩ ∈ d
−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(E−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

)

for each 1 ≤ s0 ≤ rIv∩I1 and rs0−1
v,I1,I

+ 1 ≤ d0 ≤ r
s0
v,I1,I

.

Proof. As Θ
s0,r

s0−1
v,I1,I

+1
= Θ by definition, it suffices to assume that d0 ≥ r

s0−1
v,I1,I

+ 2 and prove that

xΩs0,d0 − xΩs0,d0−1 ∈ d
−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(E−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

).

Let Θ′ = (v, I ′, k′,Λ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0 be a tuple, and then set iΘ′
def
=
∑d0−1

d′=1 n
′
d′ ∈ (Iv ∩ I1) \ I ′. Then we

write Ωs0,d0,+ for the set of tuples of the form p+iΘ′
(Θ′) for some Θ′ ∈ Ωs0,d0 , and define xΩs0,d0,+

def
=
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∑
Θ′′∈Ωs0,d0,+ ε(Θ

′′)xΘ′′ . We claim that

(2.14) d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩs0,d0,+) = ε(Ω, s0, d0)(xΩs0,d0 − xΩs0,d0−1)

for some ε(Ω, s0, d0) ∈ {1,−1}, which is clearly sufficient for our purpose.
Let Θ′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0,+ and Θ′ = (v, I ′, k′,Λ′) be an arbitrary tuple satisfying

(2.15) cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(xΘ′′)) 6= 0.

There exists a unique 1 ≤ d ≤ rI′′ and i ∈ (I ′′)d \ I ′ such that Θ′′ = p+i (Θ
′). Condition 2.29 on Ω

and the definition of Ωs0,d0,+ imply that #Λ′′
d′ ≤ 1 for each 1 ≤ d′ ≤ rI′′ and in fact #Λ′′

d′ = 1 for

each rs0−1
v,I1,I′′

+ 1 ≤ d′ ≤ rs0v,I1,I′′ . Hence, we have the following two possibilities

• Λ′
d = ∅, Λ′

d+1 = Λ′′
d and we set d1

def

= d;

• Λ′
d = Λ′′

d, Λ
′
d+1 = ∅ and we set d1

def

= d+ 1.

In particular, we always have Λ′
d1

= ∅ and thus d1 is uniquely determined by Θ′ (as the unique

rs0−1
v,I1,I′

+ 1 ≤ d′ ≤ rs0v,I1,I′ satisfying Λ′
d′ = ∅). Now we fix a tuple Θ′ such that there exists Θ′′ ∈

Ωs0,d0,+ that satisfies (2.15), and then write iΘ′
def

=
∑d1

d′=1 n
′
d′ and i

′
Θ′

def

=
∑d1−1

d′=1 n
′
d′ for short. We note

that such Θ′′ has to be either p+iΘ′
(Θ′) or p+i′

Θ′
(Θ′). We clearly have ε(p+iΘ′

(Θ′)) = (−1)
n′
d1ε(p+i′

Θ′
(Θ′))

and

cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(xp+i
Θ′

(Θ′))) = (−1)
n′
d1

−1
cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+

i′
Θ′

(Θ′))).

We have the following observations for Θ′.

• Any Θ′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0,+ satisfying (2.15) must be either p+iΘ′
(Θ′) or p+

i′
Θ′
(Θ′), and at least one of

them is in Ωs0,d0,+ by our choice of Θ′.
• If p+iΘ′

(Θ′), p+i′
Θ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+, then we have

(2.16)

cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩs0,d0,+)) = ε(p+iΘ′
(Θ′))cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+iΘ′

(Θ′))) + ε(p+
i′
Θ′
(Θ′))cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+

i′
Θ′

(Θ′))) = 0.

• If p+iΘ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+ and p+

i′
Θ′
(Θ′) /∈ Ωs0,d0,+, we have

(2.17) cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩs0,d0,+)) = ε(p+iΘ′
(Θ′))cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+i

Θ′
(Θ′))).

• If p+iΘ′
(Θ′) /∈ Ωs0,d0,+ and p+

i′
Θ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+, we have

(2.18) cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k
1,I0,I1

(xΩs0,d0,+)) = ε(p+
i′
Θ′
(Θ′))cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+

i′
Θ′

(Θ′))).

• If d1 /∈ {d0 − 1, d0}, then we must have p+iΘ′
(Θ′), p+

i′
Θ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+.

We claim the following two facts

(i) If d1 = d0 − 1, then we always have p+iΘ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+, and p+

i′
Θ′
(Θ′) /∈ Ωs0,d0,+ if and only

if Θ′ ∈ Ωs0,d0−1.
(ii) If d1 = d0, then we always have p+

i′
Θ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+, and p+iΘ′

(Θ′) /∈ Ωs0,d0,+ if and only if

Θ′ ∈ Ωs0,d0 .
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We first treat item (i), namely the case when d1 = d0 − 1. We note that p+iΘ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+

(resp. p+
i′
Θ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+) forces i′Θ′ ≤

∑d0−2
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ (resp. iΘ′ ≤

∑d0−2
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ ), therefore we always

have
d0−2∑

d′=1

n′d′ = i′Θ′ ≤
d0−2∑

d′=1

ns0,d0d′ =

d0−2∑

d′=1

ns0,d0−1
d′ .

So it follows from Lemma 2.31 (with d0 replacing with d0 − 1) that Θ′ ∈ Ωs0,d0−1 if and only if

(2.19)

d0−1∑

d′=1

n′d′ = iΘ′ ≥
d0−1∑

d′=1

ns0,d0−1
d′ .

We have the following possibilities

• If (2.19) holds, then we clearly deduce p+
i′
Θ′
(Θ′) /∈ Ωs0,d0,+ from the definition of Ωs0,d0,+

(namely any Θ′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0,+ should satisfy
∑d0−2

d′=1 n
′′
d′ ≤

∑d0−2
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ =

∑d0−2
d′=1 n

s0,d0−1
d′ ).

• If (2.19) is false, then we deduce from iΘ′ /∈ I0 that

(2.20)

d0−1∑

d′=1

n′d′ = iΘ′ ≤
d0−2∑

d′=1

ns0,d0−1
d′ =

d0−2∑

d′=1

ns0,d0d′ .

Assume on the contrary that p+
i′
Θ′
(Θ′) /∈ Ωs0,d0,+, then we must have p+iΘ′

(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+ by

the choice of Θ′, and thus there exists Θ′′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0 such that p+iΘ′
(Θ′) = p+

i′
Θ′′′

(Θ′′′). But

this together with (2.20) and Lemma 2.31 implies that p+i′
Θ′
p−iΘ′

(Θ′′′) ∈ Ωs0,d0 and

p+i′
Θ′
(Θ′) = p+i′

Θ′′′

(
p+i′

Θ′
p−iΘ′

(Θ′′′)
)
∈ Ωs0,d0,+,

a contradiction. Hence we deduce that p+
i′
Θ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+ and thus there exists Θ′′′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0

such that p+i′
Θ′
(Θ′) = p+i′

Θ′′′′
(Θ′′′′) (with i′Θ′′′′ ≤

∑d0−1
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ and iΘ′′′′ ≥

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ ). We

consider the unique tuple Θ′′′′′ that satisfies Θ′′′′ = p+
i′
Θ′
p−iΘ′

(Θ′′′′′), which clearly satisfies

i′Θ′′′′′ = i′Θ′′′′ ≤
∑d0−1

d′=1 n
s0,d0
d′ and iΘ′′′′′ = iΘ′′′′ ≥

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ , and thus Θ′′′′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0 by

Lemma 2.31. Consequently, we have p+iΘ′
(Θ′) = p+

i′
Θ′′′′′

(Θ′′′′′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+.

Now we treat item (ii), namely the case when d1 = d0. We note that p+
i′
Θ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+

(resp. p+
i′
Θ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+) forces iΘ′ ≥

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ (resp. i′Θ′ ≥

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ ), therefore we always

have
d0∑

d′=1

n′d′ = iΘ′ ≥
d0∑

d′=1

ns0,d0d′ .

So it follows from Lemma 2.31 that Θ′ ∈ Ωs0,d0 if and only if

(2.21)

d0−1∑

d′=1

n′d′ = i′Θ′ ≤
d0−1∑

d′=1

ns0,d0d′ .

We have the following possibilities

• If (2.21) holds, then we clearly deduce p+iΘ′
(Θ′) /∈ Ωs0,d0,+ from the definition of Ωs0,d0,+

(namely any Θ′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0,+ should satisfy
∑d0−1

d′=1 n
′′
d′ ≥

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ ).
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• If (2.21) is false, then we deduce from i′Θ′ /∈ I0 that

(2.22)

d0−1∑

d′=1

n′d′ = i′Θ′ ≥
d0∑

d′=1

ns0,d0d′ .

Assume on the contrary that p+iΘ′
(Θ′) /∈ Ωs0,d0,+, then we must have p+

i′
Θ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+ by

the choice of Θ′, and thus there exists Θ′′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0 such that p+i′
Θ′
(Θ′) = p+i′

Θ′′′
(Θ′′′) and i′Θ′′′ ≤

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ . But this together with (2.22) and Lemma 2.31 implies that p+iΘ′

p−
i′
Θ′
(Θ′′′) ∈

Ωs0,d0 and

p+iΘ′
(Θ′) = p+

i′
Θ′′′

(
p+iΘ′

p−
i′
Θ′
(Θ′′′)

)
∈ Ωs0,d0,+,

a contradiction. Hence we deduce that p+iΘ′
(Θ′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+ and thus there exists Θ′′′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0

such that p+iΘ′
(Θ′) = p+

i′
Θ′′′′

(Θ′′′′) (with i′Θ′′′′ ≤
∑d0−1

d′=1 n
s0,d0
d′ and iΘ′′′′ = iΘ′ ≥

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ ).

We consider the unique tuple Θ′′′′′ that satisfies Θ′′′′ = p+iΘ′
p−
i′
Θ′
(Θ′′′′′), which clearly satisfies

i′Θ′′′′′ = i′Θ′′′′ ≤
∑d0−1

d′=1 n
s0,d0
d′ and iΘ′′′′′ = i′Θ′ ≥

∑d0
d′=1 n

s0,d0
d′ , and thus Θ′′′′′ ∈ Ωs0,d0 by

Lemma 2.31. Consequently, we have p+
i′
Θ′
(Θ′) = p+

i′
Θ′′′′′

(Θ′′′′′) ∈ Ωs0,d0,+.

Finally, we note that there exists a number ε(Ω, s0, d0) ∈ {1,−1} depending only on Ω, s0 and
d0 such that, for each Θ′ considered above, we have

ε(p+iΘ′
(Θ′))cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+iΘ′

(Θ′))) = −ε(Ω, s0, d0)ε(Θ
′)

if d1 = d0 − 1, and

ε(p+i′
Θ′
(Θ′))cΘ′(d−ℓ−1,k

1,I0,I1
(xp+

i′
Θ′

(Θ′))) = ε(Ω, s0, d0)ε(Θ
′)

if d1 = d0. This together with (2.17) and (2.18) finish the proof of (2.14). �

3. A result on decomposition of locally analytic distributions

In this section, we prove a technical result on (tensor) decomposition of certain space of locally an-
alytic distributions in Proposition 3.9, which is essential for our computations of N -(co)homologies
using Bruhat stratifications in Section 4.1.

Lemma 3.1. Let I be a set and (Vi)i∈I be a projective system of locally convex E vector space and
W another locally convex E vector space. Then we have a canonical topological isomorphism

(lim←−
i

Vi)⊗̂E,πW ∼= lim←−
i

(Vi⊗̂E,πW ).

If there exists a locally convex E-vector space A with separately continuous algebra structure such
that W is a separately continuous left A-module and Vi is a separately continuous right A-module
for each i ∈ I, then we have a canonical isomorphism

(
∏

i

Vi)⊗̂A,πW ∼=
∏

i

(Vi⊗̂A,πW ).

Proof. This is standard (using for example Corollary 17.9 of [S02]). �
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According to Proposition 17.6 of [S02], we can identify V1⊗̂E,ιV2 and V1⊗̂E,πV2 for two Frechét

spaces V1, V2 and sometimes write V1⊗̂EV2 for both of them. Note that a countable projective limit
of Fréchet spaces is still Fréchet, but a countable inductive limit (in particular countable direct sum)
of Fréchet spaces is in general not Fréchet. Consequently, the notation V1⊗̂E,ιV2 would appear in
the sequel typically when V2 is not Fréchet (say a countable direct sum of Fréchet spaces).

For each p-adic manifold M (paracompact and finite dimensional), we can consider the space
of E-valued locally analytic functions Can(M,E), whose strong dual is the space of distributions
D(M,E). For each closed subset C ⊆ M , we consider the closed subspace D(M,E)C ⊆ D(M,E)
consisting of distributions supported in C. If C is furthermore compact, we have an isomor-
phism D(M,E)C ∼= (lim

−→U
Can(U,E))′ where U runs through open subset of M containing C.

In particular, for each open subset U ⊆ M containing C, we have a canonical isomorphism
D(U,E)C ∼= D(M,E)C .

Lemma 3.2. Let M be a p-adic manifold and C1 ⊆ C2 two compact subsets of M . Then we have
a topological isomorphism

D(M,E)C2/D(M,E)C1
∼= lim←−

C

D(M,E)C

where C runs through compact open subsets of C2 \ C1.

Proof. As C is compact open in C2, C2
∼= C ⊔ (C2 \ C) (with disjoint union topology) and thus

D(M,E)C2
∼= D(M,E)C ⊕ D(M,E)C2\C which induces a canonical projection D(M,E)C2 ։

D(M,E)C with kernel D(M,E)C2\C ⊆ D(M,E)C2 . For each pair of compact open subsets

C ⊆ C ′ of C2 \C1, we have a canonical projection map D(M,E)C′ ∼= D(M,E)C ⊕D(M,E)C′\C ։

D(M,E)C , and thus we obtain a continuous map D(M,E)C2 → lim
←−C

D(M,E)C with dense im-

age and kernel
⋂

C D(M,E)C2\C . As C2 \ C1 is a union of its compact open subsets, the inter-
section of C2 \ C for all possible compact open C ⊆ C2 \ C1 is exactly C1, which implies that⋂

C D(M,E)C2\C = D(M,E)C1 . Now we prove the surjectivity of D(M,E)C2 → lim
←−C

D(M,E)C
(which implies that D(M,E)C2/D(M,E)C1 → lim←−C

D(M,E)C is a topological isomorphism). As
C2 is compact, it suffices to replace M with a compact open neighborhood of C2 and thus as-
sume that M is compact, which implies that Can(M,E) = lim−→r

Can
r (M,E) where Can

r (M,E) ⊆

Can(M,E) is the subspace consisting of locally analytic functions that are analytic on each open disc

of radius r. By taking dual, we have D(M,E) = lim
←−r

Dr(M,E) with Dr(M,E)
def
= (Can

r (M,E))′.

For each compact subset C ⊆ M , we write Dr(M,E)C for the image of D(M,E)C ⊆ D(M,E)
in Dr(M,E), then we have D(M,E)C ∼= lim

←−r
Dr(M,E)C . If we write Cr for the union of all

(finite number of) open disc of radius r that intersect C non-trivially, then Cr is a compact
open subset of M that contains C and satisfies Dr(M,E)C = Dr(M,E)Cr . Now let C be a
compact open subset of C2 \ C1. For each fixed r, Cr stablizes when C is sufficiently large,
and thus lim←−C

Dr(M,E)C = Dr(M,E)C for some sufficiently large C. Hence, the canonical

map Dr(M,E)C2 → lim
←−C

Dr(M,E)C is a continuous surjection (of Banach spaces). For each

0 < r′ < r < 1, Dr′(M,E)C2 → Dr(M,E)C2 and lim
←−C

Dr′(M,E)C → lim
←−C

Dr(M,E)C are injec-

tive, and thus lim←−r
Dr(M,E)C2 → lim←−r

lim←−C
Dr(M,E)C is a continuous surjection. Note that we

clearly have lim←−r
lim←−C

Dr(M,E)C = lim←−C
lim←−r

Dr(M,E)C = lim←−C
D(M,E)C , and the proof is thus

finished. �

Lemma 3.3. Let M1,M2 two p-adic manifolds with closed subsets C1 ⊆ M1 and C2 ⊆ M2. Then
we have a canonical isomorphism D(M1 ×M2, E)C1×C2

∼= D(M1, E)C1⊗̂E,ιD(M2, E)C2 .

Proof. This is Lemma 3.2.12 of [BD19]. �
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Let G/Qp
be a reductive group and P0 ⊆ G be a fixed minimal parabolic subgroup containing a

fixed maximal split torus L0. Let P1, P2 ⊆ G be two parabolic subgroups containing P0. We can
associate with P1, P2 the Bruhat stratification {P1wP2}WP1,P2 where WP1,P2 is the corresponding

set of minimal length representatives. We write P ′
1

def
= w−1P1w, Y

def
= P ′

1P2 ⊆ G, Y for the (reduced)

Zariski closure of Y in G and Z
def

= Y \ Y with the reduced scheme structure. We write N2 for
the unipotent radical of P2 and L2 ⊆ P2 its maximal Levi subgroup containing L0. Then we set

L♭
2

def

= L2 ∩ P
′
1 and N ♭

2
def

= N2 ∩ P
′
1. Note that

Y ∼= P ′
1 × (P ′

1\Y ) ∼= P ′
1 × (P ′

1 ∩ P2\P2) ∼= P ′
1 × (L♭

2\L2)× (N ♭
2\N2)

and the isomorphisms preserve the natural left P ′
1-action and right P2-action on each term. Note

that L♭
2 is a parabolic subgroup inside L2, and thus L♭

2\L2 is proper.

We write D(G)Y
def

= D(G(Qp), E)Y (Qp)
for short and similarly for others (in particular, we omit

E from all spaces of distributions). As G, Y and Z are left P ′
1-stable and right P2-stable, D(G)Y

and D(G)Z are naturally left D(P2)-modules and right D(P ′
1)-modules. In the following, we will

frequently abbreviate P ′
1(Qp) as P

′
1 and the others are similar.

We set D̂(G)Y
def

=
(
lim←−C

D(P ′
1\G)C

)
⊗̂E,ιD(P ′

1) where C running through all compact open

subsets of P ′
1\Y (Qp).

Lemma 3.4. The limit D̂(G)Y =
(
lim
←−C

D(P ′
1\G)C

)
⊗̂E,ιD(P ′

1) is canonically a left D(P2)-module

and a right D(P ′
1)-module.

Proof. The rightD(P ′
1)-module structure is obvious from the definition of D̂(G)Y . LetH2 ⊆ P2(Qp)

be an arbitrary compact open subgroup. Then for each compact open subset C ⊆ P ′
1\Y (Qp), CH2 ⊆

P ′
1\Y (Qp) is an open closed subset (containing C) which is right H2-stable. Consequently, right H2-

stable compact open subsets of P ′
1\Y (Qp) are cofinal among all compact open subsets of P ′

1\Y (Qp),
which implies that lim←−C

D(P ′
1\G)C is canonically a leftD(H2)-module. There clearly exist a discrete

subset J2 ⊆ P2(Qp) such that P2(Qp) =
⊔

g2∈J2
H2g2 as a p-adic manifold. For each compact open

subset C of P ′
1\Y (Qp) which is rightH2-stable, we have canonical isomorphisms ℓg−1

2
: D(P ′

1\G)C →

δg−1
2
∗ D(P ′

1\G)P ′
1C

= D(P ′
1\G)C·g2 . If we take inverse limit among all such C, we obtain the

canonical left D(P2)-action on lim←−C
D(P ′

1\G)C and thus on D̂(G)Y =
(
lim←−C

D(P ′
1\G)C

)
⊗̂E,ιD(P ′

1)

as well. �

Proposition 3.5. There exists a canonical isomorphisms D(G)Y /D(G)Z ∼= D̂(G)Y which respects
the left D(P2)-action and right D(P ′

1)-action.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that

D(G)Y
∼= D(P ′

1\G)P ′
1\Y
⊗̂E,ιD(P ′

1) and D(G)Z ∼= D(P ′
1\G)P ′

1\Z
⊗̂E,ιD(P ′

1),

and thus

(D(G)Y /D(G)Z ∼=
(
D(P ′

1\G)P ′
1\Y

/D(P ′
1\G)P ′

1\Z
)
)
⊗̂E,ιD(P ′

1).

Consequently, it remains to construct a canonical D(P2)-equivariant isomorphism

(3.1) D(P ′
1\G)P ′

1\Y
/D(P ′

1\G)P ′
1\Z
∼= lim
←−
C

D(P ′
1\G)C
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according to the definition of D̂(G)Y . This follows from Lemma 3.2 as well as the facts that both
(P ′

1\Y )(Qp) and (P ′
1\Z)(Qp) are compact subsets of (P ′

1\G)(Qp). Now we check the left D(P2)-
equivariance. We borrow notation from the proof of Lemma 3.4. If C is a right H2-stable compact
open subset of P ′

1\Y (Qp), then the map D(P ′
1\G)P ′

1\Y
/D(P ′

1\G)P ′
1\Z
→ D(P ′

1\G)C is clearly left

D(H2)-equivariant (as the D(H2)-actions on both sides are compatible with that on D(G)). The
extension to left D(P2)-equivariance of (3.1) follows from the same argument as in the proof of
Lemma 3.4. �

Let G0 ⊆ G(Qp) be a compact open subgroup and choose H1 ⊆ G0 ∩ P
′
1(Qp) and H2 ⊆ G0 ∩

P2(Qp). Then exactly the same proof as that of (4.87) of [Schr11] shows that we have a canonical
topological isomorphism (with all the involved spaces being Fréchet)

(3.2) D(G0)H1H2
∼= D(H2)⊗̂D(H2)H2∩H1

D(G0)H1 .

It is clearly harmless to replace G0 with G as it does not change the corresponding space of
distributions. So we drop G0 from now on and consider compact open subgroups H1 ⊆ P

′
1(Qp) and

H2 ⊆ P2(Qp). We fix discrete subset J1 ⊆ P
′
1(Qp) and J2 ⊆ P2(Qp) such that P ′

1(Qp) =
⊔

g1∈J1
g1H1

and P2(Qp) =
⊔

g2∈J2
H2g2 as p-adic manifolds. We set H ′

2
def

= H2∩L2(Qp) and H
′′
2

def

= H2∩N2(Qp).

Definition 3.6. We say the pair (H1,H2) is good if

(i) H2 = H ′
2H

′′
2 , H2 ∩ P

′
1(Qp) = H2 ∩H1 = (H ′

2 ∩H1)(H
′′
2 ∩H1);

(ii) (H ′
2 ∩H1)\H

′
2
∼= L♭

2(Qp)\L2(Qp); and
(iii) P ′

1(Qp)H2 =
⊔

g1∈J1
g1H1H2.

Item (i) clearly implies topological isomorphisms (of Fréchet spaces) D(H2) ∼= D(H ′
2)⊗̂ED(H ′′

2 )
and D(H2)H2∩H1

∼= D(H ′
2)H′

2∩H1
⊗̂ED(H ′′

2 )H′′
2 ∩H1

with the convolution having the form induced

from semi-direct product. These topological isomorphisms together with (3.2) implies that

D(G)H1H2
∼= D(H ′

2)⊗̂D(H′
2)H′

2
∩H1

(D(H ′′
2 )⊗̂D(H′′

2 )H′′
2
∩H1

D(G)H1).

By convolution with δg−1
1

from the right, we obtain

D(G)g1H1H2
∼= D(H ′

2)⊗̂D(H′
2)H′

2
∩H1

(D(H ′′
2 )⊗̂D(H′′

2 )H′′
2
∩H1

D(G)g1H1).

for each g1 ∈ P ′
1(Qp). As P ′

1(Qp) is closed in G(Qp) and H2 is compact, P ′
1(Qp)H2 is closed in

G(Qp). By taking direct sum over all g1 ∈ J1 and using item (iii) of Definition 3.6 (and the fact

that ⊗̂ι commutes with direct sum), we obtain (by abusing P ′
1 for P ′

1(Qp))

D(G)P ′
1H2
∼= D(H ′

2)⊗̂D(H′
2)H′

2
∩P ′

1

(D(H ′′
2 )⊗̂D(H′′

2 )H′′
2
∩P ′

1

D(G)P ′
1
).

According to item (ii) of Definition 3.6, we can replace D(H ′
2)⊗̂D(H′

2)H′
2∩H1

with D(L2)⊗̂D(L2)L♭
2

and deduce

(3.3) D(G)P ′
1H2
∼= D(L2)⊗̂D(L2)L♭

2

(D(H ′′
2 )⊗̂D(H′′

2 )H′′
2 ∩P ′

1

D(G)P ′
1
).

(Note that L♭
2\L2 is compact and thus we do not distinguish betweenD(L2)⊗̂D(L2)L♭

2
,ι withD(L2)⊗̂D(L2)L♭

2
,π.)

By factoring out ⊗̂E,ιD(P ′
1) from both sides of (3.3), we obtain the following isomorphism (with

D(P ′
1\G)P ′

1\P
′
1H2

, D(H ′′
2 ) and D(P ′

1\G)1 being Fréchet)

(3.4) D(P ′
1\G)P ′

1\P
′
1H2
∼= D(L2)⊗̂D(L2)L♭

2

(D(H ′′
2 )⊗̂D(H′′

2 )H′′
2
∩P ′

1

D(P ′
1\G)1).

We have the following two observations
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• If (H1,H2) is a good pair, then (gH1g
−1, gH2g

−1) is a good pair for any g ∈ L0(Qp).
• For each compact open subgroup H ⊆ N2(Qp), we have N2(Qp) =

⋃
g∈L0(Qp)

gHg−1. In

particular {gHg−1}g∈L0(Qp) is cofinal among all compact open subgroups of N2(Qp) under
inclusion.

Consequently, if we take (countable) projective limit with respect all possible H2 that appears in a
good pair (H1,H2) (and then use Lemma 3.1 for D(L2)⊗̂D(L2)L♭

2
,π), we conclude that

(3.5) lim
←−
H2

D(P ′
1\G)P ′

1\P
′
1H2
∼= D(L2)⊗̂D(L2)L♭

2


lim
←−
H′′

2

D(H ′′
2 )⊗̂D(H′′

2 )H′′
2
∩P ′

1

D(P ′
1\G)1


 .

We have H ′′
2 ∩P

′
1 = H ′′

2 ∩N
♭
2, (H

′′
2 ∩N

♭
2)\H

′′
2
∼= N ♭

2\N
♭
2H

′′
2 , as well as canonical topological isomor-

phisms

D(N ♭
2H

′′
2 )
∼= D(N ♭

2\N
♭
2H

′′
2 )⊗̂E,ιD(N ♭

2)

and
D(N ♭

2\N
♭
2H

′′
2 )1⊗̂E,ιD(N ♭

2)
∼= D(N ♭

2H
′′
2 )N♭

2

∼= D(N2)N♭
2

∼= D(N ♭
2\N2)1⊗̂E,ιD(N ♭

2).

Note that for each Fréchet space V and ∗ ∈ {π, ι}, D(N ♭
2H

′′
2 )⊗̂D(N2)N♭

2
,∗V is a quotient ofD(N ♭

2\N
♭
2H

′′
2 )⊗̂E,∗V

by a closed subspace withD(N ♭
2\N

♭
2H

′′
2 ) being Fréchet, so we do not distinguish betweenD(N ♭

2H
′′
2 )⊗̂D(N2)N♭

2
,π

and D(N ♭
2H

′′
2 )⊗̂D(N2)N♭

2
,ι. Consequently, we have a topological isomorphism

D(H ′′
2 )⊗̂D(H′′

2 )H′′
2
∩P ′

1

D(P ′
1\G)1

∼= D(N ♭
2H

′′
2 )⊗̂D(N2)N♭

2

D(P ′
1\G)1

for each H2 that appears in a good pair (H1,H2), which implies that (using Lemma 3.1)

lim
←−
H′′

2

D(H ′′
2 )⊗̂D(H′′

2 )H′′
2
∩P ′

1

D(P ′
1\G)1

∼= lim
←−
H′′

2

D(N ♭
2H

′′
2 )⊗̂D(N2)N♭

2

D(P ′
1\G)1

∼= D̂(N2)⊗̂D(N2)N♭
2

D(P ′
1\G)1

where D̂(N2)
def
=
(
lim
←−H′′

2

D(N ♭
2\N

♭
2H

′′
2 )
)
⊗̂E,ιD(N ♭

2). This together with (3.5) implies that

(3.6) D̂(G)Y ∼= D(L2)⊗̂D(L2)L♭
2

(D̂(N2)⊗̂D(N2)N♭
2

D(P ′
1\G)1)⊗̂E,ιD(P ′

1).

Now we consider the following condition

Condition 3.7. There exists a p-adic field K, a split reductive group G̃/L together with its two par-

abolic subgroups P̃ ′
1 and P̃2 such that G ∼= ResK/Qp

(G̃), P ′
1
∼= ResK/Qp

(P̃ ′
1) and P2

∼= ResK/Qp
(P̃2).

Lemma 3.8. If Condition 3.7 holds, then a good pair (H1,H2) exists.

Proof. We fixK, G̃, P̃ ′
1 and P̃2 as in Condition 3.7. As G̃ is split, we abuse the same notation for the

Chevalley group scheme over OK , where OK is the ring of integers of K. Similarly, P̃ ′
1 and P̃2 can be

made closed subgroup schemes of G̃/OK
. Let L̃0 ⊆ P̃

′
1∩ P̃2 be a (split) maximal torus which always

exists. Upon replacing L0 with ResK/Qp
L̃0, we may assume that L0

∼= ResK/Qp
L̃0 and moreover L̃0

extends to a closed subgroup scheme of G̃/OK
. Given the pair (G̃, L̃0), we consider the corresponding

set of roots Φ, and P̃ ′
1 (resp. P̃2) corresponds to a (closed) subset Φ1 (resp. Φ2) of Φ. We write Ñ2

for the unipotent radical of P̃2 and there exists a unique maximal Levi subgroup L̃2 ⊆ P̃2 containing

L̃0, such that P̃2 = L̃2Ñ2 is a semi direct product. In the following, we understand all the group

schemes mentioned above to be over OK . The closed subgroup L̃2 (resp. Ñ2) of P̃2 corresponds to
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a closed subset Φ′
2 (resp. Φ′′

2) of Φ2 such that Φ2 = Φ′
2 ⊔ Φ′′

2. The closed subsets Φ1 ∩ Φ2, Φ1 ∩ Φ′
2

and Φ1 ∩ Φ′′
2 of Φ2 corresponds to closed subgroup schemes P̃1 ∩ P̃2, P̃1 ∩ L̃2 and P̃1 ∩ Ñ2 such

that P̃1 ∩ P̃2 = (P̃1 ∩ L̃2)(P̃1 ∩ Ñ2) is a semi direct product. Now we claim that H1
def
= P̃ ′

1(OK)

and H2
def

= P̃2(OK) gives a good pair as in Definition 3.6. As we clearly have H ′
2 = L̃2(OK) and

H ′′
2 = Ñ2(OK), item (i) follows from the corresponding facts on group schemes, and the fact that

H2 ∩ P
′
1(Qp) = P̃2(OK) ∩ P̃ ′

1(L) = P̃2(OK) ∩ (P̃2 ∩ P̃
′
1)(L) = (P̃2 ∩ P̃

′
1)(OK),

as P̃2∩P̃
′
1 is a closed subgroup scheme of P̃2. Item (ii) follows from the fact that L̃2∩P̃1\L̃2 is proper

over OK . For item (iii), we clearly have P ′
1(Qp)H2 =

⋃
g1∈J1

g1H1H2. Let g1, g
′
1 ∈ J1 be elements

such that g1H1H2 ∩ g
′
1H1H2 6= ∅, namely there exists h1, h

′
1 ∈ H1 and h2, h

′
2 ∈ H2 such that

g1h1h2 = g′1h
′
1h

′
2. As we have a natural bijection P ′

1(Qp)\P
′
1(Qp)H2

∼= (P ′
1(Qp) ∩H2)\H2 = (H1 ∩

H2)\H2, P
′
1(Qp)h2 = P ′

1(Qp)h
′
2 implies that h′2h

−1
2 ∈ H1∩H2, which together with g1h1h2 = g′1h

′
1h

′
2

forces g1H1 = g′1H1 and thus g1 = g′1 by the definition of J1. The proof is thus finished. �

Proposition 3.9. If Condition 3.7 holds, then we have

D(G)Y /D(G)Z ∼= D̂(G)Y ∼= D(L2)⊗̂D(L2)L♭
2

(D̂(N2)⊗̂D(N2)N♭
2

D(P ′
1\G)1)⊗̂E,ιD(P ′

1).

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 3.5, (3.6) and Lemma 3.8. �

4. Extensions between locally analytic generalized Steinberg

In this section, we compute various Ext-groups between locally analytic generalized Steinberg
representations ( see Theorem 4.22 and Corollary 4.23). Based on computations of the spectral
sequence E•,•

•,I0,I1
in Section 2 and the decomposition in Section 3 (see Proposition 3.9), the main

extra technical ingredients are the computations of some N -(co)homologies (see Lemma 4.14 and
Lemma 4.15) which, via a standard spectral sequence, compute the Ext-groups between locally
analytic principal series in Proposition 4.16.

4.1. Locally analytic geometric lemma. In this section, we generalize the classical Bernstein–
Zelevinsky geometric lemma in smooth representation theory (see Section 2.12 of [BZ77]) to Orlik-
Strauch representations in Proposition 4.7. As an application, we compute the Ext-groups between
various iann,I(λ) in Proposition 4.16. We write Nn,I for the unipotent radical of Pn,I , for each I ⊆ ∆n.

Let I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n be two subsets, and we write W I′,I
n ⊆ W (Gn) be a set of (minimal length)

representative so that {Pn,I′wPn,I}w∈W I′,I
n

is a stratification on the group scheme Gn. For each

w ∈ W I′,I
n , we write Cw

def
= Pn,I′wPn,I (which is a locally closed subscheme of Gn) and Cw for its

Zariski closure in Gn. We will abuse Cw and Cw for their K-points from now on. As in Section 3, we

use the shorted notation D(Gn)Cw

def
= D(Gn, E)Cw

and similarly for other spaces of distributions.

Then {D(Gn)Cw
}
w∈W I′,I

n
is an increasing W I′,I

n -filtration on D(Gn) with respect to the Bruhat

order on W I′,I
n . As Cw \ Cw =

⋃
w′∈W I′,I

n ,w′<w
Cw′ , we clearly have

D(Gn)Cw\Cw
=

∑

w′∈W I′,I
n ,w′<w

D(Gn)Cw′
,

and thusD(Gn)Cw
/D(Gn)Cw\Cw

is the w-graded piece associated with the filtration {D(Gn)Cw
}
w∈W I′,I

n
.

For technical convenience, we set Pw
n,I′

def
= w−1Pn,I′w, Ln,I,w

def
= Ln,I ∩ P

w
n,I′ , Nn,I,w

def
= Nn,I ∩ P

w
n,I′ ,
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Yw
def
= w−1Cw whose closure in Gn is Yw

def
= w−1Cw. According to Proposition 3.5, there exists a

canonical left D(Pn,I)-equivariant and right D(Pw
n,I′)-equivariant isomorphism

D̂(Gn)Yw

def

= lim←−
C

D(Pw
n,I′\Gn)C⊗̂E,ιD(Pw

n,I′)
∼= D(Gn)Yw

/D(Gn)Yw\Yw

where C runs through compact open subsets of Pw
n,I′\P

w
n,I′Pn,I .

Given a coadmissible D(Ln,I′)-module MI′ and an integer k ≥ 0, it is a fundamental question
to compute

Hk(Nn,I ,M)

with M
def
= D(Gn)⊗̂D(Pn,I′ ),ι

MI′ . With the help of the filtration {D(Gn)Cw
}
w∈W I′,I

n
, we usually

first compute

(4.1) Hk(Nn,I , (D(Gn)Cw
/D(Gn)Cw\Cw

)⊗̂D(Pn,I′ ),ι
MI′)

for each w ∈W I′,I
n . We clearly have a canonical isomorphism

(4.2)

grw(M)
def

= (D(Gn)Cw
/D(Gn)Cw\Cw

)⊗̂D(Pn,I′ ),ι
MI′

∼= (D(Gn)Yw
/D(Gn)Yw\Yw

)⊗̂D(Pw
n,I′

),ιM
w
I′

withMw
I′ being the w-conjugate ofMI′ . Combine with Proposition 3.9, (4.1) can be reduced to

(4.3) Hk(Nn,I ,D(Ln,I)⊗̂D(Ln,I )Ln,I,w
(D̂(Nn,I)⊗̂D(Nn,I )Nn,I,w

D(Pw
n,I′\Gn)1⊗̂E,ιM

w
I′))

for each w ∈ W I′,I
n , where D̂(Nn,I)

def

=
(
lim
←−C

D(C)
)
⊗̂E,ιD(Nn,I,w) and C runs through compact

open subsets of Nn,I,w\Nn,I . See for example the discussion after Lemme 5.1.1 of [Bre19] that (4.3)
admits a natural D(Ln,I)-module structure (and in particular a D(Zn,I)-module structure).

We assume from now on thatMI′ = LI′(µ)⊗E (π∞)′ with µ ∈ X(Tn,E) dominant with respect
to Bn,E ∩ Ln,I′,E and π∞ an admissible smooth representation of Ln,I′. Now we set

M1 def
= D(Pn,I′\Gn)1⊗̂EL

I′(µ) ∼= D(Gn)1⊗̂D(Pn,I′ )1
LI′(µ)

gr1w(M)
def
= (M1)w⊗̂E(π

∞,w)′ ∼= D(Gn)1⊗̂D(Pw
n,I′

)1(L
I′(µ)w ⊗E (π∞,w)′),

gruw(M)
def
= D̂(Nn,I)⊗̂D(Nn,I )Nn,I,w

gr1w(M)

and note that

grw(M) ∼= D(Ln,I)⊗̂D(Ln,I )Ln,I,w
gruw(M)

for each w ∈W I′,I
n .

Let p be a (finite dimensional) Lie algebra over Qp with an ideal n and a commutative sub Lie

algebra t such that t ⊆ p induces an embedding t →֒ p/n. We set pE
def

= p ⊗Qp E and similarly for
others. We write X(tE) for the set of all eigencharacters of tE (which is countable).

Definition 4.1. Let V be a Fréchet unclear space equipped with a U(pE)-action. We say the

topological U(pE)-module V is nice if there exists a dense sub U(pE)-module V ♭ ⊆ V such that

the tE-eigenspace V
♭
η is finite dimensional for each η ∈ X(tE) and V

♭ =
⊕

η∈X(tE) V
♭
η . Here V

♭
η for

the η-eigenspace of V ♭ under the tE-action.
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We endow V ♭ with the subspace topology induced from V , and set V ♭
X

def
=
⊕

η∈X V ♭
η for each subset

X ⊆ X(tE). Now we consider the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex HomE(∧
•nE, V ) that computes

the Lie algebra cohomology H•(nE , V ). Equipped with its natural topology induced from V ,

HomE(∧
•nE , V ) contains a (dense) subcomplex HomE(∧

•nE, V
♭) with each term endowed with the

induced subspace topology. Then there exists a finite set Φp ⊆ X(tE) depending only on our choice

of p, such that the image of HomE(∧
knE, V

♭
X) under

(4.4) ϕk : HomE(∧
knE , V

♭)→ HomE(∧
k+1nE, V

♭)

is contained in HomE(∧
k+1nE , V

♭
X+Φp

) for each finite subset X ⊆ X(tE) (with X +Φp
def

= {η + η′ |

η ∈ X, η′ ∈ Φp}).

Lemma 4.2. Let V be a nice topological U(pE)-module as in Definition 4.1. Each map of the

complex HomE(∧
•nE, V

♭) is strict with closed image, with respect to the topology induced from
HomE(∧

•nE , V ).

Proof. Let k ≥ 0 and consider the map (4.4). Let

X0 ⊆ X1 ⊆ · · ·

be a sequence of subsets of X(tE) satisfying Xi +Φp ⊆ Xi+1 for each i ≥ 0 and X(tE) =
⋃∞

i=0Xi.

As V ♭ =
⊕

η∈X(tE) V
♭
η , we have V ♭ = lim

−→i
V ♭
Xi
. By the definition of Φp, the map ϕk has the form

ϕk = lim−→i
ϕk
i where ϕk

i : HomE(∧
knE , V

♭
Xi
) → HomE(∧

k+1nE, V
♭
Xi+1

) is the restriction of ϕk. As

ϕk
i is a map between finite dimensional E-vector spaces for each i ≥ 0, we deduce that ϕk is strict

with closed image. �

Lemma 4.3. Let V be a nice topological U(pE)-module as in Definition 4.1. For each k ≥ 0, the

space Hk(nE, V ) is a Fréchet nuclear space and the map Hk(nE , V
♭) → Hk(nE , V ) is an injection

with dense image.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.2 and Theorem 7.4 of [Koh11]. �

For each p-adic manifoldM (paracompact and finite dimensional), we write C∞(M) = C∞(M,E)

for the space of locally constant E-valued functions on M and set D∞(M)
def
= C∞(M)′. The closed

embedding C∞(M) →֒ Can(M) induces a canonical surjection

(4.5) D(M) ։ D∞(M).

For each closed subset C ⊆ M , we write D∞(M)C ⊆ D∞(M) for the closed subspace consists
of locally constant distributions that are supported on C, and note that D∞(M)C is simply the
image of D(M)C under (4.5). If C is a closed submanifold of M , then we actually have a canonical
isomorphism

D∞(M)C ∼= D∞(C) : δ 7→ δ|C
which makes D∞(M)C a much simpler object than D(M)C . Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 have their
analogue for D∞(−), and D∞(M) is Fréchet nuclear if M is compact. In particular, we have a
topological isomorphism

D∞(Nn,I) ∼= D∞(Nn,I,w\Nn,I)⊗̂E,ιD
∞(Nn,I,w).

We set D̂∞(Nn,I)
def
= (lim
←−C

D∞(C))⊗̂E,ιD
∞(Nn,I,w) where C runs through compact open subsets

of Nn,I,w\Nn,I . Note that there exists a canonical D(Nn,I)-equivariant surjection

D̂(Nn,I) ։ D̂∞(Nn,I)
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with the D(Nn,I)-action on the target factoring through D∞(Nn,I).

Lemma 4.4. For each k ≥ 0 and each w ∈W I′,I
n , the cohomology groups

Hk(nn,I,E, (M
1)w),Hk(nn,I,E, gr

1
w(M)), Hk(nn,I,E, gr

u
w(M))

are Fréchet nuclear spaces. Moreover, we have canonical D(Ln,I)Ln,I,w
-equivariant and D∞(Nn,I)-

equivariant topological isomorphisms

Hk(nn,I,E, gr
u
w(M)) ∼= D̂∞(Nn,I)⊗̂D∞(Nn,I,w)H

k(nn,I,E, gr
1
w(M))

∼=
(
D̂∞(Nn,I)⊗̂D∞(Nn,I,w)(π

∞,w)′
)
⊗̂EH

k(nn,I,E, (M
1)w).

Proof. We fix an element w ∈ W I′,I
n throughout. As (M1)w ∼= D(Gn)1⊗̂D(Pw

n,I′
)1L

I′(µ)w, we can

consider the dense subspace (M1,♭)w with

M1,♭ def

= U(gn,E)⊗U(pn,I′,E) L
I′(µ)

and observe that (M1)w is a nice U(pn,I,E)-module (see Definition 4.1). Therefore it follows from
Lemma 4.2 (with p = pn,I , n = nn,I and t = tn) that each map of the complex HomE(∧

•nn,I,E, (M
1)w)

is strict with closed image and Hk(nn,I,E, (M
1)w) is a Fréchet nuclear space for each k ≥ 0. As π∞

is admissible smooth, it is a countable direct limit of finite dimensional subspaces, making (π∞,w)′

a countable inverse limit of finite dimensional E-vector spaces. In particular, (π∞,w)′ is Fréchet
nuclear and for each strict exact sequence of Fréchet nuclear spaces V1 →֒ V2 ։ V3, we have a strict
exact sequence of Fréchet nuclear spaces

V1⊗̂E(π
∞,w)′ →֒ V2⊗̂E(π

∞,w)′ ։ V3⊗̂E(π
∞,w)′.

Consequently, each map of the complex

HomE(∧
•nn,I,E, gr

1
w(M)) ∼= HomE(∧

•nn,I,E, (M
1)w)⊗̂E(π

∞,w)′

is strict with closed image, making Hk(nn,I,E, gr
1
w(M)) a Fréchet nuclear space for each k ≥ 0.

Now we consider D(Nn,I)-equivariant topological isomorphism of complexes

(4.6) HomE(∧
•nn,I,E, gr

u
w(M)) ∼= D̂(Nn,I)⊗̂D(Nn,I )Nn,I,w

HomE(∧
•nn,I,E, gr

1
w(M)).

For each Fréchet nuclear space V we have the following topological isomorphism of Fréchet nuclear
spaces

(4.7) D̂(Nn,I)⊗̂D(Nn,I )Nn,I,w
V ∼= lim←−

C,r

D(Nn,I,wC)r⊗̂D(Nn,I,wC)Nn,I,w,r
V

with the radius 1
p < r < 1 and C running through compact open subgroups of Nn,I . Follow-

ing the argument of Lemme 4.27 of [Schr11], we observe that D(Nn,I,wC)r is finite free over
D(Nn,I,wC)Nn,I,w,r and that the system

{D(Nn,I,wC)r⊗̂D(Nn,I,wC)Nn,I,w,r
V }C,r

is Mittag-Leffler. Consequently, for each strict exact sequence of Fréchet nuclear spaces V1 →֒ V2 ։
V3, we have a strict exact sequence of Fréchet nuclear spaces

D̂(Nn,I)⊗̂D(Nn,I )Nn,I,w
V1 →֒ D̂(Nn,I)⊗̂D(Nn,I )Nn,I,w

V2 ։ D̂(Nn,I)⊗̂D(Nn,I )Nn,I,w
V3.
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In particular, we deduces that each map of the complex (4.6) is strict with closed image, and
Hk(nn,I,E, gr

u
w(M)) is a Fréchet nuclear space for each k ≥ 0. The above argument clearly produces

a D(Nn,I)-equivariant isomorphism

(4.8) Hk(nn,I,E, gr
u
w(M)) ∼= D̂(Nn,I)⊗̂D(Nn,I )Nn,I,w

Hk(nn,I,E, gr
1
w(M))

for each k ≥ 0. As nn,I,E acts trivially on Hk(nn,I,E, gr
1
w(M)), the D(Nn,I)Nn,I,w

-action on

Hk(nn,I,E, gr
1
w(M)) factors throughD∞(Nn,I)Nn,I,w

∼= D∞(Nn,I,w), and thus theD(Nn,I)-equivariant
isomorphism (4.8) factors through a D∞(Nn,I)-equivariant isomorphism

(4.9) Hk(nn,I,E, gr
u
w(M)) ∼= D̂∞(Nn,I)⊗̂D∞(Nn,I,w)H

k(nn,I,E, gr
1
w(M))

Then we observe that we have a D∞(Nn,I,w)-equivariant isomorphism

(4.10) Hk(nn,I,E, gr
1
w(M)) ∼= Hk(nn,I,E, (M

1)w)⊗̂E(π
∞,w)′

for each k ≥ 0. The D(Ln,I)Ln,I,w
-equivariance of both (4.9) and (4.10) are clear. �

Note that we have a canonical isomorphism

D̂∞(Nn,I)⊗̂D∞(Nn,I,w)(π
∞,w)′ ∼=

(
(c-Ind

Nn,I

Nn,I,w
π∞,w)∞

)′

by the definition of the smooth compact induction functor (c-Ind
Nn,I

Nn,I,w
−)∞ and that of D̂∞(Nn,I).

Lemma 4.5. For each k ≥ 0 and each w ∈ W I′,I
n , the cohomology group Hk(Nn,I , gr

u
w(M)) is a

Fréchet nuclear space, and we have a canonical D(Ln,I)Ln,I,w
-equivariant topological isomorphism

Hk(Nn,I , gr
u
w(M)) ∼= Jn,I,I′,w(π

∞)′⊗̂EH
k(nn,I,E, (M

1)w).

with Jn,I,I′,w(π
∞)

def
=
(
(c-Ind

Nn,I

Nn,I,w
π∞,w)∞

)
Nn,I

an admissible smooth E-representation of the Levi

quotient of Ln,I,w.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 4.4 and Theorem 7.1 of [Koh11], namely the D(Ln,I)Ln,I,w
-

equivariant isomorphism

Hk(Nn,I , gr
u
w(M))′ ∼=

(
Hk(nn,I,E, gr

u
w(M))′

)
Nn,I

.

�

Lemma 4.6. For each k ≥ 0 and each w ∈W I′,I
n , the cohomology groups Hk(nn,I,E, grw(M)) and

Hk(Nn,I , grw(M)) are Fréchet nuclear spaces. Moreover, we have a canonical D(Ln,I)-equivariant
topological isomorphisms

Hk(Nn,I , grw(M)) ∼= D(Ln,I)⊗̂D(Ln,I )Ln,I,w
Hk(Nn,I , gr

u
w(M)).

Proof. The same argument as Lemme 4.27 of [Schr11] shows that D(Ln,I)⊗̂D(Ln,I )Ln,I,w
sends a

strict complex of Fréchet spaces to a strict complex of Fréchet spaces, and in particular

Hk(nn,I,E, grw(M)) ∼= D(Ln,I)⊗̂D(Ln,I )Ln,I,w
Hk(nn,I,E, gr

u
w(M))

for each k ≥ 0, using the isomorphism of complexes

HomE(∧
•nn,I,E, grw(M)) ∼= D(Ln,I)⊗̂D(Ln,I )Ln,I,w

HomE(∧
•nn,I,E, gr

u
w(M)).
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The desired isomorphism thus follows from Theorem 7.1 of [Koh11], namely the D(Ln,I)Ln,I,w
-

equivariant isomorphism

Hk(Nn,I , gr
u
w(M))′ ∼=

(
Hk(nn,I,E, gr

u
w(M))′

)
Nn,I

and the D(Ln,I)-equivariant isomorphism

Hk(Nn,I , grw(M))′ ∼=
(
Hk(nn,I,E, grw(M))′

)
Nn,I

.

�

Given a split reductive group G over K and a parabolic subgroup P with Levi quotient L, we
recall from [OS15] the so-called Orlik–Strauch functor FG

P (·, ·) which sends a pair (V, π∞) to an

admissible locally analytic representation FG
P (V, π∞) of G(K). Here V is a locally p-finite object

in category O and π∞ is an admissible smooth E-representation of L(K). The main properties of
FG
P (·, ·) are summarized in the main theorem of loc.it. and in particular FG

P (·, ·) is exact in both
arguments.

Combining all the results above, we arrive at the following locally analytic geometric lemma (with
the terminology borrowed from the classical geometric lemma in smooth representation theory).

Proposition 4.7. For each k ≥ 0 and each w ∈W I′,I
n , we have a D(Ln,I)-equivariant isomorphism

of Fréchet nuclear spaces

Hk(Nn,I , grw(M)) ∼= F
Ln,I

Ln,I,w
(Hk(nn,I,E, (M

1,♭)w), Jn,I,I′,w(π
∞))′.

Proof. As M1,♭ is tn,E-semisimple and locally pn,I′,E-finite, (M1,♭)w is tn,E-semisimple and lo-

cally pwn,I′,E-finite, making Hk(nn,I,E, (M
1,♭)w) tn,E-semisimple and locally ln,I,w = ln,I,E ∩ pwn,I′,E-

finite, and thus the Orlik-Strauch representation F
Ln,I

Ln,I,w
(Hk(nn,I,E, (M

1,♭)w), Jn,I,I′,w(π
∞)) is well-

defined. We conclude by Lemma 4.5, Lemma 4.6 and the followingD(Ln,I)-equivariant isomorphism

F
Ln,I

Ln,I,w
(Hk(nn,I,E, (M

1,♭)w), Jn,I,I′,w(π
∞))′ ∼= D(Ln,I)⊗̂D(Ln,I )Ln,I,w

(
Jn,I,I′,w(π

∞)′⊗̂EH
k(nn,I,E, (M

1)w)
)
.

�

For each locally algebraic character χ of Zn,I and each D(Zn,I)-module V , we write Vχ′ for its
maximal quotient on whichD(Zn,I) acts by χ

′. There exists a finite set Σw,k(M) of locally algebraic

characters of Zn,I such that the χ′-isotypic component Hk(Nn,I , grw(M))χ′ is non-zero for some
locally algebraic character χ of Zn,I if and only if χ ∈ Σw,k(M), and moreover

Hk(Nn,I , grw(M)) ∼=
⊕

χ∈Σw,k(M)

Hk(Nn,I , grw(M))χ′ .

Similarly, we write Σ∞
w (π∞) for the set of smooth characters of Zn,I such that Jn,I,I′,w(π

∞)χ∞ 6= 0
if and only if χ∞ ∈ Σ∞

w (π∞). There clearly exists a natural surjection Σw,k(M) ։ Σ∞
w (π∞) sending

each χ ∈ Σw,k to its smooth part χ∞.

Definition 4.8. Let I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n be a pair of subsets and π∞ an admissible smooth E-representation

of Ln,I′. We say that π∞ is (I, I ′)-regular if Σw ∩ Σw′ = ∅ for each w 6= w′ ∈W I′,I
n .

We have the following corollary of Proposition 4.7
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Corollary 4.9. Let I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n be a pair of subsets and π∞ a (I, I ′)-regular admissible smooth
E-representation of Ln,I′. For each k ≥ 0, the cohomology Hk(Nn,I ,M) is a Fréchet nuclear space
and there exists a D(Ln,I)-equivariant isomorphism

Hk(Nn,I ,M) ∼=
⊕

w∈W I′,I
n

Hk(Nn,I , grw(M))

Proof. Note thatM admits a canonical filtration {Filw(M)}
w∈W I′,I

n
. Our assumption implies that,

for each smooth character χ∞ of Zn,I , there exists at most one w ∈W I′,I
n such that

Hk(Nn,I , grw(M))χ′ 6= 0

for some locally algebraic character χ of Zn,I whose smooth part is χ∞.

We prove by induction on w ∈ W I′,I
n with respect to Bruhat order. For each w ∈ W I′,I

n , we set

Fil<w(M)
def
=
∑

w′<w Filw′(M) and consider the following long exact sequence

· · · → Hk(Nn,I ,Fil<w(M))→ Hk(Nn,I ,Filw(M))

→ Hk(Nn,I , grw(M))→ Hk+1(Nn,I ,Fil<w(M))→ · · ·

induced from Fil<w(M) →֒ Filw(M) ։ grw(M). Our inductive assumption says that

Hk(Nn,I ,Filw′(M)) ∼=
⊕

w′′∈W I′,I
n ,w′′≤w′

Hk(Nn,I , grw′′(M))

for each w′ < w and k ≥ 0, which implies that

Hk(Nn,I ,Fil<w(M)) ∼=
⊕

w′′∈W I′,I
n ,w′′<w

Hk(Nn,I , grw′′(M)).

This together with the previous long exact sequence clearly finishes our induction step. The proof
is thus finished. �

When π∞ is (I, I ′)-regular, we can define Hk(Nn,I ,M
′) (for each k ≥ 0) as the unique (up to

isomorphism) admissible locally analytic representation such that

(4.11) Hk(Nn,I ,M
′)′ ∼= Hk(Nn,I ,M),

which exists by Proposition 4.7 and Corollary 4.9. For each locally algebraic character χ of Zn,I ,
we write Hk(Nn,I ,M

′)χ for the χ-isotypic component of Hk(Nn,I ,M
′), namely the unique (up to

isomorphism) direct summand of Hk(Nn,I ,M
′) so that (4.11) induces an isomorphism

(
Hk(Nn,I ,M

′)χ
)′ ∼= Hk(Nn,I ,M)χ′ .

For each w ∈ W (Gn), we set χ∞
w

def
= | · | ◦ δw·0 where δw·0 : Tn → E× is the algebraic character

associated with the weight w · 0 ∈ X(Tn).

Lemma 4.10. Let I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n be a pair of subsets and π∞ an admissible smooth E-representation
of Ln,I′. Assume that π∞ is the subquotient of i∞n,∅,I′(χ

∞
w ) for some w ∈ W (Gn), then π∞ is

(I, I ′)-regular. In particular, the trivial representation 1Ln,I′
is (I, I ′)-regular.
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Proof. According to Definition 4.8, it is harmless to assume that π∞ = i∞n,∅,I′(χ
∞
w ). According to

the classical geometric lemma in representation theory (cf. Section VI.5.1 of [Ren]), we have

(4.12)
(
i∞n,∅(χ

∞
w )
)
Nn,∅

∼=
⊕

w′∈W (Gn)

χ∞
w′

and

(4.13)
(
i∞n,∅(χ

∞
w )
)
Nn,I

∼=
(
i∞n,I′i

∞
n,∅,I′(χ

∞
w )
)
Nn,I

∼=
⊕

w′∈W I′,I
n

(Ind
Ln,I

Ln,I,w
Jn,I,I′,w(π

∞))∞.

Compare (4.13) with (4.12), we observe that the set Σ∞
w′(π∞) consists of elements of the form

χ∞
w′′ |Zn,I

with w′′ ∈ wW (Ln,I′)w
′W (Ln,I). Given two elements w′′, w′′′ ∈W (Gn), we have χ

∞
w′′ |Zn,I

=
χ∞
w′′′ |Zn,I

if and only if w′′W (Ln,I) = w′′′W (Ln,I), and thus

Σ∞
w′(π∞) = {χ∞

w′′ |Zn,I
| w′′ ∈ wW (Ln,I′)w

′W (Ln,I)}

are disjoint for different w′ ∈ W I′,I
n . The last claim follows from the fact that 1Ln,I′

is a subrepre-

sentation of i∞n,∅,I′(χ
∞
1 ). �

Remark 4.11. Concerning the results up to Proposition 4.7 and Corollary 4.9, it is actually possible
to treatM of the form FGn

Pn,I′
(V, π∞)′, namely the dual of an arbitrary Orlik-Strauch representation,

without assuming that V has the form M∆n

I′ (µ) for some µ ∈ X(Tn,E) dominant for Ln,I′,E ∩Bn,E.

In fact, each V ∈ OI′

n,∆n
naturally determines a D(Gn)1-module M1 which contains V as the

(dense) subset of pn,I′-finite vectors and satisfies

M∼= D(Gn)⊗̂D(Gn)P
n,I′

(M1⊗̂E(π
∞,w)′).

We can thus define gr1w(M), gruw(M) and grw(M) by exactly the same formula as before. Note

that the computation of such Hk(Nn,I ,M) largely reduces to that of Hk(nn,I,E, V
w) for V ∈ OI′

n,∆n

and w ∈W I′,I
n , which is complicated in general.

Remark 4.12. Proposition 4.7 is actually a true generalization of the classical geometric lemma in
smooth representation theory. According to Remark 4.11, we can simply takeM1 to be the trivial
D(Gn)1-module, in which case we have

gr1w(M) = (π∞,w)′,

gruw(M) = D̂∞(Nn,I)⊗̂D∞(Nn,I,w)(π
∞,w)′ ∼=

(
c-Ind

Nn,I

Nn,I,w
π∞,w

)′

and

grw(M) ∼= D∞(Ln,I)⊗̂D∞(Ln,I,w)gr
u
w(M) ∼=

(
c-Ind

Pw
n,I′

Pn,I

Pw
n,I′

π∞,w

)′

.

For each I ⊆ ∆n, we write On,I
def
= O

ln,I,E∩bn,E

alg for the BGG category O attached to ln,I,E

and ln,I,E ∩ bn,E. For each µ ∈ X(Tn,E) which is dominant for Ln,I,E ∩ Bn,E, we write LI(µ) for

the unique simple object in On,I with highest weight µ, M∆n
I (µ)

def
= U(gn,E) ⊗U(pn,I,E) L

I(µ) for

the generalized Verma module, and On,I,µ for the maximal subcategory of On,I so that U(zn,I,E)

acts on each object of On,I,µ by the same character as that of M∆n
I (µ). More generally, we write

OI′
n,I ⊆ On,I for the parabolic BGG category corresponding to ln,I,E ∩ pn,I′,E ⊇ ln,I,E ∩ bn,E and

OI′

n,I,µ
def

= OI′

n,I ∩ On,I,µ. For a U(zn,I,E)-module V , we write Vn,I,µ for its maximal quotient on
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which U(zn,I,E) acts by the same character as that of M∆n
I (µ), and in particular V 7→ Vn,I,µ gives

a projection functor On,I → On,I,µ. We assume from now that µ = −λ where λ ∈ X(Tn,E) is

dominant with respect to B+
n,E.

Lemma 4.13. Let I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n be two subsets. Then we have

(i) Hk(nn,I,E, V )n,I,µ = 0 for each V ∈ On,∆n,µ and each k ≥ 1;
(ii) H0(nn,I,E,−)n,I,µ induces an exact functor On,∆n,µ → On,I,µ; and

(iii) H0(nn,I,E,M
∆n

I′ (µ))n,I,µ ∼= Fn,I(λ)
′ for each I ⊆ I ′ ⊆ ∆n.

Proof. Let V be an object in On,∆n,µ. We can compute Hk(nn,I,E, V ) as the cohomology of

the Chevalley–Eilenberg complex with the k-th term given by HomE(∧
knn,I,E, V ). Note that

HomE(∧
knn,I,E, V ) is semisimple as a U(zn,I,E)-module and contains Hk(nn,I,E, V ) as a U(zn,I,E)-

submodule. Then we conclude by the observation that the U(zn,I,E)-module HomE(∧
knn,I,E, V ) ∼=

V ⊗E ∧
kn+n,I,E (with n+n,I,E the Lie algebra of the unipotent radical of the parabolic subgroup

opposite to Pn,I,E ⊆ Gn,E) satisfies (V ⊗E ∧
kn+n,I,E)n,I,µ = 0 for each k ≥ 1. The vanishing of

H1(nn,I,E,−)n,I,µ implies the exactness of H0(nn,I,E,−)n,I,µ. It is not difficult to see that, for each
simple object L∆n(µ′) ∈ On,∆n,µ, we have

H0(nn,I,E, L
∆n(µ′)) ∼= LI(µ′)

and thus
H0(nn,I,E, L

∆n(µ′))n,I,µ 6= 0

if and only if µ′ = w · µ for some element w ∈ W (Ln,I,E) (in the Weyl group of Ln,I,E). Now let

I ⊆ I ′ ⊆ ∆n be two subsets, then the surjection M∆n

I′ (µ) ։ L∆n(µ) induces a surjection

H0(nn,I,E,M
∆n

I′ (µ))n,I,µ ։ H0(nn,I,E, L
∆n(µ))n,I,µ ∼= LI(µ).

If this surjection is not an isomorphism, then there exists 1 6= w ∈ W (Ln,I,E) such that w · µ is
dominant with respect to Bn,E ∩ Ln,I′,E, but this is impossible as I ⊆ I ′. �

We assume from now on that π∞ = 1Ln,I′
, which implies that gr1w(M) = (M1)w for each

w ∈ W I′,I
n . We continue to assume that µ = −λ where λ ∈ X(Tn,E) is dominant with respect to

B+
n,E. Note that Zn,I acts on Fn,I(λ) by an algebraic character δn,I,λ.

Lemma 4.14. If w = 1 and thus C1 = C1 = Y1 = Y1 = Pn,I′Pn,I is the closed cell, then we have

(i) Hk(Nn,I , gr1(M))δ′n,I,λ
= 0 if k ≥ 1;

(ii) H0(Nn,I , gr1(M))δ′n,I,λ
= Fn,I(λ) if I ⊆ I

′; and

(iii) H0(Nn,I , gr1(M))δ′n,I,λ
= F

Ln,I

Ln,I∩Pn,I∩I′
(V, 1Ln,I∩I′

) for some V ∈ OI∩I′
n,I,µ if I 6⊆ I ′.

Proof. When w = 1, we have Nn,I = Nn,I,w, Ln,I,1 = Ln,I ∩ Pn,I′ and gru1(M) = gr11(M) =M1.
The key observation is Proposition 4.7 induces an isomorphism

Hk(Nn,I , gr1(M))δ′n,I,λ

∼= F
Ln,I

Ln,I,1
(Hk(nn,I,E,M

1,♭)n,I,µ, (π
∞)Nn,I,1

)′

with Nn,I,1 being the unipotent radical of Ln,I,1. As M1,♭ = M∆n

I′ (µ), the desired results follow
directly from Lemma 4.13. �

Lemma 4.15. If 1 6= w ∈W I′,I
n , then we have

Hk(Nn,I , grw(M))δ′n,I,λ
= 0

for all k ≥ 0.
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Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 4.7, Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 4.14. In fact, Lemma 4.10
already implies that, if Hk(Nn,I , gr1(M))δ′n,I,λ

6= 0 for certain k ≥ 0, then Hk(Nn,I , grw(M))δ′n,I,λ
6=

0 for all k ≥ 0 and 1 6= w ∈W I′,I
n . �

Proposition 4.16. Let I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n be two subsets. Then we have

(i) ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

∼= Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
) for each k ≥ 0, if I ⊆ I ′; and

(ii) ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ)) = 0 for each k ≥ 0, if I 6⊆ I ′.

Proof. Recall that we write Ext•D(Gn),λ
(resp. Ext•D(Ln,I),λ

) for the Ext-groups between abstract

D(Gn)-modules (resp. D(Ln,I)-modules) fixing Zn-character (which equals that of Fn,I(λ)
′). There

exists a standard spectral sequence (see Lemma 1.8)

Extk1D(Ln,I ),λ
(Fn,I(λ)

′,Hk2(Nn,I , i
an
n,I′(λ)

′))⇒ Extk1+k2
D(Gn),λ

(iann,I(λ)
′, iann,I′(λ)

′) = Extk1+k2
Gn,λ

(iann,I′(λ), i
an
n,I(λ)).

It follows from Lemma 4.14 and Lemma 4.15 that

ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

∼= ExtkLn,I ,λ
(H0(Nn,I , i

an
n,I′(λ))δn,I,λ

, Fn,I(λ)).

If I ⊆ I ′, we have

ExtkLn,I ,λ
(H0(Nn,I , i

an
n,I′(λ))δn,I,λ

, Fn,I(λ)) ∼= ExtkLn,I ,λ
(Fn,I(λ), Fn,I(λ)) ∼= Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

)

where the second isomorphism follows from for example the translation functor in [JL21]. If I 6⊆ I ′,
then it suffices to show that

ExtkLn,I ,λ
(F

Ln,I

Ln,I∩Pn,I∩I′
(V, 1Ln,I∩I′

), Fn,I(λ)) = 0

for each V ∈ OI∩I′
n,I,µ and k ≥ 0. As each V ∈ OI∩I′

n,I,µ admits BGG resolution by generalized Verma

modules in OI∩I′
n,I,µ, we reduce to the case when V has the form M I

I∩I′(ω) = U(ln,I) ⊗U(ln,I∩pn,I∩I′)

Fn,I∩I′(ω) ∈ O
I∩I′
n,I,λ where ω ∈ X(Tn) is a weight dominant for bn ∩ ln,I∩I′ . Then it follows from

Proposition 6.5 of [ST05] that

ExtkLn,I ,λ
(F

Ln,I

Ln,I∩Pn,I∩I′
(V, 1Ln,I∩I′

), Fn,I(λ)) ∼= ExtkLn,I ,λ
(iann,I,I∩I′(Fn,I∩I′(ω)), Fn,I(λ))

∼= ExtℓLn,I ,−λ(Fn,I(λ)
∨, iann,I,I∩I′(Fn,I∩I′(ω)

∨ ⊗E dLn,I∩Pn,I∩I′
))

for each k, ℓ ≥ 0 satisfying ℓ = k+dimLn,I∩Pn,I∩I′−dimLn,I . Here dLn,I∩Pn,I∩I′
is locally algebraic

character of Ln,I∩Pn,I∩I′ with non-trivial smooth part as I 6⊆ I ′. Hence, Fn,I∩I′(ω)
∨⊗EdLn,I∩Pn,I∩I′

and Hℓ2(Nn,I∩I′ , Fn,I(λ)
∨) never share the same Zn,I∩I′-character for any ℓ2 ≥ 0, which together

with the spectral sequence

Extℓ1Ln,I ,−λ(Hℓ2(Nn,I∩I′ , Fn,I(λ)
∨), Fn,I∩I′(ω)

∨ ⊗E dLn,I∩Pn,I∩I′
)

⇒ Extℓ1+ℓ2
Ln,I ,−λ(Fn,I(λ)

∨, iann,I,I∩I′(Fn,I∩I′(ω)
∨ ⊗E dLn,I∩Pn,I∩I′

))

implies that

ExtℓLn,I ,−λ(Fn,I(λ)
∨, iann,I,I∩I′(Fn,I∩I′(ω)

∨ ⊗E dLn,I∩Pn,I∩I′
)) = 0

for each ℓ ≥ 0. �
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Lemma 4.17. Let I ⊆ I ′ ⊆ I ′′ ⊆ ∆n be three subsets and k, k′ ≥ 0 be two integers. Then the
following commutative diagram is commutative.

Extk
′

Gn,λ(i
an
n,I′′(λ), i

an
n,I′(λ))× ExtkGn,λ(i

an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

∪

��

∼
// Hk′(Ln,I′ , 1Ln,I′

)×Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
)

��

Hk′(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
)×Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

)

∪
��

Extk+k′

Gn,λ
(iann,I′′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

∼
// Hk+k′(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

)

Proof. It is clear that HomGn,λ(i
an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ)) is one dimensional and spanned by the natural

embedding ι : iann,I′(λ) →֒ iann,I(λ). Moreover, Proposition 4.16 also implies that the cup product
map

HomGn,λ(i
an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ)) × ExtkGn,λ(i

an
n,I(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

∪
−→ ExtkGn,λ(i

an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

induces an isomorphism

ι ∪ • : ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

∼
−→ ExtkGn,λ(i

an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

which corresponds to identity map of Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
). For each x ∈ Extk

′

Gn,λ(i
an
n,I′′(λ), i

an
n,I′(λ)) and

y ∈ ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ)), there exists y′ ∈ ExtkGn,λ(i

an
n,I(λ), i

an
n,I(λ)) such that y = ι ∪ y′, and

thus x ∪ y = (x ∪ ι) ∪ y′. We finish the proof by noting that the map

• ∪ ι : Extk
′

Gn,λ(i
an
n,I′′(λ), i

an
n,I′(λ))→ Extk

′

Gn,λ(i
an
n,I′′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

corresponds to the restriction map Hk′(Ln,I′ , 1Ln,I′
)→ Hk′(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

) under Proposition 4.16. �

We use the shortened notation H•
I

def
= H•(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

), H•
I′

def
= H•(Ln,I′ , 1Ln,I′

) and write Res•n,I,I′ :

H•
I → H•

I′ for the restriction map, for each I ′ ⊆ I ⊆ ∆n. We consider two pair of subsets I0 ⊆ I1 ⊆
∆n and I2 ⊆ I3 ⊆ ∆n satisfying I3 ⊆ I1 and I1 \ I0 = I3 \ I2 = {i} for some i ∈ ∆n. Let θ, θ

′ ∈ E×

be two scalars. We define a complex Cθ
def

= [iann,I1(λ) →֒ iann,I0(λ)] (resp. Cθ′
def

= [iann,I3(λ) →֒ iann,I2(λ)])

supported in degree [−1, 0] with the injection given by θκanI1,I0(λ) (resp. θ′κanI3,I2(λ)). We have

canonical maps pθ : iann,I0(λ) → Cθ and qθ : Cθ → iann,I1(λ)[−1] and similarly for pθ′ and qθ′ . In the

following, we will use the isomorphisms in item (i) Proposition 4.16 without further explanation.
It follows directly from Proposition 4.16 that

• Ext•Gn,λ(i
an
n,I0

(λ), iann,I3(λ)) = 0;

• κanI1,I0(λ) induces an isomorphism Ext•Gn,λ(i
an
n,I0

(λ), iann,I2(λ))
∼
−→ Ext•Gn,λ(i

an
n,I1

(λ), iann,I2(λ))
which corresponds to identity map on H•

I2
;

• κanI3,I2(λ) induces a map Ext•Gn,λ(i
an
n,I1

(λ), iann,I3(λ))→ Ext•Gn,λ(i
an
n,I1

(λ), iann,I2(λ)) which corre-

sponds to Res•n,I3,I2 : H
•
I3
→ H•

I2
.

Consequently, for each θ, θ′ ∈ E×, we have

• Ext•Gn,λ(Cθ, i
an
n,I2

(λ)) = 0 as we can compute it using a spectral sequence whose second page
is identically zero;

• qθ′ and qθ induce isomorphisms Ext•Gn,λ(Cθ,Cθ′)
qθ′,∗
−−−→ Ext•Gn,λ(Cθ, i

an
n,I3

(λ)[−1])
q∗θ←− H•

I3
;

• pθ′ induces a isomorphism H•
I2

pθ′,∗
−−−→ Ext•Gn,λ(i

an
n,I0

(λ),Cθ′).
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The following is our main goal.

Lemma 4.18. The composition

H•
I3

(qθ′,∗)
−1q∗θ

−−−−−−−→ Ext•Gn,λ(Cθ,Cθ′)
p∗θ−→ Ext•Gn,λ(i

an
n,I0(λ),Cθ′)

p−1
θ′,∗
−−−→ H•

I2

is given by θ′θ−1Res•n,I3,I2.

Proof. Let k ≥ 0 be an integer. It follows from item (i) of Lemma 1.7 that we can compute
ExtkGn,λ(i

an
n,I1

(λ)[−1],Cθ′) via a spectral sequence whose degenerate at its second page due to degree
reason. Therefore we have a canonical isomorphism in the derived category of E-vector spaces

ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I1(λ)[−1],Cθ′) ∼= Hk

θ′
def
= [Hk

I3 → Hk
I2 ]

with RHS supported in degree [0, 1] and the map given by θ′Reskn,I3,I2 . The distinguished triangle

(4.14) iann,I0(λ)
pθ−→ Cθ

qθ−→ iann,I1(λ)[−1]→

determines the distinguish triangle

(4.15) Cθ
qθ−→ iann,I1(λ)[−1]

θκan
I1,I0

(λ)[−1]
−−−−−−−−−→ iann,I0(λ)[−1]

pθ[−1]
−−−−→ .

This induces a distinguish triangle
(4.16)

ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I0(λ)[−1],Cθ′)

θκan
I1,I0

(λ)[−1]∗

−−−−−−−−−→ ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I1(λ)[−1],Cθ′)

q∗θ−→ ExtkGn,λ(Cθ,Cθ′)
p∗θ−→ .

The commutative diagram

ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I0(λ)[−1],Cθ′)

θκan
I1,I0

(λ)[−1]∗

// ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I1(λ)[−1],Cθ′)

ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I0(λ)[−1], i

an
n,I2(λ))

∼=

OO

θκan
I1,I0

(λ)[−1]∗

// ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I1(λ)[−1], i

an
n,I2(λ))

∼=

OO

implies that θκanI1,I0(λ)[−1]
∗ in (4.16) corresponds to the composition Hk

I2
[1]

θ
−→ Hk

I2
[1]

fθ′−−→ Hk
θ′ with

the second map fθ′ being the standard truncation map. On the other hand, using the commutative
diagram

ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I1(λ)[−1],Cθ′)

q∗θ
// ExtkGn,λ(Cθ,Cθ′)

ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I1(λ)[−1], i

an
n,I3(λ))

∼=

OO

q∗θ
// ExtkGn,λ(Cθ, i

an
n,I3(λ))

∼=

OO

we know that the map q∗θ in (4.16) corresponds to the truncation map gθ′ : H
k
θ′ → Hk

I3
. Conse-

quently, we deduce from (4.16) the following distinguish triangle

Hk
I2 [1]

θfθ′−−→ Hk
θ′

gθ′−−→ Hk
I3

(qθ′,∗)
−1q∗θp

∗
θp

−1
θ′,∗

−−−−−−−−−−−→ .

If we compare it with the obvious distinguish triangle

Hk
I2 [1]

fθ′−−→ Hk
θ′

gθ′−−→ Hk
I3

θ′Reskn,I3,I2−−−−−−−→
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from the definition of Hk
θ′ , we conclude that (qθ′,∗)

−1q∗θp
∗
θp

−1
θ′,∗ = θ−1θ′Reskn,I3,I2 , which finishes the

proof. �

4.2. Extensions between two complex. In this section, we compute the Ext-groups between
certain complexes (with each term given by direct sum of various iann,I(λ)) using the computation

of E•,•
•,I0,I1

in Section 2 and Proposition 4.16.
We first introduce here some general complexes that will be essential in Section 4.3. Note that

CI0,I1(λ) (for various I0, I1 ⊆ ∆n) are special examples of the more general complexes we consider
here.

We consider a tuple P = (I, ℓ+, ℓ−) that satisfies the following conditions

• I = (Ir′)1≤r′≤r with ∆n =
⊔r

r′=1 Ir′ a partition;
• ℓ+ = (ℓ+r′)1≤r′≤r and ℓ− = (ℓ−r′)1≤r′≤r with 0 ≤ ℓ−r′ ≤ ℓ

+
r′ ≤ #Ir′ for each 1 ≤ r′ ≤ r.

Given a tuple P as above, we define a complex CP(λ) whose degree −ℓ term is the direct sum of
all iann,I′(λ) satisfying #I ′ ∩ Ir′ ∈ [ℓ−r′ , ℓ

+
r′ ] for each 1 ≤ r′ ≤ r.

Given an extra I ⊆ ∆n, we can compute Ext•Gn,λ(CP(λ), i
an
n,I(λ)) by a spectral sequence PE

•,•
•,I

(see item (ii) of Lemma 1.7) with PE
−ℓ,k
1,I isomorphic to the direct sum of

ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

∼= Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
)

for I ⊆ I ′ ⊆ ∆n satisfying #I ′ = ℓ and #I ′ ∩ Ir′ ∈ [ℓ−r′ , ℓ
+
r′ ] for each 1 ≤ r′ ≤ r. For three integers

ℓ′ ≤ ℓ′ ≤ ℓ, we use the shorted notation c(ℓ, ℓ′, ℓ′′)
def
= (ℓ−ℓ′′)!

(ℓ−ℓ′)!(ℓ′−ℓ′′)! . We fix a 1 ≤ r′ ≤ r for now

and set ℓ−r′,I
def

= max{ℓ−r′ ,#I ∩ Ir′}. We set d+r′
def

= c(#Ir′ , ℓ
+
r′ ,#I ∩ Ir′) if ℓ+r′ = ℓ−r′,I , d

+
r′

def

= 0 if

#Ir′ = ℓ+r′ > ℓ−r′,I , and d
+
r′

def

= c(#Ir′ , ℓ
+
r′ , 1 + #I ∩ Ir′) if #Ir′ > ℓ+r′ > ℓ−r′,I . We also set d−I,r′

def

= 0 if

ℓ+r′ > ℓ−r′,I = #I ∩ Ir′ , and d
−
I,r′

def

= c(#Ir′ − 1, ℓ−r′,I ,#I ∩ Ir′) if ℓ
+
r′ > ℓ−r′,I > #I ∩ Ir′ .

Then we consider the complex CP,I,r′ of E-vector spaces (having support in degree [ℓ−r′,I , ℓ
+
r′ ])

with the dimension of the degree ℓr′ term of CP,I,r′ counting the number of sets I ′r′ satisfying

I ∩ Ir′ ⊆ I ′r′ ⊆ Ir′ and #I ′r′ = ℓr′ ∈ [ℓ−r′,I , ℓ
+
r′ ]. The differential of CP,I,r′ is naturally induced from

inclusion between various I ′r′ . We writeH•(CP,I,r′) for its cohomology (understood to be a complex

with zero differentials) and observe that H•(CP,I,r′) = 0 if ℓ−r′,I > ℓ+r′ , H
•(CP,I,r′) = E⊕d+

r′ [ℓ+r′ ] if

ℓ−r′,I = ℓ+r′ , and H
•(CP,I,r′) = E

⊕d−
I,r′ [ℓ−r′,I ]⊕ E

⊕d+
r′ [ℓ+r′ ] if ℓ

−
r′,I < ℓ+r′ .

Lemma 4.19. We have an isomorphism of complexes

(4.17) PE
•,k
1,I
∼= Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

)⊗
r⊗

r′=1

CP,I,r′

which induces an isomorphism of cohomologies

PE
•,k
2,I
∼= Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

)⊗
r⊗

r′=1

H•(CP,I,r′),

and the spectral sequence PE
•,•
•,I degenerates at the second page. In particular, if ℓ−r′,I = ℓ+r′ for each

1 ≤ r′ ≤ r, then PE
•,k
2,I
∼= Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

)⊕d+P [ℓ+P ] with d
+
P

def
=
∑r

r′=1 d
+
r′ and ℓ

+
P

def
=
∑r

r′=1 ℓ
+
r′ .

Proof. We notice that the complex PE
•,k
1,I is isomorphic to the tensor of Hk(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

) with a

complex CP,I of vector spaces, whose degree ℓ term has dimension counting the number of I ⊆
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I ′ ⊆ ∆n satisfying #I ′ = ℓ and #I ′ ∩ Ir′ ∈ [ℓ−r′ , ℓ
+
r′ ] for each 1 ≤ r′ ≤ r. As each such I ′ admits

a partition I ′ =
⊔r

r′=1 I
′ ∩ Ir′ , the complex CP,I is isomorphic to the tensor product of complexes

CP,I,r′ for 1 ≤ r
′ ≤ r with CP,I,r′ defined before this lemma. We also note that H•(CP,I) is clearly

isomorphic to the tensor of various H•(CP,I,r′). The decomposition (4.17) actually indicates that

PE
•,•
•,I is actually the tensor product of two spectral sequences, one supported inside the 0-th row

and the other supported inside the 0-th column with both of them degenerate at the second page,
which forces PE

•,•
•,I to degenerate at the second page as well. �

The following is a special case of Lemma 4.19 when we take r = 3 and consider the partition
∆n = I0 ⊔ (I1 \ I0) ⊔ (∆n \ I1) with ℓ

+
1 = ℓ−1 = #I0, ℓ

+
2 = #I1 \ I0, ℓ

−
2 = 0 and ℓ+3 = ℓ−3 = 0. Note

that we have CP(λ) ∼= CI0,I1(λ) in this case.

Lemma 4.20. For each k ∈ Z, we have

ExtkGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ), i
an
n,I(λ))

∼
←− Extk−#I1

Gn,λ
(iann,I1(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

∼= Hk−#I1(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
)

if I0 ∪ I = I1 and ExtkGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ), i
an
n,I(λ)) = 0 otherwise.

Note that I0 ∪ I = I1 if and only if I1 \ I0 ⊆ I ⊆ I1. Now we consider a second pair of subsets
I2 ⊆ I3 ⊆ ∆n. Using Lemma 4.20, we can compute Ext•Gn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I3(λ)) by a spectral

sequence {I0,I1E
−ℓ,k
r,I2,I3

}r≥1,#I2≤ℓ≤#I3,k≥0 whose first page has (−ℓ, k) term given by

⊕

I2⊆I⊆I3,#I=ℓ

ExtkGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ), i
an
n,I(λ))

∼=
⊕

I2⊆I⊆I3,I0∪I=I1,#I=ℓ

Hk−#I1(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
) ∼=

⊕

I2∪(I1\I0)⊆I⊆I1∩I3,#I=ℓ

Hk−#I1(Ln,I , 1Ln,I
),

which is precisely E−ℓ,k−#I1
1,I2∪(I1\I0),I1∩I3

as defined at the beginning of Section 2.2. The following cases

are particularly simple.

Lemma 4.21. (i) If I2 6⊆ I1 or I1 6⊆ I0 ∪ I3, then ExtkGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I3(λ)) = 0 for each
k ∈ Z.

(ii) If I0 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I1 ⊆ I3, then ExtkGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I3(λ))
∼= Hk(Ln,I1 , 1Ln,I1

) for each k ∈ Z.

In particular, HomGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I3(λ)) is spanned by the composition of two truncation
morphisms CI0,I1(λ)→ CI2,I1(λ)→ CI2,I3(λ).

(iii) The truncation map CI2,I1∩I3(λ)→ CI2,I3(λ) induces an isomorphism of spectral sequences

I0,I1E
•,•
•,I2,I1∩I3

∼
−→I0,I1 E

•,•
•,I2,I3

.

Here we understand CI2,I1∩I3(λ) to be zero if I2 6⊆ I1.
(iv) If I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ I1 = I3, then we have a canonical isomorphism of spectral sequences

I0,I1E
•,•
•,I2,I1

∼=I0\I,I1 E
•,•
•,I2\I,I1

for each I ⊆ I2.

Proof. The first part follows from the observation that I2 ∪ (I1 \ I0) ⊆ I1 ∩ I3 is equivalent to
I2 ⊆ I1 ⊆ I0 ∪ I3. For the second part, it suffices to note that I0 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I1 ⊆ I3 implies that
I2 ∪ (I1 \ I0) = I1 = I1 ∩ I3, and thus

ExtkGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I3(λ))
∼=I0,I1 E

−#I1,k+#I1
1,I2,I3

∼= E−#I1,k
1,I2∪(I1\I0),I1∩I3

∼= Hk(Ln,I1 , 1Ln,I1
).



ON GENERALIZATION OF BREUIL-SCHRAEN’S L -INVARIANTS TO GLn 48

In particular, HomGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I3(λ)) is one dimensional and thus spanned by CI0,I1(λ) →
CI2,I1(λ) → CI2,I3(λ). The third part follows from the following isomorphism of first page of
spectral sequences

I0,I1E
−ℓ,k
1,I2,I3

∼= E−ℓ,k−#I1
1,I2∪(I1\I0),I1∩I3

∼=I0,I1 E
−ℓ,k
1,I2,I1∩I3

.

The fourth part follows from the isomorphism of first page of spectral sequences

I0,I1E
•,•
•,I2,I1

∼= E•,•−#I1
1,I2∪(I1\I0),I1

∼=I0\I,I1 E
•,•
1,I2\I,I1

based on the equality I2 ∪ (I1 \ I0) = (I2 \ I) ∪ (I1 \ (I0 \ I)). �

Now we apply computations from Section 2.2 to I0,I1E
−ℓ,k
r,I2,I3

∼= E−ℓ,k−#I1
1,I2∪(I1\I0),I1∩I3

. Lemma 2.27

implies that {I0,I1E
−ℓ,k
r,I2,I3

}r≥1,#I2≤ℓ≤#I3,k≥0 degenerates at the second page. Hence, we deduce from
Lemma 2.16 and Proposition 2.26 that

Theorem 4.22. Let I0 ⊆ I1 ⊆ ∆n and I2 ⊆ I3 ⊆ ∆n be two pairs of subsets with I♯0
def
= I2∪ (I1 \I0)

and I♯1
def
= I1 ∩ I3.

• If ExthGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I3(λ)) 6= 0, then we have I2 ⊆ I1 ⊆ I0∪I3 and #I♯1−2#I♯0+#I1 ≤

h ≤ n2 − n+#I1.

• For each h ∈ {#I♯1 − 2#I♯0 +#I1,#I
♯
1 − 2#I♯0 +#I1 + 1}, the space

Mh
I0,I1,I2,I3

def
= Ext

#I♯1−2#I♯0+#I1
Gn,λ

(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I3(λ))

admits a canonical decreasing filtration

0 = Fil−#I♯0+1(Mh
I0,I1,I2,I3) ⊆ Fil−#I♯0(Mh

I0,I1,I2,I3) ⊆ · · · ⊆ Fil−#I♯1(Mh
I0,I1,I2,I3) =Mh

I0,I1,I2,I3

such that Fil−ℓ(Mh
I0,I1,I2,I3

)/Fil−ℓ+1(Mh
I0,I1,I2,I3

) ∼= E−ℓ,ℓ+h−#I1

2,I♯0,I
♯
1

admits a basis indexed by

Ψ−ℓ,ℓ+h−#I1

I♯0,I
♯
1

for each #I♯0 ≤ ℓ ≤ #I♯1.

Recall that CI,∆n(λ)
∼= V an

n,I(λ)[−#I] for each I ⊆ ∆n. If we take I1 = I3 = ∆n, we have

I♯0 = I2 ∪ (∆n \ I0) ⊆ ∆n = I♯1. We set

hI0,I2
def

= (#I♯1 − 2#I♯0 +#I1) + #I2 −#I0 = 2n − 2− 2#I2 ∪ (∆n \ I0) + #I2 −#I0

= 2n− 2 + 2#I2 ∩ (∆n \ I0)− 2#I2 − 2#∆n \ I0 +#I2 −#I0 = 2#I2 \ I0 +#I0 −#I2

= #I0 +#I2 − 2#I0 ∩ I2 = #I0 \ I2 +#I2 \ I0.

We observe that I2 ⊆ I0 if and only if hI0,I2 = #I0 − #I2, and I0 ⊆ I2 if and only if hI0,I2 =
#I2 −#I0. As a consequence of Theorem 4.22, we obtain

Corollary 4.23. Let I0, I2 ⊆ ∆n be two subsets.

• If ExthGn,λ(V
an
n,I0

(λ), V an
n,I2

(λ)) 6= 0, then hI0,I2 ≤ h ≤ n
2 − 1 + #I2 −#I0.

• The space EI0,I2
def
= Ext

hI0,I2
Gn,λ

(V an
n,I0

(λ), V an
n,I2

(λ)) admits a canonical decreasing filtration

0 = Fil−#I♯0+1(EI0,I2) ⊆ Fil−#I♯0(EI0,I2) ⊆ · · · ⊆ Fil−n+1(EI0,I2) = EI0,I2

such that Fil−ℓ(EI0,I2)/Fil
−ℓ+1(EI0,I2)

∼= E
−ℓ,ℓ+n−1−2#I♯0
2,I♯0,∆n

admits a basis indexed by Ψ
−ℓ,ℓ+n−1−2#I♯0
I♯0,∆n

for each #I♯0 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 1.
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• The space E′
I0,I2

def
= Ext

hI0,I2
+1

Gn,λ
(V an

n,I0
(λ), V an

n,I2
(λ)) admits a canonical decreasing filtration

0 = Fil−#I♯0+1(E′
I0,I2) ⊆ Fil−#I♯0(E′

I0,I2) ⊆ · · · ⊆ Fil−n+1(E′
I0,I2) = E′

I0,I2

such that Fil−ℓ(E′
I0,I2

)/Fil−ℓ+1(E′
I0,I2

) ∼= E
−ℓ,ℓ+n−2#I♯0
2,I♯0,∆n

admits a basis indexed by Ψ
−ℓ,ℓ+n−#I♯0
I♯0,∆n

for each #I♯0 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 1.

Remark 4.24. Recall that i∞n,I = i∞n,I,∆n
(1Ln,I

) and V∞
n,I = i∞n,I/

∑
I(I′⊆∆n

i∞n,I′ for each I ⊆ ∆n.

Then for each pair I0 ⊆ I1 ⊆ ∆n, we can define a complex C∞
I0,I1

supported in degree [−#I1,−#I0]
whose degree −ℓ term is

⊕
I0⊆I⊆I1,#I=ℓ i

∞
n,I . For each λ ∈ X(Tn,E) which is dominant with re-

spect to Bn,E, we have ialgn,I(λ) = Fn,∆n(λ) ⊗E i∞n,I , V
alg
n,I (λ) = Fn,∆n(λ) ⊗E V∞

n,I and C
alg
I0,I1

(λ)
def
=

Fn,∆n(λ)⊗E C∞
I0,I1

. It follows from Theorem 7.1 of [Koh11], Lemma 4.14 and Lemma 4.15 that the

natural embedding ialgn,I′(λ) →֒ iann,I′(λ) induces isomorphisms

Hk(Nn,I , i
an
n,I′(λ)

′)δ′n,I,λ

∼= Hk(Nn,I , i
alg
n,I′(λ)

′)δ′n,I,λ

for each k ≥ 0, which together with standard spectral sequences implies the isomorphism

ExtkGn,λ(i
an
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

∼
−→ ExtkGn,λ(i

alg
n,I′(λ), i

an
n,I(λ))

for each I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n and k ≥ 0. Consequently, if I2 ⊆ I2 ⊆ ∆n is a second pair of subsets,

then Ext•Gn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I2(λ)) and Ext•Gn,λ(C
alg
I0,I1

(λ),CI2,I2(λ)) can be computed by exactly

the same spectral sequence, and thus isomorphic as filtered spaces (equipped with the canonical
filtrations coming from the same spectral sequence). As a special case, we conclude that the natural

embedding V alg
n,I0

(λ) →֒ V an
n,I0

(λ) induces an isomorphism

ExthGn,λ(V
an
n,I0(λ), V

an
n,I2(λ))

∼
−→ ExthGn,λ(V

alg
n,I0

(λ), V an
n,I2(λ))

for each I0, I2 ⊆ ∆n and h ≥ 0.

4.3. Explicit cup product. In this section, we explicitly compute certain cup product maps
(see (4.18)) using canonical filtration on eachExt-group as well as the basis of each graded piece
established in Section 2 and Section 4.2. The key new ingredients are the commutative diagrams
(4.20) and (4.23) which carefully record the effect on Ext-groups under various truncations of
complexes.

Recall from Theorem 4.22 that we use the shortened notationMk
I0,I1,I2,I3

for ExtkGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CI2,I3(λ)),

and we will use similar notation for other Ext-groups (for exampleMk
P,P ′ for ExtkGn,λ(CP(λ),CP ′(λ))

and Mk
I0,I1,P ′ for ExtkGn,λ(CI0,I1(λ),CP ′(λ))). We also set Hk

S
def

=
⊕

I∈S H
k(Ln,I , 1Ln,I

) for each set

S of subsets of ∆n and k ≥ 0. Given two integers k0, k1 ∈ Z and three tuples P,P ′,P ′′ as introduced
at the beginning of Section 4.2, we have a canonical cup product map

Mk0
P,P ′ ⊗M

k1
P ′,P ′′

∪
−→Mk0+k1

P,P ′′ .

In particular, given two integers k0, k1 ∈ Z and three pairs of subsets of ∆n I0 ⊆ I1, I2 ⊆ I3 and
I4 ⊆ I5, we have the following cup product map

(4.18) Mk0
I0,I1,I2,I3

⊗Mk1
I2,I3,I4,I5

∪
−→Mk0+k1

I0,I1,I4,I5
.

We assume from now the following simplifying condition which is already sufficient for our later
application.
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Condition 4.25. We have I1 = I3 = I5 and I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0.

Let J ⊆ [0,#I2 \I4] and J
′ ⊆ [0,#I0 \I2] be two subintervals. Under Condition 4.25, we consider

a list of tuples PJ,J ′ with a common (ordered) partition of set

∆n = I4 ⊔ (I2 \ I4) ⊔ (I0 \ I2) ⊔ (I1 \ I0) ⊔ (∆n \ I1)

that satisfies [ℓ−J,J ′,1, ℓ
+
J,J ′,1] = {#I4}, [ℓ−J,J ′,2, ℓ

+
J,J ′,2] = J , [ℓ−J,J ′,3, ℓ

+
J,J ′,3] = J ′, [ℓ−J,J ′,4, ℓ

+
J,J ′,4] =

{#I1 \ I0} and [ℓ−J,J ′,5, ℓ
+
J,J ′,5] = {0}. Given two intervals Ji = [ℓ−i , ℓ

+
i ] for i = 1, 2, we write J1 ≤ J2

if ℓ−1 ≤ ℓ−2 and ℓ+1 ≤ ℓ+2 . Given J1, J2 ⊆ [0,#I2 \ I4] and J
′
1, J

′
2 ⊆ [0,#I0 \ I2] satisfying J1 ≤ J2

and J ′
1 ≤ J

′
2, then there exists a canonical morphism

(4.19) CPJ1,J
′
1
(λ)→ CPJ2,J

′
2
(λ).

We write t0
def
= #I0 \ I2, t1

def
= #I2 \ I4 and let s0 ∈ [0, t0] and s1 ∈ [0, t1] be two integers. We

define the following three set of subsets of ∆n.

• S0
def

= {I ⊆ ∆n | I2 ∪ (I1 \ I0) ⊆ I ⊆ I1, #I ∩ (I0 \ I2) = s0}.

• S1
def

= {I ⊆ ∆n | I4 ∪ (I1 \ I2) ⊆ I ⊆ I1, #I ∩ (I2 \ I4) = s1}.

• S2
def

= {I ⊆ ∆n | I4 ∪ (I1 \ I0) ⊆ I ⊆ I1, #I ∩ (I2 \ I4) = s1, #I ∩ (I0 \ I2) = s0}.

For each I ∈ S0 (resp. I ∈ S1, resp. I ∈ S2), we have #I = ℓ0
def
= #I2 +#I1 \ I0 + s0 (resp. #I =

ℓ1
def
= #I4 + #I1 \ I2 + s1, resp. #I = ℓ2

def
= #I4 + #I1 \ I0 + s0 + s1). Note that we have

ℓ0 + ℓ1 − ℓ2 = #I2 +#I1 \ I2 = #I1 and the map S0 × S1 → S2 : (I, I ′) 7→ I ∩ I ′ is a bijection.
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Assuming Condition 4.25 and using maps of the form (4.19), we can extend (4.18) to the following
commutative diagram

(4.20) Mk0
I0,I1,I2,I1

⊗ Mk1
I2,I1,I4,I1

∪
// Mk0+k1

I0,I1,I4,I1

Mk0
I0,I1,I2,I1

⊗ Mk1
I2,I1,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

∪
//

p0

OO

p2

��

Mk0+k1
I0,I1,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

p1

OO

p3

��

Mk0
I0,I1,I2,I1

⊗ Mk1
I2,I1,P{s1},[0,t0]

∪
//

p4

��

Mk0+k1
I0,I1,P{s1},[0,t0]

p5

��

Mk0
I0,I1,I2,I1

⊗ Mk1
I2,I1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

∪
//

p7

��

Mk0+k1
I0,I1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

Mk0
I0,I1,P{t1},[0,s0]

p6

OO

p9

��

⊗ Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P{s1},{s0}

∪
// Mk0+k1

I0,I1,P{s1},{s0}

p8

OO

Mk0
I0,I1,P{t1},{s0}

⊗ Mk1
P{t1},{s0}

,P{s1},{s0}

∪
//

p10

OO

Mk0+k1
I0,I1,P{s1},{s0}

Hk0+ℓ0−#I1
S0

∼=

OO

p11
��

⊗ Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S2

∼=

OO

Hk0+k1+ℓ2−#I1
S2

∼=

OO

Hk0+ℓ0−#I1
S2

⊗ Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S2

∪
// Hk0+k1+ℓ2−#I1

S2

The commutativity of (4.20) (including the definition of each map inside) is clear except that be-
tween the fourth and the fifth rows. In fact, we have an isomorphism between spectral sequences

P{t1},[0,s0]
E•,•

•,P{s1},{s0}

∼
−→P{t1},[0,s0]

E•,•
•,P{s1},[s0,t0]

from the isomorphism on their first pages. Conse-

quently, there exists a canonical isomorphism Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P{s1},{s0}

∼
−→Mk1

P{t1},[0,s0]
,P{s1},[s0,t0]

and we

can define p7 as the composition

(4.21) Mk1
I2,I1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

→Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P{s1},[s0,t0]

∼=Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P{s1},{s0}
.

The commutativity between the fourth and the fifth row of (4.20) thus follows from the fact that
the composition

Mk0
I0,I1,P{t1},{s0}

⊗Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P{s1},{s0}

∼
−→Mk0

I0,I1,P{t1},{s0}
⊗Mk1

P{t1},[0,s0]
,P{s1},[s0,t0]

∪
−→Mk0+k1

I0,I1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

clearly factors through p8. The isomorphism between the sixth and seventh rows is clear from the
description of I0,I1E

•,•
1,P{t1},{s0}

(resp. P{t1},{s0}
E•,•

1,P{s1},{s0}
, resp. I0,I1E

•,•
1,P{s1},{s0}

) which concentrate

in bidegrees (−ℓ0, •) (resp. (−ℓ1, •), resp. (−ℓ2, •)).
By the definition of the canonical filtration on each term of the first row of (4.20), we observe

that im(p4) = Fil−ℓ0(Mk0
I0,I1,I2,I1

) and im(p0) = Fil−ℓ1(Mk1
I2,I1,I4,I1

). As I4 ∪ (I1 \ I0) ⊆ I ⊆ I1
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satisfying #I ∩ (I2 \ I4) ≤ s1 and #I ∩ (I0 \ I2) ≤ s0 must also satisfy #I ≤ ℓ2, we deduce that the

image of Mk0+k1
I0,I1,P[0,s1],[0,s0]

→ Mk0+k1
I0,I1,I4,I1

sits inside Fil−ℓ2(Mk0+k1
I0,I1,I4,I1

). We consider the following

composition of canonical maps

Mk0
I0,I1,P{t1},[0,s0]

⊗Mk1
I2,I1,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

→Mk0
I0,I1,P{t1},[0,s0]

⊗Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

∼=Mk0
I0,I1,P{t1},[0,s0]

⊗Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P[0,s1],[0,s0]

∪
−→Mk0+k1

I0,I1,P[0,s1],[0,s0]
,

which implies that the first row of (4.20) restricts to a canonical map

(4.22) Fil−ℓ0(Mk0
I0,I1,I2,I1

)⊗ Fil−ℓ1(Mk1
I2,I1,I4,I1

)
∪
−→ Fil−ℓ2(Mk0+k1

I0,I1,I4,I1
)

for each s0 ∈ [0, t0] and s1 ∈ [0, t1].

We write s′0
def

= t0 − s0 for short. Each map in (4.20) actually arises from a map between the
corresponding spectral sequences. In particular, we obtain the following commutative diagram by
considering specific terms of their second pages. Note that each term in the following diagram is
naturally a graded piece of the canonical filtration on its corresponding term in (4.20).

(4.23) I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

⊗ I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I4,I1

∪
//
I0,I1E

−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,I4,I1

I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

⊗ I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

q0

OO

q2

��

I0,I1E
−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

q1

OO

q3

��

I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

⊗ I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P{s1},[0,t0]

q4

��

I0,I1E
−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,P{s1},[0,t0]

q5

��

I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

⊗ I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

q7
��

I0,I1E
−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,P{t1},[0,s0]

q6

OO

q9

��

⊗ P{t1},[0,s0]
E

−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,P{s1},{s0}

I0,I1E
−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,P{s1},{s0}

q8

OO

I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,P{t1},{s0}

⊗ P{t1},{s0}
E

−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,P{s1},{s0}

q10

OO

I0,I1E
−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,P{s1},{s0}

Hk0+ℓ0−#I1
S0

∼=

OO

p11
��

⊗ Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S2

∼=

OO

Hk0+k1+ℓ2−#I1
S2

∼=

OO

Hk0+ℓ0−#I1
S2

⊗ Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S2

∪
// Hk0+k1+ℓ2−#I1

S2

The main properties of maps in (4.23) (except q7) are summarized as follows.

• For technical simplicity, we only keep track of the horizontal maps for the first and last
rows induced from (4.20), although there should be a well-defined horizontal map for each
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row that makes the diagram commutative. Note that the horizontal map in the first row of
(4.23) exists thanks to (4.22) for each s0 ∈ [0, t0] and s1 ∈ [0, t1].
• We have the following factorization for the map q0

(4.24) I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

∼= ker(I2,I1d
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
1,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

) →֒ ker(I2,I1d
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
1,I4,I1

) ։I2,I1 E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I4,I1

and similarly for q1, q6 and q8.
• The map q2 is injective with the following factorization

(4.25)

I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

∼= ker(I2,I1d
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
1,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

) →֒I2,I1 E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
1,P[0,s1],[0,t0]

∼=I2,I1 E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
1,P{s1},[0,t0]

∼=I2,I1 E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P{s1},[0,t0]

and so are q3, q4, q5 and q9. Here we use the following fact for (4.25) of q2: if I4∪ (I1 \I2) ⊆
I ⊆ I1 satisfies #I = ℓ1 and #I ∩ (I2 \ I4) ≤ s1, then we must have #I ∩ (I2 \ I4) = s1
(namely I ∈ S1). It is easy to check that q4 is actually an isomorphism.
• The map q10 is an isomorphism as there is an isomorphism of complexes

P{t1},[0,s0]
E

•,k1+ℓ1−s′0
1,P{s1},{s0}

→P{t1},{s0}
E

•,k1+ℓ1−s′0
1,P{s1},{s0}

.

This isomorphism uses the following fact: for each I2∪ (I1 \I0) ⊆ I
′ ⊆ I1 and I4∪ (I1 \I0) ⊆

I ⊆ I1 satisfying #I ′ ∩ (I0 \ I2) ≤ s0, #I ∩ (I2 \ I4) = s1 and #I ∩ (I0 \ I2) = s0, we have
I2 ∪ I ⊆ I

′ if and only if I2 ∪ I = I ′ and #I ′ ∩ (I0 \ I2) = s0.

It follows from Lemma 4.19 that I2,I1E
•,•
1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

is supported in degree (−ℓ1, •) and thus

(4.26) Mk1
I2,I1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

∼= I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

∼= Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S1

for each k ∈ Z. Similarly, we clearly have P{t1},[0,s0]
E•,•

1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

∼
−→P{t1},[0,s0]

E•,•
1,P{s1},{s0}

is sup-

ported in degree (−ℓ1 + s′0, •), which implies that
(4.27)

Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P{s1},[s0,t0]

∼= P{t1},[0,s0]
E

−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

∼
−→ P{t1},[0,s0]

E
−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,P{s1},{s0}

∼= Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S2

.

Lemma 4.26. The truncation CP{t1},[0,s0]
(λ)→ CI2,I1(λ) induces a canonical map

(4.28) I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

→P{t1},[0,s0]
E

−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

whose composition with the middle isomorphism of (4.27) gives q7. Under the canonical isomor-
phisms (4.26) and (4.27), (4.28) is given by

⊕

I∈S1,I′∈S2

Resk1+ℓ1−#I1
n,I,I′ : Hk1+ℓ1−#I1

S1
→ Hk1+ℓ1−#I1

S2
.

Proof. The truncation CP{t1},[0,s0]
(λ)→ CI2,I1(λ) induces a canonical map

Mk1
I2,I1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

→Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P{s1},[s0,t0]

which together with (4.26) and (4.27) gives the canonical map (4.28).
Let I4 ∪ (I1 \ I2) ⊆ I ⊆ I1 be a set satisfying #I ∩ (I2 \ I4) = s1 and I4 ∪ (I1 \ I0) ⊆ I

′ ⊆ I1 ∩ I

be a set satisfying I ′ ∩ (I2 \ I4) = I ∩ (I2 \ I4) and #I ′ ∩ (I0 \ I2) = s0. We set SI
def

= {I ′ ∈ S2 |
I ′ ⊆ I}. Then there exists a tuple P (of the kind introduced at the beginning of Section 4.2) such
that CP(λ) → CP{s1},[s0,t0]

(λ) is a minimal truncation with the degree −ℓ1 term of CP(λ) being

iann,I(λ)[−ℓ1], and moreover we also have canonical truncation map CP(λ)→ CI′,I(λ). The diagram

CP{s1},[s0,t0]
(λ)← CP(λ)→ CI′,I(λ)
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induces a commutative diagram

(4.29) Mk1
I2,I1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

// Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P{s1},[s0,t0]

Mk1
I2,I1,P

OO

��

// Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,P

OO

��

Mk1
I2,I1,I′,I

// Mk1
P{t1},[0,s0]

,I′,I

.

Then we observe that

I2,I1E
•,•
1,P{s1},[s0,t0]

← I2,I1E
•,•
1,P

∼
−→I2,I1 E

•,•
1,I′,I

are supported in degree (−ℓ1, •), which implies that

(4.30) I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

← I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P

∼
−→I2,I1 E

−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I′,I

∼= Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I .

We also observe that

P{t1},[0,s0]
E•,•

1,P{s1},[s0,t0]
← P{t1},[0,s0]

E•,•
1,P → P{t1},[0,s0]

E•,•
1,I′,I

are supported in degree (−ℓ1 + s′0, •), which implies that
(4.31)

P{t1},[0,s0]
E

−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

← P{t1},[0,s0]
E

−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,P → P{t1},[0,s0]

E
−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,I′,I

∼= Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I′ .

We combine (4.29) with (4.30) as well as (4.31), and obtain the following diagram

(4.32) Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S1 I2,I1E

−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

oo //
P{t1},[0,s0]

E
−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

// Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S2

Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I

OO

I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,P

oo

OO

��

//
P{t1},[0,s0]

E
−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,P{s1},[s0,t0]

//

OO

��

Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
SI

OO

��

Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I I2,I1E

−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I′,I

oo //
P{t1},[0,s0]

E
−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,I′,I

// Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I′

with all horizontal maps towards group cohomologies being isomorphisms. The isomorphism of first
pages P{t1},[0,s0]

E•,•
1,I′,I

∼
−→I2,I2∪I′ E

•,•
1,I′,I (which are both supported in degree (−ℓ1 + s′0, •)) induces

an isomorphism

(4.33) P{t1},[0,s0]
E

−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,I′,I

∼
−→I2,I2∪I′ E

−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,I′,I

∼= Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I′ .

Combining (4.32) with (4.33), it suffices to show that the canonical map

Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I

∼= I2,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I′,I →I2,I2∪I′ E

−ℓ1+s′0,k1+ℓ1−s′0
2,I′,I

∼= Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I′

is given Resk1+ℓ1−#I1
n,I,I′ . Now we choose a sequence of subsets

I ′ = I[s0] ( I[s0 + 1] ( · · · ( I[t0] = I
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which necessarily satisfies #I[s] ∩ (I2 \ I4) = s for each s ∈ [s0, t0], and induces another sequence

I2 ∪ I
′ = I2 ∪ I[s0] ( I2 ∪ I[s0 + 1] ( · · · ( I2 ∪ I[t0] = I2 ∪ I = I1.

Using induction on s ∈ [s0, t0] with s
′ def
= t0 − s and the fact that

Resk1+ℓ1−#I1
n,I,I′ = Resk1+ℓ1−#I1

n,I[s0+1],I[s0]
◦ · · · ◦ Resk1+ℓ1−#I1

n,I[t0],I[t0−1],

it suffices to show that the composition of

Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I[s]

∼=I2,I2∪I[s] E
−ℓ1+s′,k1+ℓ1−s′

2,I′,I →I2,I2∪I[s−1] E
−ℓ1+s′+1,k1+ℓ1−s′−1
2,I′,I

∼= Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
I[s−1]

is given Resk1+ℓ1−#I1
n,I[s],I[s−1] for each s ∈ [s0 + 1, t0]. We finish the proof by Lemma 4.18 (with θ = θ′

there) and the following commutative diagram

I2,I2∪I[s]E
−ℓ1+s′,k1+ℓ1−s′

2,I′,I
//

��

I2,I2∪I[s−1]E
−ℓ1+s′+1,k1+ℓ1−s′−1
2,I′,I

��

I2∪I[s−1],I2∪I[s]E
−ℓ1+s′,k1+ℓ1−s′

2,I[s−1],I[s]
//
I2∪I[s−1],I2∪I[s−1]E

−ℓ1+s′+1,k1+ℓ1−s′−1
2,I[s−1],I[s]

with vertical maps being isomorphisms. �

Let v0 ⊆ Bn,I2∪(I1\I0) and v1 ⊆ Bn,I4∪(I1\I2) be subsets. Let Ω0 (resp. Ω1) be a set of tuples Θ′ =

(v0, I
′, k′, λ′) with bidegree (−ℓ0, k0 + ℓ0) (resp. Θ′′ = (v1, I

′′, k′′, λ′′) with bidegree (−ℓ1, k1 + ℓ1))
that satisfies I2 ∪ (I1 \ I0) ⊆ I ⊆ I1 (resp. that satisfies I4 ∪ (I1 \ I2) ⊆ I ⊆ I1). In particular, we
observe that Θ′ ∈ Ω0 (resp. Θ′′ ∈ Ω1) forces I

′ ∈ S0 (resp. forces I ′′ ∈ S1). As usual, we can define

xΩ0 =
∑

Θ∈Ω0

ε(Θ)xΘ ∈ H
k0+ℓ0−#I1
S0

∼=I0,I1 E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
1,I2,I1

and
xΩ1 =

∑

Θ∈Ω1

ε(Θ)xΘ ∈ H
k1+ℓ1−#I1
S1

∼=I2,I1 E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
1,I4,I1

with ε(Θ) defined in Definition 2.13. We define

xΩ0 ∪ xΩ1 ∈ H
k0+k1+ℓ2−#I1
S2

→֒I0,I1 E
−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
1,I4,I1

as the image of (xΩ0 , xΩ1) under the composition

Hk0+ℓ0−#I1
S0

⊗Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S1

→ Hk0+ℓ0−#I1
S2

⊗Hk1+ℓ1−#I1
S2

∪
−→ Hk0+k1+ℓ2−#I1

S2
.

The following is the main outcome of diagram (4.23).

Lemma 4.27. Assume that I0,I1d
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
1,I2,I1

(x0) = 0, I2,I1d
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
1,I4,I1

(xΩ1) = 0 and I0,I1d
−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
1,I4,I1

(xΩ0∪

xΩ1) = 0. If we abuse xΩ0 , xΩ1 and xΩ0 ∪ xΩ1 for their images in the second page of the corre-
sponding spectral sequences, then xΩ0 ∪ xΩ1 is the image of (xΩ0 , xΩ1) under

(4.34) I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

⊗I2,I1 E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I4,I1

∪
−→I0,I1 E

−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,I4,I1

.

Proof. It suffices to observe that xΩ0 (resp. xΩ1 , resp. xΩ0 ∪ xΩ1) can be naturally understood as
elements of each term of the first (resp. second, resp. third) column of diagram (4.23). �

We assume from now on the following condition

Condition 4.28. Exactly one of the following holds
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• k0 = 2#I0 − 2#I2 and k1 = 2#I2 − 2#I4;
• k0 = 2#I0 − 2#I2 + 1 and k1 = 2#I2 − 2#I4;
• k0 = 2#I0 − 2#I2 and k1 = 2#I2 − 2#I4 + 1.

Note that we may always assume that Mk0
I0,I1,I2,I1

6= 0 (resp. Mk1
I2,I1,I4,I1

6= 0) so that the map

(4.35) Mk0
I0,I1,I2,I1

⊗Mk1
I2,I3,I4,I1

∪
−→Mk0+k1

I0,I1,I4,I1

is interesting, which together with first part of Theorem 4.22 implies that k0 ≥ 2#I0 − 2#I2
(resp. k1 ≥ 2#I2 − 2#I4). In other words, Condition 4.28 is equivalent to saying that k0 ≤
2#I0 − 2#I2 + 1, k1 ≤ 2#I2 − 2#I4 + 1 and k0 + k1 ≤ 2#I0 − 2#I4 + 1.

Given I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ I1 as above, we write I
′
2

def
= I4∪ (I0 \I2). The following result makes crucial

use of the construction in Section 2.6.

Proposition 4.29. Assume that Condition 4.28 holds and max{i′ | i′ ∈ I0 \ I2} < min{i′ | i′ ∈
I2 \ I4}.

(i) For each Ω0 ∈ Ψ−ℓ0,ℓ0+k0−#I1
I2∪(I1\I0),I1

and Ω1 ∈ Ψ−ℓ1,ℓ1+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I2),I1

, the image of (xΩ0 , xΩ1) under

(4.34) is xΩ2 for a Ω2 ∈ Ψ−ℓ2,ℓ2+k0+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I0),I1

uniquely determined by the pair (Ω0,Ω1). More-

over, the map

(4.36) Ψ−ℓ0,ℓ0+k0−#I1
I2∪(I1\I0),I1

×Ψ−ℓ1,ℓ1+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I2),I1

→ Ψ−ℓ2,ℓ2+k0+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I0),I1

: (Ω0,Ω1) 7→ Ω2

is injective.

(ii) We have canonical isomorphisms I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

∼=I′2,I1
E−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0

2,I4,I1
and I2,I1E

−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I4,I1

∼=I0,I1

E−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I′2,I1

. Using the notation in item (i) above, the map

I0,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I′2,I1

⊗I′2,I1
E−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0

2,I4,I1

∪
−→I0,I1 E

−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,I4,I1

sends (xΩ1 , xΩ0) to (−1)k0k1xΩ2 .
(iii) The map (4.34) is injective for each pair (ℓ0, ℓ1) and thus (4.35) is injective and compatible

with the canonical filtration on both the source and the target. If furthermore there exists
i ∈ ∆n such that max{i′ | i′ ∈ I0 \ I2} < i < min{i′ | i′ ∈ I2 \ I4}, then (4.34) is an
isomorphism for each pair (ℓ0, ℓ1) and thus (4.35) is an isomorphism.

Proof. It is harmless to assume I4 ( I2 ( I0 throughout the proof. The main idea of the proof of
item (i) can be divided into the following steps.

• Construct a set of Ω′
0 of tuples with bidegree (−ℓ0, ℓ0+k0−#I1) and prove that xΩ′

0
induce

the same element as xΩ0 in I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

.

• Check that Ω′
0 and Ω1 satisfies the assumption of Lemma 4.27, so that xΩ′

0
∪ xΩ1 is defined

and has the form xΩ′
2
with Ω′

2 a set of tuples with bidegree (−ℓ2, ℓ2 + k0 + k1 −#I1) which

induces the same element as xΩ2 in I0,I1E
−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,I4,I1

for some Ω2 ∈ Ψ−ℓ2,ℓ2+k0+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I0),I1

.

• Check that the map (Ω0,Ω1) 7→ Ω2 is an injection.

We write Θ0 = (v, I, k,Λ) (resp. Θ1 = (v′, I ′, k′,Λ′)) for the maximal element in Ω0 (resp. Ω1).
Note that max{i′ | i′ ∈ I0 \ I2} < i < min{i′ | i′ ∈ I2 \ I4} implies that Iv ∪ Iv′ = ∆n and thus

v ∪ v′ ⊆ Bn,∅ with I4 ∪ (I1 \ I0) ⊆ I ∩ I ′ ⊆ Iv∪v′ . We set d0
def
= rI and s0

def
= rIv∩I1 . According

to the definition of Ψ−ℓ0,ℓ0+k0−#I1
I2∪(I1\I0),I1

(based on Lemma 2.16 and Lemma 2.25) we have exactly two

possibilities
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• We have Λ
r
s0−1
v,I1,I

+1
= ∅ and s0 satisfies Condition 2.29, in which case we set Ω′

0
def
= Ωs0,d0

0

which is the (s0, d0)-twist of Ω0 as defined before Condition 2.30. We also set Θ′
0

def
= Θs0,d0

0 .

Note that xΩ′
0
and xΩ0 induces the same element in I0,I1E

−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

by Proposition 2.32.

• We have Id ∩ (I2 ∪ (I1 \ I0)) = ∅ and Λd = {(2nd − 1, ιd)} for some ιd ∈ S, for each

rs0−1
v,I1,I

+ 1 ≤ d ≤ d0. This is impossible as we can deduce from max{i′ | i′ ∈ I0 \ I2} < i <

min{i′ | i′ ∈ I2 \ I4} that I2 \ I4 ⊆ I
d0 .

Our assumption max{i′ | i′ ∈ I0 \ I2} < i < min{i′ | i′ ∈ I2 \ I4} implies that I0 \ I2 ⊆ (I ′)1, which
together with Lemma 2.16 and Lemma 2.25 forces Λ′

1 = ∅. We claim that xΩ′
0
∪ xΩ1 = xΩ′

2
with

Ω′
2 = Ωs0,d0

2 the (s0, d0)-twist of some Ω2 ∈ Ψ−ℓ2,ℓ2+k0+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I0),I1

. This follows from the following two

observations.

• We have xΘ′
0
∪ xΘ1 = xΘ′

2
for some maximally (s0, d0)-twisted (I4 ∪ (I1 \ I0), I1)-atomic

tuple Θ′
2. The tuple Θ′

2 = (v ∪ v′, I ∩ I ′, k′′,Λ′′) is characterized by Λ′′
d = Λd−1 for each

2 ≤ d ≤ d0, Λ
′′
d0

= ∅ and Λ′′
d = Λ′

d−d0+1 for each d0 + 1 ≤ d ≤ rI∩I′ . There clearly exists a

maximally (I4 ∪ (I1 \ I0), I1)-atomic tuple Θ2 such that Θ′
2 = Θs0,d0

2 . We define Ω′
2 as the

(s0, d0)-twisted equivalence class of Θ′
2 and Ω2 ∈ Ψ−ℓ2,ℓ2+k0+k1−#I1

I4∪(I1\I0),I1
as the equivalence class

of Θ2.
• Similar construction as above actually produces a bijection Ω′

0 × Ω1 → Ω′
2 : (Θ,Θ′) 7→ Θ′′

with ε(Θ′′) = ε♯ε(Θ)ε(Θ′) for some ε♯ depending only on I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ I1 and the pair
(ℓ0, ℓ1). This implies that

xΩ′
0
∪ xΩ1 = ε♯xΩ′

2
.

Now we check that Ω0 and Ω1 can be recovered from Ω2, I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ I1 and the pair (ℓ0, ℓ1).
This is because we can recover d0 (if exists, namely if Ω2 actually arises from some (Ω0,Ω1)), s0,

Ωs0,d0
2 and then Ωs0,d0

0 and Ω1 in order.
Item (ii) follows from item (i) by a comparison with the symmetric construction for I4 ⊆ I ′2 ⊆

I0 ⊆ I1 which satisfies the condition min{i′ | i′ ∈ I0 \ I
′
2} > max{i′ | i′ ∈ I ′2 \ I4}.

The first part of item (iii) follows from item (i) and Theorem 4.22, as we obtain an injective
map xΩ0 ⊗ xΩ1 7→ xΩ2 from a basis of the source to a basis of the target. For the second part
of item (iii), it suffices to check that the map (4.36) is bijective if there exists i ∈ ∆n such that
max{i′ | i′ ∈ I0 \ I2} < i < min{i′ | i′ ∈ I2 \ I4}. In fact, if Θ2 = (v′′, I ′′, k′′,Λ′′) ∈ Ω2 is the
maximal element, then as i ∈ ∆n \ (I0 \ I4), either i /∈ I1 or there exists a unique 1 ≤ d0 ≤ rI′′

such that i ∈ (I ′′)d0 ∩ (I4 ∪ (I1 \ I0)). We give explicit construction of maximal element Θ0 ∈ Ω0

(resp. Θ1 ∈ Ω1) in both cases.

• Assume that i /∈ I1, then there exists a unique 1 ≤ d1 ≤ rI′′ such that i =
∑d1

d′=1 n
′′
d′ . Then

Θ0 and Θ1 can be uniquely characterized by I = I ′′ ∪ (I2 \ I4), I
′ = I ′′ ∪ (I0 \ I2), i ∈ Iv,

Λd = Λ′′
d for each 1 ≤ d ≤ d1, Λ

′
1 = ∅ and Λ′

d = Λd+d1−1 for each 2 ≤ d ≤ rI′ .
• Assume that there exists a unique 1 ≤ d0 ≤ rI′′ such that i ∈ (I ′′)d0 ∩ (I4 ∪ (I1 \ I0)).
There exists a unique 1 ≤ s0 ≤ rIv′′∩I1 such that rs0−1

v′′,I1,I′′
+ 1 ≤ d0 ≤ rs0v′′,I1,I′′ . Note that

i ∈ (I ′′)d0∩(I4∪(I1\I0)) (together with Lemma 2.16 and Lemma 2.25) forces Λ
r
s0−1

v′′,I1,I
′′+1

= ∅.

Then Θ0 and Θ1 can be uniquely characterized by I = I ′′ ∪ (I2 \ I4), I
′ = I ′′ ∪ (I0 \ I2),

Λd = Λ′′
d for each 1 ≤ d ≤ d0, Λ

′
1 = ∅ and Λ′

d = Λd+d0−1 for each 2 ≤ d ≤ rI′ .

�
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Definition 4.30. Let I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n be two subsets. We say that I and I ′ do not connect if |i− i′| ≥ 2
for any i ∈ I and i′ ∈ I ′.

If we understand I, I ′ as two sets of positive simple roots, then I and I ′ do not connect if and
only if α+ α′ is not a root for any α ∈ I and α′ ∈ I ′. This is intuitive from Dynkin diagram.

Theorem 4.31. Assume that Condition 4.28 holds.

(i) For each Ω0 ∈ Ψ−ℓ0,ℓ0+k0−#I1
I2∪(I1\I0),I1

and Ω1 ∈ Ψ−ℓ1,ℓ1+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I2),I1

, the image of (xΩ0 , xΩ1) under

(4.34) is εxΩ2 for a Ω2 ∈ Ψ−ℓ2,ℓ2+k0+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I0),I1

uniquely determined by the pair (Ω0,Ω1) and a

sign ε ∈ {1,−1} uniquely determined by I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ I1 and the pair (ℓ0, ℓ1). Moreover,
the map

(4.37) Ψ−ℓ0,ℓ0+k0−#I1
I2∪(I1\I0),I1

×Ψ−ℓ1,ℓ1+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I2),I1

→ Ψ−ℓ2,ℓ2+k0+k1−#I1
I4∪(I1\I0),I1

: (Ω0,Ω1) 7→ Ω2

is injective.

(ii) We have canonical isomorphisms I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

∼=I′2,I1
E−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0

2,I4,I1
and I2,I1E

−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I4,I1

∼=I0,I1

E−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I′2,I1

. Using the notation in item (i) above, the map

I0,I1E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I′2,I1

⊗I′2,I1
E−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0

2,I4,I1

∪
−→I0,I1 E

−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,I4,I1

sends (xΩ1 , xΩ0) to (−1)k0k1εxΩ2 .
(iii) The map (4.34) is injective for each pair (ℓ0, ℓ1) and thus (4.35) is injective and compatible

with the canonical filtration on both the source and the target. If furthermore I0 \ I2 and
I2 \ I4 do not connect, then (4.34) is an isomorphism for each pair (ℓ0, ℓ1) and thus (4.35)
is an isomorphism.

Proof. Given two subsets I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n, we use the shortened notation I < I ′ for max{i′ | i′ ∈ I} <
min{i′ | i′ ∈ I ′}. Note that if I, I ′ ⊆ ∆n are two non-empty subintervals satisfying I ∩ I ′ = ∅, then
we have either I < I ′ or I ′ < I. It is harmless to assume that I4 ( I2 ( I0 otherwise the claims
are easy. We write

I0 \ I2 =
t0⊔

t′=1

I0,t′ and I2 \ I4 =
t2⊔

t′=1

I2,t′

as disjoint union of non-empty maximal subintervals satisfying I0,1 < · · · < I0,t0 and I2,1 < · · · <
I2,t2 . As (I0 \ I2) ∩ (I2 \ I4) = ∅, we have I0,t′ ∩ I2,t′′ = ∅ for each 1 ≤ t′ ≤ t0 and 1 ≤ t′′ ≤ t2. We
define the defect of the triple I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 as

δI0,I2,I4 = #{(t′, t′′) | 1 ≤ t′ ≤ t0, 1 ≤ t
′′ ≤ t2, I0,t′ > I2,t′′}.

We prove item (i), item (ii) and item (iii) using Proposition 4.29 and an induction on the defect
δI0,I2,I4 .

If δI0,I2,I4 = 0, then we have I0 \I2 < I2 \I4 and the result follows entirely from Proposition 4.29.
Now we assume that δI0,I2,I4 ≥ 1 and that all three items hold for any triple I7 ⊆ I6 ⊆ I5 ⊆ I1

satisfying δI5,I6,I7 < δI0,I2,I4. Note that δ ≥ 1 is equivalent to I0,t0 > I2,1, and we define I ′′2
def

=
(I2 \ I2,1) ⊔ I0,t0 and observe that δI0,I′′2 ,I4 < δI0,I2,I4 . We also write 1 ≤ t′0 ≤ t0 (resp. 1 ≤ t′2 ≤ t2)

for the minimal (resp. maximal) integer such that I2,1 < I0,t′0 (resp. such that I2,t′2 < I0,t0) and then

write I+2
def
= I2 ⊔ I0,t0 , I

++
2

def
= I2 ⊔

⊔t0
t′=t′0

I0,t′ , I
♯
2

def
= I++

2 \ I2,1, I
−
2

def
= I2 \ I2,1, I

−−
2

def
= I2 \

⊔t′2
t′′=1 I2,t′′

and I♭2
def
= I−−

2 ⊔ I0,t0 . Then we have the following constructions using item (iii) of Proposition 4.29.
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• As I0,t0 is a maximal subinterval of I0 \ I2 satisfying I0 \ I
++
2 < I++

2 \ I+2 < I+2 \ I2 =
I0,t0 , we obtain an isomorphism EI0,I2

∼= EI0,I
++
2
⊗ EI++

2 ,I+2
⊗ EI+2 ,I2

which is compatible

with canonical filtration on both source and target. Consequently, Ω0 determines a triple
(Ω++

0 ,Ω+
0 ,Ω

−
0 ) where Ω++

0 is an equivalence class of (I++
2 ∪ (I1 \ I0), I1)-atomic tuples, Ω+

0

is an equivalence class of (I+2 ∪ (I1 \ I
++
2 ), I1)-atomic tuples and Ω−

0 is an equivalence class
of (I2 ∪ (I1 \ I

+
2 ), I1)-atomic tuples.

• As I2,1 is a maximal subinterval of I2 \ I4 satisfying I2,1 = I2 \ I
−
2 < I−2 \ I

−
2 − < I−2 −

\I4, we obtain an isomorphism EI2,I4
∼= EI2,I

−
2
⊗ EI−2 ,I−−

2
⊗ EI−−

2 ,I4
which is compatible

with canonical filtration on both source and target. Consequently, Ω1 determines a pair
(Ω+

1 ,Ω
−
1 ,Ω

−−
1 ) where Ω+

1 is an equivalence class of (I−2 ∪ (I1 \ I2), I1)-atomic tuples, Ω−
1 is

an equivalence class of (I−−
2 ∪ (I1 \ I

−
2 ), I1)-atomic tuples and Ω−−

1 is an equivalence class
of (I4 ∪ (I1 \ I

−−
2 ), I1)-atomic tuples.

Now we have the following observations from item (ii).

• We have a canonical isomorphism EI+2 ,I2
⊗ EI2,I

−
2

∼= EI+2 ,I′′2
⊗ EI′′2 ,I

−
2

which exchange Ω−
0

and Ω+
1 .

• We have a canonical isomorphism EI++
2 ,I+2

⊗EI+2 ,I′′2
∼= E

I++
2 ,I♯2

⊗E
I♯2,I

′′
2
which exchange Ω+

0

and Ω+
1 , and EI′′2 ,I

−
2
⊗EI−2 ,I−−

2

∼= EI′′2 ,I
♭
2
⊗EI♭2,I

−−
2

which exchange Ω−
0 and Ω−

1 .

The we deduce again from item (iii) of Proposition 4.29 a canonical isomorphism

EI0,I
++
2
⊗E

I++
2 ,I♯2

⊗E
I♯2,I

′′
2

∼= EI0,I′′2

which determines an equivalence class Ω′′
0 of (I ′′2 ∪ (I1 \ I0), I1)-atomic tuples from (Ω++

0 ,Ω+
1 ,Ω

+
0 ),

and similarly a canonical isomorphism

EI′′2 ,I
♭
2
⊗EI♭2,I

−−
2
⊗EI−−

2 ,I4
∼= EI′′2 ,I4

which determines an equivalence class Ω′′
1 of (I4 ∪ (I1 \ I

′′
2 ), I1)-atomic tuples from (Ω−

1 ,Ω
−
0 ,Ω

−−
1 ).

As δI0,I′′2 ,I4 < δI0,I2,I4 , the map EI0,I′′2
⊗ EI′′2 ,I4

→ EI0,I4 together with our inductive assumption

determines an equivalence class Ω2 of (I4 ∪ (I1 \ I0), I1)-atomic tuples. To summary, we define Ω2

via the following composition

EI0,I2 ⊗EI2,I4
∼= EI0,I

++
2
⊗EI++

2 ,I+2
⊗EI+2 ,I2

⊗EI2,I
−
2
⊗EI−2 ,I−−

2
⊗EI−−

2 ,I4

∼= EI0,I
++
2
⊗EI++

2 ,I+2
⊗EI+2 ,I′′2

⊗EI′′2 ,I
−
2
⊗EI−2 ,I−−

2
⊗EI−−

2 ,I4

∼= EI0,I
++
2
⊗E

I++
2 ,I♯2

⊗E
I♯2,I

′′
2
⊗EI′′2 ,I

♭
2
⊗EI♭2,I

−−
2
⊗EI−−

2 ,I4

∼= EI0,I′′2
⊗EI′′2 ,I4

→ EI0,I4 .

Note that this composition differs from the cup product map EI0,I2 ⊗ EI2,I4
∪
−→ EI0,I4 by a sign

depending only on I0 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ I1 and (ℓ0, ℓ1), by applying item (ii) and item (iii) to the
composition. Note that all the subsets of ∆n involved in the construction of Ω2 depends only on
I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ I1. Moreover, given I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ I1 and (ℓ0, ℓ1), we can read off Ω+

0 +, Ω+
1 ,

Ω+
0 , Ω

−
1 , Ω

−
0 and Ω−−

1 from Ω2, and thus Ω0 and Ω1 as well. This implies that (4.37) is injective.
Item (ii) of this theorem follows from constructing another composition symmetric to one above
and apply our inductive assumption to the isomorphism EI0,I′′2

⊗ EI′′2 ,I4
∼= EI0,I′′′2

⊗ EI′′′2 ,I4 where

I ′′′2
def
= I4 ∪ (I0 \ I

′′
2 ). The first part of item (iii) follows from the injectivity of (4.37) as it induces an

injection from a basis of I0,I1E
−ℓ0,k0+ℓ0
2,I2,I1

⊗I2,I1 E
−ℓ1,k1+ℓ1
2,I4,I1

to a basis of I0,I1E
−ℓ2,k0+k1+ℓ2
2,I4,I1

. The second

part of item (iii) follows from our inductive assumption and the observation that I0 \ I2 and I2 \ I4
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do not connect if and only if I0 \ I
′′
2 and I ′′2 \ I4 do not connect if and only if I0,t′ and I2,t′′ do not

connect for each 1 ≤ t′ ≤ t0 and 1 ≤ t′′ ≤ t2. The proof is thus completed. �

5. Breuil-Schraen L -invariant

5.1. Definition of Breuil-Schraen L -invariant. In this section, we define Breuil-Schraen L -
invariant in Definition 5.6 and study its moduli space in Theorem 5.9. Then we formulate Con-
jecture 5.11 that relates Breuil-Schraen L -invariants with Breuil-Ding’s approach of higher L -
invariants.

We recall from Corollary 4.23 the definition of EI0,I2 and E′
I0,I2

for each pair of subsets I2 ⊆

I0 ⊆ ∆n. We consider a triple I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n and set I ′2
def

= I4 ∪ (I0 \ I2) as usual. By taking
I1 = ∆n in Theorem 4.31, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 5.1. (i) For each I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n, the following three maps are injective

• EI0,I2 ⊗EI2,I4
∪
−→ EI0,I4;

• EI0,I2 ⊗E′
I2,I4

∪
−→ E′

I0,I4
;

• E′
I0,I2
⊗EI2,I4

∪
−→ E′

I0,I4
.

(ii) We have canonical isomorphisms E∗
I0,I2

∼= E∗
I′2,I4

and E∗
I2,I4

∼= E∗
I0,I′2

for each ∗ ∈ { ,′ }.

If we abuse the notation x for an element of EI0,I2
∼= EI′2,I4

and y for an element of

EI2,I4
∼= EI0,I′2

, then EI0,I′2
⊗ EI′2,I4

∪
−→ EI0,I4 sends (y, x) to (−1)(#I0−#I2)(#I2−#I4)x ∪ y.

Similar facts hold for other two kinds of maps in item (i).
(iii) If I0 \ I2 and I2 \ I4 do not connect (see Definition 4.30), then the three maps in item (i)

are isomorphisms.

Thanks to item (i), we can identify EI0,I2 ⊗ EI2,I4 with a subspace of EI0,I4 for any I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆
I0 ⊆ ∆n from now on.

Lemma 5.2. For each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n satisfying #I0 \ I2 = 1, we have a canonical isomorphism

EI0,I2
∼= Homcont(K

×, E),

which is compatible with EI0,I2
∼= EI0\I2,∅.

Proof. We write I0 \ I2 = {i} for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Note from Corollary 4.23 that EI0,I2 admits
a canonical filtration

0 = Fil−n+3(EI0,I2) ⊆ Fil−n+2(EI0,I2) ⊆ Fil−n+1(EI0,I2) = EI0,I2 .

We observe that Ψ−n+1,2
∆n\{i},∆n

= 0 and Ψ−n+2,1
∆n\{i},∆n

= {(v,∆n \ {i}, k,Λ) | v ∈ Bn,∆n\{i}} with

Λ1 = Λ2 = ∅, based on Lemma 2.16. In other words, we have canonical isomorphisms

EI0,I2
∼=I0,∆n E

−n+2,n
2,I2,∆n

∼= E−n+2,1
2,∆n\{i},∆n

∼= Homcont(Zn,∆n\{i}, E) ∼= Homcont(K
×, E)

where Zn,∆n\{i}
∼= K× is the center of Ln,∆n\{i}. The compatibility with EI0,I2

∼= EI0\I2,∅ is obvious
from the argument above. �

For each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n, we set E<
I0,I2

def

=
∑

I2(I(I0
EI0,I ⊗EI,I2 ⊆ EI0,I2 .

Lemma 5.3. Let I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n be subsets with #I0 \I2 ≥ 2. We have dimE EI0,I2/E
<
I0,I2
∈ {0, [K :

Qp]}, and it is non-zero if and only if I0 \ I2 is an interval.
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Proof. If I0 \ I2 is not an interval, then we can choose I2 ( I ( I0 such that I0 \ I is a maximal
interval of I0\I2, which together with item (iii) implies that EI0,I2

∼= EI0,I⊗EI,I2 ⊆ E<
I0,I2

and thus

E<
I0,I2

= EI0,I2 . It remains to treat the case when I0 \ I2 is an interval of the form {i, i+ 1, . . . , j}.
Note from Corollary 4.23 that EI0,I2 admits a canonical filtration

0 = Fil−n+2+#I0−#I2(EI0,I2) ⊆ Fil−n+1+#I0−#I2(EI0,I2) ⊆ · · · ⊆ Fil−n+1(EI0,I2) = EI0,I2.

We finish the proof by the following two claims.

(i) We have dimE EI0,I2/Fil
−n+3(EI0,I2) = #S = [K : Qp]. According to Corollary 4.23,

it suffices to observe that Ψ−n+1,2#I0−#I2
I2∪(∆n\I0),∆n

= ∅ and Ψ−n+2,2#I0−2#I2−1
I2∪(∆n\I0),∆n

consists of those

equivalent classes whose maximal elements Θ = (v, I, k,Λ) satisfies v = ∅, I = ∆n \ {i},
Λ1 = ∅ and Λ2 = {(2#I0 \ I2 − 1, ι)} for some ι ∈ S. In particular, there exists a natural

bijection between Ψ−n+2,2#I0−2#I2−1
I2∪(∆n\I0),∆n

and S.

(ii) We have E<
I0,I2

= Fil−n+3(EI0,I2). For each #I0−#I2 ≤ ℓ ≤ n−3, let Ω
′ ∈ Ψ−ℓ,ℓ+2#I0−2#I2−n+1

I2∪(∆n\I0),∆n

be an equivalence class and Θ′ = (v′, I ′, k′,Λ′) be the maximal element inside. We always
have Λ1 = ∅ thanks to Lemma 2.16. As rI′ = n − ℓ ≥ 3, we have the following two
possibilities.
• We have v = ∅ and there exists 2 ≤ d ≤ rI′ − 1 such that Λ′

d 6= ∅ 6= Λ′
d+1. We write

i′
def

=
∑d

d′=1 nd′ and set I
def

= {i′, i′ + 1, . . . , j} ∪ I2.
• We have Iv ( ∆n and thus there exists 2 ≤ d = r1v′,∆n,I′

+ 1 ≤ rI′ such that Λ′
d = ∅.

We write i′
def
=
∑d−1

d′=1 nd′ and set I
def
= {i′, i′ + 1, . . . , j} ∪ I2.

In both possibilities above, we define Θ′′ = (∅, I ′′, k′′,Λ′′) by I ′′ = I∪(∆n\I0) and Λ′′
d′

def
= Λ′

d′

for each 1 ≤ d′ ≤ rI′′ = d. We also define Θ′′′ = (∅, I ′′′, k′′′,Λ′′′) by I ′′′ = I2 ∪ (∆n \ I),

Λ′′′
1

def

= ∅ and Λ′′′
d′

def

= Λ′
d′+d−1 for each 2 ≤ d′ ≤ rI′′′ = rI′ − d + 1. We write Ω′′ (resp. Ω′′′)

for the equivalence class of Θ′′ (resp. of Θ′′′) and claim that

xΩ′′ ∪ xΩ′′′ = xΩ′ ∈ Fil−ℓ(EI0,I2)/Fil
−ℓ+1(EI0,I2)

from the proof of item (i) of Theorem 4.31. In other words, we have

xΩ′ ∈
(
EI0,I ⊗EI,I2 + Fil−ℓ+1(EI0,I2)

)
/Fil−ℓ+1(EI0,I2)

Let Ω′ run through Ψ−ℓ,ℓ+2#I0−2#I2−n+1
I2∪(∆n\I2),∆n

, we have thus shown that

E<
I0,I2
∩ Fil−ℓ(EI0,I2) + Fil−ℓ+1(EI0,I2) = Fil−ℓ(EI0,I2)

for each #I0 −#I2 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 3, which is clearly sufficient to conclude.

�

For each positive root (i, j) ∈ Φ+ (with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n), we can clearly attach a subinterval

Iα
def
= {i, i+ 1, . . . , j − 1} ⊆ ∆n and this induces a bijection between the set of positive roots (with

respect to (B+
n , Tn)) and the set of (non-empty) subintervals of ∆n. More generally, for each subset

of I ⊆ ∆n, we can clearly attach an element in the root lattice αI
def
=
∑

i∈I(i, i + 1). For each

α ∈ Φ+ with #Iα ≥ 2, we choose a set Xα
def

= {xα,ι | ι ∈ S} ⊆ EIα,∅ which image in EIα,∅/E
<
Iα,∅

naturally corresponds to {xΩ | Ω ∈ Ψ−n+2,2#Iα−1
∆n\Iα,∆n

} via the bijection described in item (i) in the

proof of Lemma 5.3. For each α ∈ Φ+ with #Iα = 1, we write x∞α (resp. xα,ι) for the elements
in EIα,∅ corresponding to val (resp. logι) under the isomorphism EIα,∅

∼= Homcont(K
×, E) (see
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Lemma 5.2), and then set Xα
def
= {x∞α }⊔{xα,ι | ι ∈ S}. For each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n with I0 \I2 = Iα, we

abuse xα,ι (and possibly x∞α ) for the vector in EI0,I2 obtained from the isomorphism EI0,I2
∼= EIα,∅.

Consequently, for each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n and each partition into positive roots αI0\I2 = α1 + · · ·+ αt,
we obtain a well defined element

xα1 ∪ xα2 ∪ · · · ∪ xαt ∈ EI0,I2

for each xαt′
∈ Xαt′

and 1 ≤ t′ ≤ t.

Lemma 5.4. For each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n, EI0,I2 admits a basis of the form

(5.1) XI0,I2
def
= {xα1 ∪ xα2 ∪ · · · ∪ xαt}αI0\I2

=α1+···+αt

where xαt′
∈ Xαt′

for each 1 ≤ t′ ≤ t and {α1, . . . , αt} runs through all the (unordered) partition
of αI0\I2 .

Proof. We prove by an increasing induction on #I0 \ I2. The case when #I0 \ I2 = 1 is clear.
Thanks to item (iii) we may assume without loss of generality that I0 \ I2 = Iα for some α ∈ Φ+

with #Iα ≥ 2. According to Lemma 5.3, it suffices to show that XIα,∅ \Xα forms a basis of E<
Iα,∅

.

We write α = (i, j) for some 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n and note that E<
Iα,∅

=
∑

i<k<j EIα,I(k,j)⊗EI(k,j),∅ admits

an increasing filtration FilℓE
<
Iα,∅

=
∑

i<k≤ℓEIα,I(k,j) ⊗EI(k,j),∅ with i ≤ ℓ ≤ j − 1. Then we observe

that

FilℓE
<
Iα,∅

/Filℓ−1E
<
Iα,∅

= (EI(i,ℓ),∅/E
<
I(i,ℓ),∅

)⊗EI(ℓ,j),∅

which admits a basis induced from

Xℓ
Iα,∅

def

= {x(i,ℓ) ⊗ x
′
(ℓ,j) | x(i,ℓ) ∈ X(i,ℓ), x

′
(ℓ,j) ∈ XI(ℓ,j),∅}

for each i+ 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ j − 1. We conclude by the observation that XIα,∅ \Xα =
⊔j−1

ℓ=i+1X
ℓ
Iα,∅

. �

Note that val spans a canonical line in Homcont(K
×, E), and thus induces a canonical line

E∞
I0,I2

⊆ EI0,I2 for each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n with #I0 \ I2 = 1 according to Lemma 5.2. For a general
pair I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n, we choose a sequence I2 = I2,0 ( I2,1 ( · · · ( I2,t = I0 for t = #I0 −#I2 and
thus #I2,t′ \ I2,t′−1 = 1 for each 1 ≤ t′ ≤ t. Then we define E∞

I0,I2
as the image of the composition

E∞
I2,t,I2,t−1

⊗ · · · ⊗E∞
I2,1,I2,0 →֒ EI2,t,I2,t−1 ⊗ · · · ⊗EI2,1,I2,0

∪
−→ EI0,I2 ,

which gives a canonical line in EI0,I2 . Note that item (ii) of Corollary 5.1 implies that E∞
I0,I2

is
independent of the choice of I2 = I2,0 ( I2,1 ( · · · ( I2,t = I0.

We write Ên
def

= E∆n,∅. For each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n we define ÊI0,I2 as the image of

E∞
∆n,I0 ⊗EI0,I2 ⊗E∞

I2,∅
∪
−→ E∆n,∅ = Ên

which gives a canonical subspace of Ên. There exists clearly a non-canonical isomorphism ιI0,I2 :

EI0,I2
∼
−→ ÊI0,I2 by item (i) of Corollary 5.1 and the definition of ÊI0,I2 , depending on our choice

of val ∈ Homcont(K
×, E). Note that we use the convention EI0,I0

∼= E∅,∅
∼= E, and thus ÊI0,I0 =

E∞
∆n,∅

⊆ Ên for each I0 ⊆ ∆n.

Lemma 5.5. • We have ÊI0,I2 = ÊI0\I2,∅ for each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n.

• We have ÊI′0,I
′
2
⊆ ÊI0,I2 for each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n and I ′2 ⊆ I

′
0 ⊆ ∆n satisfying I ′0 \ I

′
2 ⊆ I0 \ I2.
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Proof. The first part follows immediately from item (ii) of Corollary 5.1 as the image of EI0,I2 ⊗

E∞
I2,∅

∪
−→ EI0,∅ clearly equals that of E∞

I0,I0\I2
⊗ EI0\I2,∅

∪
−→ EI0,∅. Using the first part, we may

assume that I2 = I ′2 = ∅ while checking the second part. We finish the proof by the observation

that the map E∞
∆n,I′0

⊗EI′0,∅
∪
−→ Ên factors as

E∞
∆n,I′0

⊗EI′0,∅
∼= E∞

∆n,I0 ⊗E∞
I0,I′0
⊗EI′0,∅

→ E∞
∆n,I0 ⊗EI0,∅

∪
−→ Ên.

�

Definition 5.6. A Breuil-Schraen L -invariant is a codimension one subspace W ⊆ Ên such that

(i) W ∩ ÊI0,I2 ( ÊI0,I2 and thus WI0,I2
def
= ι−1

I0,I2
(W ∩ ÊI0,I2) satisfies dimE EI0,I2/WI0,I2 = 1 for

each I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n;
(ii) the composition

EI0,I2 ⊗EI2,I4
∪
−→ EI0,I4 ։ EI0,I4/WI0,I4

factors through an isomorphism of lines

(EI0,I2/WI0,I2)⊗ (EI2,I4/WI2,I4)
∼
−→ EI0,I4/WI0,I4

for each I4 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n.

Remark 5.7. Based on our Corollary 5.1, one can immediately generalize the definition of auto-
morphic (simple) L -invariants in Section 3.3 of [Geh21] to all automorphic higher L -invariants,
at least when the fixed global set up is locally GLn in nature. One key idea in [Geh21] is to define
a L -invariant as kernel of certain cup product map, and condition (ii) is very natural from this
point of view. In other words, our definition of Breuil-Schraen L -invariants come from an attempt
to combine [Geh21] with representation theoretic computations in [Schr11].

Note that codimension one subspaces W ⊆ Ên satisfying condition (i) of Definition 5.6 are

clearly parameterized by a Zariski open subvariety P(Ên)
◦ of the projective space P(Ên). Adding

the condition (ii) of Definition 5.6 cut out a closed subvariety BS ⊆ P(Ên)
◦.

Lemma 5.8. Let W ⊆ Ên be a hyperplane. Assume that

• dimE EI0,∅/WI0,∅ = 1 for each I0 ⊆ ∆n which is an (possibly empty) interval (see Defini-
tion 2.10);

• WI0,∅ contains the image of EI0,I2 ⊗WI2,∅
∪
−→ EI0,∅ for each pair of (possibly empty) subin-

tervals I2 ⊆ I0 ⊆ ∆n such that I0 \ I2 is also an interval.

Then W is a Breuil-Schraen L -invariant.

Proof. To check condition (i) of Definition 5.6, we may assume without loss of generality that I2 = ∅
thanks to Lemma 5.5. We consider I0,1 which is a maximal subinterval of I0. If I0,1 = I0, then

we have nothing to prove. Otherwise we have ÊI0,1,∅ ⊆ ÊI0,∅. As ÊI0,1,∅ 6⊆ W , we clearly have

ÊI0,∅ 6⊆W , which finishes the proof of condition (i) of Definition 5.6.
Now we check condition (ii) of Definition 5.6. Again we may assume using Lemma 5.5 that

I4 = ∅. If I0 \ I2 is not an interval, then there exists I2 ( I ( I0 such that I \ I2 is a maximal
subinterval of I0 \ I2 and EI0,I2

∼= EI0,I ⊗EI,I2, and thus we can reduce this case to that of the pair
I ⊆ I0 and the pair I2 ⊆ I. We assume that I0 \ I2 is an interval from now on. We observe that
the kernel of

EI0,I2 ⊗EI2,∅ ։ (EI0,I2/WI0,I2)⊗ (EI2,∅/WI2,∅)
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is simply

EI0,I2 ⊗WI2,∅ +WI0,I2 ⊗EI2,∅
∼= EI0,I2 ⊗WI2,∅ +EI0,I0\I2 ⊗WI0\I2,∅ ⊆WI0,∅

by our assumption. Here we identify EI0,I2 ⊗ EI2,∅ with a subspace of EI0,∅ using item (i) of
Corollary 5.1, and then use item (ii) of Corollary 5.1 to transform the second direct summand. We
also use the fact that WI0,I2 is sent to WI0\I2,∅ under the isomorphism EI0,I2

∼= EI0\I2,∅. �

For each I = {i1 < i2 < · · · < iℓ} ⊆ ∆n, we set

x∞αI

def
= x∞(i1,i1+1) ∪ x

∞
(i2,i2+1) ∪ · · · ∪ x

∞
(iℓ,iℓ+1) ∈ E∞

I,∅.

Theorem 5.9. (i) Let W ⊆ Ên be a Breuil-Schraen L -invariant. For each α ∈ Φ+ and each
ι ∈ S, there exists a unique Lα,ι ∈ E such that xα,ι −Lα,ιx

∞
α ∈WIα,∅.

(ii) The map
BS ∼= U+

n,E : W 7→ (Lα,ι)α∈Φ+,ι∈S

is an isomorphism, where U+
n,E is the unipotent radical of the Borel subgroup B+

n,E ⊆ Gn,E.

Proof. Let W ⊆ Ên be a Breuil-Schraen L -invariant, α ∈ Φ+ be a positive root and ι ∈ S an
embedding. If there exists Lα,ι 6= L ′

α,ι such that xα,ι − Lα,ιx
∞
α , xα,ι − L ′

α,ιx
∞
α ∈ WI,∅, then we

have x∞α ∈ WI,∅ and thus E∞
I,∅ ⊆ WI,∅. This forces Ê∅,∅ = E∞

∆n,I
⊗ E∞

I,∅ ⊆ ιI,∅(WI,∅) ⊆ W and

contradict condition (i) of Definition 5.6. Hence Lα,ι ∈ E, if exists, is unique. Now we prove the
existence by induction on the natural partial order on Φ+. If #Iα = 1, then WIα,∅ is a hyperplane

in EIα,∅ not containing Ex∞α (as Ê∅,∅ 6⊆ W ), and thus WIα,∅ ∩ (Ex∞α ⊕ Exα,ι) is a hyperplane in
Ex∞α ⊕ Exα,ι not containing Ex∞α , which implies the existence of a unique Lα,ι ∈ E such that
xα,ι −Lα,ιx

∞
α ∈ WIα,∅. Now assume that #Iα ≥ 2 and Lα′,ι ∈ E exists for each α′ < α and each

ι ∈ S. Note that E<
Iα,∅
6⊆ WIα,∅ as we clearly have WIα,∅ + Ex∞α = EIα,∅. Recall from (the proof

of) Lemma 5.4 that XIα,∅ \ {xα} forms a basis of E<
Iα,∅

. For each partition α = α1 + · · ·+ αt with

t ≥ 2 and xα1 ∪ xα2 ∪ · · · ∪ xαt ∈ XIα,∅ \ {xα} (with xαt′
∈ Xαt′

for each 1 ≤ t′ ≤ t), we define a
new element

yα1 ∪ yα2 ∪ · · · ∪ yαt ∈ E<
Iα,∅

by taking yαt′

def

= xαt′
− Lαt′ ,ιx

∞
αt′

if xαt′
= xαt′ ,ι and yαt′

def

= x∞αt′
if xαt′

= x∞αt′
. Hence, we

obtain a new set of vectors Y <
Iα,∅

which is clearly a basis of E<
Iα,∅

as it differs from XIα,∅ \ {xα}

by a triangular matrix. As xα′,ι − Lα′,ιx
∞
α′ ∈ WIα′ ,∅ for each α′ < α and ι ∈ S, we deduce that

Y <
Iα,∅
\ {x∞α } ⊆WIα,∅ ∩E<

Iα,∅
, which implies that Y <

Iα,∅
\ {x∞α } is a basis of WIα,∅ ∩E<

Iα,∅
as

#Y <
Iα,∅
\ {x∞α } = #XIα,∅ \ {xα} − 1 = dimE E<

Iα,∅
− 1 = dimE WIα,∅ ∩E<

Iα,∅
.

As E<
Iα,∅
6⊆WIα,∅, the inclusion WIα,∅ ⊆ EIα,∅ induces an isomorphism

WIα,∅/WIα,∅ ∩E<
Iα,∅

∼
−→ EIα,∅/E

<
Iα,∅

.

Consequently, for each ι ∈ S,WIα,∅ contains a vector of the form xα,ι−x
′ for x′ a linear combination

of vectors in XIα,∅ \ {xα}, or equivalently a linear combination of vectors in Y <
Iα,∅

. However, as

Y <
Iα,∅
\{x∞α } ⊆WIα,∅, we may choose x′ to have the form Lα,ιx

∞
α for some Lα,ι ∈ E. Consequently,

Lα,ι exists, and the proof of item (i) is finished by an induction.

Conversely, given a tuple (Lα,ι)α∈Φ+,ι∈S ∈ U+
n,E(E), we can define Y Iα,∅

def

= {xα,ι − Lα,ιx
∞
α |

ι ∈ S} for each α ∈ Φ+. Then we consider the set ZIα,∅
def
=
⊔

α′≤α Y Iα,∅ and define WIα,∅ as
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the span of ZIα,∅ for each α ∈ Φ+. It suffices to check the second condition in Lemma 5.8 to
conclude that W∆n,∅ is a Breuil-Schraen L -invariant. This is clear as for each pair of subintervals
∅ 6= I2 ( I0 ⊆ ∆n with I0 \ I2 being an interval, EI0,I2 ⊗WI2,∅ admits a basis of the form

(ZI0\I2,∅ ⊔ {x
∞
αI0\I2

})⊗ ZI2,∅ ⊆ ZI0,∅.

The proof is thus finished. �

Remark 5.10. In the proof of Theorem 5.9, we have shown that Y <
Iα,∅
\{x∞α } is a basis ofWIα,∅∩E

<
Iα,∅

for each α ∈ Φ+ with #Iα ≥ 2. This actually implies the following equality

(5.2) E<
Iα,∅
∩WIα,∅ =

∑

α′<α

EIα,Iα′ ⊗WIα′ ,∅.

The RHS is clearly inside LHS by condition (ii). To see the LHS is inside RHS, it sufficient to
check an arbitrary element

yα1 ∪ yα2 ∪ · · · ∪ yαt ∈ Y
<
Iα,∅
\ {x∞α }

for some partition α = α1+ · · ·+αt with t ≥ 2. Then there clearly exists some 1 ≤ t ≤ t′ such that
yαt′
6= x∞αt′

, which implies that yαt′
∈WIα

t′
,∅ and thus

yα1 ∪ yα2 ∪ · · · ∪ yαt ∈ EIα,Iα
t′
⊗WIα

t′
,∅.

Now we are ready to formulate our first main conjecture on the existence of certain family of
locally analytic representations parameterized by Breuil-Schraen L -invariants. Note that BS is an
affine scheme isomorphic to U+

n,E, and we write O(BS) for its ring of global sections. Each closed

point x of BS corresponds to a maximal ideal mx ⊆ O(BS) with residual field Ex
def
= O(BS)/mx.

Conjecture 5.11. We fix a weight λ ∈ X(Tn,E) which is dominant with respect to B+
n,E. There

exists a O(BS)⊗E D(Gn)-module M(λ), such that for each closed point x of BS, we have

M(λ)/mM(λ) ∼=Wx(λ)
′

for some admissible locally analytic representation Wx(λ) of Gn satisfying

(i) Wx(λ) is of finite length and each of its Jordan–Hölder factor is Orlik-Strauch;
(ii) both the socle and the maximal locally algebraic subrepresentation of Wx(λ) are isomorphic

to Stalgn (λ), and Stalgn (λ) has multiplicity one inside Wx(λ);
(iii) dimE HomGn,λ(St

an
n (λ),Wx(λ)) = 1, and any embedding Stann (λ) →֒ Wx(λ) induces a sur-

jection

Ên = Extn−1
Gn,λ

(Fn,∆n(λ),St
an
n (λ)) ։ Extn−1

Gn,λ
(Fn,∆n(λ),Wx(λ))

with kernel Wx, where Wx ⊆ Ên is the Breuil-Schraen L -invariant attached to x.

Remark 5.12. Conjecture 5.11 is known for n = 2 with K = Qp by Breuil in [Bre04] and [Bre10]),
by Schraen and Ding for n = 2 with general K in [Schr10] and [Ding16]), and for n = 3 with
K = Qp by [Schr11], [Bre19], [BD20] and [Qian21]. We refer further details to Remark 1.4.

Remark 5.13. As in [Bre10], [Ding16], [Bre19], [BD20] and [Qian21], the representationWx(λ) is ex-
pected to satisfy certain p-adic local-global compatibility. Let F be a number field, v|p a finite place
of p, G/F a reductive group satisfying G(Fv) ∼= GLn(Fv) and U

v ⊆ G(A∞,v) a compact open sub-

group. We define Ŝ(Uv,O) to be the space of O-valued p-adic continuous functions on the profinite

set (G(F )\G(A∞))/Uv and then define Ŝ(Uv , E)
def

= S(Uv ,O) ⊗O E. The space Ŝ(Uv,O) admits
commuting action of G(Fv) ∼= GLn(Fv) and a Hecke algebra T(Uv)O. Let r : Gal(F/F ) → G∨(E)
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be a Galois representation with certain unramified conditions so that it determines a maximal ideal

mr ⊆ T(Uv) ⊗O E. We consider the mr-isotypic space Ŝ(Uv , E)[mr] which is an admissible uni-

tary Banach representation of GLn(Fv), whose set of locally analytic vectors Ŝ(Uv, E)[mr]
an is an

admissible locally analytic representation of GLn(Fv). Suppose that

HomGLn(Fv)

(
Stalgn (λ), Ŝ(Uv, E)[mr]

an
)
6= 0

for some dominant weight λ ∈ X(Tn,E), which under favorable conditions on G and r might imply

that ρ
def

= r|Gal(Fv/Fv)
is semi-stable with Nn−1 6= 0. Then we would expect the existence of a

x ∈ BS(E) uniquely determined by ρ such that any embedding Stalgn (λ) →֒ Wx(λ) induces an
isomorphism

HomGLn(Fv)

(
Wx(λ), Ŝ(U

v, E)[mr]
an
)
∼= HomGLn(Fv)

(
Stalgn (λ), Ŝ(Uv , E)[mr]

an
)
.

5.2. Breuil-Schraen L -invariant and Galois representations. In this section, we conjecture
an isomorphism (see Conjecture 5.18) between the moduli of Breuil-Schraen L -invariants and
certain moduli of Galois representations of Steinberg type (see Definition 5.16) via a universal
Galois representation. For simplicity of presentation, we only treat the ordinary case, namely

λ = 0 and V an
n,I

def
= V an

n,I(0) is the locally analytic vector of a continuous generalized Steinberg V cont
n,I

defined in a way similar to (1.15). This saves us from considering (ϕ,Γ)-modules over the Robba

ring. We write GK
def

= Gal(K/K) for the absolute Galois group of K and ε : GK →֒ GQp → Z×
p for

the cyclotomic character.
We recall the following standard lemma.

Lemma 5.14. Let ℓ1, ℓ2 be two integers. Then we have

(i) HomGK
(εℓ1 , εℓ2) = 0 if ℓ1 6= ℓ2 and is one dimensional otherwise;

(ii) Ext1GK
(εℓ1 , εℓ2) has dimension [K : Qp] + 1 if ℓ1 ∈ {ℓ2, ℓ2 − 1} and has dimension [K : Qp]

otherwise;
(iii) Ext2GK

(εℓ1 , εℓ2) = 0 if ℓ1 6= ℓ2 − 1 and is one dimensional otherwise.

Given a filtered E-vector space V , we write V ∨ def

= HomE(V,E) for its algebraic dual with the
induced filtration.

Lemma 5.15. There exists a unique (up to isomorphism) indecomposable continuous E-representation
Vn of GK that fits into the following short exact sequence

(εn−1)⊕ dimE Ên →֒ Vn ։ Vn−1

for each n ≥ 2. Here we understand V1 = 1GK
to be the trivial representation of GK .

Proof. It suffices to prove that

(5.3) dimE Ext1GK
(Vn−1, ε

n−1) = dimE Ên

by induction on n ≥ 2. Our inductive assumption (namely the existence of V1, . . .Vn−1) gives
a increasing filtration 0 = Fil0(Vn−1) ( Fil1(Vn−1) ( · · · ( Filn−1(Vn−1) = Vn−1 such that
Vn−1/Filℓ−1(Vn−1) ∼= Vn−ℓ and

(5.4) Filℓ(Vn−1)/Filℓ−1(Vn−1) ∼= (εn−ℓ−1)⊕ dimE Ên−ℓ

for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 1. Item (iii) of Lemma 5.14 together with a simple dévissage shows that

(5.5) Ext2GK
(Vn−1/Filℓ(Vn−1), ε

n−1) = 0
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for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 1. Item (ii) of loc.it. implies that

dimE Ext1GK
(Filℓ(Vn−1)/Filℓ−1(Vn−1), ε

n−1) = [K : Qp] dimE Ên−ℓ

for each 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 1 and

dimE Ext1GK
(Fil1(Vn−1), ε

n−1) = (1 + [K : Qp]) dimE Ên−1,

which together with item (i) of loc.it. and (5.5) inductively shows that

(5.6) dimE Ext1GK
(Vn−1, ε

n−1) = (1 + [K : Qp]) dimE Ên−1 + [K : Qp]
n−1∑

ℓ=2

dimE Ên−ℓ.

Now we recall the partition

(5.7) XIα,∅ = Xα ⊔

j−1⊔

ℓ=i+1

Xℓ
Iα,∅

from the proof of Lemma 5.4 and take α = α∆n = (1, n) (namely i = 1 and j = n). The definition of
Xℓ

∆n,∅
forces #Xℓ

∆n,∅
= #X(i,ℓ)#XI(ℓ,j),∅. As #Xβ = 1+[K : Qp] if β is simple and #Xβ = [K : Qp]

otherwise, we deduce from (5.7) (and Lemma 5.4) that

dimE Ên = #X∆n,∅ = #X(1,n) +
n−1∑

ℓ=2

#X(1,ℓ)#XI(ℓ,n),∅

= (1 + [K : Qp]) dimE Ên−1 + [K : Qp]
n−1∑

ℓ=2

dimE Ên−ℓ,

which together with (5.6) clearly implies (5.3). �

Definition 5.16. For each n ≥ 1, we call Vn the n-th universal Steinberg representation of GK . A
continuous ρ : GK → GLn(E) is called of Steinberg type if it does not have crystalline subquotient
of dimension ≥ 2 and it admits a increasing filtration 0 = Fil0(ρ) ( Fil1(ρ) ( · · · ( Filn(ρ) = ρ
such that Filℓ(ρ)/Filℓ−1(ρ) ∼= εn−ℓ for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n.

The following result justifies our terminology in Definition 5.16.

Proposition 5.17. (i) We have dimE HomGK
(Vn, ρ) = 1 for each ρ : GK → GLn(E) which

is of Steinberg type.
(ii) If ρ : GK → GLn(E) does not have crystalline subquotient of dimension ≥ 2 and satisfies

HomGK
(Vn, ρ) 6= 0, then ρ is of Steinberg type.

Proof. We first treat item (i). Let ρ : GK → GLn(E) be of Steinberg type, then it is maximally
non-split and there exists a unique (n− 1)-dimensional quotient ρ′ of ρ which is of Steinberg type.
By induction on dimension we may assume that

dimE HomGK
(Vn−1, ρ

′) = 1.

Note that Ext1GK
(ρ′, εn−1)→ Ext1GK

(Vn−1, ε
n−1) is an embedding (which is unique up to a scalar).

Any quotient of Vn isomorphic to ρ necessarily determines a E-line in Ext1GK
(Vn−1, ε

n−1) which

must land in Ext1GK
(ρ′, εn−1). Such a E-line clearly exists and is unique, which implies that

dimE HomGK
(Vn, ρ) = 1.

For item (ii), it suffices to find the filtration as in Definition 5.16. The standard increasing
filtration on Vn induces a n-step filtration on ρ. Our ρ is clear maximally non-split by assumption,
which forces Filℓ(ρ)/Filℓ−1(ρ) ∼= εn−ℓ for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n. �
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We set En
def
= Ext1GK

(Vn−1, ε
n−1)∨ for each n ≥ 2. Then Lemma 5.15 (together with its proof)

can be summarized as the following

• The Galois representation Vn is defined inductively (for each n ≥ 2) by the universal
extension

En ⊗ ε
n−1 →֒ Vn ։ Vn−1

where GK acts trivially on En.
• The space En admits a canonical filtration

0 = Fil0(En) ( Fil1(En) ( · · · ( Filn−1(En) = En

with Filℓ(En)
def

= Ext1GK
(Filℓ(Vn−1), ε

n−1)∨ for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n − 1. Moreover, we have a
canonical isomorphism

Filℓ(En)/Filℓ−1(En) ∼= Ext1GK
(εn−ℓ−1, εn−1)∨ ⊗ En−ℓ

∼= Ext1GK
(1, εℓ)∨ ⊗ En−ℓ

for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 1.

Recall that Ên satisfies conditions that are parallel to those of En above. More precisely, the space

Ên admits a canonical filtration

0 = Fil0(Ên) ( Fil1(Ên) ( · · · ( Filn−1(Ên) = Ên

as defined in the proof of Lemma 5.4. Moreover, we have a canonical isomorphism

Filℓ(Ên)/Filℓ−1(Ên) ∼= P 2ℓ−1(gℓ,E)⊗ Ên−ℓ

for each 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ n − 1 (with P 2ℓ−1(gℓ,E) as in Theorem 2.3), and a canonical isomorphism

Fil1(Ên) ∼= Hom(K×, E) ⊗ Ên−1. Therefore it seems plausible that there should be a natural

isomorphism Ên
∼= En of filtered E-vector spaces for each n ≥ 1, and moreover such isomorphism

should be of geometric nature.

Following [Bre04] and [Schr11], it is natural to expect that such isomorphisms Ên
∼= En might be

realized via the so-called Drinfeld upper half spaces X . Recall that X is a rigid K-analytic space
satisfying X (Cp) = Pn−1(Cp) \

⋃
H∈H

H(Cp) where H is the set of hyperplanes of Pn−1
K defined

over K. The GLn/K -action on Pn−1
K clearly induces a Gn = GLn(K)-action on X (Cp). We write

RΓdR(X )
def

= [O(X )→ Ω1(X )→ · · · → Ωn−1(X )]

for the de Rham complex of X (with coefficients E), which is an object in the derived cate-
gory M(Gn) attached to the abelian category ModD(Gn) of (abstract) D(Gn)-modules. (As X

is Stein, we only need to consider global sections of various Ωi.) We write K0 for the max-
imal unramified subfield of K. According to Hyodo-Kato isomorphism (see the ιHK in Theo-
rem 1.8 of [CDN20] and [GK05]), there exists a complex RΓHK(X ) of K0-vector spaces with suit-
able (ϕ,N)-action (on the complex) satisfying Nϕ = pϕN , as well as a canonical isomorphism
RΓHK(X )⊗K0 E

∼= RΓdR(X ) inM(Gn). Consequently, RΓdR(X ) is an object inM(Gn) equipped
with a (ϕ,N)-action (that commutes with D(Gn)-action), which induces a (ϕ,N)-action on the
functor HomM(Gn)(−, RΓdR(X )). We write Dst for Fontaine’s (covariant) functor (see [Fon94])
that sends a semi-stable GK -representation to a filtered (ϕ,N)-module (with coefficients extended
to E). Motivated by Proposition 6.21, Théorème 6.23 and Remarque 6.24 of [Schr11], we have the
following conjecture.

Conjecture 5.18. There exists an isomorphism of filtered (ϕ,N)-modules

(5.8) HomM(Gn)((St
an
n )′[1− n], RΓdR(X )) ∼= Dst(ε

1−n ⊗E Vn).
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In the following, we use the term “motivic” to indicate that certain map is compatible with the
conjectural p-adic Langlands correspondence.

Remark 5.19. (i) The existence of isomorphism (5.8) follows from [Bre04] if n = 2 andK = Qp,
from Théorèm 01 of [Schr10] if n = 2 with general K, and from Proposition 6.21 of [Schr11]
if n = 3 and K = Qp. In a forthcoming work, we plan to prove the existence of one such
isomorphism, which depends on detailed computations of Ext groups inM(Gn).

(ii) As Vn has lots of automorphisms, such an isomorphism (5.8), if exists, has many choices.
But we expect that there exists a unique such (5.8) which is “motivic” (for example, can
be interpreted as certain p-adic regulator map).

(iii) For each x ∈ BS(E), we recall Wx(λ) from Conjecture 5.11 and write Wx
def
= Wx(0) for

short. Each choice of (5.8) would induce a bijection x 7→ ρx between BS(E) and the set of
ρx : GK → GLn(E) which are of Steinberg type, such that the following diagram commutes

Dst(ε
1−n ⊗E Vn) // //

∼=
��

Dst(ε
1−n ⊗E ρx)� _

��

HomM(Gn)((St
an
n )′[1− n], RΓdR(X )) // HomM(Gn)(W

′
x[1− n], RΓdR(X )).

We expect that the “motivic” choice of (5.8) should induce a bijection x 7→ ρx which is
compatible with p-adic local-global compatibility (see Remark 5.13).

(iv) We have Hℓ
dR(X )

∼= (V∞
n,{1,2,··· ,n−1−ℓ})

′ for each 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ n − 1 by [SS91]. Using the same

argument as in Section 6.1 of [Schr11] based on [Dat06] and [Or05], there exists a splitting

(5.9) RΓdR(X ) ∼=

n−1⊕

ℓ=0

Hℓ
dR(X )[−ℓ].

As the endormorphism algebra of
⊕n−1

ℓ=0 H
ℓ
dR(X )[−ℓ] is easily shown to be isomorphic to

the algebra of size n upper triangular nilpotent matrices (see Corollaire 6.2 of [Schr11]),
the splitting (5.9) is far from being canonical. Nevertheless, (5.9) induces an isomorphism
of E-vector spaces

HomM(Gn)((St
an
n )′[1− n], RΓdR(X )) ∼=

n−1⊕

ℓ=0

HomM(Gn)((St
an
n )′[1− n],Hℓ

dR(X )[−ℓ])
∼=

n−1⊕

ℓ=0

Ên−ℓ,

which together with (5.8) induces an isomorphism Ên−ℓ
∼= En−ℓ for each 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ n − 1

(where we identify En−ℓ with the canonical εn−ℓ−1-isotypic sub-quotient of Vn by their

definition). We expect such an isomorphism Ên−ℓ
∼= En−ℓ to respect filtration on each side,

regardless of the choice of the splitting (5.9). This suggests that there should be a “motivic”
isomorphism

(5.10) P 2n−1(gn,E) ∼= Ext1GK
(1, εn)∨

for each n ≥ 2. There already exists a natural candidate for (5.10), see [HK11] and [Sou81].
(v) Let Λ(Gn) be the dual of p-adic continuous functions on Gn and we write M(Gn) for

the derived category attached to the abelian category of (abstract) modules over Λ(Gn).
Motivated by [CDN20], one may wish that there exists a “geometrically constructed” object
M ∈ M(Gn), equipped with a commuting continuous action of GK , such that there exists
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a unique “motivic” GK-equivariant isomorphism

HomM(Gn)((St
cont
n )′[1− n],M) ∼= ε1−n ⊗E Vn.

(vi) Given a central division algebra D over K with invariant 1
n , Scholze ([Sch18]) has con-

structed a cohomological covariant δ-functor {Si, i ≥ 0} from the category of smooth O-
torsion O[Gn]-modules to smooth O-torsion O[D×]-modules which carry a continuous and
commuting action of GK . More precisely, for each π, Si(π) is defined as the cohomology
group H i

ét(P
n−1
Cp

,Fπ), where Fπ is a certain Weil-equivariant sheaf on the adic space Pn−1
Cp

.

His construction is expected to realize both p-adic local Langlands and Jacquet-Langlands
correspondence. Moreover, Scholze has computed S0(π) and showed that Si(π) = 0 for
each i > 2(n − 1). Given an admissible unitary E-Banach representation Π of Gn, one is
particularly interested in the following limit

lim
←−
r

Sn−1(Π/prΠ)

which is an admissible unitary E-Banach representation of D×, carrying a continuous and
commutinng action of GK . Concerning the relation between Scholze’s functor and co-
homology of Drinfeld space, our Conjecture 5.18 seems to suggest that we could have a
GK -equivariant isomorphism

(5.11) lim
←−
r

Sn−1(Stcontn /prStcontn )D
× ∼= ε1−n ⊗E Vn

where we take D×-invariant on the LHS. Again, there should be many isomorphisms of the
form (5.11), but there should be a unique one which is “motivic”. The mod p version of
this isomorphism holds when n = 2 and K = Qp according to Theorem 8.34 of [HW22].

(vii) The Galois representation Vn might seem to be a p-adic counterpart of the mixed Tate
motives considered in [De89] and [DG05] (with thanks to Ma Luo, Liang Xiao and Daxin
Xu for guiding me to those references). Note that Deligne–Goncharov mentioned in [DG05] a
result of Beilinson (see Proposition 3.4 of loc.it.) for general connected Hausdorff topological
spaces, which has a similar form compared with (5.8). In particular, we expect certain
versions of p-adic polylogarithm functions to appear in an explicit description of the desired
“motivic” isomorphism (5.8).
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Sup. (4), 10(4): 441-472, 1977.

[CDN20] P. Colmez, G. Dospinescu, W. Niziol, Cohomology of p-adic Stein spaces, Invent. Math. 219, 2020, no. 3,
873-985.

[Col10] P. Colmez, Représentations de GL2(Qp) et (ϕ,Γ)-modules, Astérisque 330 (2010), 281-509.
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