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Parabolic Simple L-invariants
By Yiqin He at Beijing

Abstract. Let L be a finite extension of Qp. Let ρL be a potentially semi-stable non-crystalline
p-adic Galois representation such that the associated F -semisimple Weil-Deligne representation is ab-
solutely indecomposable. In this paper, we study Fontaine-Mazur parabolic simple L-invariants of ρL,
which was previously only known in the trianguline case. Based on the previous work [34] on Breuil’s
parabolic simple L-invariants, we attach to ρL a locally Qp-analytic representation Π(ρL) of GLn(L),
which carries the information of parabolic simple L-invariants of ρL. When ρL comes from a patched
automorphic representation of G(AF+) (for a define unitary group G over a totally real field F+ which
is compact at infinite places and GLn at p-adic places), we prove under mild hypothesis that Π(ρL) is
a subrepresentation of the associated Hecke-isotypic subspace of the Banach spaces of (patched) p-adic
automophic forms on G(AF+), this is equivalent to say that the Breuil’s parabolic simple L-invariants
are equal to Fontaine-Mazur parabolic simple L-invariants.
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1. Introduction and notation

This paper aims to investigate the p-adic aspects of the Langlands program. The p-adic Langlands
correspondence seeks to relate p-adic Galois representations to Banach space representations (or locally
analytic representations) of p-adic reductive groups.

Associating admissible continuous unitary p-adic Banach space representation Π(ρp) of GL2(Qp)
to two-dimensional continuous representation ρp : GalQp → GL2(E), was first proposed by Breuil for
those ρp that are potentially semistable with distinct Hodge-Tate weight [7], [8]. Through the work of
many people, Breuil’s conjectured correspondence or the p-adic Langlands correspondence for GL2(Qp)
(and its p-adic local-global compatibility) have been achieved largely by the the fundamental work of
Colmez [24] and Emerton [32]. The current focus of research is on higher-dimensional representations
and on base fields other than the field Qp. The case n ≥ 3 is much more difficult and only a few partial
results are known.

If the ρp in the above Breuil’s consideration is genuinely irreducible semistabelline, Breuil pro-
posed that Π(ρp) should be a certain explicit completion of the locally algebraic representation Π(ρp)alg
depending on the L-invariant L(ρp) of ρp. This L-invariant can be read off explicitly from an admissible
Hodge filtration on some linear algebra data via Fontaine’s theory.

But the terminology “L-invariant(s)" has a long history. The study of L-invariants started with the
work of Mazur-Tate-Teitelbaum, in which the L-invariant L(f) describes the derivative of the p-adic
L-function (for a certain modular form f ) at its exceptional zero. If we write ρf for the Gal(Q/Q)-
representation attached to f via Langlands correspondence. Then the derivative L(f) can be read off
explicitly from Fontaine-Mazur L-invariant of ρf,p := ρf |GalQp

. There were later several other defi-
nitions of L-invariants via different approaches. Through the work of many people, these L-invariants
turned out to be all the same in the modular form case.

Among many different definitions of the L-invariant(s) L(f), Breuil constructs an explicit fi-
nite length locally analytic representation Πf,p of GL2(Qp) whose isomorphism class recovers L(f).
Furthermore, he shows that Πf,p can be embedded into the f -isotypic component of completed co-
homology of modular curves (we usually use the term Breuil’s L-invariants for invariants defined in
terms of Breuil’s constructions). The second result is usually called (p-adic) local-global compatibil-
ity. Therefore, the construction of Breuil’s L-invariants is actually one of the first instances of the p-adic
Langlands program (for GL2(Qp)).

In general, the philosophy of the p-adic local Langlands program, which goes back to Breuil’s
initial ideals on L-invariants, gives two problems:

(I) To find the information of p-adic Galois representations in p-adic automorphic representations.
More precisely, we need to find the missing information of ρL when passing from an n-dimensional
de Rham p-adic Galois representation ρL to its associated Weil-Deligne representation, on the
automorphic side, e.g., in the Banach representations or locally Qp-analytic representations of
GLn(L). The lost information (besides the Hodge-Tate weights) of p-adic Galois representations
can be concretely described via Fontaine-Mazur L-invariants.

(II) More precisely, to seek generalizations of Breuil’s L-invariants to GLn(L), i.e., to recover all
Fontaine-Mazur L-invariants of ρL from a certain locally analytic representation Σ(ρL).

In [26], Yiwen Ding studies this problem and extends the theory of L-invariants to higher-rank groups.
He generalizes Breuil’s approach (see [9]) to patched p-adic automorphic forms on certain definite
unitary groups, and defines what he calls Breuil’s simple L-invariants and shows that they are equal
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to Fontaine-Mazur L-invariants of two-dimensional subquotients of the associated semi-stable non-
crystalline (trianguline) local Galois representation (or of the associated (ϕ,Γ)-module).

While the trianguline p-adic Galois representations are studied widely, there are fewer examples

of results for the non-trianguline p-adic Galois representations. In this paper, we extend the theory of
Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants and Breuil’s simple L-invariants to certain potentially semi-stable
non-crystalline (not necessarily trianguline) Galois representation ρL such that the associated smooth
representation is given by the Zelevinsky-segment. We first define parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-

invariants for this special p-adic Galois representation ρL. On the other hand, we have studied parabolic

Breuil’s simple L-invariants in [34]. They are Ext-groups between some locally Qp-analytic generalized
parabolic Steinberg representations of GLn(L) attached to a Zelevinsky-segment.

Finally, we establish some local-global compatibility results, i.e., the correspondence between these
two parabolic simple L-invariants can be realized in the p-adic completed cohomology of some Shimura
varieties (especially, in the space of p-adic automorphic forms on certain definite unitary group). Our
results were previously only known in the trianguline case. We prove this result by using the geometry
of Bernstein eigenvarieties, which were developed by Christophe Breuil and Yiwen Ding [12] (since the
non-trianguline p-adic Galois representations do not occur in the "classical" theory of eigenvarieties, we
need the framework of Bernstein eigenvarieties). In [12], the authors use the geometry of these Bern-
stein eigenvarieties to obtain various local-global compatibility results in the generic non-trianguline

case. Note that our local-global compatibility results lie in the non-generic non-trianguline case. This is
different from that in [12].

Our result coincides with the work of Ding [26] when our potentially semi-stable non-crystalline
Galois representation ρL is collapsed to the trianguline case. This paper gives a parabolic generalization
of Ding’s work [26], and gives new evidence for the p-adic Langlands correspondence. We sketch the
main results of this paper as follows.

1.1. Statements of the main results. Let L (resp. E) be a finite extension of Qp. Suppose
that E is sufficiently large containing all the embeddings ΣL := {σ : L →֒ Qp} of L in Qp. Put
qL := pfL , where fL denotes the unramified degree of L over Qp.

Fix two integers k and r such that n = kr. Let ρL : GalL → GLn(E) be a potentially semi-stable
non-crystalline p-adic Galois representation. Let D = Drig(ρL) be the (ϕ,Γ)-module of rank n over
RE,L associated to the ρL. Let h := (hτ,1 > hτ,2 > · · · > hτ,n)τ∈ΣL be the Hodge-Tate weights of
D. We put hi = (hτ,i)τ∈ΣL for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Let WD0 be an r-dimensional (absolutely) irreducible Weil-Deligne representation of the Weil
group WL over E. Let ∆ be the p-adic differential equation associated to WD0. Recall from [4] that ∆
is an irreducible (ϕ,Γ)-module of rank r over RE,L which is de rham of constant Hodge-Tate weight 0
such that Dpst(∆) (forgetting the Hodge filtration) is isomorphic to the (absolutely) irreducible Deligne-
Fontaine module associated by Fontaine to WD0 [19, Proposition 4.1].

Assume that the Galois representation ρL admits the following non-critical special parabolization
(more precisely, the so-called non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration, see Definitions 2.2 and 2.4 for more
precise statements). This is a parabolic analogue of triangulation.

We say that ρL admits a non-critical special parabolization F if D admits an increasing filtration
by saturated (ϕ,Γ)-submodules

F = FilF• D : 0 = FilF0 D ( FilF1 D ( · · · ( FilFk D = D,
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such that for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have an injection of (ϕ,Γ)-modules overRE,L of rank r

(1.1) Ii : gr
F
i D := FilFi D/Fil

F
i−1D →֒ ∆ ⊗RE,L

RE,L(unr(αq
i−k
L )zhir ),

for some α ∈ E×, where zhir :=
∏
τ∈ΣL

τ(z)hτ,ir . Moreover, we assume that the Hodge-Tate weights

of FilFi D (resp., grFi D) are given by (i.e., the so-called non-critical assumption)

{hτ,1,hτ,2, · · · ,hτ,ir}τ∈ΣL (resp., {hτ,(i−1)r+1,hτ,(i−1)r+2, · · · ,hτ,ir}τ∈ΣL).

Suppose that the F -semi-simple Weil-Deligne representation WD(D)F−ss associated to D is (abso-
lutely) indecomposable, i.e., WD(D)F−ss ∼= (rL, N) (up to some unramified twist), where the underly-
ing representation rL is isomorphic to ⊕ki=1WD0| · |

k−i
L and the monodromy operator N is of full rank

(i.e., Nk−1 6= 0).
Note that the parameters of our non-critical special parabolization F are not generic, which is dif-

ferent from the generic assumption in [12, (4.13)]. See Remark 2.6 and Remark 4.12 for some statements
on the difference between these two cases.

Parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants. Keep the assumptions on ρL. Then we can
attach to ρL the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants L(ρL). We sketch the constructions of
L(ρL).

The parabolic simple L-invariants contain certain information on the consecutive extensions Di+1
i

of grFi+1D by grFi D for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 inside D (which we identify the set ∆k := {1, · · · , k − 1} with
the set of simple roots ∆n(k) := {r, 2r, · · · , (k − 1)r} of GLn).

For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we put δh,i := unr(qi−kL )zhir . Using the injections Ii and Ii+1 (see (1.1)), we can
construct a non-degenerate pairing (but maybe not perfect):

(1.2)
Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(gr

F
i+1D, gr

F
i D) × Hom(L×, E)

(
∼= H1

(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L)
)

∪
−→ E

(
∼= Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))

)

where Hom(L×, E) denotes the dL+1-dimensional E-vector space of E-valued additive characters on
L×. The extension Di+1

i gives an extension class [Di+1
i ] ∈ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(gr

F
i+1D, gr

F
i D). We let

L(ρL)ir ⊂ Hom(L×, E)

be the E-vector subspace orthogonal to [Di+1
i ] via the non-degenerate pairing (1.2), which is a dL-

dimensional E-vector space. We putL(ρL) := {L(ρL)ir}1≤i≤k−1, which we call the parabolic Fontaine-

Mazur simple L-invariants of ρL. On the other hand, these invariants also characterize obstructions to
certain 1-order deformations of D, see Theorem 2.17 (that we call Colmez-Greenberg-Stevens formula)
for more precise statements.

These simple L-invariants were previously only known in the trianguline case. When r = 1
(i.e., the trianguline case), our parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simpleL-invariants coincide with the Fontaine-
Mazur simple L-invariants in [26, Page 7994].

Parabolic Breuil’s simple L-invariants [34]. Let ∆n be the set of simple roots of GLn (with
respect to the Borel subgroup B of upper triangular matrices), and we identify the set ∆n with the set
{1, 2, · · · , n−1}. Let T be the torus of diagonal matrices. We put ∆n(k) := {r, 2r, · · · , (k−1)r} ⊆ ∆n

3



and ∆k
n := ∆n\∆n(k). For a subset I ⊆ ∆n(k), we denote by P

〈r〉
I the parabolic subgroup of GLn

containing the Borel subgroup B such that ∆n(k)\I are precisely the simple roots of the unipotent

radical of P〈r〉
I . Let L〈r〉

I be the Levi subgroup of P〈r〉
I containing the group T such that I ∪∆k

n is equal

to the set of simple roots of L〈r〉
I . Let P

〈r〉
I be the parabolic subgroup opposite to P

〈r〉
I . In particular, we

have

L〈r〉 := L
〈r〉
∅ =




GLr 0 · · · 0

0 GLr · · · 0
...

...
. . . 0

0 0 0 GLr



⊂ P〈r〉 := P

〈r〉
∅ =




GLr ∗ · · · ∗

0 GLr · · · ∗
...

...
. . . ∗

0 0 0 GLr



.

For simplicity, if I = {ir} for some 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, we put L〈r〉
ir := L

〈r〉
{ir} and P

〈r〉
ir := P

〈r〉
{ir}. For

α ∈ E×, we denote by unr(α) the unramified character of L× sending uniformizers to α.
Recall the (absolutely) irreducible Weil-Deligne representation WD0. Let π be the associated ir-

reducible cuspidal representation of GLr(L) over E via the classical local Langlands correspondence
(normalized as in [45]). Following [46], we consider the Zelevinsky-segment

∆[k−1,0](π) := π|det |r−1
L ⊗E · · · ⊗E π|det |L ⊗E π,

which forms an irreducible cuspidal smooth representation of L〈r〉(L) over E.
Put λh := (hτ,i + i − 1)τ∈ΣL,1≤i≤n, which is a dominant weight of (ResL/QpGLn)×Qp E with

respect to (ResL/QpB)×QpE. Let {van
P

〈r〉
I

(π,λh)}I⊆∆n(k) (resp., {v∞
P

〈r〉
I

(π,λh)}I⊆∆n(k)) be the locally

Qp-analytic (resp., locally Qp-algebraic) generalized parabolic Steinberg representations of GLn(L)
(see Section 3). In particular, we denote by

St∞(r,k)(π,λh) := v∞
P

〈r〉
∅

(π,λh)
(
resp., Stan(r,k)(π,λh) := van

P
〈r〉(π,λh)

)

the locally algebraic (resp., locally Qp-analytic) parabolic Steinberg representation. Recall that the
smooth Steinberg representation St∞(r,k)(π, 0) is the irreducible smooth representation of GLn(L) asso-

ciated to the F -semi-simple Weil-Deligne representation WD(ρL)
F−ss via the normalized local Lang-

lands correspondence (see [45]), up to some unramified twist. For α ∈ E× and ∗ ∈ {∞, an}, let
St∗(r,k)(α, π,λh) := unr(α)◦det⊗ESt

∗
(r,k)(π,λh) and v∗

P
〈r〉
I

(α, π,λh) := unr(α)◦det⊗Ev
∗

P
〈r〉
I

(π,λh).

The main result of the paper [34, Theorem 5.19] is to compute the extension groups of locally
Qp-analytic generalized parabolic Steinberg representations. This theorem implies that we can see the
counterpart of parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants in certain locally analytic representations
of GLn(L) (or see (3.4), where we refer to as parabolic Breuil’s simple L-invariants).

Theorem 1.1. For ir ∈ ∆n(k), there exists an isomorphism of E-vector spaces

(1.3) Hom(L×, E)
∼
−→ Ext1GLn(L)

(
v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π,λh),St
an
(r,k)(α, π,λh)

)
.

In particular, we have dimE Ext1G
(
v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π,λh),St
an
(r,k)(α, π,λh)

)
= dL + 1. Let Σ̃

〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, ψ)

be the image of ψ ∈ Hom(L×, E) via (1.3).
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For ir ∈ ∆n(k), let Vi be an E-vector subspace of Hom(L×, E) of dimension dL, and let
V =

∏k
i=1 Vi. The above theorem gives the following constructions.

We will construct locally Qp-analytic representations Σ̃〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, Vi) (resp., Σ̃〈r〉(α, π,λh, V ))

of GLn(L), such that Σ̃〈r〉
i (α, π,λh,L(ρL)ir) (resp., Σ̃〈r〉(α, π,λh, V )) is isomorphic to an extension

of v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π,λh)
⊕dL (resp.,

⊕
ir∈∆n(k)

v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π,λh)
⊕dL) by Stan(r,k)(α, π,λh). We then construct

certain subrepresentations (which have a simpler and more clear structure) Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, Vi) of the

above Σ̃
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, Vi) (resp., Σ〈r〉(α, π,λh, V ) of Σ̃〈r〉(α, π,λh, V )), which is isomorphic to an ex-

tension of v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π,λh)
⊕dL (resp.,

⊕
ir∈∆n(k)

v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π,λh)
⊕dL) by some subrepresentations of

Stan(r,k)(α, π,λh) (see Section 3, (3.7)). When V is equal to the parabolic simple L-invariants L(ρL), the

locally Qp-analytic representations Σ̃〈r〉(α, π,λh,L(ρL)) and Σ〈r〉(α, π,λh,L(ρL)) carry the exact in-
formation of {π,λh,L(ρL)}, i.e., the information on the Weil-Deligne representation associated with
ρL, the Hodge-Tate weights of ρL, and the parabolic simple L-invariants L(ρL) of ρL.

Remark 1.2. The above two (parabolic) simple L-invariants are extension parameters at sim-

ple roots of GLn. We also have concepts of higher L-invariants, which are extension parameters at

non-simple roots of GLn. The next goal is to explore generalizations of Breuil’s L-invariants that con-

jecturally correspond to Fontaine-Mazur L-invariants (or parabolic Fontaine-Mazur L-invariants) at

non-simple roots. See [42], [13], [6], and [43] for some partial results.

Local-global compatibility. In this paper, we prove some new local-global compatibility results
in the p-adic Langlands program by studying the geometry of the patched Bernstein eigenvarieties and
Bernstein paraboline varieties [12].

By [21] (hence we also assume the so-called ‘standard Talyor-Wiles assumptions), we have a cer-
tain definite unitary group G over F+, where F+ is a maximal totally real subfield of an imaginary CM
field . Let p be a p-adic place of F+. Let L = F+

p . We then have a continuous Banach representation
Π∞ of G = GLn(L), which is equipped with a continuous action of certain patched Galois deforma-
tion ring R∞ commuting with the G-action. The module Π∞ patches the p-adic automorphic forms on
G. See Section 4.1 for a summary.

Fix the above smooth representation π of GLr(L) over E (see the beginning of the previous
part). Let Ω[1,k] be the cuspidal Bernstein component of L〈r〉(L) containing the Zelevinsky-segment

∆[k−1,0](π) = [π⊗|det |k−1
L , · · · , π]. In Section 4.1, we adapt the arguments in [12, Section 3.3, Section

4.2] to our case. We define a patched Bernstein eigenvariety E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) concerning the cuspidal Bern-

stein component Ω[1,k] and weight λh, where ρ is a certain global residue Galois representations, which
is a suitable globalization of a certain local residue Galois representation r : GalL → GLn(kE), where
kE is the residue field of E.

Suppose that the above p-adic Galois representation ρL appears on the patched Bernstein eigen-
variety E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) (see Section 4.2 for a more precise statement). In this case, we can associate with

ρL the parabolic simple L-invariants L(ρL) and an admissible unitary Banach representation Π̂(ρL) of
G (see [21], where the method is global). Moreover, we get an injection (by a parabolic analogue of the
so-called global triangulation theory; see Lemma 4.13) of G-representations

St∞(r,k)(α, π,λh) →֒ Π̂(ρL)

for some α ∈ E×. The following theorem is the second main result of the paper (see Theorem 4.18 ).
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Theorem 1.3. The injection St∞(r,k)(α, π,λh) →֒ Π̂(ρL) extends uniquely to an injection of G-

representations

Σ〈r〉(α, π,λh,L(ρL)) →֒ Π̂(ρL).

Furthermore, let 0 6= ψ ∈ Hom(L×, E) and ir ∈ ∆n(k), an injection

f : St∞(r,k)(α, π,λh) −֒→ Π̂(ρL)

can extend to an injection Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, ψ) →֒ Π̂(ρL) if and only if ψ ∈ L(ρL)ir . Therefore, L(ρL)

can be read out from Π̂(ρL).

Indeed, one can prove that the injection St∞(r,k)(α, π,λh) →֒ Π̂(ρL) extends uniquely to a non-zero
morphism of G-representations

Σ̃〈r〉(α, π,λh,L(ρL))→ Π̂(ρL),

if socG(Stan(r,k)(π, λ))
∼= St∞(r,k)(π, λ) (this is true for (r, k) = (2, 2), the general case is not known at

present), then we can prove that this non-zero morphism is also injective.

1.2. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.3. The proof follows along the line of [26, Page 7996-

7997]. We only show the existence of an injection Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, ψ) →֒ Π̂(ρL) if ψ ∈ L(ρL)ir.

We first need a result on certain deformation of type Ω[1,k] of ρL. Let F 0
D,F denote the functor on

ArtE (the category of Artinian local E-algebras with residue field E) “parameterizing deformations of
D which admit certain Ω[1,k]-filtration". The definition of F 0

D,F gives a natural map

dκ : F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2)→ Hom(Z〈r〉(L), E) ∼=

k∏

i=1

Hom(L×, E).

Consider the following composition:

(1.4) κ : F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

dκ
−→

k∏

i=1

Hom(L×, E)
κL−−→

∏

ir∈∆n(k)

Hom(L×, E),

where the second map κL sends (ψ1, ψ2, · · · , ψk) to (ψi − ψi+1)ir∈∆n(k). We get the following propo-
sition (see Corollary 2.19 and Proposition 2.24) by the Galois cohomologies argument.

Proposition 1.4. The functor F 0
D,F is pro-representable. The tangent space F 0

D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2) has

E-dimension 1 + dL

(
k + n(n−r)

2

)
. The map κ (1.4) factors through a surjective map

κ : F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2) −։ L(ρL).

Recall that the patched Galois deformation ring R∞ admits a decomposition R∞
∼= Rp

∞⊗̂OER
✷

r ,
where Rp

∞ is the “prime-to-p" part of R∞ and R✷

r is the maximal reduced and p-torsion free quotient
of the universal OE-lifting ring of r. Let X✷

r = (Spf R✷

r )
rig be the rigid analytic space associated to

the formal scheme Spf R✷

r . Let ZΩ[1,k]
be the Bernstein center of Ω[1,k] over E. By an easy variation of
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[12, Section 3.3] (see Section 4.1 for a brief summary), we can construct the so-called patched Bernstein
eigenvariety

(1.5) E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) −֒→ (Spf Rp

∞)rig × X✷

r ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

from the Jacquet-Emerton module JP〈r〉(L)(Π
R∞−an
∞ ), where ΠR∞−an

∞ denotes the locally R∞-analytic
vectors in Π∞(see [16, Section 3.1]), ZL〈r〉,OL

denotes the rigid space overE parameterizing continuous

characters of the center Z〈r〉(L) of L〈r〉(L). By an easy variation of [12, Section 3.3, Section 4.4], the
morphism (1.5) factors through a natural embedding

(1.6) ιΩ[1,k]
: E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) →֒ (Spf Rp
∞)rig ×XΩ[1,k],h(r),

where XΩ[1,k],h(r) ⊂ X✷

r ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
× ZL〈r〉,OL

is the paraboline deformation variety with
respect to (Ω[1,k],λh) (see Section 4.1 for more precise statements). The embedding (1.6) induces an
isomorphism between E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) and a union of irreducible components (equipped with the reduced

closed rigid subspace structure) of (Spf Rp
∞)rig ×XΩ[1,k],h(r).

Assume that we can associate with ρL a point x := (xp, ρL, πx,L〈r〉, χ) ∈ E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ). The

embedding (1.6) gives a point xL = pr2 ◦ ιΩ[1,k]
(x) ∈ XΩ[1,k],h(r) (where pr2 is the projection to the

second factor). We now look at the local geometry of paraboline deformation varietyXΩ[1,k],h(r) at point

xL. Let XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) be the union of irreducible components of XΩ[1,k],h(r) containing xL. We show

that the non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration F on xL extends to some open affinoid neighborhood around
xL (see Theorem 4.7), where we use the accumulation property at xL (see Definition 4.4 and Lemma
4.6) and the non-critical assumption. Using this result, we get an upper bound of the E-dimension of
tangent space T

XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x),xL
(see the proof of Proposition 4.10).

The natural embedding (1.5) induces the “weight" map

(1.7) ω : E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) −→

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

.

Consider the tangent map of ω at x:

(1.8) dωx : TE∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ),X −→ T(
Spec ZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×Z

L〈r〉,OL
,ω(x)

.

By the embedding (1.6) and the upper bound of dimE TXXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x),xL
, we can deduce the following

corollary from Proposition 1.4 and Theorem 4.7.

Corollary 1.5. E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) is smooth at x. The composition κL ◦ dωx factors through a sur-

jective map

(1.9) TE∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ),x −։ L(ρL).

We now recall briefly the proof of the existence of an injection Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, ψ) →֒ Π̂(ρL) if

ψ ∈ L(ρL)ir . By Corollary 1.5, there exists Ψ ∈ Im(dωx) with κL(Ψ) = ψ. Then the construction of
E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) implies an injection of L〈r〉(L)-representations

W⊗E(1Ψ ◦ detL〈r〉(L))⊗EL
〈r〉(λh) −֒→ JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [m∞
x ]
)
,
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where [m∞
x ] denotes the subspace of the vectors annihilated by a certain power of mx, and where W

denotes certain irreducible smooth representation of L〈r〉(L), 1Ψ denotes the extension of two trivial
characters attached to Ψ, and L〈r〉(λh) is the irreducible Qp-algebraic representation of L〈r〉(L) with
highest weight λh. Then the non-critical assumption on ρL implies that the above injection is balanced
in the sense of [29, Definition 0.8]. In this case, the Emerton’s adjunction formula [29, Theorem 0.13]
deduces a non-zero morphism

IG
P

〈r〉

(
W⊗E(1Ψ ◦ detL〈r〉(L))⊗EL

〈r〉(λh)
)
−→ ΠR∞−an

∞ [m∞
x ].

By some locally analytic representation theory, we can show that this non-zero morphism induces an
injection:

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, ψ) →֒ Π̂(ρL).

Remark 1.6. The key step in the proof of the main theorem is the existence of the character

Ψ ∈ Im(dωx). This is a consequence of the surjectivity of Corollary 1.5.

Remark 1.7. The proof of smoothness (Corollary 1.5) only requires the information on tangent

space (i.e.,1-order deformations). We can use a local model of paraboline deformation variety (see [12,
Section 6]) to see more information on arbitrary deformations. The application of the local models (see

[12, Section 6]) allows a better understanding of the local geometry of the paraboline deformation

variety and (patched) Bernstein eigenvariety. It seems likely that we can restate the results in Section 4.4
under the framework of the local model (see Remark 4.12). We point out the main differences. Since the

parameter of our Ω[1,k]-filtration is non-generic (in the sense of [12, (6.5)]), the morphism

XM,M• →
̂(ZL〈r〉,L)δh

×
ẑ
〈r〉
L

XW,F

of groupoids in [12, Theorem 6.2.6] is no longer formally smooth. Thus the discussions in [12, Section
6.4] cannot be applied to our case (for example, the final result [12, Corollary 6.4.7]). It is valuable to

explore local-global compatibility and Breuil’s locally analytic socle conjecture [10] for critical special

(potentially) semistable non-crystalline p-adic Galois representations (non-generic case).

1.3. General notation. Let L (resp. E) be a finite extension of Qp with OL (resp. OE) as its
ring of integers and ̟L (resp. ̟E) a uniformizer. Suppose E is sufficiently large, containing all the
embeddings of L in Qp. Put ΣL := {σ : L →֒ Qp} = {σ : L →֒ E}. the set of all the embeddings of L
in Qp (equivalently, in E). Let kE be the residue field of E.

Let valL(·) (resp. valp) be the p-adic valuation on Qp normalized by sending uniformizers of OL
(resp. of Zp) to 1. Let dL := [L : Qp] = |ΣL|, let eL := valL(̟L) and let fL := dL/eL. We have
qL := pfL = |OL/̟L|.

Let L0 denote the maximal unramified subextension of Qp in L. We fix a compatible system {ǫn}
of p-th roots of unity. Let Ln = L(ǫn), L∞ = ∪nLn, and L′

0 the maximal unramified subextension
of Qp in L∞. We write GalL′ = Gal(Qp/L

′), ΓL′ = Gal(L′
∞/L

′), and HL′ = Gal(Qp/L
′
∞) for any

subfield L′ ⊂ Qp. We omit the subscript L′ if L′ = L.
Let X be a scheme locally of finite type over E or a locally noetherian formal scheme over OE

whose reduction is locally finite type over kE . LetXrig the associated rigid analytic space overE. IfX is
a scheme locally of finite type over E or a rigid analytic space over E, we denote by Xred the associated
reduced Zariski-closed subspace. If x is a point of X, we denote by OX,x (resp., k(x)) the local ring
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(resp., residue field) at x. Let ÔX,x be the mOX,x-adic completion of OX,x, and X̂x := Spf ÔX,x. If x

is a closed point of X, then ÔX,x is a noetherian complete local k(x)-algebra of residue field k(x).

General setting on Reductive groups and Lie algebras. For a Lie algebra h over L, and
σ ∈ ΣL, let hσ := h ⊗L,σ E (which is a Lie algebra over E). For J ⊆ ΣL, let hJ :=

∏
σ∈J gσ.

In particular, we have hΣL
∼= h ⊗Qp E. The notation U(g) refers to the universal enveloping algebra of

g over L.
Let H be an algebraic group over L, and h be its Lie algebra over L. Let ResL/QpH be the scalar

restriction of H from L to Qp. The Lie algebra of ResL/QpH over Qp can also be identified with
h, where h is regarded as a Lie algebra over Qp. We write H/E = (ResL/QpH) ×Qp E, which is an
algebraic group over E. The Lie algebras of H/E over E is hΣL . Let G be a split connected reductive
group over L, and g be its Lie algebra over L. We fix a maximal split torus T and write B for a choice
of Borel subgroup containing T. We use P for the parabolic subgroup of G containing B, and let LP

be the Levi subgroup of P containing T. Let NP be the unipotent radical of P. Then P admits a Levi
decomposition P = LPNP. The Lie algebras (over L) of subgroups T,B,P,LP,NP are denoted by
t, b, p, lP, nP respectively.

Note that the group G/E is also a split-connected reductive group over E with maximal split torus
T/E , Borel subgroup B/E , parabolic subgroup P/E , and LP/E is also the Levi subgroup of LP/E

containing T/E . The Lie algebras (over E) of reductive groups G/E , P/E , and LP/E are given by
gΣL , pΣL and lP,ΣL . We use the Roman letters G, P , etc. for the L-points G(L), P(L). We view these
as locally Qp-analytic groups.

General linear group GLn. Let GLn be the general linear group over L. Let ∆n be the set
of simple roots of GLn (with respect to the Borel subgroup B of upper triangular matrices). We iden-
tify the set ∆n with {1, · · · , n − 1} such that i ∈ {1, · · · , n − 1} corresponds to the simple root
αi : (x1, · · · , xn) ∈ t 7→ xi − xi+1, where t denotes the L-Lie algebra of the torus T of diagonal
matrices.

For a subset I ⊂ ∆n, let PI be the parabolic subgroup of GLn containing B such that ∆n\I are
precisely the simple roots of the unipotent radical NI of PI . Denote by LI the unique Levi subgroup of
PI containing T such that I is equal to the set of simple roots of LI . In particular, we have P∆n = GLn,
P∅ = B. Let PI be the parabolic subgroup opposite to PI . Let NI (resp. NI ) be the nilpotent radical
of PI (resp. PI ), let ZI be the center of LI and let DI be the derived subgroup of LI . Then we have a
Levi decomposition PI = LINI (resp. PI = LINI ). Let Zn be the center of GLn. Let g, pI , nI , lI ,
lI , pI , nI , dI , zI , zI and t be the L-Lie algebras of GLn, PI , NI , LI , LI/Zn, PI , NI , DI , ZI , ZI/Zn
and T respectively.

Denote by Wn (∼= Sn) the Weyl group of GLn, and denote by si the simple reflection corresponding
to i ∈ ∆n. For any I ⊂ ∆n, define WI as the subgroup of Wn generated by simple reflections si with
i ∈ I . The Weyl group of GLn/E is Wn,ΣL := Πσ∈ΣLWn,σ

∼= SdLn , where Wn,σ
∼= Wn is the σ-th

factor of Wn,ΣL . For i ∈ ∆n and σ ∈ ΣL, let si,σ ∈ Wn,σ be the simple reflection corresponding to
i ∈ ∆n. Let ρ be the half of the sum of positive roots of GLn.

We list the basic notation in the theory of the Zelevinsky-segment. Let k, r be two integers such
that n = kr. We put ∆n(k) := {r, 2r, · · · , (k − 1)r} ⊆ ∆n and ∆k

n := ∆n\∆n(k).
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For a subset I ⊂ ∆n(k), we put

(1.10)
L
〈r〉
I := L∆kn∪I

, P
〈r〉
I := P∆kn∪I

, P
〈r〉
I := P∆kn∪I

,

N
〈r〉
I := N∆kn∪I

, N
〈r〉
I := N∆kn∪I

, Z
〈r〉
I := Z∆kn∪I

, D
〈r〉
I := D∆kn∪I

.

Let l〈r〉I , l
〈r〉
I , p〈r〉I , n〈r〉I , p〈r〉I , n〈r〉I , d〈r〉I , z〈r〉I , z〈r〉I be the L-Lie algebras of L〈r〉

I , L〈r〉
I /Zn, P〈r〉

I , N〈r〉
I ,P

〈r〉
I ,

N
〈r〉
I , D〈r〉

I and Z
〈r〉
I , Z〈r〉

I /Zn respectively. Similarly, for a subset S ⊂ ΣL, we put W
〈r〉
I := W∆kn∪I

,

and W
〈r〉
I,S := W∆kn∪I,S

, IW
〈r〉
n,S :=∆kn∪I Wn,S . When I = ∅, we omit the subscripts I . For example, we

have

L〈r〉 :=




GLr 0 · · · 0

0 GLr · · · 0
...

...
. . . 0

0 0 0 GLr



⊆ P

〈r〉
:=




GLr 0 · · · 0

∗ GLr · · · 0
...

...
. . . 0

∗ ∗ · · · GLr




The parabolic subgroups of GLn containing the parabolic subgroup P
〈r〉

are {P
〈r〉
I }I⊆∆n(k).

P -adic Hodge theory. Let RL := B†
rig,L be the Robba ring associated to L. Let A (resp., X)

be an Qp-affinoid algebra (resp. a rigid analytic space), and let RA,L := RL⊗̂QpA (resp., RX,L) for
the Robba ring associated to L with A-coefficient (resp., with OX -coefficient) (see [37, Definition
6.2.1]). Let δA : L× → A× be a continuous character. We write RA,L(δA) for the (ϕ,Γ)-module of
character type over RA,L associated to the continuous character δA. Recall the cohomology of (ϕ,Γ)-
modules (and Euler-Poincaré characteristic formula and Tate duality) defined in [38].

We recall the concept of B-pairs briefly. Let A be a local artinian E-algebra with residue field
E. Recall theE-B-pair (resp., A-B-pair) defined in [39] (resp., [25, Section 1.1]). AnE-B-pair of GalL
is a couple W = (We,W

+
dR) such that We is a finite Be ⊗Qp E-module with a continuous semi-

linear GalL-action which is free as Be-module, and W+
dR ⊂ WdR := BdR ⊗Be We is a GalL-stable

B+
dR ⊗Qp E-lattice. By [39, Theorem 1.36] (resp., [25, Section 1.1]), there exists an equivalence of

categories between the category of E-B-pairs (resp., the category of A-B-pairs) and the category of
(ϕ,Γ)-modules over RE,L (resp., the category of (ϕ,Γ)-modules over RA,L). Let χ : L× → E×

(resp., χA : L× → A×) be a continuous character, and let BE(χ) (resp., BA(χA)) be the rank-one
E-B-pair (resp., the rank-one A-B-pair) associated to χ (resp., χA) (see [39, Theorem 1.45]). Recall
in [39] the definition of the cohomology of E-B-pairs (the A-B-pairs can also be viewed as E-B-
pairs). Recall that cohomology of a (ϕ,Γ)-module over RE,L and the cohomology of the associated
E-B-pair via the equivalence of categories [39, Theorem 1.36] is isomorphic.

We also need the following equivalence of categories in the p-adic Hodge theory. Let WDL′/L,E

the category of representations (r,N, V ) of WL, on an E-vector space V of finite dimension such that
r is unramified when restricted to the WL′ . Let DFL′/L,E be the category of Deligne-Fontaine mod-
ules, i.e., the category of quadruples (ϕ,N,Gal(L′/L),D) where D is an L′

0 ⊗Qp E-module free of
finite rank, which is endowed with a Frobenius ϕ : D → D (resp., an L′

0 ⊗Qp E-linear endomorphism
N : D → D) such that Nϕ = pϕN and an action of Gal(L′/L) commuting with ϕ and N such that
g((l⊗e)d) = (g(l)⊗e)d for g ∈ Gal(L′/L), l ∈ L′0, e ∈ E, d ∈ D. Then the Fontaine’s equivalence
of categories ([19, Proposition 4.1]) assert that WDL′/L,E and DFL′/L,E are equivalent.

For (ϕ,Γ)-modules over RE,L (equivalently, E-B-pairs), we can also talk about the concepts
of potentially semistable (i.e.,de Rham), potentially crystalline, semistable and crystalline. Recall that
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there is an equivalence of categories between the category of potentially semistable (ϕ,Γ)-modules over
RE,L (equivalently, E-B-pairs) which are semistable (resp., crystalline) (ϕ,Γ)-modules over RE,L′

(resp., crystalline E-B-pairs of GalL′) to the category of E-filtered (ϕ,N,Gal(L′/L))-modules (E-
filtered (ϕ,Gal(L′/L))-modules) over L (i.e., E-filtered Deligne-Fontaine modules). The same conclu-
sions hold for E-B-pairs. The last is Berger’s theory [4, Theorem A].

In this paper, we use the theory of (ϕ,Γ)-modules, B-pairs and the above equivalences of cate-
gories freely.

Classical and p-adic local Langlands correspondence. Let m ∈ Z≥1 be a positive integer, and
π be an irreducible smooth admissible representation of GLm(L). We denote by recL(π) the F -semi-
simple Weil-Deligne representation associated to π via the normalized local Langlands correspondence
(see [45]). Denote by vm the character GLm(L)→ E×, g 7→ |det(g)|L = unr(q−1

L ) ◦ det.
We normalize the reciprocity isomorphism recL : L× → W ab

L of local class theory such that the
uniformizer ̟L is mapped to a geometric Frobenius morphism, where W ab

L is the abelization of the
Weil group WL ⊂ GalL. Let χcyc : GalL → Z×

p be the p-adic cyclotomic character (i.e., the character

defined by the formula g(ǫn) = ǫ
χcyc(g)
n for any n ≥ 1 and g ∈ GalL). Then we have

χcyc ◦ recL = unr(q−1
L )

∏

τ∈ΣL

τ : L× → E×

by local class theory. We define the Hodge-Tate weights of a de Rham p-adic Galois representation of
GalL as the opposite of the gaps of the filtration on the covariant de Rham functor so that the Hodge-Tate
weights of the cyclotomic character is 1. For a group A and a ∈ A, denote by unr(α) the unramified
character of L× sending uniformizers to α. For a character χ of O×

L , denote by χ̟L the character of
L× such that χ̟L |O×

L
= χ and χ̟L(̟L) = 1. For a character δ of L×, denote by δ0 := δ|O×

L
. If

k := (kτ )τ∈ΣL ∈ ZΣL , denote by zk :=
∏
τ∈ΣL

τ(z)kτ . A character δ : L× → E× is called special

if δ := unr(q−1
L )zk = χcyc

∏
τ∈ΣL

τ(z)kτ−1 for some k := (kτ )τ∈ΣL ∈ ZΣL
≥1 (i.e., kσ ∈ Z≥1 for all

σ ∈ ΣL).
The p-adic local Langlands correspondence is often stated as follows. Let L (resp. E) be a finite

extension of Qp, where E is a sufficiently large coefficient field. The conjectural p-adic local Langlands
correspondence seeking for a 1 − 1 correspondence between n-dimensional continuous representations
of GalL := Gal(L/L) over E and certain admissible Banach (resp., or locally analytic) representa-
tion of GLn(L) over E, and satisfying certain local-global compatibility. The conjectural p-adic local
Langlands correspondence is compatible with (and refines) the classical local Langlands correspon-
dence. We recall the feature as follows. Let ρL : GalL → GLn(E) be a potentially semistable (thus
de Rham) p-adic Galois representation and let HT(ρL) := (hτ,1 > hτ,2 > · · · > hτ,n)τ∈ΣL be the
Hodge-Tate weights of ρL. Let L′ be a finite Galois extension of L such that ρL|GalL′ is semistable. We
put λh = (hτ,i + i − 1)τ∈ΣL,1≤i≤n, which is a dominant weight of (ResL/QpGLn) ×Qp E respect to
(ResL/QpB)×Qp E. We associate to ρL a locally Qp-algebraic representation πalg(ρL) of G over E in
the following way:

(1.11)
p−Hodge theory︷ ︸︸ ︷

ρL ←→ Dpst(ρL) DF(ρL)←→

classical local Langlands︷ ︸︸ ︷
WD(ρL)←→ π∞(ρL)

whereDpst(ρL) is the filtered (ϕ,N,Gal(L′/L))-module associated to ρL by Fontaine’s theory, DF(ρL)
is the underlying (ϕ,N,Gal(L′/L))-module of Dpst(ρL) (by forgetting the Hodge filtration). Let
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WD(ρL) be the n-dimensional Weli-Deligne representation over E associated to DF(ρL) via the above
Fontaine’s equivalence of categories [19, Proposition 4.1]. Let π∞(ρL) be the smooth representation of
G associated to the F-semi-simple Weil-Deligne representation WD(ρL)

F−ss via the normalized local
Langlands correspondence. Put πalg(ρL) := π∞(ρL)⊗E L(λh), which is a locally Qp-algebraic repre-
sentation of G. We expect that πalg(ρL) is a subrepresentation of the locally Qp-analytic representation
of G via the hypothetical p-adic local Langlands correspondence.

Characters. For a topological commutative groupM , we use Hom(M,E) (resp. Hom∞(M,E))
to denote the E-space of continuous (resp. locally constant) additive E-valued characters on M . If M is
a totally disconnected group, then the terminology "locally constant" is often replaced by smooth. If M
is a locally L-analytic group, denote by Homσ(M,E) the E-vector space of locally σ-analytic charac-
ters on M (i.e., the continuous characters which are locally σ-analytic E-valued functions on M ). The
local class field theory implies a bijection Hom(L×, E) ∼= Hom(GalL, E). Let α ∈ E×, denote by
unr(α) the unramified character of L× sending uniformizers to α.

Representation theory. Let G be a split connected reductive group over L, and P be a parabolic sub-
groups of G. Let G,P,NP , LP be the L-points of G,P,NP,LP respectively. Let P be the parabolic
subgroup opposite to P .

If V is a continuous representation of G over E, we denote by V Qp−an its locally Qp-analytic
vectors. If V is locally Qp-analytic representations of G, we denote by V sm (resp. V lalg) the smooth
(resp, locally Qp-algebraic) subrepresentation of V consists of its smooth (locally Qp-algebraic) vectors
(see [44] and [30] for details).

Let πP be a continuous representation of P over E (resp., locally Qp-analytic representations of
P on a locally convex E-vector space of compact type, resp., smooth representations of P over E), we
denote by

(1.12)

(IndGPπP )
C0

:= {f : G→ πP continuous, f(pg) = pf(g),∀p ∈ P},

resp., (IndGPπP )
Qp−an := {f : G→ πP locally Qp-analytic, f(pg) = pf(g),∀p ∈ P},

resp., iGPπP := (IndGPπP )
∞ = {f : G→ πP smooth, f(pg) = pf(g),∀p ∈ P}

the continuous parabolic induction (resp., the locally Qp-analytic parabolic induction, resp., the (un-
normalized) smooth parabolic induction) of G. It becomes a continuous representation (resp., locally
Qp-analytic representation) of G over E (resp., on a locally convex E-vector space of compact type,
resp., smooth representations of G over E) by endowing the left action of G by right translation on
functions: (gf)(g′) = f(g′g).

2. Parabolic simple L-invariants

For a potentially semistable non-crystalline p-adic Galois representation ρL which admits certain
special “parabolizations" (certain parabolic analogue of the so-called triangulations), we are going to
define parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants of ρL, which encodes certain information on the
subquotients of consecutive extensions of the associated (ϕ,Γ)-module over the Robba rings.

In Section 2.1, we recall some basic facts about the Bernstein component. For a fixed Bernstein
component Ω, we talk about an Ω-filtration on a (ϕ,Γ)-module. In Section 2.2, we focus on the non-
critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration associated to a Zelevinsky-segment. We then define parabolic Fontaine-
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Mazur simpleL-invariants in Section 2.4. In Section 2.3 and 2.5, we give a way to see parabolic Fontaine-
Mazur simple L-invariants in 1-order deformations.

2.1. Background and Preliminaries. Let ρL : GalL → GLn(E) be a p-adic Galois repre-
sentation. Let Drig(ρL) be the (ϕ,Γ)-module over the Robba ring RE,L associated to ρL. We recall
that the p-adic Galois representation ρL is called trianguline if Drig(ρL) is a successive extension of
(ϕ,Γ)-module of rank 1. A flexible version of generalizations of triangulations is given by Breuil-Ding
[12, Definition 4.1.6], that they call Ω-filtrations, where Ω is a Bernstein component. We recall the defi-
nition of Ω-filtration as follows.

Let m be a positive integer. Let Ω0 be a cuspidal Bernstein component of GLm(L) (see [5]). Let
ZΩ0 be the Bernstein center of Ω0 over E (E is required to be sufficiently large such that the ZΩ0 can
be realized over E, by [21, Section 3.13]. Let πΩ0 ∈ Ω0 be a fixed irreducible smooth representation of
GLm(L) over E of type Ω0. We put

ηE(Ω0) := {ηπ : L× → E× : πΩ0
∼= πΩ0 ⊗E ηπ ◦ det},

ηunrE (Ω0) := {ηπ : L× → E× unramified : πΩ0
∼= πΩ0 ⊗E ηπ ◦ det}

= {a ∈ E× : πΩ0
∼= πΩ0 ⊗E unr(a) ◦ det}.

We have ηunrE (Ω0) ⊂ ηE(Ω0). Both ηunrE (Ω0) ⊂ ηE(Ω0) and ηE(Ω0) are finite groups and independent
of the choice of πΩ0 in Ω0. By comparing the central characters, there exists an integer m0|m such that
ηunrE (Ω0) ∼= µm0 . We further assume that µm0 ⊂ E where µm0 means the group of m0-th roots of unity

in Q
×
p . By [21, Pages 242-243, Lemma 3.24] and [12, Section 2.2], we have

ZΩ0
∼= E[z, z−1]µm0 ∼= E[zm0 , z−m0 ].

For any closed point x ∈ Spec(ZΩ0), we can associate it a smooth irreducible cuspidal representation
πx of GLm(L) over k(x). By normalized classical local Langlands correspondence (see [45]), we get
an F -semi-simple Weil-Deligne representation WDx := recL(πx) of WL over k(x). By the equivalence
of categories ([19, Proposition 4.1]), the Weil representation WDx corresponds to a Deligne-Fontaine
module DFx, which by Berger’s theory [4] corresponds to a p-adic differential equation ∆x, i.e., a
(φ,Γ)-module of rank m over RE,L which is de Rham of constant Hodge-Tate weight 0 such that
Dpst(∆x) (forgetting the Hodge filtration) is isomorphic to the DFx. Let L′/L be a finite extension of
L. Moreover, if WDx is unramified when restricted to WL′ , then DFx is a (ϕ,N,Gal(L′/L))-module.

Let n := (n1, · · · , ns) be an ordered partition of n for some positive integer s. We put

Ln :=




GLn1 0 · · · 0

0 GLn2 · · · 0
...

...
. . . 0

0 0 0 GLns



⊆ Pn :=




GLn1 ∗ · · · ∗

0 GLnr · · · ∗
...

...
. . . ∗

0 0 · · · GLns



.

Note that Pn is a parabolic subgroup of GLn and Ln is a Levi subgroup of Pn. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ s, let
Ωi be a cuspidal Bernstein component of GLni(L) and ZΩi be the corresponding Bernstein centre over
E. Let Ω :=

∏s
i=1 Ωi be the cuspidal Bernstein component of Ln(L). Then we have an isomorphism

of commutative E-algebras ZΩ
∼= ⊗si=1ZΩi . For any closed point x = (xi)1≤i≤s ∈ Spec(ZΩ), we

can associate it irreducible smooth cuspidal representations {πxi}1≤i≤s of {GLni(L)}1≤i≤s over k(x),
respectively, the F -semi-simple Weil-Deligne representations (WDxi)1≤i≤s, and the p-adic differential
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equations (∆xi)1≤i≤s. This gives an irreducible smooth cuspidal representation πx = ⊗ki=1πxi of Ln(L)
and an n-dimensional F -semi-simple Weil-Deligne representation WDx := ⊕si=1WDxi of WL over
k(x).

We now recall an Ω-filtration on a (ϕ,Γ)-module (see [12, Section 4.1.2]). Let ZLn be the cen-
ter of Ln. We have a map Z →֒ L×, i 7→ ̟L, which induces a map ⊕si=1Z →֒ ZLn(L). We de-

note by Z̟L its image, then we have ZLn(L)
∼= Z̟L × ZLn(OL). Denote by ZLn,OL = ̂ZLn(OL)

(resp., ZLn,L = ẐLn(L), resp., Ẑ̟L) the rigid analytic space over E which parameters continuous

characters of ZLn(OL) (resp., ZLn(L), resp., Z̟L). Then we have ZLn,L
∼= Ẑ̟L ×ZLn,OL .

As in [12, Section 4.1.2, Definition 4.1.6], we consider:

Definition 2.1. Let D be a fixed (ϕ,Γ)-module of rank n over RE,L. We say that D admits an

Ω-filtration F if D admits an increasing filtration by saturated (ϕ,Γ)-submodules

F = FilF• D : 0 = FilF0 D ( FilF1 D ( · · · ( FilFk D = D,

such that for 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

• grFi D is a (ϕ,Γ)-module of rank ni;

• there exist an E-point xi ∈ (SpecZΩi
)an, and a continuous character δi : L

× → E× such that

grFi D⊗RE,L
RE,L(δ

−1
i ) →֒ ∆xi .

Put x = (xi) and δ = ⊗si=1δi.

• We say (x, δ) ∈ (SpecZΩ)
rig×ZLn,L is a parameter of Ω-filtration F if 0 is the minimal τ -Hodge-

Tate weight of grFi D⊗RE,L
RE,L(δ

−1
i ).

• We call (x, δ0 = ⊗si=1δ
0
i ) ∈ (SpecZΩ)

rig × ZLn,OL is a parameter of the Ω-filtration F of D if

(x, (δ0)̟L) = ⊗
s
i=1(δ

0
i )̟L) is a parameter of Ω-filtration F in (SpecZΩ)

rig ×ZLn,L.

Denote by ιΩ the following morphism

(2.1) ιΩ :(SpecZΩ)
rig ×ZLn,L → (SpecZΩ)

rig ×ZLn,OL , (x, δ) 7→ (ιΩ(x), δ|O×
L
),

where ιΩ : (SpecZΩ)
rig ∼
−→ (SpecZΩ)

rig is the isomorphism such that πιΩ(x)i = πxi⊗Eunr(δi(̟L)). It

is clear that (x, δ) ∈ (SpecZΩ)
rig ×ZLn,L is a parameter of Ω-filtration if and only if (ιΩ(x), δ|O×

L
)

∈ (SpecZΩ)
rig ×ZLn,OL is a parameter of Ω-filtration.

2.2. (ϕ,Γ)-module over RE,L with non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration. In the sequel, we
fix a cuspidal Bernstein component Ωr of GLr(L) and an irreducible smooth cuspidal representation
π0 ∈ Ωr over E of type Ωr. We put

Ω[1,k] =

k∏

i=1

Ωr,i, Ωr,i = Ωr

which is a cuspidal Bernstein component of L〈r〉(L). Let ZΩ[1,k]
∼= ⊗ki=1ZΩr,i = Z⊗k

Ωr
be the associated

Bernstein center over E.
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Let π ∈ Ωr be an (absolutely) irreducible smooth cuspidal representation overE of type Ωr, which
corresponds anE-point xπ of Spec(ZΩr). There exists a unique απ ∈ E× such that π ∼= π0⊗Eunr(απ).
Via the classical local Langlands correspondence (normalized as in [45]), we get an r-dimensional ab-
solutely irreducible F -semi-simple Weil-Deligne representation WDπ of WL over E. Let DFπ (resp.,
∆π) be the Deligne-Fontaine module (resp., p-adic differential equation ∆π over RE,L) associated to
WDπ (equivalently, to π). Assume that WDπ is unramified when restricted toWL′ for some finite Galois
extension L′ of L. Denote by ϕπ : DFπ → DFπ the Frobenius semi-linear operator on DFπ. Note that
DFπ = (ϕπ, N = 0,Gal(L′/L),DFπ) is an (absolutely) irreducible Deligne-Fontaine module.

Next, we consider a special case of Ω[1,k]-filtration, that we call non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration.
Let D be a potentially semistable (ϕ,Γ)-module over RE,L of rank n. Let L′ be a finite Galois

extension of L such that D|L′ is a semistable (ϕ,Γ)-module over RE,L′ of rank n. We consider the
Deligne-Fontaine module associated to D:

DF(D) = (ϕ,N,Gal(L′/L),Dpst(D))

where Dpst(D) = DL′

st (D ⊗RE,L
RE,L′) is a finite free L′

0 ⊗Qp E-module of rank n, where the
(ϕ,N)-action on Dpst(D) is induced from the (ϕ,N)-action on Bst, and where the Gal(L′/L)-action
on Dpst(D) is the residual action of GalL. Let WDL′/L,E the category of representations (rL, N, V )
of WL, on an E-vector space V of finite dimension such that rL is unramified when restricted to the
WL′ . By Fontaine’s equivalence of categories as in [19, Proposition 4.1], we can associate to DF(D)
an n-dimensional Weli-Deligne representation WD(D) ∈ WDL′/L,E (not necessarily F -semi-simple)
of WL over E.

We say that WD(D) admits an increasing special Ω[1,k]-filtration F if WD(D) admits an increas-
ing filtration F by Weil-Deligne subrepresentations:

F = FilF• WD(D) : 0 = FilF0 WD(D) ( FilF1 WD(D) ( · · · ( FilFk WD(D) = WD(D),

and there is an irreducible smooth cuspidal representation π ∈ Ωr over E of type Ωr such that:

• For all 1 6 i 6 k, we have grFi WD(D) ∼= WDπ ⊗E |rec
−1
L |

k−i;

• The monodromy operator N sends grFi WD(D) to grFi−1WD(D) via the zero or identity map on
WDπ for 2 ≤ i ≤ k, and sends grF1 WD(D) to zero.

Note that the formulation on the second assumption originated from the fact that any F -semi-simple
Weil-Deligne representation is isomorphic to a direct sum of (absolutely) indecomposable objects. In
particular, the second assumption implies that the F -semisimplification WD(D)F−ss of WD(D) is an
absolutely indecomposable (but not irreducible) F -semi-simple Weil-Deligne representation if and only
if the monodromy operator N has full monodromy rank (i.e., Nk−1 6= 0 and Nk = 0).

By [19, Proposition 4.1], the special Ω[1,k]-filtration F on WD(D) corresponds to an increasing
special Ω[1,k]-filtration on DF(D) (still denoted by F) by Deligne-Fontaine submodules

F = FilF• DF(D) : 0 = FilF0 DF(D) ( FilF1 DF(D) ( · · · ( FilFk DF(D) = DF(D),

such that FilFi DF(D) is associated to FilFi WD(D) via [19, Proposition 4.1]. We then see that

grFi DF(D) ∼= (ϕπ,i, NgrFi DF(D) = 0,Gal(L′/L),DFπ,i)

for 1 6 i 6 k, where DFπ,i is isomorphic to DFπ as a module, endowed with a Frobenius morphism
ϕπ,i = pi−kϕπ (i.e., a twist of ϕπ by pi−k). The monodromy operator N on Deligne-Fontaine module
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DF(D) is zero on (p1−kϕπ, N = 0,Gal(L′/L),DFπ), and sending (pi−kϕπ, N = 0,Gal(L′/L),DFπ)
to (p(i−1)−kϕπ, N = 0,Gal(L′/L),DFπ) via the zero or identity map on DFπ for 2 ≤ i ≤ k.

Let ∆D be the p-adic differential equation over RE,L associated to the Deligne-Fontaine module
DF(D). The special Ω[1,k]-filtration on DF(D) induces a special Ω[1,k]-filtration FilF• ∆D = {FilFi ∆D}

on ∆D by saturated (ϕ,Γ)-submodules overRE,L, such that FilFi ∆D is the p-adic differential equation
over RE,L associated to FilFi DF(D). In particular, we see that grFi ∆D

∼= ∆π⊗RE,L
RE,L(unr(q

i−k
L ))

for 1 6 i 6 k. Consider

MD = D
[1
t

]
∼= ∆D

[1
t

]

By inverting t, the filtration F on ∆D induces an increasing filtration F := FilFi MD := FilFi ∆D

[
1
t

]

on MD by (ϕ,Γ)-submodules over RE,L
[
1
t

]
. Therefore, this filtration F on MD = D

[
1
t

]
induces a

filtration on D:

F = FilF• D : 0 = FilF0 D ( FilF1 D ( · · · ( FilFk D = D, FilFi D = (FilFi MD) ∩D,

by saturated (ϕ,Γ)-submodules of D overRE,L.
Since D is potentially semistable, it is de Rham. Hence we have

DdR(D) ∼= (Dpst(D)⊗L′
0
L′)Gal(L′/L),

which is a free L⊗QpE-module of rank n. The module DdR(D) is equipped with a natural Hodge filtra-
tion. We assume that DdR(D) has distinct Hodge-Tate weights h := (hτ,1 > hτ,2 > · · · > hτ,n)τ∈ΣL .
Denote by hi = (hτ,i)τ∈ΣL for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Now by Berger’s equivalence of categories, we see that FilFi D corresponds to the filtered Delingen-
Fontaine module FilFi DF(D) equipped with the induced filtration from the Hodge filtration onDpst(D).
We say that F is non-critical if the Hodge-Tate weights of FilFi D are given by

{hτ,1,hτ,2, · · · ,hτ,ir}τ∈ΣL .

This implies that the Hodge-Tate weights of grFi D are

{hτ,(i−1)r+1,hτ,(i−1)r+2, · · · ,hτ,ir}τ∈ΣL .

In this case, using Berger’s equivalence of categories [4, Theorem A] and comparing the weight (or see
[12, (2.4)]), we have an injection of (ϕ,Γ)-modules overRE,L

Ii : gr
F
i D →֒ ∆π⊗RE,L

RE,L(unr(q
i−k
L ))⊗RE,L

RE,L(z
hir)(2.2)

= grFi ∆D⊗RE,L
RE,L(z

hir ),

for i = 1, · · · , k. Note that this injection (2.2) is equivalent to the existence of an isomorphism of (ϕ,Γ)-
modules over RE,L[1/t]: grFi [1/t]

∼= grFi ∆D⊗RE,L
RE,L(z

hir )[1/t] or an injection (by comparing
Hodge-Tate weights)

grFi ∆D →֒ grFi D⊗RE,L
RE,L(z

h(i−1)r+1).

This implies that the (ϕ,Γ)-module D admits a non-critical Ω[1,k]-filtration F . The parameters

of F in
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
× ZL〈r〉,L or

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
× ZL〈r〉,OL

are given as follows. Recall that
π ∼= π0 ⊗ unr(απ) for some απ ∈ E×.
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Definition 2.2. (Non-critical special weakly Ω[1,k]-filtration) Keep the above assumption. We

say that the (ϕ,Γ)-module D admits a non-critical special weakly Ω[1,k]-filtration F with parameter

(2.3)

(xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L,

xπ = (xπ,i ∼= xπ)1≤i≤k,

δh := (δh,i = unr(qi−kL )zhir )1≤i≤k,

or with parameter

(2.4)

(x̃π,h, δ̃h) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

,

x̃π,h = (x̃π,i)1≤i≤k, πx̃π,h,i
∼= π0⊗Eunr(απq

i−k
L zhir(̟L)),

δ̃h = (δ̃h,i = zhir |O×
L
)1≤i≤k.

Remark 2.3. For convenience, we may use these two kinds of parameters depending on the situ-

ation. By [12, Lemma 4.1.9], the parameters of F in
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L or

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×

ZL〈r〉,OL
are in general not unique. All the parameters of F in

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

are of form

(x′, δ′) such that, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have WDxi
∼= WDxπ,i ⊗E unr(αi) and δ′i = δh,iunr(α

−1
i )ηi

for some αi ∈ E
×

and ηi ∈ µΩr,i = µΩr . All the parameters of F in
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
× ZL〈r〉,OL

are of the form (x′, δ′′) such that, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have WDxi
∼= WDx̃π,i ⊗E unr(ηi(̟L)) and

δ′′i = zhirηi|O×
L

for some ηi ∈ µΩr .

Definition 2.4. (Non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration) We call an Ω[1,k]-filtration F on D is non-

critical special with parameter

(xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L,

(resp., with parameter (x̃π,h, δ̃h) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
× ZL〈r〉,OL

) if D admits a non-critical special

weakly Ω[1,k]-filtration F (see Definition 2.2) with parameter (xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
× ZL〈r〉,L

(resp., with parameter (x̃π,h, δ̃h) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
× ZL〈r〉,OL

), and the subquotient Di+1
i is non-

split for all ir ∈ ∆n(k).

Throughout section 2, we fix such a (ϕ,Γ)-module D (in Definition 2.2 or Definition 2.4). For
1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ k, we put Dj

i := FilFj D/Fil
F
i−1D. We also use F to denote the induced non-critical

special Ω[i,j]-filtration on Dj
i , where Ω[i,j] :=

∏j
l=iΩr,l. Clearly, a parameter of this non-critical special

Ω[i,j]-filtration is ((x0,s)i≤s≤j, (δh,s)i≤s≤j).

2.3. Deformation of type Ω[1,k]. In this section, we study certain paraboline deformations of
(ϕ,Γ)-modules which admit an Ω[1,k]-filtration, under the framework of [12, Section 4.1].

We first recall the contents of [12, Section 4.1.1]. Let ∆ be an irreducible (ϕ,Γ)-module of rank
r over RE,L, de Rham of constant Hodge-Tate weight 0. Let D be a (ϕ,Γ)-module of rank r over
RE,L such that there exists a continuous character δ : L× → E× such that we have an injection
D ⊗RE,L

RE,L(δ
−1) −֒→ ∆ of (ϕ,Γ)-modules of rank r overRE,L.

17



In [12, Section 4.1.1], the authors consider the following functor:

F 0
D : Art(E) := {Artinian local E-algebra with residue field E} −→ {sets}

sends A to the set of isomorphism classes {(DA, πA, δA)}/ ∼, where

(1) DA is a (ϕ,Γ)-module of rank r over RA,L with πA : DA ⊗A E ∼= D;

(2) δA : L× → A× is a continuous character such that δA ≡ δ mod mA;

(3) there exists an injection of (ϕ,Γ)-modules of rank r overRA,L: DA −֒→ ∆⊗RE,L
RA,L(δA).

Remark 2.5. We remark some easy facts about F 0
D. We consider such deformations for two rea-

sons.

• We consider DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 of D over E[ǫ]/ǫ2. The condition that DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 is a subobject of the form

∆ ⊗RE,L
RA,L(δE[ǫ]/ǫ2) is more flexible than that DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 itself is of that form. In fact, by [12,

Proposition 4.1.4]) or Lemma 2.9, we see that the following map

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D,D)→ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D,∆⊗RE,L
RE,L(δ))

is not injective, and its kernel has dimension dL
r(r−1)

2 .

• We can view F 0
D(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) as a "determinant" part of FD(E[ǫ]/ǫ2), which is easier to control.

Recall that in Definition 2.2 we have fixed a (ϕ,Γ)-module D which admits a non-critical special

weakly Ω[1,k]-filtration F with parameter (xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L.

Denote by F 0
D,F the deformation functor

F 0
D,F : Art(E) := {Artinian local E-algebra with residue field E} −→ {sets}

sends A to the set of isomorphism classes {(DA, πA,FA, δA)}/ ∼, where

(1) DA is a (ϕ,Γ)-module of rank n over RA,L with πA : DA ⊗A E ∼= D;

(2) FA = Fil•DA is an increasing filtration of (ϕ,Γ)-module overRA,L on DA, such that FiliDA are
direct summand of DA asRA,L-modules, and πA(FiliDA) ∼= FilFi D;

(3) δA = (δA,i)1≤i≤k where δA,i : L× → A× is a continuous character such that δA,i ≡ δh,i(
mod mA);

(4) there exists an injection of (ϕ,Γ)-modules of rank r overRA,L:

(2.5) griDA −֒→ ∆π ⊗RE,L
RA,L(δA,i).

Note that the injection (2.5) is equivalent to the existence of an isomorphism of (ϕ,Γ)-modules over
RA,L[1/t]: griDA[1/t] ∼= ∆π⊗RE,L

RA,L(δA,i)[1/t]. This deformation functor encodes certain parabo-
line deformations of (ϕ,Γ)-modules of D which admit an Ω[1,k]-filtration.

Define by FD,F the deformation functor which sends A ∈ Art(E) to the isomorphism classes
FD,F (A) := {(DA, πA,FA)}/ ∼. Moreover, the map sending the data {(DA, πA,FA, δA)} (resp.,
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{(DA, πA,FA)}) to {(griDA, πA|grFi DA
, δA,i)1≤i≤k} (resp., {(griDA, πA|grFi DA

}) induces a natural
morphism

(2.6) Υ0 : F 0
D,F −→

k∏

i=1

F 0
grFi D

(resp., Υ : FD,F −→
k∏

i=1

FgrFi D)

By definition, we have a natural morphism F 0
D,F → FD,F . We see that

F 0
D,F = FD,F ×∏k

i=1 FgriD

k∏

i=1

F 0
griD

.

We have the following E-linear maps

(2.7)

κ : F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

Υ0(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)
−−−−−−−→

k∏

i=1

F 0
grFi D

(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

ω0

−→
k∏

i=1

Hom(L×, E)
κL−−→

∏

ir∈∆n(k)

Hom(L×, E),

where the first map is obtained by evaluating the morphism Υ0 on E[ǫ]/ǫ2-points, and the second map
is given by ((DA,i, πA,i, δA,i))1≤i≤k 7→ ((δ−1

i − 1)/ǫ)1≤i≤k . The last map κL sends (ψ1, ψ2, · · · , ψk)
to (ψi − ψi+1)ir∈∆n(k). By definition, the composition of Υ0(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) and ω0 is given by

(DE[ǫ]/ǫ2, πE[ǫ]/ǫ2,FE[ǫ]/ǫ2, δE[ǫ]/ǫ2) 7→ ((δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,iδ
−1
i − 1)/ǫ)1≤i≤k .

In Section 2.5, we see that the functor F 0
D,F is pro-representable. We next compute theE-dimension

of tangent space F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2) by using Colmez-Greenberg-Stevens formula.

Remark 2.6. The deformation functor F 0
D,F ′ in [12, Section 4.1.2] has generic parameters ([12,

(4.13)]). This functor is formally smooth, which has a simpler structure than our F 0
D,F . Proposition

4.1.17 in [12] also computes its dimension. Note that the parameters of our non-critical special weakly

Ω[1,k]-filtration F are non-generic, thus the discussions in [12, Section 4.1.2] are not valid for our

case. We study our deformation functor F 0
D,F by working a bit more carefully. One should note that, as

opposed to generic case, there are obstructions to paraboline deformations of D. However, these ob-

structions to paraboline deformations are characterized by the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-

invariants (see Section 2.4 and Section 2.5 below). This result overcomes the above difficulty.

2.4. Parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants. Suppose that D admits a non-critical

special weakly Ω[1,k]-filtrationF (see Definition 2.2) with parameter (xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L.

In this section, we will attach to (ϕ,Γ)-module D the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants
L(D).

For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we write

Di := grFi D, ∆π,i := ∆π⊗RE,L
RE,L(δh,i)
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for simplicity. We first explain the construction of pairing (1.2)

(2.8)
Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di) × Hom(L×, E)

(
∼= H1

(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L)
)

∪
−→ E

(
∼= Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))

)

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. By [38], the cup product induces a pairing

(2.9) Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di) × Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Di)
∪
−→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di).

We will show below that dimE Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di) = dimE Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Di) = 1 + r2 and

Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di) ∼= E. If r > 1, this pairing is not perfect. Roughly speaking, our pairing (2.8) is

obtained by considering the cup product of the first term Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di) and a certain subspace

Hom(L×, E) of the second term Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Di) in (2.9). We will prove that (2.8) is non-degenerate
(but may not be perfect). Then the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants are defined in terms of
this pairing. We need the following preliminaries.

The following lemma is a direct consequence of [12, Lemma 4.1.12].

Lemma 2.7. We have

(a) For any j 6= i− 1, we have

H2
(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Dj) ∼= H0

(ϕ,Γ)(Dj ,Di⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc)) = 0.

(b) For any i 6= j, we have H0
(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Dj) = 0.

Proof. Note that for the pair (i, j) such that j 6= i − 1, (xπ,i, δh,i) and (xπ,j, δh,j) satisfy
the generic condition of [12, (4.13)]. Then (a) is a direct consequence of [12, Lemma 4.1.12]. When
i 6= j, the proof of H0

(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Dj) = 0 in [12, Lemma 4.1.12] is also appropriate for our case (but is

false for H2
(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Di−1)).

By (2.2), the injections

Ii : Di →֒ ∆π,i, Ii+1 : Di+1 →֒ ∆π,i+1.

induces the following natural morphisms:

(2.10)
Extj(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di)

I2,ji−−→ Extj(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,∆π,i)
I1,ji+1
←−− Extj(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i),

Extj(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i)
I2,ji←−− Extj(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,Di)

I1,ji+1
−−→ Extj(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di).

for j = 0, 1, 2.

Lemma 2.8. For l ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {0, 1, 2}, the morphisms Il,ji and Il,ji+1 in (2.10) induce

isomorphisms.
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Proof. Let D0 →֒ D1 be an injection of (φ,Γ)-modules over RE,L with the same rank. After
identifying the cohomology of (ϕ,Γ)-modules and the Galois cohomology of E-B-pairs (for example
[39, Section 3]), we deduce from the morphism D0 →֒ D1 a long exact sequence

(2.11)

0 −→ H0
(ϕ,Γ)(D0) −→ H0

(ϕ,Γ)(D1) −→ H0
(ϕ,Γ)(D1/D0)

−→H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D0) −→ H1

(ϕ,Γ)(D1) −→ H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D1/D0)

−→ H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D0) −→ H2

(ϕ,Γ)(D1) −→ H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D1/D0).

By [38, Theorem 4.7], we have H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D1/D0) = 0 and

(2.12) dimE H0
(ϕ,Γ)(D1/D0) = dimE H1

(ϕ,Γ)(D1/D0).

For a (ϕ,Γ)-module D′ overRE,L, denoted by W+
dR(D

′) the B+
dR ⊗Qp E-representation of GalL asso-

ciated to D′. For τ ∈ ΣL, let B+
dR,τ,E

:= B+
dR ⊗L,τ E. By [14, Lemma 5.1.1], we have

(2.13) H0
(ϕ,Γ)(D1/D0) ∼= H0(GalL,W

+
dR(D1)/W

+
dR(D0)),

Applying the above discussion to the pairs

(2.14)

(D0,D1) = (D∨
i+1⊗RE,L

Di,D
∨
i+1⊗RE,L

∆π,i),

resp., (∆∨
π,i+1⊗RE,L

∆π,i,D
∨
i+1⊗RE,L

∆π,i),

resp., (∆∨
π,i+1⊗RE,L

Di,∆
∨
π,i+1⊗RE,L

∆π,i),

resp., (∆∨
π,i+1⊗RE,L

Di,D
∨
i+1⊗RE,L

Di).

Note that
(2.15)
W+

dR(D
∨
i+1⊗RE,L

∆π,i)/W
+
dR(D

∨
i+1⊗RE,L

Di)

∼= ⊕τ∈ΣL ⊕
r
s=1 ⊕

r
l=1t

hτ,ir−hτ,ir+sB+
dR,τ,E/t

hτ,(i−1)r+l−hτ,ir+sB+
dR,τ,E,

resp., W+
dR(D

∨
i+1⊗RE,L

∆π,i)/W
+
dR(∆

∨
π,i+1⊗RE,L

∆π,i)

∼= ⊕τ∈ΣL ⊕
r
s=1 ⊕

r
l=1t

hτ,ir−hτ,ir+sB+
dR,τ,E/t

hτ,ir−hτ,(i+1)rB+
dR,τ,E,

resp., W+
dR(∆

∨
π,i+1⊗RE,L

∆π,i)/W
+
dR(∆

∨
π,i+1⊗RE,L

Di)

∼= ⊕τ∈ΣL ⊕
r
s=1 ⊕

r
l=1t

hτ,ir−hτ,(i+1)rB+
dR,τ,E/t

hτ,(i−1)r+l−hτ,(i+1)rB+
dR,τ,E,

resp., W+
dR(D

∨
i+1⊗RE,L

Di)/W
+
dR(∆

∨
π,i+1⊗RE,L

Di)

∼= ⊕τ∈ΣL ⊕
r
s=1 ⊕

r
l=1t

hτ,(i−1)r+l−hτ,ir+sB+
dR,τ,E/t

hτ,(i−1)r+l−hτ,(i+1)rB+
dR,τ,E.

All the choices of (D0,D1) satisfy H0(GalL,W
+
dR(D1)/W

+
dR(D0)) = 0. Then we have

H0
(ϕ,Γ)(D1/D0) ∼= H1(GalL,W

+
dR(D1)/W

+
dR(D0)) = 0.

Now our lemma is a direct consequence of the long exact sequence (2.11).

The injection Ii : Di →֒ ∆π,i also induces morphisms

(2.16) Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Di)
I′i−→ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di,∆π,i)

I′′i←− Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i,∆π,i).
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Lemma 2.9. The morphism I′′i is an isomorphism, and dimE ker(I′i) = dL(1 +
r(r−1)

2 ).

Proof. Proof of the injectivity of [12, Proposition 4.1.4, (4.10)] and (2.11), (2.12) show that I′′i
is an isomorphism. The dimension of the kernel ker(I′i) is given in the last paragraph of the [12, Proof
of Proposition 4.1.4]).

Therefore for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, all morphisms in (2.10) and (2.16) fit into the following com-
mutative diagram:

(2.17)

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di) × Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Di)

I′i
��

∪
c1

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di)

⋍ I2,2i
��

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di)

I2,1i≃

��

× Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di,∆π,i)
∪
c2

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,∆π,i)

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,∆π,i) × Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i,∆π,i)

I′′i≃

OO

∪
c3

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,∆π,i)

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i)

I1,1i+1≃

OO

× Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i,∆π,i)
∪
c4

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i).

⋍ I1,2i+1

OO

Recall the E-B-pairs defined in [39]. By [39, Theorem 1.36], there exists an equivalence of cate-
gory between the category ofE-B-pairs and the category of (ϕ,Γ)-modules overRE,L. Letχ : L× → E×

be a continuous character, and let BE(χ) be the rank-one E-B-pair associated to χ (see [39, Theorem
1.45]).

PutEnd(∆π) := ∆π⊗RE,L
∆∨
π and End0(∆π) = End(∆π)/RE,L = (∆π⊗RE,L

∆∨
π)/RE,L. Then

we have End(∆π) = End0(∆π)⊕RE,L. Let W = (We,W
+
dR) (resp.,W0 := (W0

e ,W
0,+
dR )) be theE-

B-pair associated to the (ϕ,Γ)-module End(∆π) (resp., End0(∆π)). We put W(χ) := W ⊗E BE(χ)
(resp., W0(χ) := W0 ⊗E BE(χ)). Using E-B-pairs, we show that

Lemma 2.10. The cup products c2, c3 and c4 in (2.17) are perfect pairings.

Proof. It suffices to prove that c4 is perfect. Note that the natural morphism

j : W(δh,iδ
−1
h,i+1)→W(χcyc)

(induced by BE(δh,iδ
−1
h,i+1) →֒ BE(χcyc)) gives an exact sequence of GalL-complexes,

0 −→ [W(δh,iδ
−1
h,i+1)e⊕W(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1)

+
dR →W(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1)dR]

−→ [W(χcyc)e ⊕W(χcyc)
+
dR →W(χcyc)dR]

−→ [⊕τ∈ΣLtB
+
dR,τ,E/t

hτ,ir−hτ,(i+1)rB+
dR,τ,E → 0] −→ 0.

Since Hi(GalL,⊕τ∈ΣLtB
+
dR,τ,E/t

hτ,ir−hτ,(i+1)rB+
dR,τ,E) = 0 for any i ≥ 0. We see that j induces iso-

morphisms Hi(GalL,W(δh,iδ
−1
h,i+1))

∼
−→ Hi(GalL,W(χcyc)) for all i ≥ 0. Furthermore, the following
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diagram commutes:

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i)

≃

��

× Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i,∆π,i)
∪
c4

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i)

≃

��

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,∆π(χcyc)) × Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π(χcyc),∆π(χcyc))
∪

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,∆π(χcyc)),

where ∆π(χcyc) := ∆π⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc) and Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i)

∼
−→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,∆π(χcyc)) ∼= E.

The bottom cup product is perfect by using Tate duality. This completes the proof.

The second term of (2.8) is given as follows. By the decomposition End(∆π) = End0(∆π)⊕RE,L,
we have decompositions

(2.18)

Exti(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i)

= Hi(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ
−1
h,i+1))⊕Hi(ϕ,Γ)(End

0(∆π)⊗RE,L
RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))

resp., Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i,∆π,i) = H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L)⊕H1

(ϕ,Γ)(End
0(∆π)).

for i = 0, 1, 2. These induce the injections

(2.19)

Ĩ1i : H
1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))→ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i),

Ĩ2i : H
2
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i),

resp., Ĩ′i : H
1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L)

∼= Hom(L×, E)→ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i,∆π,i).

Lemma 2.11. The morphism Ĩ2i is an isomorphism.

Proof. By using Tate duality, it suffices to prove that

(Ĩ2i )
∨ : Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(End(∆π)⊗RE,L

RE,L(χcyc · δ
−1
h,iδh,i+1))→ Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(χcyc · δ

−1
h,iδh,i+1))

is an isomorphism, i.e., H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End

0(∆π)⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc · δ

−1
h,iδh,i+1)) = 0. Indeed, the unique (up

to scalar) nonzero element in H0
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(χcyc·δ

−1
h,iδh,i+1)) ∼= E corresponds to an injectionRE,L →֒ RE,L(χcyc·δ

−1
h,iδh,i+1). Note

that

W0(χcyc · δ
−1
h,iδh,i+1)

+
dR)/W

0,+
dR
∼= ⊕τ∈ΣL

(
th(i+1)r,τ−hir,τB+

dR,τ,E
/B+

dR,τ,E

)⊕(r2−1)
,

we deduce H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End

0(∆π)⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc · δ

−1
h,iδh,i+1)/End

0(∆π)) = 0. By an easy dévissage

argument, we see that H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End

0(∆π)⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc · δ

−1
h,iδh,i+1))

∼
←− H0

(ϕ,Γ)(End
0(∆π)) = 0

(recall that ∆π is irreducible). This completes the proof.

We are ready to define the desired non-degenerate pairing.

Proposition 2.12. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, we have the following non-degenerate pairing:

(2.20)

〈−,−〉ci : Ext
1
(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di)×H1

(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L)
∪

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ
−1
h,i+1))

∼= E.
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Proof. Combining the diagrams (2.17) with (2.19), we get the following commutative diagram:
(2.21)

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di) × Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di,Di)

I′i
��

∪
c1

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di)

⋍ I2,2i
��

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di) × Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di,∆π,i)
∪
c2

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,∆π,i)

H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))

� ?

(I2,1i )−1◦I1,1i+1◦Ĩ
1
i

OO

× H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L)

∼= Hom(L×, E)
� ?

I′′i ◦Ĩ
′
i

OO

∪
c5

// H2
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1)).

⋍ I1,2i+1◦Ĩ
2
i

OO

Note that H2
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))

∼= E. The desired pairing is given by the cup product of the (2, 1)-
term and (3, 2)-term of this diagram. By definition, this pairing is non-degenerate.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, the subobject Di+1
i gives an extension class [Di+1

i ] ∈ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Di+1,Di).
We further put

[(∆D)i+1
i ] = (I2,1i )−1 ◦ I1,1i+1([D

i+1
i ]) ∈ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i+1,∆π,i).

With respect to the direct sum decomposition (2.18), we put

(2.22) (∆D)i+1
i := (∆z

D)i+1
i ⊕ (∆0

D)
i+1
i ,

where (∆z
D)i+1

i (resp., (∆0
D)

i+1
i ) is the projection of (∆D)i+1

i to the first (resp., second) factor.
We are ready to define the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants of D.

Definition 2.13. (Parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants)Suppose that D admits a non-

critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration with parameter

(xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L

(resp., with parameter (x̃π,h, δ̃h) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

).

For ir ∈ ∆n(k) = {r, 2r, · · · , (k−1)r}}, we can attach L(D)ir ⊆ H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L) (as a subspace

of Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,i,∆π,i)) by (see Proposition 2.12)

(2.23) L(D)ir : = {ψ ∈ H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L) | 〈ψ, [D

i+1
i ]〉ci = 0}.

We call L(D) =
∏
ir∈∆n(k)

L(D)ir the parabolic simple L-invariants of D.

Remark 2.14. By definition, we have 〈ψ, [Di+1
i ]〉ci = 〈Ĩ

′
i(ψ), (∆D)i+1

i 〉c4 (see (2.17)).

Lemma 2.15. The following are equivalent:

(a) For all ir ∈ ∆n(k), D
i+1
i is potentially semistable and noncrystalline,

(b) For all ir ∈ ∆n(k), (∆
z
D)i+1

i is semistable noncrystalline,

(c) For all ir ∈ ∆n(k), Hom∞(L×, E) * L(D)ir ,
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(d) We have Nk−1 6= 0 on DF(D), i.e, DF(D) is absolutely indecomposable.

Proof. For any ir ∈ ∆n(k), the cup product induces a perfect paring (see [25, Lemma 1.13])

H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))×H1

(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L)
∪
−→ H2

(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L(δh,s−1δ
−1
h,s))

∼= E.

Then H1
(ϕ,Γ),e(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))

⊥ := {ψ ∈ H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L) | 〈ψ,H

1
(ϕ,Γ),e(RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1))〉 = 0} is

isomorphic to Hom∞(L×, E) (see [25, Proposition 1.9, Lemma 1.15]). Thus we see that

Hom∞(L×, E) ⊆ L(D)ir

if and only if (∆z
D)i+1

i is crystalline. Therefore (b) and (c) are equivalent.
We next show that (a) is equivalent to (b). Since Di+1

i [1t ] = (∆D)i+1
i [1t ], Part (a) is equivalent

to prove that (∆D)i+1
i = (∆z

D)i+1
i ⊕ (∆0

D)
i+1
i is potentially semistable noncrystalline. It suffices to

show that (∆0
D)

i+1
i is always potentially crystalline. Let L′ be a sufficiently large extension of L such

that the restriction of End0(∆π)⊗RE,L
RE,L(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1) to L′ is crystalline. Recall that W0 (resp.,

W0(δh,iδ
−1
h,i+1)) is the E-B-pair associated to End0(∆π) (resp., End0(∆π)⊗RE,L

RE,L(δh,iδ
−1
h,i+1),

see [39, Theorem 1.36]). We are going to show that

H1
f (GalL′ ,W0(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1)) = H1(GalL′ ,W0(δh,iδ

−1
h,i+1)),

then [39, Remark 2.5]) implies that (∆0
D)

i+1
i |L′ is always crystalline. Indeed, by [39, Proposition 2.7]),

we have

dimE H1
f (GalL′ ,W0(δh,s−1δ

−1
h,s))

= dimE H0(GalL′ ,W0(δh,s−1δ
−1
h,s)) + dimE DdR(W

0(δh,s−1δ
−1
h,s))/Fil

H
0 DdR(W

0(δh,s−1δ
−1
h,s))

= dimE H0(GalL′ ,W0(δh,s−1δ
−1
h,s)) + dimE DdR(W

0(δh,s−1δ
−1
h,s))

= dimE H1(GalL′ ,W0(δh,s−1δ
−1
h,s)).

It remains to show that (a) and (d) are equivalent. Suppose there exists i ∈ ∆k such that Di+1
i |L′ is crys-

talline. N is zero on Di+1
i |L′ . Then we see that Nk−i−1 = 0 on Dpst(D

k
i+1), N

i−1 = 0 on Dpst(D
i−1
1 )

and N = 0 on Dpst(D
i+1
i ). We deduce from an easy dévissage argument that the monodromy operator

Nk−1 = N (k−i−1)+(i−1)+1 = 0 on DF(π). The “only if" part follows. Conversely, suppose Di+1
i |L′ is

semistable noncrystalline for all i ∈ ∆k. By definition, we pick a basis

{v1,1, v1,2, · · · , v1,r} ∪ · · · ∪ {vk,1, vk,2, · · · , vk,r} ∪ {vk−1,1, vk−1,2, · · · , vk−1,r}

of Dpst(D) such that the matrices of ϕf
′
L and N under this basis is given by

ϕf
′
L =




A1 ∗ ∗ ∗

qL · A2 ∗ ∗
. . . ∗

q
(k−1)
L · Ak



, N =




0 ∗ ∗ ∗

0 ∗ ∗
. . . ∗

0



,

where all theAi ∼= A for some matrixA ∈ GLr(L⊗QpE). We use induction on l to show thatN l−1 6= 0
on Dpst(D

l
1) and N l−1vl,j 6= 0 for some 1 ≤ j ≤ r. This is trivial for l = 2. Suppose that N l−2 6= 0
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onDpst(D
l−1
1 ) andN l−2Al−1vl−1,j 6= 0 for some j. Then we have ϕf

′
Lvl−1,j−q

l−1
L Al−1vl−1,j ∈ Dl−2

1 ,
ϕf

′
Lvl,j−q

l
LAlvl,j ∈ Dl−1

1 and ϕf
′
L(Nvl,j−vl−1,j) ∈ Dpst(D

l−2
1 ). We show thatN l−1Alvl,j 6= 0. Indeed,

we have

(2.24)

qlLN
l−2ϕf

′
LNAlvl,j = N l−2ϕf

′
LN(ϕf

′
Lvl,j + (qlLAlvl,j − ϕ

f ′Lvl,j))

= N l−2ϕf
′
LN(ϕf

′
Lvl,j) = qLN

l−2ϕ2f ′LNvl,j

= qLN
l−2ϕ2f ′Lvl−1,j = q2Lϕ

f ′LN l−2ϕf
′
Lvl−1,j

= q2Lϕ
f ′LN l−2(ql−1

L Al−1vl−1,j + (ϕf
′
Lvl−1,j − q

l−1
L Al−1vl−1,j))

= q2Lϕ
f ′L(ql−1

L N l−2Al−1vl−1,j) 6= 0.

Since N l−2ϕf
′
LNAlvl,j = ql−2

L ϕf
′
LN l−1Alvl,j , we get that N l−1Alvl,j 6= 0 and hence N l−1 6= 0 on

Dpst(D
l
1). This completes the proof.

For τ ∈ ΣL, recall that Homτ (L
×, E) is a two-dimensional E-vector space and admits a basis

ψσ,L := τ ◦ logp and ψur := valL, where logp : L× → L is equal to the p-adic logarithm when
restricted to O×

L and where logp(p). We put L(D)ir,τ := L(D)ir ∩Homτ (L
×, E).

Remark 2.16. Assume that Di+1
i is potentially semistable and noncrystalline for each ir ∈ ∆n(k),

then the Lemma 2.15 shows that Hom∞(L×, E) * L(D)ir . Therefore, we have

dimE L(D)ir,τ = 1

for all τ ∈ ΣL and L(D)ir =
⊕

τ∈ΣL
L(D)ir,τ . Moreover, there exists Li,τ ∈ E such that L(D)ir,τ is

generated by ψi,τ := ψτ,L − Li,τψur.

2.5. Colmez-Greenberg-Stevens formula. In [26, Section. 3.3], Ding established the Colmez-
Greenberg-Stevens formula (on simple L-invariants) for a rank n triangulable (ϕ,Γ)-module overRE,L.
In this section, we will establish the Colmez-Greenberg-Stevens formula (on parabolic Fontaine-Mazur
simple L-invariants) for a rank n (ϕ,Γ)-module D, which admits a non-critical special weakly Ω[1,k]-

filtrationF with parameter (xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L. In particular, our Colmez-Greenberg-

Stevens formula shows that we can reinterpret the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simpleL-invariants in terms
of 1-order paraboline deformations of type Ω[1,k]. The Colmez-Greenberg-Stevens formula also gives a
way to compute the E-dimension of the tangent space F 0

D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2), see Proposition 2.24.

Let D̃k−1
1 be a fixed deformation of Dk−1

1 over RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L. We view it as a class [D̃k−1
1 ] in exten-

sion group Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk−1,Dk−1). We assume that D̃k−1
1 admits an Ω[1,k]-filtration F̃k−1

1 with param-
eter

((xπ,i)1≤i≤k−1, (δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,i)1≤i≤k−1),

i.e., D̃i →֒ ∆π ⊗ RE,L
RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L(δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,i) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. Let D̃k−1 = gr

F̃k−1
1

k−1 D̃k−1
1

be the (k − 1)-th graded piece of D̃k−1
1 . By the proof of [12, Proposition] and (2.17), we see that

I′i([D̃k−1]) ∈ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk−1,∆π,k−1) belongs to the image of H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L) via the injection

I′′i ◦ Ĩ
′
i : H

1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L)→ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk−1,∆π,k−1).

Therefore, we can view I′i([D̃k−1]) as an element in H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L).
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This section is devoted to proving the following theorem. The basic strategy of the proof of [13,
Theorem 2.7] is also suitable for our case, but the computation is much more complicated. The proof
consists of some computations of cohomology of the (ϕ,Γ)-modules. We suggest skipping the proof on
the first reading.

Theorem 2.17. Fix the above parameters ((xπ,i)1≤i≤k−1, (δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,i)1≤i≤k−1). Let δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,k be

a deformation of δh,k over E[ǫ]/ǫ2, and D̃k be a deformation of Dk over RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L such that

D̃k →֒ ∆π ⊗ RE,L
RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L(δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,k)

(so that D̃k ∈ F 0
Dk

(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)). Then there exists a deformation DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 of D over RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L, which

admits an Ω[1,k]-filtration F̃ with parameter ((xπ,i)1≤i≤k, (δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,i)1≤i≤k) and grF̃i DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 = D̃i for

1 ≤ i ≤ k if and only if

I′i([D̃k−1])⊗RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L
RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L(δ

−1
E[ǫ]/ǫ2,k

δh,k) ∈ L(D)(k−1)r.

Remark 2.18. The Colmez-Greenberg-Stevens formula (on parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple

L-invariants) shows that the parabolic simple L-invariants characterize obstructions to paraboline de-

formations of type Ω[1,k] of D over E[ǫ]/ǫ2.

Proof. Replacing DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 and D̃k−1
1 by

DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 ⊗RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L
RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L(δ

−1
E[ǫ]/ǫ2,k

) and D̃k−1
1 ⊗RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L

RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L(δ
−1
E[ǫ]/ǫ2,k

)

respectively, we can assume that δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,k = δh,k. By twisting by RE,L(δ
−1
h,k) we can assume that

δh,k = 1 and δh,k−1 = unr(q−1
L )zh for some h ∈ Z|ΣL|

>0 . Therefore, we have injections

D̃k →֒ ∆π ⊗RE,L
RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L

and Dk →֒ ∆π (in this case, ∆π,k = ∆π). We put ∆π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2 := ∆π⊗RE,L
RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L. By definition, we

have two commutative diagrams:

0 // Dk

��

// D̃k

��

// Dk

��

// 0

0 // ∆π
// ∆π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2

// ∆π
// 0

,(2.25)

and

(2.26) 0 // Dk−1
1

pr

��

// D̃k−1
1

//

pr
��

Dk−1
1

//

pr

��

0

0 // Dk−1
// D̃k−1

// Dk−1
// 0.
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Combining the first row of (2.25) with the first row of (2.26), we get a commutative diagram

0

��

0

��

0

��

0 // Dk−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D∨
k

��

// Dk−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D̃∨
k

��

// Dk−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D∨
k

��

// 0

0 // D̃k−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D∨
k

��

// D̃k−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D̃∨
k

��

// D̃k−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D∨
k

��

// 0

0 // Dk−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D∨
k

��

// Dk−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D̃∨
k

��

// Dk−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D∨
k

��

// 0

0 0 0 ,

which induces a surjection D̃k−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D̃∨
k → Dk−1

1 ⊗RE,L
D∨
k . Let D1,2 be its kernel. We define the

morphisms

(2.27)
u : Dk−1

1 → (Dk−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D̃∨
k )⊕ (D̃k−1

1 ⊗RE,L
D∨
k )

a 7→ (a′, b′),

where a′ (resp., b′) is the image of a in (Dk−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D̃∨
k ) (resp., of a in (D̃k−1

1 ⊗RE,L
D∨
k )), and

(2.28)
v : (Dk−1

1 ⊗RE,L
D̃∨
k )⊕ (D̃k−1

1 ⊗RE,L
D∨
k )→ D1,2

(a′, b′) 7→ a′′ − b′′,

where a′′ (resp., b′′) is the image of a′ (resp., b′′) in D̃k−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D̃∨
k . It is easy to verify that with these

definitions, the following sequences:

(2.29)
0→ D1,2 → D̃k−1

1 ⊗RE,L
D̃∨
k → Dk−1

1 ⊗RE,L
D∨
k → 0,

0→ Dk−1
1 ⊗RE,L

D∨
k

u
−→ (Dk−1

1 ⊗RE,L
D̃∨
k )⊕ (D̃k−1

1 ⊗RE,L
D∨
k )

v
−→ D1,2 → 0,

are exact.
We can get similar diagrams and short exact sequences by using the first row of (2.25), and the

second row of (2.26) , i.e.,

(2.30)
0→ D′

1,2 → D̃k−1⊗RE,L
D̃∨
k → Dk−1⊗RE,L

D∨
k → 0,

0→ Dk−1⊗RE,L
D∨
k → (Dk−1⊗RE,L

D̃∨
k )⊕ (D̃k−1⊗RE,L

D∨
k )→ D′

1,2 → 0.

Using the second row of 2.25 and the second row of 2.26), we get

(2.31)
0→ D′′

1,2 → D̃k−1⊗RE,L
∆∨
π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2 → Dk−1⊗RE,L

∆∨
π → 0,

0→ Dk−1⊗RE,L
∆∨
π → (Dk−1⊗RE,L

∆∨
π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2)⊕ (D̃k−1⊗RE,L

∆∨
π)→ D′′

1,2 → 0.
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Taking cohomology of the first row of (2.29) and (2.30), we get a commutative diagram
(2.32)

// H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D1,2)

u1

��

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k, D̃
k−1
1 )

v1
��

p
// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D

k−1
1 )

w1

��

c
// H2

(ϕ,Γ)(D1,2)

u2

��

// H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2)

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k, D̃k−1)
p′

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk−1)
c′

// H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2).

By Lemma 2.7 and an easy dévissage argument, we have Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D
k−2
1 ) = 0. We deduce that w1

is surjective, and u′2 : Ext
2
(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D

k−1
1 )→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk−1) is an isomorphism.

We are going to show that u1 is surjective and u2 is an isomorphism. Taking cohomology of the
second row of (2.29) and (2.30), we get a commutative diagram:

(2.33)
// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D

k−1
1 )

u′1
��

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k,D
k−1
1 )⊕ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃

k−1
1 )

u′′1
��

// H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D1,2)

u1

��

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk−1) // Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k,Dk−1)⊕ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃k−1) // H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2)

(2.34)

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D
k−1
1 )

u′2
��

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k,D
k−1
1 )⊕ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃

k−1
1 )

u′′2
��

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk−1,Dk−1) // Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k,Dk−1)⊕ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃k−1)

// H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D1,2)

u2

��

// 0

// H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2)

// 0.

By Lemma 2.7 and an easy dévissage argument, we see that u′1 is a surjection and u′2 is an isomor-
phism. Therefore, we deduce that

Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k,D
k−1
1 )→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k,Dk−1), Ext

2
(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃k−1)→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃k−1)

are isomorphisms by 4-lemma. This show that u′′2 is an isomorphism. We deduce from the above long
exact sequence that u2 is an isomorphism. At the same time, we see that the morphism

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k,D
k−1
1 )→ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k,Dk−1), Ext

1
(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃k−1)→ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃k−1)

in u′′1 are surjective by 4-lemma. Then by an easy dévissage argument, we deduce that u1 is surjec-
tive. We conclude that v1 is a surjection by an easy diagram chasing (see (2.32)).

Note that DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 admits a Ω[1,k]-filtration with parameter ((xπ,)1≤i≤k, (δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,i)1≤i≤k) such

that grF̃i DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 = D̃i if and only if [D] ∈ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D
k−1
1 ) lies in Im(p) (see (2.32)), i.e.,

c([D]) = 0. The above discussion implies that DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 admits the desired Ω[1,k]-filtration if and only if
c′([Dk

k−1]) = 0, where [Dk
k−1] = w1([D]) ∈ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk−1).
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We now translate the above discussion to the side of p-adic differential equations. By the first rows
of (2.30) and first rows of (2.31), we have the following commutative diagram:

(2.35)

// H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′′
1,2)

x1

��

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2, D̃k−1)

v′1
��

p′′
// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)

w′
1(i.e., I1,1k )≃

��

c′′
// H2

(ϕ,Γ)(D
′′
1,2)

x2

��

// H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2)

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k, D̃k−1)
p′

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk−1)
c′

// H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2).

By Lemma 2.8, we get that w′
1 is an isomorphism.

Replacing D∨
k (resp. D̃∨

k ) in (2.26) and (2.29) by ∆∨
π (resp. ∆∨

π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2), we get the following dia-
gram,

0 // ∆∨
π⊗RE,L

Dk−1
_�

��

// ∆∨
π⊗RE,L

D̃k−1
//

_�

��

∆∨
π⊗RE,L

Dk−1
//

_�

��

0

0 // D′′
1,2

// ∆∨
π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2⊗RE,L

D̃k−1
// ∆∨

π⊗RE,L
Dk−1

// 0.

Combining the commutative diagram (2.35) with the cohomology of the above diagram, we get

(2.36)

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1) //

x′1
��

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π, D̃k−1)

v′′1≃

��

// H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′′
1,2)

//

x1

��

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2, D̃k−1)

v′1
��

// H1
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2)

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k, D̃k−1)

p′′′
// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)

c′′′
//

w′′
1≃

Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)

x′2
��

p′′
// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)

c′′
//

w′
1≃

��

H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′′
1,2)

x2

��
p′

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk−1)
c′

// H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2).

Claim. The composition x3 = x2 ◦ x
′
2 : Ext

2
(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2) is injective.

Proof of the claim. By the second row of (2.30) and second row of (2.31) and a diagram chasing, we
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get the following commutative diagram:

(2.37) // Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1) // Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π, D̃k−1)

��

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)

≃(∗∗)

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π, D̃k−1)⊕ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2,Dk−1)

��

// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk−1) // Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃k−1)⊕ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(D̃k,Dk−1)

(2.38)
// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)

x2

��

// 0

// H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′′
1,2)

x′2
��

// 0

// H2
(ϕ,Γ)(D

′
1,2)

// 0.

The isomorphism in (∗∗) follows from Lemma 2.8. By Lemma 2.8, an easy dévissage argument and
4-Lemma, we see that the morphisms

(2.39)
Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π, D̃k−1)→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃k−1),

Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,E[ǫ]/ǫ2,Dk−1)→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk, D̃k−1)

are isomorphisms. This implies that x3 is an injection by an easy diagram chasing. This completes the
proof of the claim.

Therefore, we conclude that [Dk
k−1] ∈ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk−1) lies in Im(p′) if and only if the class

c′′′((w′
1 ◦ w

′′
1)

−1([Dk
k−1])) = 0. Recall that

I′i([D̃k−1]) ∈ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk−1,∆π⊗RE,L
RE,L(δh,k−1))

belongs to the image of H1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L) via the injection

I′′i ◦ Ĩ
′
i : H

1
(ϕ,Γ)(RE,L)→ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk−1,∆π⊗RE,L

RE,L(δh,k−1)).

By the naturality of cup products, we deduce

Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,∆π)

c0

��

× Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)
∪

// Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)

c′′′

��

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,∆π) × Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)
∪

perfect
// Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1).

This shows that the connection map c′′′ is given by the cup product 〈[D̃k−1],−〉, i.e,

〈−,−〉 : Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1)× Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,∆π)
∪
−→ Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆π,Dk−1) ∼= E.
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So we have c′′′((w′
1 ◦w

′′
1 )

−1([Dk
k−1])) = 0 if and only if 〈(w′

1 ◦w
′′
1)

−1([Dk
k−1]), I

′
i([D̃k−1])〉 = 0. Then

the conclusion follows from the definition of parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants.

As a corollary of Theorem 2.17, we deduce

Corollary 2.19. The map κ : F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2) −→

∏
ir∈∆n(k)

Hom(L×, E) (see (2.7)) factors

through a surjective map

κ : F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2) −։ L(D) =

∏

sr∈∆n(k)

L(D)sr.

We end this section with a computation of the E-dimension of the tangent space F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2).

Unlike the generic case [12, Proposition 4.1.16], the corollary below will show that the morphism Υ0 in
(2.6) is not formally smooth, so that the [12, Proposition 4.1.17] is not suitable for us. Instead, we will
use Lemma 2.22. We need some preliminaries. See (2.7) for the definition of Υ0(E[ǫ]/ǫ2), ω0 and κL.

Corollary 2.20. The image of the map

Υ0(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) : F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2) −→

k∏

i=1

F 0
grFi D

(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

is given by (κL ◦ω
0)−1(L(D)). In particular, we have dimE ImΥ0(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) = 1+dL(k+

n(r−1)
2 ) and

dimE coker(Υ0(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)) = k − 1.

Proof. By Corollary 2.19, we see that ImΥ0(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) is contained in (κL ◦ω
0)−1(L(D)). Since

κL is a surjection with kernel Hom(L×, E), it remains to show that

ImΥ0(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) = (ω0)−1(κ−1
L (L(D))).

For any (ψi)1≤i≤k ∈ κ−1
L (L(D)), and (D̃i)1≤i≤k ∈ (ω0)−1((ψi)1≤i≤k)) ⊆

∏k
i=1 F

0
grFi D

(E[ǫ]/ǫ2),

we need to show that there exists a deformation DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 of D over RE[ǫ]/ǫ2,L which admits an Ω[1,k]-

filtration F̃ with parameter ((xπ,i)1≤i≤k, (δE[ǫ]/ǫ2,i)1≤i≤k) and grF̃i DE[ǫ]/ǫ2 = D̃i for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. This
can be done by using Theorem 2.17 step by step. By the proof of [12, Proposition 4.1.4], we see that

dimE(ω
0)−1((ψi)1≤i≤k)) = k · dL

r(r − 1)

2
= dL

n(r − 1)

2
.

We see that dimE ImΥ0(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) = dL
n(r−1)

2 +dimE Hom(L×, E)+dimE L(D) = 1+dL(k+
n(r−1)

2 ).

In the sequel, we assume that F is furthermore a non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration on D (see
Definition 2.4), i.e., we further assume that Di+1

i is non-split for all ir ∈ ∆n(k). We put

EndF (D,D) := {f ∈ End(D,D) | f(FilFi D) ⊆ FilFi D},

which is a saturated (ϕ,Γ)-submodule of End(D,D). For any f ∈ EndF (D,D), we see that f(Di) ⊂ Di

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Thus f produces an element (fi)1≤i≤k ∈
∏k
i=1 End(Di).

The following proposition computes the cohomology of EndF (D,D), and gives some properties
of the functor FD,F .
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Proposition 2.21. (1) We have H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End(D,D)) ∼= H0

(ϕ,Γ)(EndF (D,D)) ∼= E.

(2) We have H2
(ϕ,Γ)(EndF (D,D)) = 0.

(3) The functor FD,F is pro-representable and is formally smooth over E of dimension 1 + dL
n(n+r)

2 .

Proof. For Part (1), it suffices to show that H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End(D,D)) ∼= E. We have an exact sequence

of (ϕ,Γ)-modules overRE,L:

0→ HomRE,L
(Dk,D)→ End(D,D)→ HomRE,L

(Dk−1
1 ,D)→ 0.

Taking cohomology, we get

0→ Hom(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D)→ H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End(D,D))→ Hom(ϕ,Γ)(D

k−1
1 ,D).

Since Dk
k−1 is nonsplit, we deduce Hom(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D

k
k−1) = 0. By Lemma 2.7 and an easy dévissage

argument, we see that Hom(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D
k
k−1)

∼
−→ Hom(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D) and then Hom(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D) = 0.

Moreover, by Lemma 2.7 and an easy dévissage argument, we see that Hom(ϕ,Γ)(D
k−1
1 ,Dk) = 0. We

then see that
Hom(ϕ,Γ)(D

k−1
1 ,D) ∼= H0

(ϕ,Γ)(End(D
k−1
1 ,Dk−1

1 )).

Then Part (1) follows by induction on k. By [22, Proposition 3.4], we deduce that FD,F is pro-representable.
For Part (2), we have a natural exact sequence of (ϕ,Γ)-modules overRE,L:

0→ HomRE,L
(Dk,D)→ EndF (D,D)→ EndF (D

k−1
1 ,Dk−1

1 )→ 0,

where we also use F to denote the induced Ω[1,k−1]-filtration on Dk−1
1 . Applying the same strategy to

Ds
1 for 1 ≤ s ≤ k − 1, we conclude that the (ϕ,Γ)-module EndF (D,D) is isomorphic to an extension

of (ϕ,Γ)-modules HomRE,L
(Ds,D

s
1) for s = 1, · · · , k. Therefore, EndF (D,D) is a (ϕ,Γ)-module

over RE,L of rank k(k+1)
2 r2. By Tate duality, Lemma 2.7 and an easy dévissage argument, we have for

2 ≤ s ≤ k the isomorphisms:

Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Ds,D
s
1)
∼= H0

(ϕ,Γ)(D
s
1,Ds ⊗RE,L

RE,L(χcyc)) ∼= H0
(ϕ,Γ)(D

s
s−1,Ds ⊗RE,L

RE,L(χcyc))

∼= H2
(ϕ,Γ)(Ds,D

s
s−1),

Let M1 := End(D1) ⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc) and let Ms := (Ds

s−1)
∨ ⊗RE,L

Ds ⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc) for

2 ≤ s ≤ k, which is isomorphic to a nonsplit extension of End(Ds−1,Ds) ⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc) by

End(Ds)⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc). We are going to show that H0

(ϕ,Γ)(Ms) = 0 for s = 1, · · · , k. By an easy

variation of the proof of Lemma 2.11, we get H0
(ϕ,Γ)(M1) = 0. For 2 ≤ s ≤ k, if H0

(ϕ,Γ)(Ms) 6= 0, then
there exists a nonzero injection of (ϕ,Γ)-modules j : RE,L →Ms. Since

H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End(Ds)⊗RE,L

RE,L(χcyc)[
1

t
]) = H0

(ϕ,Γ)(End(∆π)⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc)[

1

t
]) = 0

we see that Im(j)[1t ] ∩Ms is a saturated (ϕ,Γ)-submodule of End(Ds−1,Ds)⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc). By

Tate duality and Lemma 2.8, we have

H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End(Ds−1,Ds)⊗RE,L

RE,L(χcyc)) = H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End(∆π)⊗RE,L

RE,L(δ
−1
h,s−1δh,sχcyc)).
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Since H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End

0(∆π)⊗RE,L
RE,L(δ

−1
h,s−1δh,sχcyc)) = 0, by comparing Hodge-Tate weights, we see

that Im(j)[1/t] ∩Ms
∼= RE,L(δ

−1
h,s−1δh,sχcyc). This show that

Hom(ϕ,Γ)(End(Ds−1,Ds)⊗RE,L
RE,L(χcyc),Ms) 6= 0,

which leads a contradiction to the fact that Ms is non-split. For Part (3), we deduce from Part (1) and
[22, Proposition 3.4] that FD,F is pro-representable. By Part (2) and [12, Proposition 4.1.15 (2)], we

deduce that FD,F is formally smooth of dimension 1 + k(k+1)
2 dLr

2.

Recall that

F 0
D,F = FD,F ×∏k

i=1 FDi

k∏

i=1

F 0
Di
.

To evaluate dimE F
0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2), we need a dimension formula. An easy diagram chasing shows that

Lemma 2.22. Let V, V ′ and V ′′ be vector spaces over E, and u : V → V ′′ (resp., u′ : V ′ → V ′′)

be E-linear homomorphism. Then we have

dimE V ×V ′′ V ′ := dimE V − dimE Imu+ dimE(u
′)−1(Imu ∩ Imu′),

where V ×V ′′ V ′ = {(v, v′) ∈ V × V ′ : u(v) = u′(v′) ∈ V ′′}. Moreover,

dimE V ×V ′′ V ′ = dimE V + dimE V
′ − dimE V

′′

if and only if dimE coker(u) = dimE coker(V ×V ′′ V ′ → V ′). In particular, if one of u, u′ is surjec-

tive, we have dimE V ×V ′′ V ′ = dimE V + dimE V
′ − dimE V

′′.

Suggested by Lemma 2.22 and Corollary 2.20, we prove (as a Corollary of Lemma 2.21):

Corollary 2.23. The cokernel of the map Υ : FD,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2) −→
∏k
i=1 FDi(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) has E-

dimensional k − 1.

Proof. By induction on k, we get the following commutative diagram of (ϕ,Γ)-modules over
RE,L:,

0 // HomRE,L
(Dk,D) //

��

EndF (D) //

��

EndF (D
k−1
1 ) //

��

0

0 // End(Dk) //
∏k
i=1 End(Di) //

∏k−1
i=1 End(Di) // 0.

Taking cohomology, we deduce from Proposition 2.21 (and the proof of Proposition 2.21 (2)) the fol-
lowing long exact sequences

0 // Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D) = 0 //

��

Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(EndF (D)) ∼= E

��

0 // Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk) ∼= E //

k∏
i=1

H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End(Di)) ∼= Ek

34



(2.40)
∼

// Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(EndF (D
k−1
1 )) ∼= E //

��

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D)

Υ′′

��

// FD,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

Υ=Υk
��

//

k−1∏
i=1

H0
(ϕ,Γ)(End(Di)) ∼= Ek−1 // Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,Dk) //

k∏
i=1

FDi(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

// FDk
1 ,F

(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) //

Υk−1
��

Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(Dk,D) = 0

��

//

k−1∏
i=1

FDi(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) // Ext2RepBdR
(GalL)

(Dk,Dk) = 0.

By comparing dimensions, we see that the middle three terms of 1-th extension groups (of two
rows of (2.40)) form two short exact sequences. An easy dévissage argument shows that Υ′′ is injective
and dimE cokerΥ′′ = 1. Then the snake lemma implies

0→ kerΥk → kerΥk−1 → cokerΥ′′ → cokerΥk → cokerΥk−1 → 0.

Note that Υ1 is an isomorphism (so that kerΥ1 = cokerΥ1 = 0). By an induction on k, we see that
kerΥk

∼= kerΥk−1
∼= · · · ∼= kerΥ1 = 0 and dimE cokerΥk = 1+dimE cokerΥk−1 = · · · = k−1. This

completes the proof.

Proposition 2.24. The functors F 0
D,F is pro-representable. Its tangent space has E-dimension

dimE F
0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2) = 1 + dL

(
k +

n(n− 1)

2

)
.

Proof. By [12, Proposition 4.1.3], we get that the functor
∏k
i=1 F

0
griD

is relatively representable

over
∏k
i=1 FDi . By Proposition 2.21 (3), the functor F 0

D,F is pro-representable. By [12, Proposition

4.1.4], we see that
∏k
i=1 F

0
Di

is formally smooth of dimension k
(
1 + dL

(
1 + r(r−1)

2

))
. It follows from

the Lemma 2.22, Corollary 2.20, Proposition 2.21, [12, Proposition 4.1.4] and Corollary 2.23 that

(2.41)

dimE F
0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

= dimE FD,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2)−
k∑

i=1

dimE FDi(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) +
k∑

i=1

dimE F
0
Di

(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

= 1 + dL
n(n+ r)

2
− k(1 + dLr

2) + k
(
1 + dL

(
1 +

r(r − 1)

2

))
,

= 1 + dL

(
k +

n(n− 1)

2

)
.

The result follows.

Remark 2.25. We may ask if F 0
D,F is formally smooth. The author does not know whether it is

true.
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3. Summary of certain locally Qp-analytic representations

Let λ := (λ1,σ, · · · , λn,σ)σ∈ΣL be a weight of tΣL . For I ⊆ ∆n = {1, · · · , n− 1}, we call that λ
is I-dominant with respect to B/E (resp. with respect to B/E) if λi,σ ≥ λi+1,σ

(
resp. λi,σ ≤ λi+1,σ

)
for

all i ∈ I and σ ∈ ΣL. We denote by X+
I (resp. X−

I ) the set of I-dominant integral weights of tΣL with
respect to B/E (resp. with respect to B/E). Note that λ ∈ X+

I if and only if −λ ∈ X−
I . For λ ∈ X+

I ,
there exists a unique irreducible algebraic representation, denoted by L(λ)I , of (LI)/E with highest
weight λ with respect to (LI)/E ∩ B/E . We put L(−λ)I := L(λ)∨I , which is an irreducible algebraic
representation of (LI)/E with highest weight −λ with respect to (LI)/E ∩B/E . Denote χλ := L(λ)∅.
If λ ∈ X+

∆n
, let L(λ) := L(λ)∆n . A Qp-algebraic representation of GLn(L) over E is the induced

action of GLn(L) ⊂ G/E(E) on an algebraic representation of G/E . By abuse of notation we will use
the same notations to denote Qp-algebraic representations induced from an algebraic representation of
G/E .

Let λ be an integral weight, denote byM(λ) := U(gΣL)⊗U(bΣL )
λ (resp. M(λ) := U(gΣL)⊗U(bΣL )

λ),

the corresponding Verma module with respect to bΣL (resp. bΣL). Let L(λ) (resp. L(λ)) be the unique
simple quotient of M(λ) (resp. of M (λ)). Actually, when λ ∈ X+

∆n
(i.e. −λ ∈ X−

∆n
), L(λ) is finite

dimensional and isomorphic to the algebraic representation L(λ) introduced above (hence there is no
conflict of notation). We have L(−λ) ∼= L(λ)∨. In general, for any subset I of ∆n, and λ ∈ X+

I , we
define the generalized parabolic Verma module

(3.1)
MI(λ) := U(gΣL)⊗U(pI,ΣL ) L(λ)I ,

resp., M I(−λ) := U(gΣL)⊗U(pI,ΣL
) L(−λ)I)

with respect to pI,ΣL (resp. pI,ΣL), see [35, Chapter 9] for more precise statements. For λ ∈ X+
∆kn∪I

, we

put (when I = ∅, we omit the subscripts I in (3.2))

(3.2)
L〈r〉(λ)I := L(λ)∆kn∪I , L

〈r〉
(−λ)I := L(−λ)∆kn∪I ,

M
〈r〉
I (λ) :=M∆kn∪I

(λ), M
〈r〉
I (−λ) :=M∆kn∪I

(−λ).

3.1. General constructions. Let π be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLr(L) over
E. For any i ∈ Z, we put π(i) := π⊗E v

i
r. Let ∆[k−1,0](π) = [π(k− 1), · · · , π(1), π] be a Zelevinsky-

segment (see [46]). Put

(3.3) π〈r〉 :=
(
⊗ki=1 π(k − i)

)
⊗E δ

1/2

P
〈r〉

(L)
= ⊗ki=1

(
π ⊗E v

− r
2
(k−2i+1)+k−i

r

)
,

where δ
P

〈r〉
I (L)

is the modulus character of P
〈r〉
I (L). This is an irreducible cuspidal smooth representa-

tion of L〈r〉(L) over E.
In the sequel, we put G = GLn(L) for simplicity. Let I be a subset of ∆n(k). By [46, Proposition

2.10], we see that i
L
〈r〉
I (L)

P
〈r〉

(L)∩L
〈r〉
I (L)

π〈r〉 admits a unique irreducible subrepresentation πI . Let λ ∈ X+
∆n

,

and let I, J ⊆ ∆n(k). We put

IG
P

〈r〉
I

(π, λ) =
(
IndG

P
〈r〉
I (L)

πI ⊗E L
〈r〉(λ)I

)Qp−an
, iG

P
〈r〉
I

(π, λ) =

(
iG
P

〈r〉
I (L)

πI

)
⊗E L(λ).
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In the beginning of [34, Section 4.2] and [34, Proposition 3.6], we show that if J ) I , we have an
injection IG

P
〈r〉
J

(π, λ) →֒ IG
P

〈r〉
I

(π, λ) and iG
P

〈r〉
J

(π, λ) →֒ iG
P

〈r〉
I

(π, λ). Therefore, we put

van
P

〈r〉
I

(π, λ) = IG
P

〈r〉
I

(π, λ)
/∑

J)I

IG
P

〈r〉
J

(π, λ),

v∞
P

〈r〉
I

(π, λ) = iG
P

〈r〉
I

(π, λ)
/
u∞
P

〈r〉
I

(π, λ), u∞
P

〈r〉
I

(π, λ) =
∑

J)I

iG
P

〈r〉
J

(π, λ).

In particular, we denote by St∞(r,k)(π, λ) := v∞
P

〈r〉
∅

(π, λ) (resp., Stan(r,k)(π, λ) = van
P

〈r〉(π, λ)) the locally

Qp-algebraic parabolic Steinberg representation (resp., locally Qp-analytic parabolic Steinberg repre-
sentation) with respect to the Zelevinsky-segment ∆[k−1,0](π) and the weight λ. The main theorem of
[34] is (see [34, Theorem 5.19])

Theorem 3.1. Let ir ∈ ∆n(k), we have an E-vector spaces isomorphism

(3.4) Hom(L×, E)
∼
−→ Ext1G

(
v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ),Stan(r,k)(π, λ)
)
.

In particular, we have dimE Ext1G
(
v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ),Stan(r,k)(π, λ)
)
= dL + 1.

For ψ ∈ Hom(L×, E), the image of ψ via the above isomorphism (3.1) can be constructed
explicitly as follows. Recall that we have an isomorphism

(3.5)
ιυ : Hom(L×, E)

∼
−→ Hom(Z〈r〉(L), E)/Hom(Z

〈r〉
ir (L), E),

ψ 7→ [(a1Ir, · · · , akIr) 7→ ψ(ai/ai+1)].

Therefore, for any ψ ∈ Hom(L×, E), we choose a lift Ψ ∈ Hom(Z〈r〉(L), E). Then Ψ induces an
extension ι(Ψ) of π〈r〉 by π〈r〉:

ι(Ψ)(a) = π〈r〉(a)⊗E

(
1 Ψ ◦ det(a)

0 1

)
,∀ a ∈ L

〈r〉
J (L).

Consider the locally Qp-analytic parabolic induction
(
IndG

P
〈r〉

(L)
ι(Ψ)⊗E L

〈r〉(λ)
)Qp−an

, which lies in

the following exact sequence

(3.6) 0 −→ IG
P

〈r〉(π, λ) −→
(
IndG

P
〈r〉

(L)
ι(Ψ)⊗E L

〈r〉(λ)
)Qp−an pr

−→ IG
P

〈r〉(π, λ) −→ 0.

Pushforward (3.6) along surjection IG
P

〈r〉(π, λ)։ van
P

〈r〉(π, λ) and then pullback via natural injections

iG
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ) −֒→ IG
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ) −֒→ IG
P

〈r〉(π, λ),

we get a locally Qp-analytic representation E
∅
ir(π, λ,Ψ)0, which is an extension of iG

P
〈r〉
ir

(π, λ) by the

locally Qp-analytic representation Stan(r,k)(π, λ). It gives a cohomology class

[E ∅
ir(π, λ, ψ)

0] ∈ Ext1G
(
iG
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ), van
P

〈r〉(π, λ)
)
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(we can show that this cohomology class is independent on the choice of Ψ). By [34, Theorem 5.19], we
see that the natural map

Ext1G
(
v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ,Stan(r,k)(π, λ)) →֒ Ext1G
(
iG
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ),Stan(r,k)(π, λ)),

induced by the surjection iG
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ) −։ v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ), is actually an isomorphism. Therefore, the pull

back of E
∅
{i}(π, λ, ιν(ψ))

0 via the natural injection u∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ)→ iG
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ) is split (as an extension of

u∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ) by Stan(r,k)(π, λ)). Quotient it by u∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ), we deduce Σ̃〈r〉
i (π, λ, ψ), which is an extension

of v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ) by Stan(r,k)(π, λ). We therefore get that [Σ̃〈r〉
i (π, λ, ψ)] is the extension class associated with

ψ via (3.1).
For I ⊂ ∆n(k), we recall the Orlik-Strauch functor FG

PI
(−,−) (see [40, The main theorem]), or

see [10, Section 2]), which associates, to an object M in the Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand (BGG) category
O

pI ,ΣL
alg , and an finite length smooth admissible representation πI , a locally Qp-analytic representation

FG
PI

(M,πI).

For ir ∈ ∆n(k), σ ∈ ΣL, we put λσ := (λ1,σ, · · · , λn,σ), and λσ := (λ1,σ′ , · · · , λn,σ′)σ′∈ΣL\{σ}.
We put

Σ̃
〈r〉
i,σ(π, λ) :=

((
IndG

P
〈r〉
∆k,i

(L)
St∞∆k,i(π, λσ))

σ−an ⊗E L(λ
σ)
)
/v∞

P
〈r〉
ir

(π, λ),

Ci,σ := FG
P

〈r〉
∆k,i

(
L(−λσ)⊗E L(−sir,σ · λσ),St

∞
∆k,i

(π, 0)
)
,

By [34, Proposition 4.6 and Proposition 4.9], Ci,σ appears as an irreducible constituent in Stan(r,k)(π, λ)

with multiplicity 1. By the argument after [34, (5.48)], Σ̃〈r〉
i,σ(π, λ) is a subrepresentation of Stan(r,k)(π, λ),

and Σ̃
〈r〉
i,σ(π, λ) admits a subrepresentation Σ

〈r〉
i,σ(π, λ) which is an extension of Ci,σ by St∞(r,k)(π, λ). We

put
(3.7)

Σ
〈r〉
i (π, λ) :=

σ∈ΣL⊕

St∞(r,k)(π,λ)

Σ
〈r〉
ir,σ(π, λ) →֒ Σ̃

〈r〉
i (π, λ) =

σ∈ΣL⊕

St∞(r,k)(π,λ)

Σ̃
〈r〉
i,σ(π, λ),

Σ〈r〉(π, λ) :=

ir∈∆n(k)⊕

St∞(r,k)(π,λ)

Σ
〈r〉
i (π, λ) −֒→ Σ̃〈r〉(π, λ) :=

σ∈ΣL⊕

St∞(r,k)(π,λ)

Σ̃
〈r〉
i (π, λ) ⊆ Stan(r,k)(π, λ).

By the definition, Σ〈r〉
i (π, λ) is an extension of

⊕
σ∈ΣL

Ci,σ by St∞(r,k)(π, λ). Moreover, we have a nat-
ural isomorphism (see [34, Proposition 5.34])

(3.8) Hom(L×, E)
∼
−→ Ext1G

(
v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ),Σ
〈r〉
i (π, λ)

)
.

For any ψ ∈ Hom(L×, E), let [Σ〈r〉
i (π, λ, ψ)] ∈ Ext1G

(
v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(π, λ),Σ
〈r〉
i (π, λ)

)
be the image of ψ via

the isomorphism (3.8). Moreover, we can see that [Σ̃〈r〉
i (π, λ, ψ)] actually comes from [Σ

〈r〉
i (π, λ, ψ)] by

pushing-forward Σ
〈r〉
i (π, λ) →֒ Stan(r,k)(π, λ).

Let α ∈ E×, we denote ∗(α, π, λ) := ∗(π, λ) ⊗E unr(α) ◦ det for any representation ∗(π, λ) of

G as above (for example, v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π, λ),Stan(r,k)(α, π, λ), Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π, λ), Σ̃〈r〉

i (α, π, λ, ψ), etc.).
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For ir ∈ ∆n(k) (so for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1), let Vi be an E-vector subspace of Hom(L×, E) of
dimension dL. Let {ψi,1, · · · , ψi,dL} be a basis of Vi. We put

Σ̃
〈r〉
i (α, λ, Vi) :=

j=1,··· ,dL⊕

Stan
(r,k)

(α,π,λ)

Σ̃
〈r〉
i (α, π, λ, ψi,j),

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π, λ, Vi) :=

j=1,··· ,dL⊕

Σ
〈r〉
i (α,π,λ)

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π, λ, ψi,j).

Thus Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π, λ, Vi) is a subrepresentation of Σ̃〈r〉

i (α, π, λ, Vi), both of the representations are inde-
pendent of the choice of the basis of Vi and determine Vi. Put V :=

∏
ir∈∆n(k)

Vi and

Σ̃〈r〉(α, π, λ, V ) :=

ir∈∆n(k)⊕

Stan(r,k)(α,π,λ)

Σ̃
〈r〉
i (α, π, λ, Vi),

Σ〈r〉(α, π, λ, V ) :=

ir∈∆n(k)⊕

St∞(r,k)(α,π,λ)

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π, λ, Vi).

It is clear that Σ〈r〉(α, π, λ, V ) is a subrepresentation of Σ̃〈r〉(α, π, λ, V ).

3.2. A subcandidate in the locally analytic Qp-adic local Langlands program. The main
result of this section is given as follows. Let ρL : GalL → GLn(E) be a potentially semistable repre-
sentation, and let D = Drig(ρL) be the associated (ϕ,Γ)-module over RE,L of rank n.

Let h := (hτ,1 > hτ,2 > · · · > hτ,n)τ∈ΣL be the Hodge-Tate weights of ρL (or D). We put
hi = (hτ,i)τ∈ΣL for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We put λh = (hτ,i + i− 1)τ∈ΣL,1≤i≤n, which is a dominant weight of
(ResL/QpGLn)×Qp E respect to (ResL/QpB)×Qp E.

Suppose that D admits a non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration (see Definition 2.4) with parameter

(xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L (or (x̃π,h, δ̃h) ∈

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

).
Many information on ρL is lost when passing from ρL to its associated Weil-Deligne representation

WD(ρL). We have defined the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simpleL-invariants L(ρL) of ρL. Then we will
see that the locally Qp-analytic representations Σ〈r〉(απ, π0,λh,L(ρL)) and Σ̃〈r〉(απ, π0,λh,L(ρL))
of G carry the exact information on the Weil-Deligne representation WD(ρL) ∼= WD(D) associated
with ρL, the Hodge-Tate weights HT(ρL) of ρL, and the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants
L(ρL) of ρL. Both of the representations determine exactly the data {WD(ρL),HT(ρL),L(ρL)}, and
vice versa.

Proposition 3.2. We have:

(1) Σ̃〈r〉(α, π,λh,L(ρL)) is isomorphic to an extension of
⊕

ir∈∆n(k)

v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π,λh)
dL by Stan(r,k)(α, π,λh).
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(2) Σ〈r〉(α, π,λh,L(ρL)) has the following form:

(3.9)

St∞(r,k)(α, π,λh)

C1,σ1
v∞
P

〈r〉
r

(α, π,λh)

...
...

C1,σdL
v∞
P

〈r〉
r

(α, π,λh)

...
...

Ck−1,σ1
v∞
P

〈r〉
(k−1)r

(α, π,λh)

...
...

Ck−1,σdL
v∞
P

〈r〉
(k−1)r

(α, π,λh)

..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
..
.

...........................................................................................................................................................................

...
....
....
...
....
....
...
....
....
....
...
....
....
....
...
....
....
...
....
....
....
...
....
....
....
...
....
....
...
....
....
....
...
....
....
....
...
....
....
...
....
....
....
...
...

....................................................................................................................................................................

...............................................................................................................................................................

............................................................................................................................................

..........................................................................................................................................................................................................................

.....................................................................................................................................
,

(3) socGΣ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh,L(ρL)ir) ∼= socGΣ

〈r〉(α, π,λh,L(ρL)) ∼= St∞(r,k)(α, π,λh).

(4) The locally algebraic subrepresentation of Σ̃〈r〉(α, π,λh,L(ρL)) (resp. of Σ̃
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh,L(ρL)ir)

for ir ∈ ∆n(k)) is isomorphic to St∞(r,k)(α, π,λh).

Proof. Part (1) is clear. For (2), note that the Remark 2.16 asserts that dimE L(D)ir,τ = 1 for all
τ ∈ ΣL, and L(D)ir =

⊕
τ∈ΣL

L(D)ir,τ . Thus, there exists a Li,τ ∈ E such that L(D)ir,τ is generated
by ψi,τ := ψτ,L − Li,τψur. Then {ψi,τ}i∈∆n(k),τ∈ΣL form a basis of L(D)ir . By the same argument as
in the the discussion after [26, Lem. 3.3], we can obtain the decomposition

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, ψi,τ ) = Σ

〈r〉
i,τ (α, π,λh, ψi,τ )⊕St∞

(r,k)
(α,π,λh)




σ∈ΣL,σ 6=τ⊕

St∞(r,k)(α,π,λh)

Σ
〈r〉
i,σ(α, π,λh)


 .

This deduces (2). Part (3) is a direct consequence of [34, Proposition 5.28]. By [34, Remark 5.21], we

see that the locally algebraic subrepresentation of Σ̃〈r〉
i (α, π,λh,L(ρL)ir) is strictly bigger than

St∞(r,k)(α, π,λh) if and only if Hom∞(L×, E) ⊆ L(ρL)ir . Then (4) follows from Lemma 2.15 and
Remark 2.16.

4. Local-global compatibility

In this Chapter, we prove some new (p-adic) local-global compatibility results for potentially
semistable non-crystalline p-adic Galois representation.

Since we want to explore the non-trianguline Galois representations, our local-global compati-
bility results are realized in the framework of patched Bernstein eigenvariety (roughly speaking, since
we can only see finite slope p-adic automorphism forms or trianguline representation in the classical
eigenvarieties), which is constructed by Christophe Breuil and Yiwen Ding (see [12]).
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We briefly describe the contents of each section. In Section 4.1, we first review the global patching
construction (hence we also assume the so-called Talyor-Wiles hypothesis as in [21]). Then we construct
the patched Bernstein eigenvariety (by an easy variation of [12, Section 3.3]) and the (purely local)
Bernstein paraboline varieties (see [12, Section 4.2]).

To state our local-global compatibility results, let x be a point in the patched Bernstein eigenvariety
such that the associated p-adic Galois representation ρx admits a non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration.

In Section 4.4, we show that x is a smooth point of the patched Bernstein eigenvariety. By Sec-
tion 2.4, we can attach to x (resp., ρL) the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants L(ρL). We
further show that the tangent map of the “weight" map at point x recovers the information of L(ρL) (see
Proposition 4.11). Via a study of parabolic Breuil’s simple L-invariants (Sections 3), we attach to ρL a
locally Qp-analytic representation Σ〈r〉(π, λ,L(ρL)). The second main theorem (see Section 4.5, our p-
adic local-global compatibility results) of this paper asserts that Σ〈r〉(π, λ,L(ρL)) is a subrepresentation
of the associated Hecke-isotypic subspaces of the Banach spaces of p-adic automotphic form on certain
(definite) unitary group (see Theorem 4.18).

4.1. Patched Bernstein eigenvarieties and Bernstein parabolic varieties. Our Local-global
compatibility results are realized in the space of the patched p-adic automorphic forms. More pre-
cisely, it is realized in the setting of [26, Section 4.1.1]. In this section, we recall briefly the patched
Bernstein eigenvariety and Bernstein paraboline variety of Breuil-Ding (see [12, Section 3.3, Section
4.2]). Indeed, the patched arguments we need are slightly different from that in [12, Section 3.3]). We
instead only vary all weights and levels at only one p-adic place. But the arguments in [12, Section
3.3, Section 4.2] can easily be adapted to our case.

We follow the notation of [26, Section 4.1.1] and [21, Section 2]. Suppose that p ∤ 2n, and let
r : GalL → GLn(kE) be a continuous representation such that r admits a potentially crystalline lift
rpot.diag : GalL → GLn(E) of regular weight ξ which is potentially diagonalisable. We can find
a triple (F,F+, ρ), where F is an imaginary CM field with maximal totally real subfield F+, and
ρ : GalF+ → Gn(kE) is a suitable globalisation (cf. [21, Section 2.1]) of r. In particular, for any
place v|p of F+, v splits in F , and has F+

v
∼= L. There is a place ṽ of F lying over v with ρ|GalFṽ

∼= r.

Let Sp be the set of places of F+ above p. By [21, Section 2.3], we can find the following objects

{G̃, v1, p ∈ Sp, {Um}m∈Z},

where G̃ is a certain definite unitary group over F+, v1 is a certain finite place of F+ prime to p, and
{Um =

∏
v Um,v}m∈Z≥0

is a tower of certain compact open subgroups of G̃(A∞
F+) (see [26, Section

4.1.1, Page 8028] or [21, Section 2, Page 214] for a precise description). We mention that Um has full
level pm (resp., level G̃(OF+

v
)) at p (resp., v ∈ Sp \ {p}).

Let τ be the inertial type of rpot.diag. As in [26, Section 4.1.1, Page 8029] or [21, Section 2, Page
215], we consider the space of p-adic automorphic forms Ŝξ,τ (U p,OE) and Ŝξ,τ (U p, E) (roughly speak-
ing, the space of p-adic algebraic automorphic forms of fixed type σ(τ) (see [21, Theorem 3.7], the
“inertial local Langlands correspondence") at the place Sp \ {p}, full level at p, and whose weight is
0 at places above p, and given by the regular weight ξ at each of the places in Sp \ {p}). Note that
Ŝξ,τ (U

p, E) is a Banach space for the supermum norm and is equipped with a continuous (unitary)
action of GLn(L) (by right translation on functions). The space Ŝξ,τ (U p, E) is also equipped with a
faithful action of a certain commutative global Hecke algebra TSp,univ over OE which is generated by
some prime-to-p Hecke operators (see [26, Section 4.1.1, Page 8029]). We can associate to ρ a maxi-
mal ideal mρ of TSp,univ. Let Ŝξ,τ (U p, ∗)mρ be the localization of Ŝξ,τ (U p, ∗) at mρ for ∗ ∈ {OE , E}.
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Then the action of TSp,univ on the localization Ŝξ,τ (U p,OE)mρ factors through certain Hecke algebra

T
Sp
ξ,τ (U

p,OE)mρ (see [26, Page 8029]). We also see that Ŝξ,τ (U p, E)∗ with ∗ ∈ {mρ, ∅} are admissible

unitary Banach representation of with invariant lattice Ŝξ,τ (U p,OE)∗.
We denote by R�ṽ the maximal reduced and p-torsion free quotient of the universal OE-lifting

ring of ρṽ := ρ|GalFṽ
(∼= r, and therefore R�ṽ

∼= R✷

r ). For v ∈ Sp\{p}, we denote by R�,ξ,τṽ for the

reduced and p-torsion free quotient of R�ṽ corresponding to potentially crystalline lifts of weight ξ and
inertial type τ . Consider the following global deformation problem (in the terminology of [23], see also
[21, Section 2.4])

S =

{
F/F+, T+, T,OE , ρ, χ

1−n
cyc δ

n
F/F+ , {R�ṽ1} ∪ {R

�
p } ∪ {R

�,ξ,τ
ṽ }v∈Sp\{p}

}

Then by [23, Proposition 2.2.9] (see also [21, Section 2.4]), this deformation problem is represented by
a universal deformation ring Runiv

S . Note that we have a natural morphism Runiv
S → T

Sp
ξ,τ (U

p,OE)mρ .
Following [26, Section 4.1.1] (or [21, Section 2.8]) we put

Rloc := R�p̃ ⊗̂
(
⊗̂Sp\{p}R

�,ξ,τ
ṽ

)
⊗̂R�ṽ1 ,

where all completed tensor products are taken over OE . We put g := q − [F+ : Q]n(n−1)
2 , where

q ≥ [F+ : Q]n(n−1)
2 is a certain integer as in [21, Section 2.6, Page 217]). We now put

R∞ := RlocJx1, · · · , xgK,

S∞ := OEJz1, · · · , zn2(|Sp|+1), y1, · · · , yqK,

where xi, yi, zi are formal variables. By the end of [26, Section 4.1.1] (or [21, Section 2.8]), we get the
following objects:

(i) a continuous R∞-admissible unitary representation Π∞ of G = GLn(L) over E together with a
G-stable and R∞-stable unit ball Πo∞ ⊂ Π∞;

(ii) a morphism of local OE-algebras S∞−→R∞ such that M∞ := HomOL(Π
o
∞,OE) is finite pro-

jective as S∞JGLn(OL)K-module;

(iii) a closed ideal a of R∞, a surjection R∞/aR∞ ։ Runiv
S and a G × R∞/aR∞-invariant isomor-

phism Π∞[a] ∼= Ŝξ,τ (U
p, E)mρ , where R∞ acts on Ŝξ,τ (U p, E)mρ via R∞/aR∞ ։ Runiv

S .

Let Rp =
(
⊗̂v∈Sp\{p}R

�,ξ,τ
ṽ

)
⊗̂R�ṽ1 and Rp

∞ := RpJx1, · · · , xgK. Then we have Rloc = Rp⊗̂R✷

r

(recall that R�ṽ
∼= R✷

r by definition) and R∞ = Rp
∞⊗̂R✷

r . Let U be the open unit ball in A1. We put
X✷

ρp := (Spf Rp)rig and X✷

r = (Spf R✷

r )
rig. Then we have (Spf Rp

∞)rig = X✷

ρp × Ug. We have thus

X∞ := (Spf R∞)rig ∼= (Spf Rp
∞)rig × X✷

r
∼= X✷

ρp × Ug × X✷

r .

Let h := (hτ,1,hτ,2, · · · ,hτ,n)τ∈ΣL be a strictly ∆k
n-dominant weight. We put hi = (hτ,i)τ∈ΣL

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and put λh = (hτ,i + i− 1)τ∈ΣL,1≤i≤n. We denote by ΠR∞−an
∞ the subrepresentation of

G of locally R∞-analytic vectors of Π∞ (see [16, Section 3.1]). Recall that Z〈r〉(L) ∼= Z
〈r〉
̟L×Z

〈r〉(OL),

where Z〈r〉
̟L is the image of ⊕ki=1Z →֒ Z〈r〉(L), (mi) 7→ (̟mi

L ).

We recall the construction of certain R∞×ZΩ[1,k]
×Z

〈r〉
̟L×Z

〈r〉(OL)-module BΩ[1,k],λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ )
in [12, Sections 3.1.1, 3.1.2, 3.3]. Using Bushnell-Kutzko’s theory of type, we can construct an abso-
lutely irreducible smooth representation σ of L〈r〉(OL) over E from a maximal simple type of Ω[1,k]
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(see the argument in [12, Sections 3.1.1]). We have

ZΩ[1,k]
∼= EndL〈r〉(L)

(
c− ind

L〈r〉(L)

L〈r〉(OL)
σ
)
,

where “c− ind” denotes the compact induction. We put

Bσ,λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ ) := HomL〈r〉(OL)

(
σ, JP〈r〉(L)(Π

R∞−an
∞ )λh

⊗̂EC
Qp−an(Z〈r〉(OL), E)

)

∼= HomL〈r〉(L)

(
c− ind

L〈r〉(L)

L〈r〉(OL)
σ, JP〈r〉(L)(Π

R∞−an
∞ )λh

⊗̂EC
Qp−an(Z〈r〉(OL), E)

)
,

where JP〈r〉(L)(Π
R∞−an
∞ )λh

:= Homd〈r〉(L
〈r〉(λh), JP〈r〉(L)(Π

R∞−an
∞ )) (recall that d〈r〉 is the Lie alge-

bra of the derived subgroup D〈r〉 of L〈r〉, and JP〈r〉(L) is the Emerton-Jacquet functor [27]).

As in [12, Sections 3.1.2], we recall various group actions on Bσ,λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ ). We write

(4.1)
ι1(Z

〈r〉(L)) ∼= Z〈r〉(L),
(
i.e., the notation Z1 in [12, (3.4)])

resp., ι0(Z
〈r〉(OL)) ∼= Z〈r〉(OL),

(
i.e., the notation Z0 in [12, (3.4)]

)

for the action of Z〈r〉(L) on Bσ,λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ ) induced by the action Z〈r〉(L) (resp., Z〈r〉(OL)) on
JP〈r〉(L)(Π

R∞−an
∞ )λh

( resp., CQp−an(Z〈r〉(OL), E)).

Next, the Bernstein centre ZΩ[1,k]
acts on the moduleBσ,λh

(ΠR∞−an
∞ ) via the factor c−indL

〈r〉(L)

L〈r〉(OL)
σ,

which commutes with the action of ι1(Z〈r〉(L)) × ι0(Z
〈r〉(OL)). Write Y1 (resp., Y0) for the action

ι1(Z
〈r〉(L)) (resp., ι0(Z〈r〉(OL))).
We write ∆0 for the action of Z〈r〉(L) on Bσ,λh

(ΠR∞−an
∞ ) induced by the diagonal action of

Z〈r〉(L) on JP〈r〉(L)(Π
R∞−an
∞ )λh

⊗̂EC
Qp−an(Z〈r〉(OL), E) (see the argument before [12, (3.4)]). The ar-

gument before [12, Lemma 3.1.2] shows that the action of ∆0 is determined by ∆0|Z〈r〉
̟L

(and ∆0|Z〈r〉(OL)

acts via the central character of σ).
The R∞ × ZΩ[1,k]

× Z
〈r〉
̟L × Z〈r〉(OL)-module structure of BΩ[1,k],λh

(ΠR∞−an
∞ )∨ is given by the

R∞ × ZΩ[1,k]
× ι1(Z

〈r〉
̟L) × ι0(Z

〈r〉(OL))-action, where R∞ acts on Bσ,λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ ) via the factor

ΠR∞−an
∞ . By [12, Lemma 3.17], the ZΩ[1,k]

×Z
〈r〉
̟L×Z

〈r〉(OL)-module Bσ,λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ ) does not depend

on the choice σ. We denote hence BΩ[1,k],λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ ) := Bσ,λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ ).
We also recall how to recover the action Y1 from Y0-action and ZΩ[1,k]

-action. Denoting by ψσ the

central character of σ (a character of Z〈r〉(L)). By [12, (3.5)], we see that

Y1(z0) = ψσ(z0)Y0(detL〈r〉(L)(z0)).

for any z0 ∈ Z〈r〉(OL). On the other hand, we see that Y1|Z〈r〉
̟L

= ∆0|Z〈r〉
̟L

. Moreover, the Z〈r〉(L)-

action on BΩ[1,k],λh
(Ŝ(U p,W p)anρ ) induced by the map

Z〈r〉(L)→ EndL〈r〉(L)

(
c− ind

L〈r〉(L)

L〈r〉(OL)
σ
)
∼= ZΩ[1,k]

coincides with the ∆0-action. Then the action Y1 can be recovered from the ZΩ[1,k]
-action.

By an easy variation of the proof of [12, Lemma 3.1.3] and the argument before [12, (3.28)], we

see that BΩ[1,k],λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ )∨ is a coadmissible module over O(X∞ × Ẑ
〈r〉
̟L × ZL〈r〉,OL

), which cor-

responds to a coherent sheaf M∞,0
Ω[1,k],λh

over X∞ × Ẑ
〈r〉
̟L × ZL〈r〉,OL

. Since the action of Z〈r〉
̟L fac-

tors through
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
, we see that M∞,0

Ω[1,k],λh
gives rise to a coherent sheaf M∞

Ω[1,k],λh
over
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X∞ ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

such that

Γ
(
X∞ ×

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

,M∞
Ω[1,k],λh

)
∼= BΩ[1,k],λh

(ΠR∞−an
∞ )∨.

Let E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) →֒ X∞×

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

be the Zariski-closed support ofM∞
Ω[1,k],λh

. We

call E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) the patched Bernstein eigenvariety.

By an easy variation of the proof of Proposition 3.3.2, Corollary 3.3.3, Proposition 3.3.4, Theo-
rem 3.3.5 and Proposition 3.3.6 in[12], we have

Proposition 4.1.

(1) For x = (mx, πx, χx) ∈ X∞ ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

, x ∈ E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) if and only if

HomL〈r〉(L)

(
πx ⊗E ((χx)̟L ◦ detL〈r〉(L))⊗E L

〈r〉(λh), JP〈r〉(L)(Π
R∞−an
∞ [my])

)
6= 0

(2) The rigid space E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) is reduced and equidimensional of dimension

g + kdL + n2(|Sp|+ 1) + [F+ : Q]
n(n− 1)

2
.

(3) The coherent sheafM∞
Ω[1,k],λh

is Cohen-Macaulay over E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ).

(4) The set of very classical non-critical generic points (see [12, Defintion 3.2.7, (3.22)] for the defi-

nitions of classical, very classical, non-critical, and generic points respectively) is Zarisiki-dense

in E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) and is an accumulation set. The set of very classical non-critical generic points

accumulates at point x = (mx, πx, χx) with χx locally algebraic.

We now recall the definition of Bernstein paraboline varieties [12, Section 4.2]. The Bernstein
paraboline variety XΩ[1,k],h(r) of type (Ω[1,k],h) is a subspace of X✷

r ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

. It

contains a subspace U✷

Ω[1,k],h
(r) consists of the point (ρ, x, δ0) such that

(1) (x, δ0) ∈
((
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

)gen
(the set of generic points in

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

,
see [12, Section 4.2]),

(2) Drig(ρ) admits an Ω[1,k]-filtration F = FilF• Drig(ρ) such that

(4.2) grFi Drig(ρ)⊗Rk(x),L
Rk(x),L((δ

0
i )

−1
̟L) →֒ ∆xi ⊗Rk(x),L

Rk(x),L(z
hir )

and the image has Hodge-Tate weights (h(i−1)r+1, · · · ,hir). By using Berger’s equivalence of
categories [4, Theorem A] and comparing the Hodge-Tate weights, we see that (4.2) is equivalent
to

(4.3) ∆xi ⊗Rk(x),L
Rk(x),L(z

h(i−1)r+1) →֒ grFi Drig(ρ)⊗Rk(x),L
Rk(x),L((δ

0
i )

−1
̟L).

We define XΩ[1,k],h(r) to be the Zariski-closure of U✷

Ω[1,k],h
(r) in X✷

r ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

. By
[12, Theorem 4.2.5, Corollary 4.2.5], we have:
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Proposition 4.2.

(1) The rigid space XΩ[1,k],h(r) is equidimensional of dimension n2 +
(
n(n−1)

2 + k
)
dL.

(2) The set U✷

Ω[1,k],h
(r) is Zariski-open and Zariski-dense in XΩ[1,k],h(r).

(3) The rigid space U✷

Ω[1,k],h
(r) is smooth over E, and the morphism

ω|U✷

Ω[1,k],h
(r) : U

✷

Ω[1,k],h
(r)→

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

is smooth.

(4) Let x = (ρx, x, δ
0) ∈ XΩ[1,k],h(r), then Drig(ρx) admits an Ω[1,k]-filtration F = {FilFi Drig(ρx)}

such that, for all 1 = 1, · · · , s,

grFi Drig(ρx)⊗Rk(x),L
Rk(x),L((δ

0
i )

−1
̟L)

[
1

t

]
= ∆xi

[
1

t

]
.

Remark 4.3. In general, (x, ((δ0i )̟Lz
hir)) is not a parameter (recall Definition 2.1) of the

Ω[1,k]-filtration F in (4). By definition, for x = (ρx, x, δ
0) ∈ U✷

Ω[1,k],h
(r), we see that (x, ((δ0i )̟Lz

hir ))

is a parameter of Ω[1,k]-filtration F .

The following definition is a generalization of the accumulation property in [15, Definition 2.11].

Definition 4.4. Let X be a union of irreducible components of an open subset of XΩ[1,k],h(r).
We say that X satisfies the accumulation property at x, if for any positive real number C > 0, the set of

potentially crystalline strictly points x′ = (ρ′, x′, δ0x′) ∈ XΩ[1,k],h(r) such that:

• x′ is generic;

• x′ is non-critical;

• wt(δ0x,i)− wt(δ0x,i+1) > C for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and τ ∈ ΣL;

accumulate at x.

The (purely local) Bernstein paraboline variety is closely related to the (global) patched Bernstein
eigenvariety. Consider the composition

(4.4)
E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) −֒→ X✷

ρp × X✷

r ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

ιΩ[1,k]
−−−−→ X✷

ρp × X✷

r ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

.

where ιΩ[1,k]
:
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig ∼
−→
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
is the isomorphism such that

πιΩ[1,k]
(x)i = πxi ⊗E unr(q

(i−1)r+ r−1
2

L ) ◦ det

for x = (xi)1≤i≤k ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
. An easy variation of the proof of [12, Theorem 3.3.9] asserts that
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Proposition 4.5. The composition in (4.4) factors through X✷

ρp ×XΩ[1,k],h(r), i.e.,

(4.5) Λ : E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) −֒→ X✷

ρp × ι
−1
Ω[1,k]

(XΩ[1,k],h(r)).

It induces an isomorphism between E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) with a union of irreducible components of the space

X✷

ρp × ι
−1
Ω[1,k]

(XΩ[1,k],h(r)) equipped with the reduced closed rigid subspace structure.

4.2. Non-critical special point. Let ρL : GalL → GLn(E) be a potentially semistable non-
crystalline representation. Let D be the associated (ϕ,Γ)-module over RE,L of rank n.

Let h := (hτ,1 > hτ,2 > · · · > hτ,n)τ∈ΣL be the Hodge-Tate weights of ρL (or D). We put
hi = (hτ,i)τ∈ΣL for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We put λh = (hτ,i + i− 1)τ∈ΣL,1≤i≤n, which is a dominant weight of
(ResL/QpGLn)×Qp E respect to (ResL/QpB)×Qp E. In the sequel, we fix this weight h.

Suppose that D admits a non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration F with parameter

(x̃π,h, δ̃h) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

(or (xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
× ZL〈r〉,L), see (Definition 2.2, Definition 2.4). In the sequel, we use

the notations of Section 2.2 freely.
Recall that π ∼= π0 ⊗ unr(απ) for some απ ∈ E×. We put
(4.6)
• (x̆π,1) ∈

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

,

x̆π = (x̆π,i)1≤i≤k, and πx̆π,i
∼= π0⊗Eunr

(
απq

i−k+ 1−r
2

−r(i−1)

L

)
◦ det for 1 ≤ i ≤ k;

• (x̂π,1) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

,

x̂π = (xπ,i)1≤i≤k, and πx̂π,i
∼= π0⊗Eunr(απq

i−k
L ) ◦ det for 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Suppose that there exists xp ∈ X✷

ρp such that

x = (xp, ρL, x̆π,1) ∈ E
∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) −֒→ X✷

ρp × X✷

r ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

,

By definition, we see that

Λ(x) = (xp, ι−1
Ω[1,k]

(xL)) = (xp, ι−1
Ω[1,k]

(ρL, x̂π,1)) ∈ X✷

ρp × ι
−1
Ω[1,k]

(XΩ[1,k],h(r))

via the injection (4.5). In this case, we call xL (resp., x) a non-critical special point on XΩ[1,k],h(r)
(resp., E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ)).

We derive several local consequences of Bernstein paraboline variety XΩ[1,k],h(r) at the non-

critical special point xL. Recall ̂E∞Ω[1,k],p,λπ
(ρ)x (resp. X̂✷

Ω[1,k],h
(r)xL) means the complete local ring

of E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) (resp. XΩ[1,k],h(r)) at x (resp. xL).

4.3. Accumulation property at non-critical special point. Let E(x) be the union of irreducible
components of E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) containing x, which is thus equidimensional of dimension

g + ndL + n2(|Sp|+ 1) + [F+ : Q]
(n(n− 1)

2
+ r
)
.

46



Since E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) is reduced at x (by Proposition 4.1 (2)), one has

(4.7) ÔE∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ),x
∼= ÔE(x),x.

By Theorem 4.5, E(x) has the form ∪i,j
(
Xp
i ×Ug × ι−1

Ω[1,k]
(Xj,p)

)
, where Xi,p is an irreducible compo-

nent of XΩ[1,k],h(r) containing xL, and Xp
i is an irreducible component of X✷

ρp . By [36, Theorem 3.3.8]

and [21, Lemma 2.5], XΩ[1,k],h(r) is smooth at xp, and hence {Xp
i }i is a singleton {Xp}. Therefore, we

have

(4.8) E(x) = Xp × Ug × ι−1
Ω[1,k]

(XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x)) →֒ Xp × Ug × ι−1
Ω[1,k]

(XΩ[1,k],h(r))

with XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) = ∪jXj,p.

Lemma 4.6. XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) satisfies the accumulation property at xL.

Proof. We follow the route of [15, Proposition 3.10], the proof of [16, Theorem 3.9] and the state-
ment in [12, Theorem 3.3.5]. Recall that [12, Theorem 3.3.5] say that the set of very classical non-critical
generic points (and therefore potentially crystalline) is Zariski-dense in E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) and accumulate

at any point x = (mx, πx, χx) ∈ E
∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) with χx locally algebraic. We adapt the proof of this

statement to our setting. More precisely, for the non-critical point x = (xp, ρL, x̆π,1) ∈ E
∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ)

and an irreducible component X of E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) containing x, one can choose an affinoid and con-

nected neighborhood of x such that U → ωX(U) is a finite surjective morphism, and ωX(U) is an
affinoid open subset, by [12, Proposition 3.3.2 (2)]. For any sufficiently large C , we define a part WC of
ZL〈r〉,OL

consists of dominant algebraic character δ0 ∈ ZL〈r〉,OL
such that wt(δ0τ,i) − wt(δ0τ,i+1) > C

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and τ ∈ ΣL. Since U is affinoid, by [12, Proposition 3.2.14] and [12, Proposition
3.2.9 and (3.17)], for any sufficiently large C , if a point x′ = (x′p, ρ′, x′, δ0x′) ∈ E

∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) satisfies

that δ0x′ ∈ WC then x′ is a very classical non-critical generic point. Then by a similar argument of the
second paragraph in the proof of [16, Theorem 3.9], we see that there exists an affinoid neighbourhood
U of x in X and a part W of ZL〈r〉,OL

such that ω−1
X ((SpfS∞)rig ×W ) ∩ U consists of very classical

non-critical generic points, where ωX is the restriction of the map

E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ)

κz−→ ((Spf S∞)rig ×ZL〈r〉,OL
×Grig

m → (Spf S∞)rig ×ZL〈r〉,OL
,

which is defined in the [12, discussion before Proposition 3.3.2]. Using the isomorphism

E(x) = Xp × Ug × ι−1
Ω[1,k]

(XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x)),

this lemma is contained in the above discussion.

Let runiv be the universal framed Galois deformation of r over X✷

r , δ0,univi be the universal char-

acter of O×
L over Ô×

L , and ∆univ
Ωr

be the universal p-adic differential equation over (SpecZΩr)
rig (see

[12, Section 2.2]). Let X ⊂ XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) be a subspace, and let runivX , δ0,univX,i and ∆univ
Ωr,X

be the pull-

back of runiv, δ0,univi and ∆univ
π over X. Let Drig

(
runivX

)
be the (ϕ,Γ)-module overRX,L associated to

runivX .
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For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we set

∆X,i = ∆univ
Ωr,X ⊗RX,L

RX,L
((
δ0,univX,i

)
̟L
zh(i−1)r+1

)
.

By the argument after (2.2), we have natural injection ∆X,xL,i →֒ grFi D
∼= grFi Drig(r

univ
X,xL

) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k,
where ∆X,xL,i is the specialization of ∆X,i at xL. We show that the Ω[1,k]-filtration on xL can extend to
some open affinoid neighborhood around xL.

Theorem 4.7. There exists an open affinoid neighborhood X ⊂ XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) of non-critical

special point xL such that the (ϕ,Γ)-module Drig(r
univ
X )[1t ] overRX,L admits a filtrationM• such that

griM•
∼= ∆X,i[

1
t ]. In particular, the specialization of the filtrationM• on non-critical special point xL

gives an Ω[1,k]-filtration of Drig(ρL)[
1
t ] with parameter (xπ, δh).

Proof. By the accumulation property at xL, there exists a Zariski dense set S of potentially crys-
talline and non-critical generic points such that for z ∈ S, we have (see the proof of [12, Proposition
4.2.7])

dimk(z) Ext
i
(ϕ,Γ)(∆X,z,1,Drig(r

univ
X,z )) =





1, i = 0;

1 + nr · dL, i = 1;

0, i = 2.

Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8 (recall that grF1 Drig(r
univ
X,xL

)/∆X,xL,1 is a torsion
(ϕ,Γ)-module), we can deduce that for s > 1,

- Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(∆X,xL,1, gr
F
s Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)) = 0,

- Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆X,xL,1, gr
F
s Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)) = 0,

- Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(∆X,xL,1, gr
F
1 Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)/∆X,xL,1) = 0,

- Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(∆X,xL,1, gr
F
1 Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)/∆X,xL,1) = 0.

An easy computation and dévissage argument imply

dimk(xL) Ext
i
(ϕ,Γ)(∆X,xL,1,Drig(r

univ
X,xL)) =





1, i = 0;

1 + nr · dL, i = 1;

0, i = 2.

By [2, Corollary 4.7], Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(∆X,1,Drig(r
univ
X )) is locally free of rank one at xL. Shrinking X, we

can assume that Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(∆X,1,Drig(r
univ
X )) is free of rank one at xL. A choice of a generator allows a

map
ι1 : ∆X,1 −→ Drig(r

univ
X ).

By [2, Lemma 5.4 (a)], ι1 is injective.
Now consider QX,1 := cokerι1, which is a generalized (ϕ,Γ)-module over RX,L. By [2, Lemma

5.4 (b)], we can assume QX,1 is nearly flat (in the sense of the [2, Definition 4.1]) by shrinking X. A
difference with trianguline case is that the map ι1 is never saturated, and so QX,1 has t-torsions at all
points. For any z ∈ S (resp., xL), by definition QX,z (resp., QX,xL,1) is an extension of

(4.9)
Filk2Drig(r

univ
X,z ) := Drig(r

univ
X,z )/gr

F
1 Drig(r

univ
X,z )

(resp., Filk2Drig(r
univ
X,xL

) := Drig(r
univ
X,xL

)/grF1 Drig(r
univ
X,xL

))
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by torsion (ϕ,Γ)-module grF1 Drig(r
univ
X,z )/∆X,z,1 (resp., grF1 Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)/∆X,xL,1). Moreover, as z ∈ S
is generic, we have

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(Fil
k
2Drig(r

univ
X,z ), gr

F
1 Drig(r

univ
X,z )/∆X,z,1) = 0

and hence QX,z,1 ∼= Filk2Drig(r
univ
X,z )⊕ grF1 Drig(r

univ
X,z )/∆X,z,1.

For the point xL, since QX,xL [
1
t ] = Filk2Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)[1t ], then there exists a sufficiently large in-
teger N , such that (using E-B-pairs and the same strategy as in the proof of Lemma 2.7 and Lemma
2.8)

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(t
N∆X,xL,2, QX,xL,1)

∼
−→ Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(t

N∆X,xL,2,Fil
k
2Drig(r

univ
X,xL)).

In this case, note that for s > 2,

- Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(t
N∆X,xL,2, gr

F
s Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)) = 0,

- Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(t
N∆X,xL,2, gr

F
s Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)) = 0,

- Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(t
N∆X,xL,2, gr

F
2 Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)/∆X,xL,2) = 0,

- Ext2(ϕ,Γ)(t
N∆X,xL,2, gr

F
2 Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)/∆X,xL,2) = 0.

We can obtain

(4.10) dimE Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(t
N∆X,xL,2,Fil

k
2Drig(r

univ
X,xL

)) =





1, i = 0;

1 + (k − 1)r2 · dL, i = 1;

0, i = 2.

Fix this integer N , for any z ∈ S, we claim that if wt(δ01,z)− wt(δ02,z) > N , then we have

Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(t
N∆X,z,2, gr

F
1 Drig(r

univ
X,z )/∆X,z,1) = 0.

Therefore, we can obtain

(4.11)

dimE Exti(ϕ,Γ)(t
N∆X,z,2, QX,z,1) = Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(t

N∆X,z,2,Fil
k
2Drig(r

univ
X,z ))

=





1, i = 0;

1 + (k − 1)r2 · dL, i = 1;

0, i = 2.

By the accumulation property at xL, the potentially crystalline and non-critical generic points z ∈ S
such that wt(δ01,z)− wt(δ02,z) > N is Zariski dense in X. By [2, Corollary 5.4(b)], we see that
Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(t

N∆X,2, QX,1) is locally free of rank one at xL. By shrinking X, we can further assume that

Ext0(ϕ,Γ)(t
N∆X,2, QX,1) is free of rank one at xL. A choice of a generator allows a map

ι2 : t
N∆X,2 −→ QX,1.

By [2, Corollary 5.4(a)], ι2 is injective. Now consider QX,2 := cokerι2. Proceeding as we did for
QX,1 := cokerι1, we complete the proof step by step. In conclusion, the (ϕ,Γ)-module Drig(r

univ
X )[1t ]

over RX,L admits a filtration M• such that grM•
i Drig(r

univ
X )[1t ]

∼= ∆X,i[
1
t ]. The specialization of the

filtrationM• at non-critical special point xL gives a Ω[1,k]-filtration of Drig(ρL)[
1
t ] such that

(4.12) grM•
i Drig(ρ)[

1

t
]

∼
−→ ∆x̂π,i⊗RE,L

RE,L(z
h(i−1)r+1)[

1

t
] ∼= ∆x̂π,i⊗RE,L

RE,L(z
hir )[

1

t
].

This proves the last assertion.
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4.4. Smoothness of non-critical special point. Recall that the deformation theory of Galois rep-
resentations is usually studied by considering a functor whose values are the set of isomorphism classes
of liftings. In some cases, it is better to consider a functor with values in groupoids, i.e., to consider the
category of liftings and the isomorphisms between them. If X is a groupoid over ArtE , we denote by
|X| the functor on ArtE such that |X|(A) is the set of isomorphim classes of the category X(A). In
this section, we study certain groupoids or functors whose values are deformations of type Ω[1,k] for
(ϕ,Γ)-module D over RE,L (andMD := D[1t ] over RE,L[1t ]).

We also fix the Ω[1,k]-filtration F on D with non-critical special parameter

(xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L.

By inverting t, this filtration F on D induces an increasing filtration M• = {FilFi D[1t ]} on MD by
(ϕ,Γ)-submodules over RE,L[1t ]. Under the terminology in [12, Section 6.2], a parameter of Ω[1,k]-

filtrationM• ofMD is (xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L. By [12, Lemmma 6.2.1], we see that all

parameters ofM• are of the form (x′
π, δ

′
h) such that, for i = 1, · · · , k, ∆x′

π,i
= ∆xπ,i⊗RE,L

RE,L(ψi)

and δ′h,i = δh,iψ
−1
i ηiz

k for some unramified character ψi of L×, ηi ∈ µΩπ , and k ∈ Z|ΣL|.
Let XMD

be the groupoid over ArtE of deformation of MD, and XMD,M• be the groupoid
over ArtE of Ω[1,k]- deformation of (MD,M•) (see [12, Section 6.2]). There is a natural morphism
(by forgetting the filtration) XMD,M• → XMD

. Let XD be the groupoid over ArtE of deformation
of D. Recall that we have natural morphism XD → XMD

by inverting t. More precisely, note that
|XMD,M• | is the deformation functor

|XMD,M• | : ArtE := {Artinian local E-algebra with residue field E} −→ {sets}

sends A to the set of isomorphism classes {(MA, jA,MA,•)}/ ∼, where

(1) MA is a (ϕ,Γ)-module of rank n over RA,L with an isomorphism jA :MA ⊗A E ∼=MD,

(2) MA,• is an increasing Ω[1,k]-filtration of (ϕ,Γ)-module overRA,L[1t ] onMA,

(3) jA induces isomorphisms jA :MA,i ⊗A E ∼=Mi.

By [12, Lemma 6.2.2], there exists a unique characters δA = ⊗ki=1δA,i such that δA,i ≡ δh,i( mod mA)
and (xπ := (xπ,i)1≤i≤k, δA) is a parameter ofMA,•, i.e., there exists an isomorphism of (ϕ,Γ)-module
of rank r overRA,L[1t ]: griMA

∼
−→ ∆π⊗RE,L

RA,L(δA,i)[
1
t ]. We putXD,M• := XD×XM

D
XMD,M• .

We view the character δh as a point of ZL〈r〉,L. Observe that the functor

A ∈ ArtE 7→ {δA : Z〈r〉(L)→ A×, δA,i ≡ δh,i(mod mA)}

is pro-representable by ̂(ZL〈r〉,L)δh
, where ̂(ZL〈r〉,L)δh

is the completion ofZL〈r〉,L at the point δh. Then
we have a morphism of groupoids over ArtE :

(4.13) ωδh : XMD,M• →
̂(ZL〈r〉,L)δh

, (A,MA, jA,MA,•) 7→ δA,

by [12, Lemma 6.2.2].
The E-linear map δE[ǫ]/ǫ2 7→ (δE[ǫ]/ǫ2δ

−1
h − 1)/ǫ induces an isomorphism

̂(ZL〈r〉,L)δh
(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

∼
−→ Hom(Z〈r〉(L), E) =

k∏

i=1

Hom(L×, E).
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Therefore, we consider the following composition

(4.14) ωκδh : XMD,M•(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)→ ̂(ZL〈r〉,L)δh
(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

κL−−→
∏

ir∈∆n(k)

Hom(L×, E),

where the last map κL sends (ψ1, ψ2, · · · , ψk) to (ψi−ψi+1)ir∈∆n(k) (see 2.7). The composition of the
morphism ωδh

(
resp., the map ωκδh

)
with the natural morphism XD,M• → XMD,M•

(
resp., the map

XD,M•(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)→ XMD,M•(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)
)

of groupoids gives a morphism ωδh : XD,M• →
̂(ZL〈r〉,L)δh

of groupoids over ArtE
(
resp., a map ωκδh : XD,M•(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) →

∏
ir∈∆n(k)

Hom(L×, E)
)
. Note that

ωδh (resp., ωκδh) factors through |XD,M• |
(
resp., |XD,M• |(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

)
.

Lemma 4.8. We have

(1) |XMD,M•| is a subfunctor of |XMD
|.

(2) F 0
D,F (see Section 2.3) is a subfunctor of |XD,M• |. Moreover, the following diagram is commuta-

tive:

(4.15) F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

κ, (2.7)
''❖

❖
❖
❖
❖
❖
❖
❖
❖
❖
❖

� � // |XD,M• |(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

ωκ
δ
h

��

k∏
i=1

Hom(L×, E).

Proof. We first to show |XMD,M• | that is a subfunctor |XMD
|, i.e., the Ω[1,k]-filtrationMA,• de-

formingM• on a deformationMA is unique. This follows from an argument analogous to [12, Propo-
sition 6.2.8] and [1, Proposition 2.3.6]. The proof proceeds by induction on the length of MA,•, we
should show that MA,• is an Ω-filtration on MA, then MA,1 is uniquely determined as a (ϕ,Γ)-
submodule ofMA,MA,2/MA,1 is uniquely determined as a (ϕ,Γ)-submodule ofMA/MA,1, and so

on. Now suppose that M̃A,1 is another (ϕ,Γ)-submodule ofMA deforming M1. Observe that M̃A,1

(resp.,MA/MA,1) is a successive extension ofM1 (resp.,M/M1). Applying [12, Lemma 6.2.5 (1)]

to the case 1 = i < j, we deduce Hom(ϕ,Γ)(M̃A,1,MA/MA,1) = 0 by an easy dévissage argu-

ment. Therefore, we see that M̃A,1 ⊂ MA,1. Then we are done since M̃A,1 andMA,1 have the same
rank. This completes the proof of Part (1) by proceeding as we did for MA,1 step by step. Similar to
the proof of Part (1), we see that F 0

D,F is a subfunctor of |XD|. The [12, Lemma 6.2.5 (1)] has to be
replaced by Lemma 2.7. Since the morphism F 0

D,F → |XD| factors through F 0
D,F → |XD,M• |, we

deduce from Part (1) that F 0
D,F is a subfunctor of |XD,M• |.

The non-critical property of D implies the following isomorphism of functors.

Proposition 4.9. The morphism F 0
D,F →֒ |XD,M• | of functors induces an isomorphism.

Proof. For any A ∈ ArtE and (A,DA, jA,MA,•) ∈ XD,M•(A), the Ω[1,k]-filtration on MD

induces an increasing filtration F ′
A := (Fil

F ′
A

i DA)1≤i≤k := (MA,i ∩ DA)1≤i≤k on D by (ϕ,Γ)-
submodules over RE,L. Therefore, we get that

grFAi DA

[
1

t

]
= griMA

[
1

t

]
= ∆π ⊗RE,L

RE,L(δA,i)

[
1

t

]
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for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Note that (MA,i ∩ DA)1≤i≤k may fail to be projective over A, and thus FA
only gives an unsaturated filtration of DA. We first show that F ′

E = FE . By an easy variation of [1,
Lemma 2.4.2], we see that F ′ := F ′

E is a saturated filtration of D. Let {h′
τ,1,h

′
τ,2, · · · ,h

′
τ,ir}τ∈ΣL

be the Hodge-Tate weights of FilF
′

i D. By Lemma 2.7, we see that Hom(ϕ,Γ)(gr
F ′

i D,D/FilFi D) = 0

(resp., Hom(ϕ,Γ)(gr
F
i D,D/Fil

F ′

i D) = 0) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Therefore, we see that grF
′

i D ⊂ FilFi D

(resp., grFi D ⊂ FilF
′

i D). For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we further recall that Hom(ϕ,Γ)(gr
F ′

i D,FilFi−1D) = 0

(resp., Hom(ϕ,Γ)(gr
F
i D,Fil

F ′

i−1D) = 0). Therefore. We have two injections of (ϕ,Γ)-modules:
(4.16)

∆π ⊗RE,L
RE,L(unr(q

1−k
L )z

h′
(i−1)r+1) →֒ FilF

′

i D →֒ FilFi D →֒ ∆π ⊗RE,L
RE,L(unr(q

1−k
L )zhir ),

∆π ⊗RE,L
RE,L(unr(q

1−k
L )zh(i−1)r+1) →֒ FilFi D →֒ FilF

′

i D →֒ ∆π ⊗RE,L
RE,L(unr(q

1−k
L )zh

′
ir ).

This implies that h′
(i−1)r+1 ≥ hir and h(i−1)r+1 ≥ h′

ir. This implies h′
τ,i = hτ,i for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k

and τ ∈ ΣL by the non-critical assumption. By the uniqueness of Ω[1,k]-filtration with the parameter

(xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L, we conclude that F ′

E = FE . Furthermore, by the above discus-

sion and the uniqueness of Ω[1,k]-filtration with the parameter (xπ, δh) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,L, we

also see that the filtration FA on DA coincides with F on D when module mA. Similar to the proof of
[1, Lemma 2.2.3], we get the result.

We now prove the main results of this section, which assert thatXXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) (resp., E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ))

is smooth at the point xL (resp., x).
We need to study the tangent space TXΩ[1,k],h

(r),xL (resp., TE∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ),x) of XΩ[1,k],h(r) (resp.,

E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ)) at the non-critical special point xL (resp., x). Recall that XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x) ⊂ XΩ[1,k],h(r) is

a union of irreducible components of XΩ[1,k],h(r) containing xL. Consider the morphisms

(4.17)
ω✷ := ω|

XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x)
: XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x) ⊂ XΩ[1,k],h(r) −→

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

,

ζ✷ := XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) ⊂ XΩ[1,k],h(r) −→ X✷

r .

We define ω✷,1 : XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) −→
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
(resp., ω✷,2 : XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x)XΩ[1,k],h(r) −→ ZL〈r〉,OL

)

to be the composition of ω✷ with projection to the 1-th (resp., 2-th) factor.
We describe explicitly the tangent map of ω✷,1 (resp., ω✷,2) at xL:

(4.18) dω✷,1
xL

(resp., dω✷,2
xL

) : T
XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x),XL

−→ T(
Spec ZΩ[1,k]

)rig
,x̆π

(resp., TZ
L〈r〉,OL

,1).

Then dω✷

xL = dω✷,1
xL ⊕ dω

✷,2
xL .

We identify v ∈ T
XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x),xL

with an E[ǫ]/ǫ2-valued point Spec
(
E[ǫ]/ǫ2

) v
−→ XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x) of

XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x). Then the composition

Spec
(
E[ǫ]/ǫ2

) v
−→ XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x)→ ZL〈r〉,OL

gives the point dω✷,2
xL (v) and thus a continuous character δ0v = ⊠ki=1δ

0
v,i : Z

〈r〉(OL) −→
(
E[ǫ]/ǫ2

)×

such that δ0v ≡ 1 mod ǫ. Via the identification TZ
L
〈r〉,OL

,1
∼= Hom(Z〈r〉(OL), E) =

∏k
i=1 Hom(O×

L , E),
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the element δ0v becomes ((δ0v,i − 1)/ǫ)1≤i≤k . On the other hand, the composition

Spec
(
E[ǫ]/ǫ2

) v
−→ XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x)→

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig

corresponds to the point dω✷,1
xL (v). Recall that ZΩ[1,k]

∼= ⊗ki=1E[z, z−1]µ
unr
Ωr (depending on the choice

of the element π⊗k0 in Ω[1,k]). Therefore, for A ∈ ArtE , the A-valued points of
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
are

isomorphic to the vector space of A-valued unramified characters on Z〈r〉(L). In terms of the language

of p-adic differential equations, for any ψ = (ψi)1≤i≤k ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
(SpA), there exists a unique

unramified character unr(aψi) : L
× → A×, such that aψi ≡ 1 mod mA and

(4.19) ψ∗
i∆Ωr

∼= ∆Ωr ,x̂π,i ⊗Rk(x),L
RA,L(unr(aψi)) = ∆π0 ⊗Rk(x),L

RA,L(unr(aψiαπq
i−k
L )),

where ∆Ωr is the universal p-adic differential equation over
(
SpecZΩr

)rig
. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we put

qk,i := unr(απq
i−k
L )) ◦ det and qk := ⊠

k
i=1qk,i. Therefore, we have

(4.20)
dω✷

xL
: T

XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x),XL
−→ T(

Spec ZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×Z

L
〈r〉,OL

,ω(xL)
= T(

Spec ZΩ[1,k]

)rig
,x̆π
⊕ TZ

L
〈r〉,OL

,1

∼= TZ
L
〈r〉,L

,qk

−·(zhir )1≤i≤k
−−−−−−−−−→ TZ

L
〈r〉,L

,δh .

Therefore, by composting dω✷

xL
with κL, we can get a map

(4.21)

η✷ : T
XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x),xL

dω✷

xL−−−→ TZ
L
〈r〉,L

,δh
∼= Hom(Z〈r〉(L×), E) =

k∏

i=1

Hom(L×, E)

κL−−→
∏

ir∈∆k

Hom(L×, E).

Let XρL be the groupoid over ArtE of deformations of the group morphism ρL. The map ζ✷ (see

(4.17)) induces a natural morphism ̂XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x)xL → (X̂✷

r )ρL
∼= XρL . By [15, Lemma 4.13], there is

an exact sequence of E-vector spaces

(4.22) 0→ K(ρL)→ TX✷

r ,ρL

fρL−−→ Ext1GalL
(ρL, ρL) ∼= Ext1(ϕ,Γ)(D,D) = FD(E[ǫ]/ǫ2)→ 0,

where K(ρL) is a k(xL)-vector space of TX✷

r ,ρL
of dimension n2 − dimE EndGalL(ρL).

Let L(ρL) := L(D) be the parabolic Fontaine-Mazur simple L-invariants associated to ρL (equiv-
alently, to D).

Proposition 4.10. XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) is smooth at the point xL, and (4.21) factors thought a surjective

map

(4.23) η✷ : T
XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x),xL

−։ L(ρL).

Proof. We first show that the image of fρL in (4.22) is contained in the E-vector space
|XD,M• |(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) ∼= F 0

D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2). By Theorem 4.7 (we use the notation of Section 4.3, Theorem 4.7
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and its proof), we see that there exists an open affinoid neighborhood X ⊂ XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) of xL such that

the (ϕ,Γ)-module Drig(r
univ
X )[1t ] over RX,L admits a filtration M• such that griM•

∼= ∆X,i[
1
t ]. Let

A ∈ ArtE , and Spec(A) → X a morphism of rigid analytic spaces sending the only point of Spec(A)
to x. By pulling along ψ : Spec(A)→ X→ X✷

r , we obtain a deformation ρA of r such that

Drig(ρA)[
1

t
] ∼= A⊗Γ(X,OX) Drig(r

univ
X )[

1

t
],

and A ⊗Γ(X,OX)M• gives a filtrationMA,• on Drig(ρA)[
1
t ]. Let ∆A,i be the pull-back of ∆X,i along

Spec(A)→ X. Therefore, the filtrationMA,• on Drig(ρA)[
1
t ] satisfies

(4.24)
gr

MA,•

i Drig(ρA)
[1
t

]
∼
−→ ∆A,i

[1
t

]

∼
−→∆π0 ⊗RE,L

RA,L
(
unr(aA,iαπq

i−k
L ) · (δA,i)̟L · z

h(i−1)r+1
)[1
t

]

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, where δA is the pullback of the universal character of O×
L along Spec(A)→ X, and aA,i

is an element of A such that aA,i ≡ 1 mod mA. Since the point xL is non-critical, the uniqueness of
Ω[1,k]-filtration onMD implies thatMA,• ⊗A E ∼=M•, i.e., the filtrationM• on Drig(ρL)[

1
t ] satisfies

grM•
i Drig(ρL)

[1
t

]
∼
−→ ∆π0 ⊗RE,L

RE,L(unr(απ)δh,i)
[1
t

]
,

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Evaluating at A = E[ǫ]/ǫ2-points and using Proposition 4.9, we see that the image of
fρL in (4.22) is contained in the E-vector space |XD,M• |(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) ∼= F 0

D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2).

The closed embedding XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) →֒ XΩ[1,k],h(r) →֒ X✷

r ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

induces

an injection on tangent spaces T
XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x),xL

→֒ TX✷

r ,ρL
⊕ T(

Spec ZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×Z

L
〈r〉,OL

,(x̆π,1)
. Then dζ✷xL

is the composition of this injection with the projection

TX✷

r ,ρL
⊕ T(

Spec ZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×Z

L
〈r〉,OL

,(x̆π,1)
→ TX✷

r ,ρL
.

We claim that the tangent map dζ✷xL remains injective. Let v ∈ T
XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x),xL

which maps to 0 in

TX✷

r ,ρL
. Then it maps to 0 in FD(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) via fρL . We have to show that the image of v ∈ T

XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x),xL

in T(
Spec ZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×Z

L
〈r〉,OL

,(x̆π,1)
is also zero. Since F 0

D,F is a subfunctor of FD,F , we see that the im-

age fρL(v) ∈ F
0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2) is isomorphic to the trivial deformation of D of type Ω[1,k] over E[ǫ]/ǫ2

(and then the parameter of trivial deformation is trivial). We conclude that the image of v ∈ T
XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x),xL

in T(
Spec ZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×Z

L
〈r〉,OL

,(x̆π,1)
is also zero. Therefore, we obtain from (4.22) a short exact sequence

(4.25) 0→ K(ρL) ∩ TXXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x),XL
→ T

XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x),XL

fρL−−→ F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2).

Then Proposition 2.24 gives an upper bound:

dimE TXXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x),xL
≤ n2 + dL

(n(n− 1)

2
+ k
)
= dimE XΩ[1,k],h(r).
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This implies that XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x) is smooth at the point xL. At last, by comparing the construction, we see

that the composition
(4.26)

T
XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x),XL

fρL−−→ F 0
D,F (E[ǫ]/ǫ2)

ωδh
(E[ǫ]/ǫ2),(4.13)

−−−−−−−−−−−−→ ̂(ZL〈r〉,L)δh
(E[ǫ]/ǫ2) = TZ

L
〈r〉,L

,δh

coincides with dω✷

xL (see (4.20)). We deduce from Corollary 2.19 the surjection (4.23).

We now prove the main proposition of this section. The natural embedding

E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) −֒→ (Spf Rp

∞)rig × X✷

r ×
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

induces the weight map

(4.27) ω : E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) −→

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

.

Consider the tangent map of ω at point x = (xp, ρL, x̆π,1):

(4.28) dωx : TE∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ),x −→ T(
Spec ZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×Z

L
〈r〉,OL

,ω(x)

∼= TZ
L
〈r〉,L

,δh ,

where the second isomorphism follows by the same argument of (4.20).

Proposition 4.11. E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) is smooth at x, and (4.28) factors through a surjective map

(4.29) TE∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ),x −։ L(ρL).

Proof. Recall that E(x) is the union of irreducible components of E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) containing x. By

(4.7) and (4.8), we see that κL ◦ dωx is equal to the following composition

(4.30)

TE∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ),x
∼= TE(x),x ∼= T

Xp×Ug×ι−1
Ω[1,k]

(XXp−aut
Ω[1,k]

(x)),(xp,xL)

−։ T
XXp−aut

Ω[1,k]
(x),xL

η✷, (4.21)
−−−−−−→

∏

ir∈∆n(k)

Hom(L×, E).

Now the result follows.

Remark 4.12. LetXρL,M• be the groupoid over ArtE defined in [12, Section 6.4]. Forw ∈ Wn,ΣL ,

letXw
ρL,M•

be the closed subgroupoid ofXρL,M• over ArtE defined in [12, Section 6.4], which is closely

related to some varieties studied in geometric representation theory. Since the parameters of our Ω[1,k]-

filtration F are non-generic (in the sense of [12, (6.5)]), the morphism

XMD,M• →
̂(ZL〈r〉,L)δh

×
ẑ
〈r〉
L

XWdR(MD),F , F :=WdR(M•)

of groupoids in [12, Theorem 6.2.6] is no longer formally smooth. Thus the discussions in [12, Section
6.4] cannot be applied to our case (for example, the final result [12, Corollary 6.4.7]). In our non-critical

special case, it seems likely that X̂✷

Ω[1,k],h
(r)xL is also isomorphic to Xw0

ρL,M•
.
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4.5. Local-global compatibility and the main theorem. We are ready to establish the second
main theorem. Suppose that ρL appears in the patched Bernstein eigenvariety E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ), i.e. there

exist xp ∈ (Spf Rp
∞)rig, and

(πx,L〈r〉 , χ) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

such that x := (xp, ρL, πx,L〈r〉, χ) ∈ E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ). Let my be the maximal ideal of R∞[1/p] corre-

sponding to the point y := (xp, ρL) of (Spf R∞)rig (e.g. if ρL is attached to an automorphic represen-
tation of G̃ with non-zero U p-fixed vectors). By the argument in Section 4.1 (especially, the continuous
R∞-admissible unitary representation Π∞ of G over E) or [21], we get that

Π̂(ρL) := Π∞[my]

is an admissible unitary Banach representation of GLn(L), which one might expect to be the right
representation (up to multiplicities) corresponding to ρL in the p-adic local Langlands program. Suppose
the following holds:

(a) The (ϕ,Γ)-module D = Drig(ρL) over RE,L admits a non-critical special Ω[1,k]-filtration with

parameter (x̃π,h, δ̃h) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

(see Definition 2.4);

(b) ρL is potentially semi-stable;

(c) The monodromy operator N on Dpst(ρL) satisfies Nk−1 6= 0.

By the argument before [12, Corollary 3.1.11],
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

has an action of µΩ[1,k]
. For

ψ ∈ µΩ[1,k]
, we have

ψ · ((xi)1≤i≤k, (χi)1≤i≤k) = ((xi⊗Eunr(ψi(̟L)))1≤i≤k, (χiψi|O×
L
)1≤i≤k), ψ = (ψi)1≤i≤k ∈ µΩ[1,k]

.

By Proposition 4.1 (1), (xp, ρL, πx,L〈r〉, χ) appears in patched Berstein eigenvariety E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ)

if and only if HomL〈r〉(L)

(
πx,L〈r〉⊗Eχ̟L⊗EL

〈r〉(λh), JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
))
6= 0. By Proposition

4.2 (4) (where we use the theory of Ω[1,k]-filtration in families (see [12, Appendix A.1]), which may
be viewed as a parabolic analogue of the global triangulation theory), [12, Corollary 3.1.11], and the
uniqueness of Ω[1,k]-filtration with the parameter (x̃π,h, δ̃h) ∈

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
× ZL〈r〉,OL

and proof
of Proposition 4.9, we deduce

Lemma 4.13. For (πx,L〈r〉 , χ) ∈
(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

, the eigenspace

HomL〈r〉(L)

(
πx,L〈r〉⊗Eχ̟L⊗EL

〈r〉(λh), JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
))
6= 0

i.e., (xp, ρL, πx,L〈r〉 , χ) appears in patched Berstein eigenvariety E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) if and only if (πx,L〈r〉 , χ)

belongs to the same µΩ[1,k]
-orbit of the point (x̆π,1) ∈

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

. For ψ ∈ µΩ[1,k]
, we

put xψ := (xp, ρL, ψ · (x̆π,1)). Then the point x appearing in Section 4.2 is just x = x1.
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For β ∈ E×, and λ ∈ X+
∆kn

, we put π〈r〉0 (β, λ) := unr(β) ◦ detL〈r〉(L)⊗Eπ
〈r〉
0 ⊗EL

〈r〉(λ) and

π
〈r〉
0 (β) := π

〈r〉
0 (β, 0) (see (3.3) for π〈r〉0 ). Then for all ψ ∈ µΩ[1,k]

,

(4.31)

πxψ,L〈r〉⊗E(ψ · 1)̟L⊗EL
〈r〉(λh)

∼= unr(απq
n−1
2

L ) ◦ detL〈r〉(L)⊗Eδ
1/2

P〈r〉⊗E∆[k−1,0](π0)⊗EL
〈r〉(λh)

= π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉 , α := απq

n−1
2

L ,

which is independent on the choice of ψ. Therefore, Lemma 4.13 implies

(4.32) HomL〈r〉(L)

(
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉 , JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
))
6= 0.

We define the natural map

(4.33)

HomG

(
IG
P

〈r〉(α, π,λh),Π
R∞−an
∞ [my]

)

−→ HomL〈r〉(L)

(
JP〈r〉(L)

(
IG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh)
)
, JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
))

−→ HomL〈r〉(L)

(
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉 , JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
))
,

where the first map is induced by applying the Jacquet-Emerton functor, the second map is induced by
the injection

π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉 →֒ JP〈r〉(L)

(
iG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh

))
→֒ JP〈r〉(L)

(
IG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh

))

(by the same argument as in the proof of [34, Lemma 3.4]), we can prove that JP〈r〉(L)(i
G

P
〈r〉(α, π0,λh))

is semi-simple and JP〈r〉(L)

(
St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh)

)
= π

〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉 for the unique irreducible quo-

tient St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh) of iG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh)).

We first establish an adjunction formula, following the line of [26, Proposition 4.7] and [3].

Proposition 4.14. The natural map constructed in (4.33)

(4.34)
HomG

(
IG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh), Π
R∞−an
∞ [my]

)

−→ HomL〈r〉(L)

(
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉 , JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
))

is bijective. Moreover. this bijection stays true if IG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh) is replaced by any subrepresentation

W such that St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh) ⊆W ⊆ Stan(r,k)(α, π0,λh). In particular, we have an injection

(4.35) St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh) →֒ ΠR∞−an
∞ [my] ⊆ Π̂(ρL).

Proof. The proof is divided into the following steps.

(a) Let f ∈ HomG

(
IG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh),Π
R∞−an
∞ [my]

)
be any non-zero map. By Lemma 4.13, [11, The-

orem 4.3], [10, Corollary 3.4], we see that f factors through Stan(r,k)(α, π0,λh) and induces a non-

zero map St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh) →֒ ΠR∞−an
∞ [my]. Indeed, suppose that W ′ is an irreducible constituent
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of IG
P

〈r〉
I

(α, π0,λh) for some ∅ 6= I ⊂ ∆n(k). If W ′ is locally algebraic (i.e., s = 1), then W ′ is an

irreducible constituent of iG
P

〈r〉
I

(α, π0,λh). But

HomL〈r〉(L)

(
JP〈r〉(L)

(
iG
P

〈r〉
I

(α, π0,λh)
)
, JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
))

= 0

by Lemma 4.13. If W ′ is not locally algebraic, we deduce from [41, Theorem] that W ′ has the form
FG
P

〈r〉
J (L)

(L〈r〉(−s · λh),W
′′) with s ∈ Wn,ΣL satisfying I ⊆ J , s · λh ∈ X+

∆kn∪J
, where W ′′ is

an irreducible constituent of i
L
〈r〉
J (L)

P
〈r〉
I (L)∩L

〈r〉
J (L)

πI . We deduce from [11, Théorème 4.3, Remarque 4.4

(i), Corollaire 4.5] that

(4.36)
0 6= HomG

(
FG
P

〈r〉
(L)

((M
〈r〉

(−s · λh))
∨, π

〈r〉
0 ), ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
)

∼= HomL〈r〉(L)

(
π
〈r〉
0 ⊗EL

〈r〉(s · λh), JP〈r〉
(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
))
,

which leads a contradiction to Lemma 4.13. This shows that f factors through the locally Qp-analytic
representation Stan(r,k)(α, π0,λh). By the left exactness of JP〈r〉(L), we get that f induces an non-zero

map St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh) →֒ ΠR∞−an
∞ [my] (so (4.35) holds). This implies that (4.34) is injective.

(b) The proof of [3, Theorem 4.8] and [26, Proposition 4.7] apply in our case, although our input
is slightly different from that in [3, Theorem 4.8] or [26, Proposition 4.7]. We indicate below the
changes. Recall that M∞ is finite projective over S∞[[GLn(OL)]], we deduce from [16, Corollary 3.9]
that ΠR∞−an

∞ is a direct summand of CQp−an
(
Zsp × GLn(OL), E

)
as GLn(OL)-representations where

s = n2(|Sp|+ 1) + q. Let m ⊂ S∞ be the preimage of my via the morphism S∞−→R∞.
(c) We put V := ΠR∞−an

∞ [m]. It is an admissible Banach representation of GLn(L) equipped with a
continuous action ofR∞. There exists a pro-p uniform compact open subgroup H of GLn(OL) such that
V |H ∼= C

Qp−an(H,E)⊕r for certain r ∈ Z≥1. By Lemma 4.15 below, we see that V satisfies the first hy-

pothesis in [3, Theorem 4.8]. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.13, (U, π) =
(
L〈r〉(λh), π

〈r〉
0 (α)⊗EδP〈r〉

)

is non-critical with respect to ΠR∞−an
∞ [my] (in the terminology of [3, Definition 4.4]).

We first recall that Clpc (N〈r〉(L), π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)) (resp., C∞c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α))) is the locally polyno-

mial (resp., smooth) π〈r〉0 (α,λh)-valued (resp., π〈r〉0 (α)-valued) functions on N〈r〉(L) with compact sup-

port, it has the topology defined in [29, (2.5)] (resp. see [29, (2.2)]). Both spaces Clpc (N〈r〉(L), π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh))

and C∞c (N〈r〉(L), π
〈r〉
0 (α)) are convex E-vector space of compact type. We write

Alp := Clpc (N
〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α,λh)), A

∞ := C∞c (N〈r〉(L), π
〈r〉
0 (α))

for simplicity (only suitable for the following commutative diagram). We use a similar commutative dia-
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gram to [3, proof of Theorem 4.8] with V being our V [my], (U, π) being our
(
L〈r〉(λh), π

〈r〉
0 (α)⊗EδP〈r〉

)
,

HomG

(
IG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh), V [my]
)

≃(a)

��

(1)
// HomL〈r〉(L)

(
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉 , JP〈r〉(L)

(
V [my]

))

≃(b)

��

Hom#
(
Alp, V [my]

) (2)
//

≃(c)

��

Hom#
(
U(gΣL)⊗U(p

〈r〉
ΣL

)
Alp, V [my]

)

≃(d)

��

Hom#
(
M 〈r〉(λh)

∨ ⊗E A
∞, V [my]

) (3)
//

η1
��

Hom#
(
M 〈r〉(λh)⊗E A

∞, V [my]
)

Hom#
(
L〈r〉(λh)⊗E A

∞, V [my]
)
,

η2
22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡

where we write Hom# := Hom(gΣL ,P
〈r〉(L)) for simplicity. The map (1) is equal to (4.34). We refer to

[3, Theorem 4.8] or [26, Proposition 4.7] for the explanation for the terms and maps (1), (2), (a), (b), (c)
and (d). The maps η1, η2 and (3) are induced by natural morphismsM 〈r〉(λh)։ L〈r〉(λh) →֒M 〈r〉(λh)

∨.
By Lemma 4.13 and the same arguments as in [3, Proposition 4.9], we can show that η2 is bijective and
η1 is injective.

To prove that η1 is surjective, we need a generalization of Step (c) of the proof of [26, Proposition

4.7]. It suffices to prove that for any pair (M,M ′) such that M ′/M = L(s · λh) in Op〈r〉,ΣL
alg with

1 6= s · λh ∈ X
+
∆kn

, the restriction map

Hom(gΣL ,P
〈r〉(L))

(
M ′ ⊗E C

∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α)), V [my]

)

−→ Hom(gΣL ,P
〈r〉(L))

(
M ⊗E C

∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α)), V [my]

)

is surjective. Now given a (gΣL ,P
〈r〉(L))-equivariant morphism f in the hright side, we can obtain

(4.37) M ⊗E C
∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α))→ V [my] →֒ V.

Observe that V is equipped with a natural action of R∞[1p ], we can endow with an R∞[1p ] action on the

left side of (4.37) via R∞[1p ]։ R∞[1p ]/my
∼= E to make that the (gΣL ,P

〈r〉(L))-equivariant morphism

f is alsoR∞[1p ]-equivariant. Let V ′ denote the pushfoward ofM ′⊗EC
∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α)) via f . Then

we get an exact sequence of (gΣL ,P
〈r〉(L))-modules (endowed with natural continuous R∞[1p ] actions)

(4.38) 0→ V → V ′ β0
−→ L(s · λh)⊗E C

∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α))→ 0.

It suffices to construct a section of β0 (as (gΣL ,P
〈r〉(L))×R∞[1p ]-equivariant morphism. Indeed, if we

can obtain a section s0 of β0, then s0 ◦ f ′ gives a desired lifting of f to M ′ ⊗E C
∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α)),

and gives an (gΣL ,P
〈r〉(L))-morphism M ′⊗EC

∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α))→ V [my]. Pulling back the exact

sequence (4.38) along the quotient map M 〈r〉(s · λh)։ L(s · λh), we get an exact sequence

(4.39) 0→ V → V ′′ β1
−→M 〈r〉(s · λh)⊗E C

∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α))→ 0.
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By Lemma 4.13 and the argument after [26, (80)] or [3, (15)], it suffices to construct a (gΣL ,P
〈r〉(L))×R∞[1p ]-

equivariant map

(4.40) M 〈r〉(s · λh)⊗E C
∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α))→ V ′′.

It remains to construct a P〈r〉(L)×R∞[1p ]-equivariant map

(4.41) L〈r〉(s · λh)⊗E C
∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α))→ V ′′.

By using Proposition 4.16 below and taking the my-generalized eigenspaces for R∞[1p ], we can get an

R∞[1p ]-equivariant exact sequence of finite-dimensional E-vector spaces

(4.42)

0→ BΩ[1,k],λh(V )[z〈r〉 = dωs·λh
][m∞,m∞

y ][mωs·λh
]

→ BΩ[1,k],λh(V
′′)[z〈r〉 = dωs·λh

][m∞,m∞
y ][mωs·λh

]

→ BΩ[1,k],λh(L(s · λh)⊗E C
∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α)))[z〈r〉 = dωs·λh

][m∞,m∞
y ][mωs·λh

]

→ 0.

where ωs·λh
denotes the central character of π〈r〉0 (α)⊗EL

〈r〉(s · λh), and m denotes the maximal ideal

of ZΩ[1,k]
associated to π〈r〉0 (α)⊗EδP〈r〉 . By Lemma 4.13, we deduce that

BΩ[1,k],λh(V )[z〈r〉 = dωs·λh
][m∞,m∞

y ][mωs·λh
] = 0.

Hence we obtain an isomorphism

(4.43)

BΩ[1,k],λh(V
′′)[z〈r〉 = dωs·λh

][m∞,m∞
y ][mωs·λh

]

∼= BΩ[1,k],λh(L(s · λh)⊗E C
∞
c (N〈r〉(L), π

〈r〉
0 (α)))[z〈r〉 = dωs·λh

][m∞,m∞
y ][mωs·λh

]

∼= π
〈r〉
0 (α)⊗EδP〈r〉⊗EL

〈r〉(s · λh),

where the second isomorphism follows from [27, Lemma 3.5.2]. Then (4.41) is induced by the inverse
of (4.43) and [27, Theorem 3.5.6].

The proof of [3, Example 4.2] gives the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.15. Suppose that V is an admissible continuous Banach representation ofG, and there

exists a compact open subgroup H such that V |H
∼
−→ C0(H,L)⊕l. Then

(4.44) H1
(
p
〈r〉
ΣL
, V Qp−an ⊗ U∨

)
= 0,

for all i ∈ Z≥1, and any finite-dimensional E-linear locally analytic representation U of L〈r〉(L).

The following proposition generalizes a result of [19, Proposition 4.1]. Let o be an integral weight
of z〈r〉. Let E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ)o be the fibre of E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) at o via the morphism

E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ) →֒ X∞ ×

(
SpecZΩ[1,k]

)rig
×ZL〈r〉,OL

→ ZL〈r〉,OL
→ (z〈r〉)∨,
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where ZL〈r〉,OL
→ (z〈r〉)∨ is the differentiation map χ 7→ dχ. We use ι0(z〈r〉) to emphasize the action

on BΩ[1,k],λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ ) derived from ι0(Z
〈r〉(OL)). For an E-algebra A, m ⊂ A an ideal, and an A-

module, we denote by M [m∞] the A-submodule of M consisting of elements annihilated by mn for
some n ≥ 0. Then [12, Lemma 3.1.4] shows that

(4.45)

BΩ[1,k],λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ )[ι0(z
〈r〉) = o]

=
⊕

δ,χ

BΩ[1,k],λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ )[ι0(z
〈r〉) = o][mχ][m

∞
δ ]

=
⊕

m∈MaxSpecZΩ[1,k]
,χ

BΩ[1,k],λh
(ΠR∞−an

∞ )[ι0(z
〈r〉) = o][mχ][m

∞],

where δ (resp. χ) runs through the smooth characters of ∆0 (see [12, (3.4)]) (resp. through the locally
algebraic character of Z〈r〉(OL) of weight o), and mδ ⊂ E[∆0] (resp. mχ ⊂ E[Z〈r〉(OL)]) is the maxi-
mal ideal associated to δ (resp. χ). Replacing character δ of ∆0 by maximal ideals m of ZΩ[1,k]

, we can
get the second identity by the proof of [12, Lemma 3.1.4]. By [12, Lemma 3.1.4], we see that each term
in the direct sums is finite-dimensional over E.

Proposition 4.16. Suppose that V is an admissible continuous Banach representation of G and

there exists a compact open subgroup H such that V |H
∼
−→ C0(H,L)⊕l. Assume that

(4.46) 0→ V Qp−an → Π→ Π1 → 0,

is an exact sequence of admissible locally Qp-analytic representations of G. Let χ : Z〈r〉(OL) → E×

be a continuous character of weight d, and let m be a maximal ideal of ZΩ[1,k]
. Now we have short exact

sequences

(4.47)
0→ (V Qp−an)N

〈r〉(L)0 [z〈r〉 = o, d〈r〉 = 0]→ΠN〈r〉(L)0 [z〈r〉 = o, d〈r〉 = 0]

→ Π
N〈r〉(L)0
1 [z〈r〉 = o, d〈r〉 = 0]→ 0,

(4.48)
0→ BΩ[1,k],λh

(V Qp−an)[z〈r〉 = o][m∞][mχ]→BΩ[1,k],λh
(Π)[z〈r〉 = o][m∞][mχ]

→ BΩ[1,k],λh
(Π1)[z

〈r〉 = o][m∞][mχ]→ 0.

Moreover, all the vector spaces in the last exact sequence are finite-dimensional.

Proof. The above proposition implies that taking p
〈r〉
ΣL

-invariant is exact on the short exact se-

quence (4.46). Since taking N〈r〉(L)0-invariant is exact on the category of smooth representations of
N〈r〉(L)0, we deduce the first exact sequence (4.47). To see the exactness of the second sequence of
(4.48), we need to unwind the action of ∆0, ι0(Z〈r〉(OL)) and ι1(Z

〈r〉(OL)) on BΩ[1,k],λh
(W ) for

W ∈ {V Qp−an,Π,Π1}. As in the proof of [12, Lemma 3.1.4], we can choose a compact open sub-
group of Z〈r〉(OL) such that BΩ[1,k],λh

(W )[z〈r〉 = o] is a ∆0-equivalent direct summand of

(
JP〈r〉(L)(W )λh

[z〈r〉 = o◦L〈r〉(L)]⊗̂EC
Qp−an(Z〈r〉(OL), E)[z〈r〉 = o]⊗E σ

∨
)H

∼=
⊕

δ′

((
JP〈r〉(L)(W )λh

⊗E σ
∨
)HD

[z〈r〉 = o ◦ detL〈r〉(L)][m
∞
δ′ ]

⊗̂EC
Qp−an(Z〈r〉(OL), E)[z〈r〉 = o]

)ZH ,
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where HD := H ∩ D〈r〉(OL) (resp., ZH := H ∩ Z〈r〉(OL)), and δ′ runs though the locally alge-
braic characters of ι1(Z〈r〉(OL)) (and [m∞

δ′ ] is for the corresponding ι1(Z
〈r〉(OL))-action). Similar to

the proof of [19, Proposition 4.1, (4.3), Pages 10521-10522], we have a short exact sequence of finite-
dimensional E-vector spaces:

0→
(
JP〈r〉(L)(V

Qp−an)λh
⊗E σ

∨
)HD

[z〈r〉 = o◦L〈r〉(L)][m
∞
δ′ ]

→
(
JP〈r〉(L)(Π)λh

⊗E σ
∨
)HD

[z〈r〉 = o◦L〈r〉(L)][m
∞
δ′ ]

→
(
JP〈r〉(L)(Π1)λh

⊗E σ
∨
)HD

[z〈r〉 = o◦L〈r〉(L)][m
∞
δ′ ]→ 0.

Then the result follows by taking [mχ]-eigenspaces and replacing character δ′ of ∆0 by maximal ideals
m of ZΩ[1,k]

, as in the proof of [12, Lemma 3.1.4].

Let Iy ⊆ my be a closed ideal of R∞[1/p] such that dimE(R∞[1/p]/Iy) < +∞ and that my is
the unique closed maximal ideal containing Iy (e.g. Iy = mk

y). Similar to [25, Corollary 4.9], we can
obtain

Corollary 4.17. Let St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh) ⊆W ⊆ Stan(r,k)(α, π0,λh). If a morphism

f : W−→ΠR∞−an
∞ [Iy]

satisfies that f |St∞(r,k)(α,π0,λh) ⊆ ΠR∞−an
∞ [my], then f has image in ΠR∞−an

∞ [my].

The following theorem is the main result of this paper. As soon as we finish the previous prepara-
tion, the proof is almost completely parallel to the proof of [26, Theorem 4.10]. We include a proof for
the reader’s convenience.

Theorem 4.18. (1) The following restriction map is bijective

(4.49)
HomG

(
Σ〈r〉(α, π0,λh,L(ρL)),Π

R∞−an
∞ [my]

)

−→ HomG

(
St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh),Π

R∞−an
∞ [my]

)
.

(2) Let 0 6= ψ ∈ Hom(L×, E) and ir ∈ ∆n(k), an injection

f : St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh) −֒→ ΠR∞−an
∞ [my]

can extend to an injection Σi(α, π,λh, ψ) →֒ ΠR∞−an
∞ [my] if and only if ψ ∈ L(ρL)ir.

The rest of the section is to prove Theorem 4.18, and we use the strategy of ([26]).

Proof. (a) The “if " part of Theorem 4.18 (2) is a consequence of (1). It suffices to prove the “only

if " part. Otherwise, we assume that there exists Σ〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ) →֒ ΠR∞−an

∞ [my] with ψ /∈ L(ρL)ir.
Recall that L(ρL)ir is of codimension 1 in Hom(L×, E), we see that L(ρL)ir + Eψ = Hom(L×, E).
Then the injection

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh,L(ρL)ir)⊕Σ

〈r〉
i (α,π0,λh)

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ) −֒→ ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
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induces

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, ψ∞) −֒→ Σ

〈r〉
i (α, π,λh,L(ρL)ir)⊕Σ

〈r〉
i (α,π,λh)

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, ψ) −֒→ ΠR∞−an

∞ [my].

for any 0 6= ψ∞ ∈ Hom∞(L×, E). But by [34, Remark 5.21], Σ〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ∞) contains V⊗EL(λh)

where V is a smooth extension of v∞
P

〈r〉
I

(π) by St∞(r,k)(π). By applying the (left exact) Jacquet-Emerton

functor to V ⊗E L(λh) →֒ ΠR∞−an
∞ [my], we get a contradiction with Lemma 4.13. This completes the

proof of (2).
(b) Since socGΣ

〈r〉(α, π0,λh = St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh), it follows from Lemma 4.13 and the step (a) of the
proof of Proposition 4.14) that the injectivity of (4.49) holds. It remains to show that (4.49) is surjec-
tive. By definition, it suffices to show that for any ir ∈ ∆n(k), ψ ∈ L(ρL)ir, the following restriction
map is surjective

(4.50)
HomGLn(L)

(
Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π,λh, ψ),Π

R∞−an
∞ [my]

)
−→ HomGLn(L)

(
St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh),Π

R∞−an
∞ [my]

)
.

The key ingredient is the consequence of the surjectivity of (4.29). By Corollary 4.11, there exists
a t : SpecE[ǫ]/ǫ2−→E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ) (as an element in TE∞
Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ),x) such that the i-th factor of the

image of t under (4.29) equals ψ, and the j-th factors for all j 6= i are zero. Let Ψ ∈ Hom(Z〈r〉(L), E)
be the image of t via the first map in (4.30). By Proposition 4.1 (3), we see that the coherent sheaf
M∞

Ω[1,k],λh
is Cohen-Macaulay over E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh

(ρ). Since non-critical special point x is a smooth point

on E∞Ω[1,k],p,λh
(ρ), we see that M∞

Ω[1,k],λh
is locally free in a certain neighborhood of x. let It denotes

the kernel of the morphism R∞[1/p]−→E[ǫ]/ǫ2 induced by t. We put

π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ) := π

〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗E(1 + Ψǫ) ◦ detL〈r〉(L).

By the construction ofM∞
Ω[1,k],λh

, we deduce the following facts:

(a) (x∗M∞
Ω[1,k],λh

)∨ ∼= HomL〈r〉(L)

(
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉 , JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]
))

, and

(t∗M∞
Ω[1,k],λh

)∨ ∼= HomL〈r〉(L)

(
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)⊗EδP〈r〉 , JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [It]
))

,

which are closed subrepresentations of JP〈r〉(L)

(
ΠR∞−an

∞ [my]) and JP〈r〉(L)(Π
R∞−an
∞ [It]) respec-

tively;

(b) there are natural L〈r〉(L)-equivariant injections

(4.51) (x∗M∞
Ω[1,k],λh

)∨ −֒→ (t∗M∞
Ω[1,k],λh

)∨ −֒→ JP〈r〉(L)(Π
R∞−an
∞ [It]).

By Lemma 4.13 and an easy variation of the proof of [26, Lemma 4.11], we can show that

Lemma 4.19. The morphisms of L〈r〉(L)-representations:

(4.52)
(x∗M∞,Ω[1,k],λh

)∨ →֒ JP〈r〉(L)(Π
R∞−an
∞ [my]),

and (t∗M∞,Ω[1,k],λh
)∨ →֒ JP〈r〉(L)(Π

R∞−an
∞ [It])

are balanced (see [29, Definition 0.8], [30, Definition 5.17]).
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Proof. This lemma follows by an easy variation of the proof of [26, Lemma 4.11]. We briefly in-
dicate below the changes. The notation ”U(B(L))” (resp., Csmc

(
N(L),−), resp., Clpc

(
N(L),−), resp.,

C
Qp−pol
c

(
N(L),−)) has to be replaced by U(p

〈r〉
ΣL

) (resp., Csmc
(
N〈r〉(L),−), resp.,Clpc

(
N〈r〉(L),−), resp.,

C
Qp−pol
c

(
N〈r〉(L),−)). The short exact sequence “0 → χ → χ̃ → χ → 0" has to be replaced by the

short exact sequence

“0−→π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉−→π

〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)⊗EδP〈r〉−→π

〈r〉
0 (α,λh)⊗EδP〈r〉−→0”.

The "[26, Lemma 4.6]" has to be replaced by Lemmas 4.13.

This lemma shows that the adjunction formula in [29] is suitable for us. Let V ′′ be a locally Qp-
analytic representation of L〈r〉(L). We refer to [29] for the detail of locally Qp-analytic representa-
tion IG

P
〈r〉(V

′′) of G, which is a closed G-subrepresentation of (IndG
P

〈r〉
(L)
V ′′)Qp−an. By [29, Theorem

0.13], there exists an integer r, such that the injections in (4.51) induce

(4.53) IG
P

〈r〉

(
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)

)⊕r
−֒→ IG

P
〈r〉

(
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)

)⊕r
−→ πR∞−an

∞ [It].

By [29, Proposition 2.8.10], we have IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh)) ∼= iG

P
〈r〉(α, π0,λh). The natural exact sequence

0−→ π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh) −→ π

〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ) −→ π

〈r〉
0 (α,λh) −→0

induces a sequence (not necessary exact)

iG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh) −֒→ IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)) −։ iG

P
〈r〉(α, π0,λh).

Then v∞
P

〈r〉
I

(α, π0,λh) is an irreducible constituent in IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)) of multiplicity 2.

Using the natural embedding

IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)) →֒

(
IndG

P
〈r〉

(L)
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)

)Qp−an
,

we can take inside
(
IndG

P
〈r〉

(L)
π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)

)Qp−an
the following intersections:

U := IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)) ∩

( ∑

∅6=I⊆∆n(k)

IG
P

〈r〉
I

(α, π0,λh)
)
,

W := IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ)) ∩ IG

P
〈r〉(α, π0,λh).

Thus Σ̃〈r〉(α, π0,λh)
′ :=W/U is a subrepresentation of Stan(r,k)(α, π0,λh), and IG

P
〈r〉(π

〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ))/U

is an extension of iG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh) by Σ̃〈r〉(α, π0,λh)
′. As in Step (a) of the proof of Proposition

4.14, we deduce from Lemma 4.13 that any irreducible constituent of U can not appear in the socle
of πR∞−an

∞ [It]. Then (4.53) induces

(4.54) St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh)
⊕r −֒→

(
IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ))/U

)⊕r
−→ ΠR∞−an

∞ [It].
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This composition is injective. Since (x∗M∞)∨ has image in JP〈r〉(L)(π
R∞−an
∞ [my]) via (4.51), we see

that it factors through an injection ΠR∞−an
∞ [my] →֒ ΠR∞−an

∞ [It] by Corollary 4.17.

Denote by Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh)

′ := Σ̃〈r〉(α, π0,λh)
′ ∩ Σ

〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh). Then [34, Proposition 5.28]

deduce socGΣ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh)

′ ∼= St∞(r,k)(α, π0,λh). Thus by Corollary 4.17, the composition

(4.55) (Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh)

′)⊕r −֒→
(
IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ))/U

)⊕r
−→ πR∞−an

∞ [It]

also has image in πR∞−an
∞ [my]. By Lemma 4.13, it is also injective. By Proposition 4.14, we see that

(4.55) extends uniquely to an injection

(4.56) Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh)

⊕r −→ πR∞−an
∞ [my] −֒→ πR∞−an

∞ [It].

Combining (4.55) with (4.56), we put

V + :=
(
IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ))/U

)
⊕

Σ
〈r〉
i (α,π0,λh)′

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh).

Therefore, (4.55) and (4.56) give

(4.57) Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh)

⊕r −֒→
(
V +
)⊕r
−→ πR∞−an

∞ [It].

It has image in πR∞−an
∞ [my]. It suffices to prove the following assertion.

Claim. Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ) is a subrepresentation of V +.

Proof of the claim. Let V be the pull-back of IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ))/U via the injection

iG
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π0,λh) →֒ iG
P

〈r〉(α, π0,λh).

Then V lies in a commutative diagram

(4.58) 0 // Σ̃〈r〉(α, π0,λh)
′

⊆

��

// V

⊆

��

// iG
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π0,λh) // 0

0 // Stan(r,k)(α, π0,λh) // E
∅
{i}(α, π0,λh,Ψ)0/Ũ // iG

P
〈r〉
ir

(α, π0,λh) // 0,

where Ũ :=
∑

∅6=I⊆∆n(k)
IG
P

〈r〉
I

(α, π0,λh). Recall that the representation E
∅
{ir}(α, π0,λh,Ψ)0 is de-

fined in the argument below [34, Theorem 5.19]. By [34, Theorem 5.19] and [34, Remark 5.21], the
pull-back of the bottom exact sequence via the injection

(4.59) w∞

P
〈r〉
ir

(α, π0,λh) := w∞

P
〈r〉
ir

(α, π0,λh)⊗E unr(α) ◦ det −֒→ iG
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π0,λh)

is split. Since HomG(w
∞

P
〈r〉
I

(α,λh),St
an
(r,k)(α,λh)/Σ̃

〈r〉(α, π0,λh)
′) = 0, we deduce

Ext1G(w
∞

P
〈r〉
ir

(α, π0,λh), Σ̃
〈r〉(α, π0,λh)

′) −֒→ Ext1G(w
∞

P
〈r〉
ir

(α, π0,λh),St
an
(r,k)(α, π0,λh))
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Therefore, the pull-back of the top exact sequence of (4.58) via (4.59) is also split. This implies that

IG
P

〈r〉(π
〈r〉
0 (α,λh,Ψ))/U contains a subrepresentation Σ̃

〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ)

′, which is isomorphic to an

extension of v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α,λh) by Σ̃〈r〉(α, π0,λh)
′. We have an isomorphism

Ext1G(v
∞

P
〈r〉
I

(α, π0,λh),Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh)

′)
∼
−→ Ext1G(v

∞

P
〈r〉
I

(α, π0.λh), Σ̃
〈r〉(α, π0,λh)

′),

by similar strategy in the proof of [34, Proposition 5.29] and [34, Proposition 5.34(2)]. This asserts that
Σ̃
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ)

′ comes from some Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ)

′, which is an extension of v∞
P

〈r〉
ir

(α, π0,λh)

by the representation Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh)

′. But the push-forward of Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ)

′ via the injection

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh)

′ →֒ Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh) is isomorphic to Σ

〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ). The claim follows.

The composition in (4.57) induces then

Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh)

⊕r −֒→ Σ
〈r〉
i (α, π0,λh, ψ)

⊕r −→ ΠR∞−an
∞ [It].

By using the same argument as in the [25, Page. 8040], we see that the image of the second morphism
is also contained in πR∞−an

∞ [my]. The surjectivity of (4.50) now follows. We complete the proof of
Theorem 4.18.
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