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THE B(G)-PARAMETRIZATION OF THE LOCAL LANGLANDS

CORRESPONDENCE

ALEXANDER BERTOLONI MELI AND MASAO OI

ABSTRACT. This article is on the parametrization of the local Langlands cor-
respondence over local fields for non-quasi-split groups according to the philos-
ophy of Vogan. We show that a parametrization indexed by the basic part of
the Kottwitz set (which is an extension of the set of pure inner twists) implies
a parametrization indexed by the full Kottwitz set. On the Galois side, we
consider irreducible algebraic representations of the full centralizer group of
the L-parameter (i.e not a component group). When F is a p-adic field, we
discuss a generalization of the endoscopic character identity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

For a quasi-split connected reductive group G over a local field F', a local Lang-

lands correspondence (LLC) is a map

LLCq: I(G) — ®(G),

satisfying certain desiderata. Here, II(G) is the set of isomorphism classes of ir-
reducible admissible C-valued representations of G(F) and ®(G) is the set of G-
conjugacy classes of L-parameters ¢: Wr x SLy — L@. The map LLCg is not
injective in general but it has finite fibers (called L-packets) parametrized, after a
choice of Whittaker datum of G, by Irr(w0(5¢/Z(CA¥)F)), where Sy := Z5(im¢) and
where Irr(mo(Sy/Z (G)T)) denotes the set of irreducible representations of the finite
group mo(Ss/Z(C)F).

In the case where G is not quasi-split, Whittaker data are no longer defined,
and in any case, the two sets are not always in bijection. Vogan realized ([Vog93])
that instead of trying to parametrize the L-packets of G on their own, one does
better by simultaneously parametrizing L-packets of a collection of suitably rigidi-
fied inner twists of the unique quasi-split inner form G* of GG. For various reasons,
inner twists classified by H*(F, G,q) are not suitable; for example, they have outer-
automorphisms. Some natural suitable collections of inner twists are parametrized
by HY(F,G), B(G)pas, or H'(u — W, Z(G) — G) (see [Kall6a] for the details).
In each case, one can conjecture an expected parametrization of L-packets. For
instance, in the case of B(G)pas, Kottwitz conjectured a bijection ([Kall6a, Con-
jecture F])

[I Ts(Gy) — Tre(SY),
bGB(G)baS

where Si = S¢/(édcr N Se)° (@dcr denotes the derived subgroup of é) In light of
the recent work of Fargues—Scholze ([FS21]), the set B(G)pas is quite natural to use
as a parametrization. Recalling that topologically |Bung| =~ B(G) however, the set
B(G) is an even more natural choice. Note that the set B(G) parametrizes certain
inner twists of G* and its Levi subgroups. In [FS21l Remark 1.10.3], Fargues and
Scholze express their expectation of a parametrization of LLC using B(G). The
point of this article is to show that assuming the B(G)pas-parametrization of LLC,
there exists a B(G)-parametrization. We remark that for G with connected center,

the B(G)nas-parametrization is known to be equivalent to the rigid parametrization
of Kaletha by [Kall§].

Theorem 1.1 (See §3, §4). Let G be a quasi-split connected reductive group with
fized Whittaker datum vo. Suppose that there is an LLC for G and its B(G)pas-tnner
twists as well as an LLC for each proper Levi subgroup L < G and its B(L)pas-tnner
twists. Then there is an LLC for the B(G)-twists of G and a bijection

[T I(Gy) —= Trr(Ss),
beB(G)

where Irr(Sy) now denotes the set of irreducible algebraic representations of the
disconnected reductive group Sg. (See 3 for the precise meaning of “LLC”.)

One advantage of Theorem [[1]is that only the group S, appears as opposed
to its variants. Elements of Irr(Sy) correspond to sheaves on the stack [#/Sy] —
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Z 1(Wp,é)/é, where the latter is the stack of L-parameters. Hence we expect
Theorem [[Ilto provide a means to relate classical formulations of LLC to the work
of Fargues—Scholze. On the other hand, the use of the disconnected reductive group
S4 as opposed to variants of its component group is one of the main subtleties
we must contend with. The algebraic representations of disconnected reductive
group form a highest weight category ([AHR20]) and this structure is central to
our construction.

We explain how Theorem[T.Ilcan be seen as part of an extended Vogan philosophy.
Each of the classes of inner twists we mentioned above (H!(F, G), B(G)pas, H' (u —
W, Z(G) — @)) are related to cohomology of certain Galois gerbes. For us, Galois
gerbes will be extensions of T' by the the F-points of a certain pro-multiplicative F-
group which we call the band. For H'(F, G), the relevant gerbe EPU¢ = T' is banded
by the trivial group. For B(G)pas one has the gerbe £ banded by the pro-torus
Dp with character group Q. Finally, H'(u — W, Z(G) — G) is associated to the
Kaletha gerbe £¥&! banded by a certain multiplicative pro-algebraic group u. In
each case, the parametrizing set is given as the cohomology H&as (€,G(F)), where
we are taking equivalence classes of 1-cocycles z of & whose restriction to D(F)
(here D is the band) comes from an algebraic map v, : D — G. Further, the “bas”
signifies that we are only considering v, with central image in G.

The expectation evidenced by Theorem [ Tlis that one gets a cleaner parametriza-
tion by dropping this centrality condition on v,. In the H'(F,G) case, D = 1 so
dropping this assumption does nothing. For B(G)pas one gets B(G). We remark
that non-central cocycles of £X# have not been studied so far and it should be
interesting to understand what the parametrization of LLC looks like in this case.

In §5lwe discuss the compatibility of our construction with endoscopy in the case
where F' is a p-adic field. In particular, we define the transfer to Gj of the stable
distribution S@gH attached to a tempered L-parameter ¢ of an endoscopic group
H of G. The transfer map is essentially a composition of the Jacquet functor from
H to certain Levi subgroups Hy, of H that are simultaneously endoscopic groups
of Gy, and then the endoscopic transfer from Hy, to Gp.

Dist®t

(H) ;
b
L[Jé’bl XM’SH

[ [ Dist™ (Hp) — Dist(Gb)

Trans

The goal is then to describe Transg*’S’GgH in terms of our L-packet IL4(Gy) for
¢ := no ¢g, where i denotes the L-embedding “H — LG.

When H = G, this is essentially a question of understanding the compatibility
of the local Langlands correspondence with Jacquet modules and already in this
case, the description is quite complicated and not known in general. In particular,
Trans%”S’@fH can contain representations of GG, that are associated to different
L-parameters of G (see [Ato20]; though the phenomenon appears even for GLy4, see

Example 5.12]).

In this paper, we give the following partial description of Transgb S @gH. We first
define the regular part [Trans$® S @fH]mg of Trans$? S @gH. Standard desiderata of
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LLC imply that whenever ¢y has trivial SLy-part, we have [Transng @gH]rcg =
Transgb S @fH, though in general they are different. We prove the following.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem [B13)). We have an equality of distributions on Gy.

[TransHbS®¢H]rcg e(Gy) Z (m,1(8))reg O
7T€H¢,(Gb)

where e(Gy) denotes the Kottwitz sign of Gy and (m,1(s))eg is a certain number
defined in §5.61 and ©, is the trace distribution attached to .

It would be quite interesting to extend Theorem beyond the regular case.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank David Hansen for suggesting we
think about this question. We also thank Anne-Marie Aubert and Tasho Kaletha
for several helpful discussions and Sug Woo Shin for inspiring us to a more general
form of our results. We thank Jonathan Leake for helping us with some Weyl group
computations. A.B.M. was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-1840234. M.O.
was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 20K 14287.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let F be a local field. We write I' (resp. Wg) for the absolute Galois group
(resp. the Weil group) of F. In this paper, when F is non-Archimedean, we adopt
the geometric normalization of the local class field theory for F i.e., a uniformizer
of F* is mapped to a lift of the geometric Frobenius.

Let G be a quasi-split connected reductlve group over F. We fix an F-rational
splitting (7, B, {X }) of G. We let G denote the Langlands dual group of G. By
fixing a splitting (T B, {X }) of G, we get an action of I on G. To be more precise,
let W(G) (resp. ¥(G)) be the based root datum of G (resp. G) determined by the
Borel pair contained in the fixed splitting. Then, by fixing an isomorphism of based
root data W(G)¥ = U(G), where U(G)Y is the dual to ¥(G), we obtain a unique
action of I' on G which preserves the fixed splitting and is compatible with the
Galois action on ¥(G) through the isomorphism ¥(G)¥ ~ ¥(G).

For any algebraic group H, we write H® for the identity component of H and
Z(H) for the center of H. When H acts on a set X, for any subset Y < X,
we put Zy(Y) :={h e H| h-y=yforanyyeY} and Ng(Y) := {h € H |
h-yeY for any y e Y}.

We fix the following additional notation. Let Ap < T be the maximal split
subtorus and denote 27 = X4(Ar)r. Let C denote the closed Weyl chamber
in Ay associated to B and let Cg denote its intersection with X, (Ar)g. For each
standard Levi subgroup M < G, let Aj; denote the maximal split torus in the center
of M. We denote 2y; = X4 (Ap)r < 7. Let “M be a standard Levi subgroup of
LG which corresponds to M (see [Bor79, §3] for the details of the correspondence
between Levi subgroups of G' and those of “*G). We put M = EM ~ G and
Ag =2 (M\ e

We write W := Wg = Wg(T ) and VVml = WEl = Wg(Ar) = WE. On
the dual side, similarly, we write W = Wg = W@(f) and Wrel = Wéd =
Wa(Az) = WT. Since we have fixed F-splittings of G and @, we have a I-
equivariant identification W = W which induces W =~ Jyrel. (We refer the
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reader to [KMSW14| §0.4.3] for the details.) In this paper, we often implicitly use
these identifications of Weyl groups.

For a standard parabolic subgroup @ of G with standard Levi L, we let Jg (-)
(resp. Ig (—)) denote the associated normalized Jacquet functor (resp. normalized
parabolic induction) (see [BZ77, §2.3]; our Jg (resp. Ig) is denoted by rr ¢ (resp.
ig,1 in loc. cit.).

2.1. Review of the Kottwitz set. In this section, we briefly review the theory
of the Kottwitz set B(G) for local fields following [KotI4]. We follow this source
instead of [Kot97] since we handle a general local field F. In each case, the set
B(G) is the first cohomology of a certain Galois gerbe.

Let Dp be the F-(pro-)torus defined as in [Kotl4, §10.4]. Note that Dp is
isomorphic to Gy, when F is Archimedean and also that X*(Dp) = Q when F is
non-Archimedean (see Remark 2.1]). We have an extension

1 ->Dp(F) > & 5T -1
such that
e when F is non-Archimedean, £15° corresponds to 1 € 7= H?(T,lim i, (F)) —
H?(T,Dp(F)) (see [Kall8, §3.1]),
e when F = R, £i5° corresponds to the nontrivial class of H%(T', G, (C)), and
e when F = C, £5° = G, (C).
We then define B(G) in all cases to be the set Hallg(c‘:}?", G(F)) of equivalence
classes of algebraic cocycles Zp, (€5, G(F)) (see [Kot14, §2, §10]).

1
For z € Zalg

Gy(R) :={g€ G(R®r F) | Int(2.)(7(g)) = g, Ve € E£° such that 7(e) = v},

(€2, G(F)), we define an algebraic group Gy, over F by

for any F-algebra R. Then G} is an inner form of a standard Levi subgroup of G.
This Levi subgroup is given by the centralizer of the image of b := [z] under the
Newton map, which is mentioned next.

The Kottwitz set B(G) has two important invariants. In the non-Archimedean
and complex cases, these invariants completely determine the set B(G).

The first invariant is the Kottwitz map

ke : B(G) = X*(Z(G)') = m (G)r,

where (—)I' (resp. (—)r) denotes the I'-invariants (resp. I-coinvariants) ([Kot14,
§11]). When G is a torus, the Kottwitz map is bijective (see [Kot14l §13.2]).
The second invariant is the Newton map [Kot14, §10.7]

Vg - B(G) — Q[T,

which takes image in Cig.

In the non-Archimedean case, this is constructed by noting that by definition of
an algebraic cocycle, the restriction of z € Z;lg(é'}ﬁo, G(F)) to Dp(F) is induced from
a homomorphism v, : Dy — G defined over F with [-invariant G(F)-conjugacy
class. Modifying z by a coboundary has the effect of conjugating z by an element of
G(F), so we get that [z] — [v.] € (Homz(Dr, G)/G(F))F, which corresponds to a
unique element of C'p. In the Archimedean case, we have an analogous construction
with Gy, taking the role of Dp.
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We define B(G)pas = B(G) to be the preimage of ¢ under the Newton map
vg and recall that in the non-Archimedean case, k¢ induces a bijection B(G)pas =
X*(Z(@)T) [Kotld, Proposition 13.1.(1)].

In the real case, rkc|p(q),,. is no longer injective or surjective so B(G)pas is
parametrized differently. Recall a fundamental torus of G is defined to be a maximal
torus of minimal split rank. Suppose S < G is a fundamental torus. Then B(S)g-pas
is defined to be the subset of B(S) whose image under B(S) — B(G) lies in B(G)pas.
The map B(S)g-bas — B(G)pas is surjective (see [Kot1ld] Lemma 13.2] and its proof)
and induces a bijection B(S)g.bas/Wa(S)' = B(G)bas, where Wg(S) denotes the
Weyl group of S in G.

Recall that for each standard Levi subgroup M, there is a map X, (Ap) —
X*(Agz;) given by

Xa(Anr) = X (Z(M)°) = X* (M) = X*(M) > X*(Ag).
which induces an isomorphism after taking the tensor product with R. We write
oy for the inverse of this isomorphism:
(2.1) anr t X Z(M) ) = Apy < A,

where we note that the restriction map induces an isomorphism X*(Z (M\ e =
X*(Ag;)r. We remark that the restriction of the Newton map vg on B(G)pas is
given by the composition of kg and a¢ (see [Kotl4 Proposition 11.5], cf. [Kot97,

§4.4)):

(2.2) B(Q)bas —— X*(Z(G)') —— X*(Z(G) ) Aa

KRG [e7e)

(See also Remark [21])
For any standard parabolic subgroup P with Levi decomposition P = M N such
that M > T (i.e., M is a standard Levi subgroup), we put

A} = {ue A | {a, ) > 0 for any root of T in N}.

Then we have the decomposition
(2.3) c =]
P

where the index is the set of standard parabolic subgroups of G. We define the
subset B(G)p of B(G) to be the preimage of A5 under the Newton map. This
gives the decomposition

(2.4) B(G) = [ B(G)p.

Note that B(G)g = B(G)pas. For a general standard parabolic P = M N, B(G)p
has the following description. By noting that the image of the Newton map
VM|B(M)bas lies in RAp;, we define B(M)Efas by

B(M)l-:as = {b € B(M)bas | VM(b) € Q[;}
Then the canonical map B(M) — B(G) induces a bijection B(M); = 1L B(G)p

bas
(see [Kot97, §5.1] for the non-Archimedean case). Indeed, given a b € B(G)p, we
choose a cocycle representative z whose restriction to Gy, or Dp is equal to vg(b).

Then z will factor through the centralizer of vg(b), which is M. Hence, it suffices
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to prove the injectivity. But if z1, 2z € B(M), , are conjugate by some g € G(F),
then we can assume their restrictions to Gy, or Dp are equal. Then g centralizes
this restriction so lies in M.

Remark 2.1. Let us give some comments on the difference between the convention
used in [KotI4] and ours (which is closer to the one in [Kot97]). Recall that Dp is
defined to be th IF G, where the projective limit is taken over the directed set
of finite Galois extensions K /F and the transition map for L > K > F' is given by
Gm — Gu: z — 2Kl Thus the character group X*(Dp) is given by th/FZ
where the transition map for L > K o F is given by Z — Z: x — [L : K]z. The
point is that we have a natural injective map

1
(2.5) X*(Dp) = lim Z = lim ——=7Z — Q,
K/F K/F [& : F]
where the middle isomorphism is given by Z — ﬁZ: T — ﬁ at each K/F
and the last map is the one induced from the inclusion [ Kl 3l Z — Q (note that the

transition maps of lim Z are natural inclusions).

—SK/F [K F]
(1) In [Kot14, §11.5], the target of the Kottwitz map is given by
A(F,G) = lim X*(Z(é))Gal(K/F)'

K/F

Here, the limit is taken over the directed set of finite Galois extensions
K/F such that the action of ' on X*(Z(G)) factors through Gal(K/F)
and the transition maps are the isomorphisms induced from the identity
maps. Thus we naturally have A(F,G) =~ X*(Z(G))r (= X*(Z(G)T)).

(2) In [Kotl4l §1.4. 1] the target of the Newton map restricted to the basic part
is given by (X*(Gap) @ X*(Dg))T. Let us write

Vel Bt B(G)bas — (X*(Gap) ® X*(Dp))"

for this map in order to emphasize the difference of the conventions. Using
the above identification (23], we have

(X*(Gan) © X*(Dp))" > X*(Gab)f = Xx(Z(G)°)f = Xu(Ac)o-
Then our Newton map vg | B(G)pa. 18 NOthing but the composition of v | p(a),..
with the inclusion (X*(Gap) @ X*(Dp))F — X, (Ag)o-
(3) In [Kotl14l Definition 11.3], a map
N: A(F,G) - (X*(Z(G)) ® X*(Dp))"
is constructed by taking the inductive limit of the norm map
Nic/r: X*(Z(G))aai(x/rmy — X*(Z(G)) ST
given by ZUeGal(K/F) o at each finite level. Note that, if we compose the

map N with the above identification (23] (and also A(F,G) =~ X*(Z(G))r),
the resulting map X*(Z(G))r — X*(Z(G))g is given by ﬁ YioeGal(K/F) O
at each ﬁniteA level. Thus, by furthermore composing it with the quotient
map X*(Z(G))y — X*(Z(G))gr, we get the natural map X*(Z(G))r —
X*(Z(G))ar-
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(4) In fact, [Kotld, Proposition 11.5] mentioned before asserts that N o k¢

is equal to i o vg|p(@),.., Where i denotes the natural map (X*(Gap) ®
X*(Dp))' - (X*(Z(G)) ® X*(Dp))T. By putting all the above observa-
tions into together, we obtain the assertion as in ([Z2]) (after furthermore
changing the coefficients from Q to R).

The situation can be summarized as follows:

B(G)bas L X*(Z(G))F

lVlGIB(G)baS lN

(X*(Gab) ® X*(Dp))T —— (X*(Z(G)) ® X*(DF))"
v&|B(G)pas j j (—)®Q

X*(Can)h X*(Z(@)5
X.(Aa)o %5 X*(Z(@))or

The top square commutes by [Kot14] Proposition 11.5]. It can be easily seen that
the middle and bottom squares also commute. Thus we get the commutativity of
the outer big square, as stated in (2.2]).

2.2. Representation theory of disconnected reductive groups. We now briefly
recall the theory of algebraic representations of disconnected reductive groups as
in [AHR20]. For us, a disconnected reductive group is an algebraic group G whose
identity component G° is reductive. For an L-parameter ¢ of G, the group Sy is
disconnected reductive (see Lemma [Z5]) and we need to understand the algebraic
representations of these groups. For this reason, we always assume in this section
our groups are defined over C and only consider C-valued representations.

Suppose G is disconnected reductive and fix a maximal torus T and Borel
subgroup B of G° such that T < B < G°. We put Wg(T) := Ng(T)/T and
We(T,B) := Ng(T,B)/T, where Ng(T,B) := {ne G|"(T,B) = (T,B)}.
Lemma 2.2. (1) We have a canonical bijection mo(G) = Wg(T,B).

(2) We have Wg(T) = Weo(T) x W (T, B).

Proof. Let us first show (1). For g € m(G), we can choose a representative g € G.
Then the conjugation map Int(g) takes (T,B) to some pair /(T,B). All pairs are
conjugate in G° so we can find some g° € G° such that Int(g°) takes Y(T,B) to
(T,B). Then we let g act on T by Int(g°g) where we have ¢g°¢g € Ng(T,B). Any
two such ¢° differ by an element of T so this indeed gives a well-defined action.
Suppose that g1, g2 € G give the same element of Wg(T,B). Then we have elements
91,95 € G° and t € T satisfying g7g1 = g5g2t. This means that ¢g; and g2 are equal
in 79 (G). The surjectivity of the map is obvious.

We next show (2). Since G° is normal in G, so is Wge(T) in Wg(T). We have
Weo (T) n We(T,B) = Wee(T,B) = {1}. Thus it is enough only to show that any
element of Wg(T) can be written as a product of elements of Wgo (T) and We (T, B).
Choose w € Wg(T). Then “(T,B) = (T,"B) and we can choose wy € Wgo(T) such
that “°B = “B. Then wy 'w € Wg(T,B), which concludes the proof. O
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For each dominant A € X*(T)", we let £(\) denote the irreducible algebraic
representation of G° with highest weight \. We define A* < my(G) to be the
stabilizer of A\ under the action just described. We let G* be the pre-image in G of
A*. For each a € A*, we fix a representative ¢(a) of @ in G* and an G°-equivariant
isomorphism

Ou: LX) = DL,
such that ¢(1) = 1 and 6y = id. Then the data {0;},car defines a 2-cocycle
af—,—): A x AN — C* (see [AHR20, §2.4] for the details). We define a twisted
group algebra A* to be the C-vector space C[A*] spanned by symbols {p, | a € A}
with multiplication given by p, - pp = a(a, b)pay for a,be A*.

For each simple A*-module E, we have an irreducible representation £(\, E) of
G given by Ind&, (E ® £()\)). Here, the G*-module structure on E ® £()) is given
by

(t(a)g) - (u®v) = (pau) ® (65 * (9v))
for a € A* and g € G°.

An a € mp(G) induces an isomorphism L(\, E) = L(“\,*E), for a certain simple
A"*-module “E, and we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3 ([AHR20, Theorem 2.16]). There is a bijection
{(A E)}/mo(G) < Trr(G),

given by (A, E) — L(\, E), where {(\, E)} denotes the set of pairs of A € X*(T)*
and an isomorphism class of simple A*-modules E and Irt(G) denotes the set of
isomorphism classes of irreducible algebraic representations of G.

Lemma 2.4. The set {(\, E)}/m0(G) can be identified with the set

]_[ {E: simple A-module}/=,
AeX*(T)+/We(T,B)

where the indez set is over a(ny) complete set of representatives of X *(T)* /Wq(T, B)
and each summand is the set of isomorphism classes of simple A*-modules.

Proof. We first note that if two dominant characters A; and Ao satisfy Ao = w - A\q
for w € Weo(T), then we must have A\; = A (see, e.g., [Hum78| Lemma 10.3.B]).
Thus, by Lemma 2.2 we have X*(T)*/m(G) = X*(T)*/Ws(T,B). By fixing a
complete set of representatives of X*(T)*/Wg(T,B), we get a surjective map

11 {E: simple A*-module}/= — {(\, E)}/m0(G): E — (\, E).
AeX*(T)+/We(T,B)

Let us consider the fibers of this map. For any simple A*M-module F; and sim-
ple A*-module Es, (A, E1) and (g, F2) are equivalent under the 7o(G)-action
if and only if Ao = A1 (as A; and Ay are representatives of X*(T)*/m(G) =
X*(T)*/Ws(T,B)) and E2 =~ “E; for some w € m(G) stabilizing A;. Since
Staby,c)(A) = AN by definition, we have “E; =~ E;. In other words, the above
map is in fact bijective. O
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2.3. S-groups of L-parameters as disconnected reductive groups. Let ¢: Lp —
L@ be an L-parameter of G, where Lr = Wy x SLy in the non-Archimedean case
and W in the Archimedean case. Let “M be a smallest Levi subgroup of G such
that ¢ factors through the L-embedding “M < “G. Up to replacing ¢ with a
conjugate, we can and do assume that ©M is a standard Levi subgroup. Let M be

an F-rational standard Levi subgroup of G which corresponds to “M. Then, ¢ is
discrete as an L-parameter of M. For each F-rational standard Levi subgroup L
containing M, we define Sy 1 := Z; (im).

Lemma 2.5. (1) The group S5 is a connected reductive group.
(2) We have S3 ), = Ag; and this is a mazimal torus of Sg.
(3) For any F-rational standard Levi subgroup L containing M, the group S’;) I
is a Levi subgroup of S§ and satisfies Sg ; = Sy, N Sg.

S¢7M > S¢)L —> S¢

] o]

Sem = Agp —— S5 — 55

Proof. See [Kot84] 10.1.1, Lemma] (and also a comment in [Kot84l §12, p.648]) for
the assertion (1).
The equality Sg ,, = Aj; follows from the fact that ¢ is discrete as an L-

parameter of M (see [Kot&4, 10.3.1, Lemma]). We note that L = Za(Az) (see
[KMSW14l §0.4.1]). We have
Si = (LnS5)° = (Za(Az) 0 85)° = Zss (Ap)°.

As S; is a connected reductive group, the centralizer Zgs(Az) of a torus Ay is
a Levi subgroup of Sg (in particular, connected). This also shows that Ay is a
maximal torus of Sj.

Let us finally verify the equality Sg | = S¢,.nSg. The inclusion 5§ | < Sy, 1.NSg
is obvious, so it suffices to check the converse inclusion S ; oS¢, N Sg. For this,
it is enough to show that Sg N S; is connected. We have

So. 0S5 =(LnSs)n S =Zg(Az) 0 S5 = Zss (Ap).
Thus Sg . N S5 is connected as shown above. g

Note that Lemma implies that for the fixed L-parameter ¢, the Levi sub-
group M is determined canonically up to conjugation. Indeed, suppose that M’ is
another smallest Levi subgroup of “G such that ¢ factors through “M’. Let us as-

sume that 9(LM) and 9 (“ M) are standard. Then, by the above lemma, A, 7 and
A, 3p are maximal tori of 57, and S§,¢, respectively. Noting that 99,715;’% = Sog
both A, 7 and gg/flAg/@
This implies that Ag; and A are conjugate by Sg. By using M = Zig(Ag)
and "M’ = Zig(Azp) (IKMSWI4, §4.0.1]), we also see that “M and “M’ are
conjugate by Sg. Thus, M and M’ are conjugate in G.

= A,;p are maximal tori of S5, hence conjugate by Sy .
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2.4. Weyl group constructions. Let ¢ and M be as in the previous section.
Suppose that A € X*(Ay;) is given. Then we have ans()) € 2 < A7 where ayy is
the map of (ZI). We take an element w € W™ such that w-as(\) € C < Ap. Let
us write M’ := “M and X := “\. Thus we have w - aps(A) = apr(N). According
to the decomposition ([23]), there exists a unique standard parabolic subgroup @
of G satisfying app (N) € Qlax. We let Ly be the F-rational standard Levi subgroup
of G associated to @, (hence we have T ¢ M’ < L) < G). Equivalently, L is the
centralizer of an element of X, (Ar) given by some suitable scaling of appr (N'). We
simply write @ and L for @, and L, in the following, respectively. We note that
the map a;' oy X*(Azp)r — X*(Az)r gives a section to the restriction map
X*(Ag)n — X*(Agp)e.

W 4 X*(Ap)r

Q[T L X*(Arf)]R
By furthermore noting that the isomorphism arp is equivariant with respect to the
action of W' =~ Wl we get the following.

Lemma 2.6. We have Stabyyei (aar (X)) = Wi and Stabg,,., (o “Loap(N)) =
Wi,
In the following, by choosing a representative w € Ng(Az) of w e W = el

and replacing ¢ with ?¢, let us write M and X for M’ and )X, respectively.
We fix a Borel subgroup By < Sj containing Ag;. We put

o Wy := WS¢(A]\//]) = Nsd)(Aﬁ)/Aﬁ,

° qu = ng(Aﬁ) = NS;Z(AJ\//T)/AJ\//T’

° R¢ = WS¢(AM\5B¢) = NS¢(AﬁvB¢)/Aﬁ
Then, by Lemma [Z2] we have an identification mo(S4) = R4 and the semi-direct
product decomposition Wy = W7 x Ry. Note that we have a natural map

(2.6) Wy = Ns,(Ag)/Ag — Na(Ag)/M = Wg(Ag).

Lemma 2.7. We have a natural injective map Wa (AM) < el Moreover, via
this injection, the restriction map X*(Az)r — X* (A )R 18 equivariant with respect

the actions of Wa(Ag) on X*(Ag)r and Wl on X*(Az)r.
Proof. The construction of the injective map can be found in [KMSW14, §0.4.3
and §0.4.7]. For the sake of completeness, we explain it. We note that Ws(Az) =
Wé(f)F (see [KMSW14, §0.4.3]) and that the same fact holds replacing 7' with
an F-rational standard Levi subgroup of G. We will first prove that we have an
injective map Wg(Ag) — W@(f), and then show that this map is I'-equivariant,
which will finish the proof of the first assertion.

Set f?ﬁ .= B M. Then (f B ) is a Borel palr of M. Let ne€ NA (A ), hence

we have "Agy = Ag. As A < "T we get M onT by taking centralizers in G.
Since "B is a Borel subgroup of G contalnlng "T it follows that "B n M = "B ]
is a Borel subgroup of M containing nT. Thus (T, Bﬁ) is also a Borel pair of M.

Hence there exists an element m of M (unique up to right f—multiplication) such
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that ™ (T, Bﬁ) = (T, Eﬁ), which implies that m~1n € Né(f). In other words, we
have obtained a well-defined map N@(AM)/]T/[\ — N@(f)/f” (given by n +— m~1In).
Let us suppose that two elements n1,n2 € Ng(Ay;) map to the same element of
( /T By the definition of the map, this means that there exist m;, mg € M
such that mj! ni = my Ungt with some ¢ € T, or equwalently, my Tty = t'my tng
with some ¢ € T. In particular, we have nanj = mot'Im my 1 ¢ M. Thus n1 and
ny are equal in N@(AM)/]\/Z.
We now prove I'-equivariance. Fix v € I' and consider y(m™1n) € Né(f). It

ym™tn) 5 mTin o . -1 ~
suffices to show that B = B. In fact, since m™"n preserves By;, we
need only show that 7(m71")U 5= mian p» Where Up denotes the unipotent radical

of the stabdard parabohc P with Levi component M. But since m~'n glves a -

invariant element of Wx (M) we have v(m~!n) = m~Inm’ for some m' € M. Then

the result follows from the fact that M normalizes U B
By this construction, the second assertion for the restriction map is obvious. [

We also need the following.

Lemma 2.8. The map ay' o ayr: X*(Ag)r — X*(Ap)r is equivariant with
respect the action of Wa(Ag) — Wrel,

Proof. Similarly to the previous lemma, it can be also checked that we have a
natural inclusion Wg(Ay) — wrel and that the inclusion map Aps — ™Ap is
equivariant with respect to the action of Wg(Ays) < W'l Then the statement
follows by checking that ar (resp. apy) is equivariant with respect to the actions of
Wrel x jyrel (resp. Wa(An) = W (Ay;)) and that the inclusions W (Apy) < W
and Wg(Ag) — <> Wl are consistent under the identifications W = el and
Wg(AM) = Wé(Aﬁ) [l

Following the notation of §2.2 we denote the stabilizer of X in my(Sy) by A*.
Here, recall that mo(Sy) acts on X*(Azz) through the identification 7 (Ss) = Ry.
We denote the stabilizer of X in 7o (S 1) by A}. We define the groups Wy 1., Wi L
and Ry in the same way as Wy, W, and Ry, respectively. Note that mo(Ss, 1)
can be regarded as a subgroup of my(S,) by Lemma (3).

Proposition 2.9. We have mo(Ss.) = A} and the natural map A} — AN is
surjective, hence bijective.

m0(S¢,.) — m0(Ss)

H J

A} —=— A

Proof. Our task is to show that, for any g € mo(Sy), ¢ stabilizes X if and only if
s € mo(Sy,). By letting w € Ry be the image of g € mo(S4) under the identification
m0(Se) = Ry, it suffices to check that w stabilizes A if and only if w € Ry 1. For
this, it is enough to check that the image of w in Wg(Ay;) under the map (2.6)
(say w) stabilizes \ if and only if w lies in W3 (A;). We note that, by construction,
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the maps of Lemma 2.7 for G and L are compatible.

70(Ss) —=— Ry We(Ag) s W
WO(S@L) — Ry —— WZ( ﬁ) —> Wiel

If we let @ be the image of W € Wz (Ag;) in Wrel then @ stabilizes A if and only
if w stabilizes ' o apr(N) by Lemma By Lemma 2.6 this is equivalent to
w e Wiel. This completes the proof. ]

3. REVIEW OF THE B(G)pas FORM OF THE CONJECTURAL CORRESPONDENCE.

In this section we review the conjectural local Langlands correspondence parametrized
in terms of B(G)pas following [Kall6al §2.5]. Recall that we fixed an F-splitting
(T, B,{X4.}) of G. Fix also a nontrivial additive character ¢ : F — C*. This
defines a Whittaker datum for G which we denote by . For an L-parameter ¢ of
G, we let Sy = Z5(im¢) and define Si to equal Sd)/(éder N Sy)°.

The local Langlands correspondence with B(G)pas-parametrization is as follows:

Conjecture 3.1. For each b € B(G)yas, there exists a finite-to-one map
LLCGbI H(Gb) g (I)(G),

or, equivalently, a partition

Gy = [] Te(Ge),

e®(G)

where I1,(Gyp) denotes the finite set LLCai (¢) (“L-packet”). Furthermore, for each
¢ € ©(G), the union of I1,(Gp) over b € B(G)pas is equipped with a bijective map
b tO Irr(Si) such that the following diagram commutes:

[I  Iy(Gy) —=— Tre(S])
be B(G)bas

(3.1) J{

B(G)bas —%— X*(Z(G)P),

where the left vertical map is the obvious projection and the right vertical map takes
central character.

In the following, we refer to Conjecture Bl as “B(G)pas-LLC”.

Remark 3.2. We note that in [Kall6a], Conjecture B was stated for tempered L-
parameters and that the proof of [BMHN22| Theorem 2.5] shows that if Conjecture
B holds for all tempered L-parameters of each Levi subgroup of G, then it holds
for all L-parameters of G.
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3.1. The enhanced Archimedean basic correspondence. In the Archimedean
case, the Kottwitz map k¢ is not injective. Thus, when 7 belongs to II4(Gs) for
b € B(G)pas, Conjecture 3] does not allow us to recover b from the Z (@)F-central
character of iy (7). We explain how to remedy this. Recall that when F' is an
Archimedean local field, we have Wp = £15°.

We first consider the simplest case when F' = C. Then the Newton map gives a
bijection vg : B(G) — X.(T)". An L-parameter is determined by two elements
1,V € Xy(T)c such that pu — v € X4 (T) via the formula ¢(z) = z#z”. This implies
the centralizer group, Sy, is a Levi subgroup of G ([Vog93| Corollary 5.5]) and
hence is connected. In particular, Si >~ @ab. The classical Langlands correspon-
dence for C (see [Vog93 Theorem 5.3]) gives a bijection between II(G) and ®(G).
Since B(G)pas is identified via vg with X, (Ag), which is canonically isomorphic to

A~

X*(Gab) = Irr(Si), we have the following commutative diagram:

[[  T4(Gy) — Tix(S5)
(3.2) beB(G)b1 J
é\(ab)7

B(G)pas — X*(

where every map is a bijection.

Now let F = R. Let ¢: Wr — “G be an L-parameter. Let M be a minimal Levi
subgroup through which ¢ factors. By possibly replacing ¢ with a conjugate, we can
assume M is a standard Levi subgroup. Then ¢(Wr) normalizes a maximal torus
of M (see [Lan89, pg. 126]), which we can assume is T, again possibly replacing ¢
by a conjugate. We have an element p € X, (f)c with p — ¢(j)(p) € X*(f) such
that ¢(z) = 2#z?0 W) x 2 for z € C*, where j € Wg projects to the nontrivial
element of I' and satisfies 72 = —1. The group Ay is a maximal torus of S (see
§2.3)) and we fix also a Borel subgroup B, of Sg containing Ag;.

We explain first the discrete case where G = M (our exposition parallels that of

A~

[Kal16b, §5.6]). Then we have Z4(¢(C*)) =T (see [Lan89, Lemma 3.3]) and note

that ¢ induces an action of I" on f, which will in general be distinct to the given
action of I'. This data specifies an R-rational torus S whose dual is T with the I-
action coming from ¢. Our fixed Borel pair induces (T, B) gives us an embedding
S — T < @G defined over C whose G(C)-conjugacy class is I'-stable. Since G is
quasisplit, there exists an embedding ¢ : S — G defined over R in this conjugacy
class.

Now fix an inner twist ¢ : G — G’. Since i(S) is a fundamental torus, ¢ o i
has a G(C)-conjugate defined over R and we call such an embedding admissible.
Shelstad proves that the L-packet II,(G’) is in bijection with the set of G'(R)-
conjugacy classes of admissible embeddings S — G’.

Using Shelstad’s bijection, we now show how to construct ¢y, in Bl Fix b €
B(G)bas and choose a cocycle z representing b and let (G, ¢, z) be an extended
pure inner twist. In particular, this means ¢ : G — Gp and ¢~ o y(p) = Int(z.)
for each e € £15° projecting to v € I'. There exists a unique to-generic element
mw Of the packet II;(G) which corresponds to an embedding iy : S — G. Then
choose any 7 € I1,(G5) and take its corresponding embedding i, : S — Gp. Then
take g € G(C) such that i, = ¢ o Int(g) o iy and let inv[z](mw, ) € B(S)a-bas
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be the cohomology class corresponding to the cocycle e — i ' (g7 2.e(g)). Then
observe B(S) = X*(8T¢) = X*(TT4) (where the ¢-subscript reminds us that the
invariants are with respect to the I'-action induced by ¢). Since ¢ is discrete, we
have S = Si = TT%. So this gives an element of Irr(Si) that recovers b € B(G)bas
via the map B(S)g—bas — B(G)pas. Conversely, given an element of B(S) whose
image under iy, equals b € B(G)pas, we get an admissible embedding S — G} (proof
analogous to [BM21bl Lemma 3.5]). Finally, we claim that B(S)g-pas is in bijection
with Irr(Si) which follows from the fact that B(S)g.bas = B(S) (since in(S) € G
is an elliptic torus because ¢ is discrete).

We now explain how to handle the tempered case as in [She82], following the
notation of [Kall6bl §5.6].

Remark 3.3. One could construct S by taking Z5;(¢(C*)) in analogy with the dis-
crete case. However, this construction will in general give the “wrong” I'-action
on S. A simple example of this is the parameter ¢: Wg — “SL, where the
composition of ¢ with the projection LSL, — SLy has kernel equal to C* and
o(j) = ((1) 01) x j where j € Wg projects to the nontrivial element of I' and sat-
isfies j2 = —1. Then the “naive” construction of S yields G,,, but the construction
we are about to describe produces U(1).

In the tempered case, Shelstad ([She82] §5.3-§5.4]) defines a Levi subgroup M; o
M, an element s € G and a parameter ¢1 = Int(s) o ¢ that is therefore equivalent
in “G to ¢ and such that ¢ is a limit of discrete series parameter for M;. We
have ¢ (Wg) normalizes T and ¢1(C*) T. Hence ¢1 induces an action of ' on
T which gives a torus S which is elliptic in M;.

Using this, Shelstad proves that for each group G’ that is an inner form of G,
there is an L-packet II,(G’) that is in bijection with the admissible embeddings
i:S — G’ such that i(Ag) consists entirely of non-compact imaginary roots, where

Ay ={ae X*(S) = Xu(T) | ¥ € R(T,G),{p,a*)y =0, 3" r-a¥ =0},

T€R¢

(R(T,G) denotes the set of roots of T in G). We recall that the group R, acts on
X*(T) through the map Ry — Wa(Ag) — el (see §2.7)).

We give a few details on this construction. Fix an inner twist ¢ : G — G’
as before and assume that M transfers to some standard Levi M’ of G’ (if it
does not, the L-packet will be trivial), and potentially change ¢ by conjugation
so that it restricts to an inner twist ¢ : M — M’. Then the I'-cocycle given by
o — ¢ loao(p) takes values in M,q(C) and hence it follows that if we define
M{ = p(My), then ¢ : My — M is also an inner twist. Then for each admissible
embedding i : S — M], we obtain a distribution on M] by taking a limit at p of the
character formula for an essentially discrete series representation. Next, we take
the parabolic induction to G’ and this is either 0 or an irreducible character. The
L-packet II,(G’) corresponds to the set of these characters which are in bijection
with certain Mj(R)-conjugacy classes of admissible embeddings i : S — Mj. We
claim the set of all M](R)-conjugacy classes of admissible embeddings is the same
as the set of all G'(R)-conjugacy classes of admissible embeddings. Indeed the
former (resp. latter) set is in bijection with ker(H'(R,S) — H(R, M7)) (resp.
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ker(H*(R,S) — H*(R,G"))) and it is a standard fact that H*(R, M;) — H*(R,G")
(see, [Ces22 §1.3.5] for instance). Thus, we have a bijection between I14(G’) and
G'(R)-conjugacy classes of admissible embeddings i : S — G’ such that i(Ag)
consists of non-compact roots.

We need to characterize the set of embeddings i satisfying this non-compactness
condition. There is a unique ro-generic constituent I§ (maz, w) of Iy (G). We let

w : S — G denote the corresponding embedding. Now let b € B(G)pas and choose
an extended pure inner twist (G, p, z), where z is an algebraic cocycle representing
b. Now, iy : S — G is known to satisfy that iy, (Ag) consists of non-compact roots.
The condition we need on some embedding i, : S — Gy is that the image of
inv[z](mw, ) € B(S) in HY(R, Saq) = wo(ga\drm)v pairs to an even integer with
each ov such that o € Ay. Indeed, note that in the notation of loc. cit, a root
« is non-compact relative to the embedding S — G if and only if fig g)(a) = 1.
Then by [Kall5 Proposition 4.3.(1)] and using ¢y, as our base-point, we need only
determine when k4 (7o) = 1. By [Kall5l Proposition 4.3.(2)], this is equivalent
to our claimed expression (recalling that I' = 'y, since the roots in question are
symmetric).

Note that B(S)g.bas is those elements of B(S) whose image under the Newton
map vg in the sense of [Kotl4] belongs to (X*(G Gan) @ X*(Dp )T (see [Kotld,
Definition 10.2] and also the discussion in Remark ). Thus, by the diagram (22))
and Remark 2] we have a diagram

B(S)¢-bas B(§) — 2= X*(§F¢1)
(3.3) L/S V%J{ %
(X*(Gan) @ X* (D)) —— (X*(8) @ X*(Dp))T

In particular, the set B(S)¢ bas corresponds to the subgroup of X *(ST1) which
is the pre-image under N of (X*(Gap) ® X*(Dr))T. By the anti-equivalence of
categories between multlphcatlve groups and finitely generated abelian groups, we
get a subgroup SG bas STs1 such that the elements of B(S)Gbas correspond via
kg to the subset X*(SF¢1/Sg_baS) of elements of X*(ST#1) that vanish on Sg_pas.

Now for each a € Ay, we get an element a¥(—1) € S. The nontrivial element
o € Ty is known to satisfy ¢1(c)(a) = —a and so we have a¥(—1) € STo1. Let
Q(Ay) be the group generated by the reflections w, for o € Ay. Then we define

a map Q(A¢) X Scibas — ST#1 where the map on the first factor is given by
we — a¥(—1) and the map on the second factor is the natural inclusion. Then it
is clear that an embedding i, : S — G}, satisfies that i.(Ay) are non-compact if

and only if inv[z](my, 7) € B(S) =~ X*(5T¢1) vanishes on im(Q(Ag) x §G_bas).
Lemma 3.4. We have an exact sequence

Q(Ag) x Saibas > THor B 88— 1.

Proof. We first construct the map p : Tl — S’Eb and prove it is surjective. Recall
[She82, Proposition 5.4.3], that ¢, (C*) < T and that ¢; (Wg) normalizes T. Hence,
Sg, T = T"s1. Shelstad proves ([She82, Theorem 5.4.4]) that we have a surjection
TTé1 — mo(Sg, ). We also claim the natural map 7741 N S5, = 53, /(Gaer 0 Sp,)°
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is surjective. Indeed, it suffices to show that Z(G)T n Sg, = S;l/(@dcr NSy, )° and

~

this follows from the fact ([KMSW14, Lemma 0.4.13]) that Z(G)'' surjects onto
S;IZ(@)F/(@dcr N Sy, )°. Now that the claim is proven, we can combine the two
surjections to get a surjection 7T#1 — Sil. Finally, we post-compose with Int(s~1)
to get the desired map p.

Since STé1 = TTo , the map r is as constructed immediately before the statement
of the lemma. It remains to prove exactness in the middle. We first show that por
is trivial. To do so, we let x € X*(Si) and show the pullback to TTé1 vanishes on
im(r). By conjugating by s, we get x’ € X*(Sil). Then x’ by definition vanishes
on (édeI N Sy, )° and hence (@der o) fpm)o. Let fder denote the torus given by
(f o) éder)o. Then we have that x’ vanishes on f;c";l‘o. We now have the following

commutative diagram
(3.4)

A~ A~

X#(TTon) X#(Th0) ——r X (T0°)

Js Js

(X*(T) ® X*(Dp))T#1 2 (X*(Taer) ® X*(DF)) o1

We claim that the image of X/ in (X*(fder) ® X*(Dp))Fér is trivial. Indeed the
restriction of x’ to f;e? is a character of m (f;eﬁl ), and by the classification of tori
over R, the elements in the component group all have order 2 and hence are killed
by the norm map. Finally, we observe that f/fder > C:'/(A?der = éab. Hence it
follows that N(x’) lies in (X*(Gap) ® X *(Dp))", which implies that y’ vanishes on
§G-bas. Now we show that X’ vanishes on the image of Q(A,). But the image of
this map also lies in fdreﬁl, so we are done.

Finally, we need to show that if x € X*(TT¢1) vanishes on im(r), then it factors
through p. Now, we have a surjection TTo1 — Sil so it suffices to show that x

vanishes on (Gaer M Sg,)° AT 41 = (Gger A TT41)° = T

der

Ty, ,0 .
°1" We are assuming

vanishes on §G_bas and so by the previous paragraph, N(x) vanishes on fder. Now,
since all tori over R are a product of Gy, U(1), Resc/rGm, we have that the center

. C e . . o500 .
vertical norm map is injective when restricted to Td:;l’ . Hence x must vanish on
AF¢1,O

T

qa as desired.

O

We define Wg(S)! by fixing an embedding i : § — G defined over R and defining
Wa(S)F := We(i(S))'. We note that this definition is independent of i since any
two such embeddings are conjugate by some g € G(C) which can be taken to
be in Ng(i(S)) and whose I'-invariance in Wg(S), comes from both embeddings
being defined over R. As a consequence of Lemma [3.4] we have constructed for all
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tempered parameters ¢ a commutative diagram
[I  Ty(Gy) —=— Trr(S5)
beB(G)bas
(3.5) J

|

B(G)bas — B(S)G—bas/WG(S)F7

where ty, is bijective. More precisely, for any p € Irr(Si), the pull back of p along
the map p is trivial on im(r) by Lemma B4l In particular, it gives rise to an
element of X*(§F¢1/§G_bas). By noting that we have a bijetion kg: B(S)g.bas —
X*(§F¢1/§G_bas), we get an element b of B(S)gbas- This association p +— b is
the right vertical map. Moreover, the Gp(R)-rational conjugacy class of admissible
embeddings i: S — G corresponding to the element b € B(S)g.pas satisfying the
condition that i(A4) are non-compact by the triviality of p*p on 7(Q(Ay)). Hence ¢
corresponds to an element 7 of I14(G3). This association p — 7 is the top horizontal
map.

We now extend this construction to the non-tempered case. This is done via
the Langlands classification and Langlands classification for L-parameters as in
[SZ18, Appendix A]. Fix G’ a connected reductive group over R, a minimal R-
parabolic Py ¢ G’ with Levi subgroup My and maximal R-split torus Ag. Let
a%, = X*(Mp)g. On the one hand we have a bijection

Theorem 3.5 (Langlands Classification).
{(Po,v)} < TG,

where (P,o,v) is a triple where P S Py is a standard parabolic subgroup with Levi

M and unipotent radical N, where o € TI(M) is tempered, and v € a¥, <>

pairs positively with any root of Ag in N.

*
CLI\/[0

On the L-parameter side, we have
Theorem 3.6 ([SZI18| A.2]).
{(P g, 1)} = ("),

where (P,th7 v) is a triple where P o Py is a standard parabolic subgroup with
Levi M and unipotent radical N, where ‘¢ is a tempered L-parameter of M up to
equivalence, and v € a}, L5 a*MU pairs positively with any root of Ay in N.

With these theorems, we define ¢y, as follows. Choose b € B(G)pas and choose an
extended pure inner twist (Gp, ¢, z) such that [z] = b. Let ¢ € ®(G}p,) and suppose
¢ corresponds to (P, ¢, v) by Theorem 36l We have that P, = M, N, c G}, where
M, = Gy is a Levi subgroup corresponding to a Levi M < G. Then by [BMHN22,
Lemma 2.4] (this Lemma is proven for F' = Q, in loc. cit. but the proof works
also for F' = R), there is a unique equivalence class of extended pure inner twists
(My, o, zm) with class by € B(M) whose class in B(G) is b. We define I1,(G)
to comnsist of all elements of II(Gp) with corresponding triple (P,o,v) such that
(oS Ht¢(Mb).

Following [SZ18, §7] we have Sy = Sg.m = Sty pr so we define v, on G by
declaring that for w € II(G}) corresponding to (Py, 0, V), we have iy (7) 1= tn,, (0)
where we are temporarily thinking of both sides of this equality as representations
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of Sg. ¢ = Sty ar- Then the proof of [BMHN22, Theorem 2.5] shows that iy ()
factors to give a representation of Si.

If we pullback uy () to ST1 via p, then we get an element bg € B(.S) p7-pas Whose
image in B(M) is by;. Hence, the image in B(G) is b and therefore bg € B(S)g-bas
and gives a class in B(S)g.pas/Wea(S)! which recovers b. To prove vy, is a bijection,
we construct an inverse. Note that given a representation p € Irr(S,;) whose pullback
to Sy, yields bg € B(S)g-bas mapping to b € B(G), such a representation factors
to give a representation of Ch o.M and by the uniqueness result ([BMHN22, Lemma
2.4]) we must have that bg ma;ps to bar € B(M )pas-

In particular, we have proven the following theorem.

Theorem 3.7. We have the following commutative diagram

[I  Iy(Gy) —=— Iix(S5)
bEB(G)baS
(3.6) J

|

B(G)bas — B(S)G_baS/Wg(S)F,
where Ly, 1S bijective.

The bottom map is explained in §.I1 The right vertical map comes from pullback
along the map p of Lemma [B.4] and uses the constructions in that lemma to show
that we indeed get an element of B(S)g.bas- This element of B(S) depends on the
choice of i, in its G(R)-conjugacy class. This ambiguity corresponds to modifying
our element of B(S) by an element of Ngg)(ix(S)) and this ambiguity is removed
when we take a quotient by Wg (S).

3.2. Statement of main theorem. We now return to considering a general local
field F. Our aim in this paper is, by assuming the B(G)pas-LLC (Conjecture [3.])
and its refinement in the Archimedean case, to establish its “B(G)-version” in a
reasonable way:

Theorem 3.8. We assume Conjecture 31l for G and any Levi subgroup of G. For
each b € B(G), there exists a finite-to-one map

LLCGbI H(Gb) i (I)(G)

Furthermore, for each ¢ € ®(G), the union of I1,(Gy) := LLCE& (¢) over be B(G)
is equipped with a bijection ty to Irr(Sy) such that the following diagram commutes:

[[ Ty(Gy) —— Iir(Sy)

beB(G)
(3.7) J J

B(G) —"— X*(Z(G)"),

where the left vertical map is the obvious projection and the right vertical map takes
central character. In particular, we note that since vy is bijective, one can recover

be B(G) from i (m) € Irr(Sy) for m e ILy(Gh).
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4. THE CONSTRUCTION

In this section, F' is an arbitrary local field. Recall that we fixed an F-splitting
(T, B, {X.}) of G, which gives rise to a Whittaker datum 1w of G. For each standard
Levi subgroup L < G, the Whittaker datum tv restricts to give a Whittaker datum
toy, of L.

Let [¢] € ®(@), ie., [¢] is a G-conjugacy class of L-parameters of G. (In this
section, we use the symbol [¢] in order to emphasize that it is a é—conjugacy class.)
We fix a representative ¢ of [¢]. The group Sy is a possibly disconnected reductive
group. The aim of this section is to associate to each p € Irr(S,;) an element
b e B(G) and a representation m, € II(Gp). We let M be a minimal Levi subgroup
through which ¢ factors and as in §2.4 we replace ¢ with a conjugate such that
we can assume “M is a standard Levi. Let M be the standard Levi subgroup of
G correspondig to M. We fix a Borel subgroup By of S containing the maximal
torus Ag;.

4.1. The map. Let p € Irr(Sy).

By Theorem 23 there exists a weight A € X*(A5;)" (dominant relative to By)
and a simple A*-module F such that p = £()\, F) with the notations as in §.21 We
associate w, Q@ = @, and L = L, to X\ according to the construction given in §2.41
Let us write M’ := M. Choose a representative w € Ng(Az) of we W = Wrel
and consider the conjugate L-parameter ¢ := Int(w) o ¢ of ¢. By construction,
@' factors through “M’ and hence L. Conjugation by  induces an isomorphism
Int(w) : Sy ;.qu and hence we get a corresponding rgpresentation p' € Irr(Sy ) and
weight \' := "X e X*(A5;)" (dominant relative to “By). We have p = L(N, E'),
where E’ is the simple AN -module corresponding to E under the identification
S¢ = S¢/.

We let L1,(\') be the irreducible representation of S3, ; with highest weight \".
Proposition 20 says that the natural map from 7(Sg ) = A} to AN is a bijection.
Thus we may regard E’ as a simple Af—module, for which we write E7. According
to §2.21 we get an irreducible representation Ly, (X, E}) of Sy 1. We denote this
representation by pr.

Lemma 4.1. The representation pr, € Irr(Sy 1) factors through Si, ., to give a
representation which by abuse of notation we also denote py,.

Proof. We first study the representation L (X') € Irr(S3, ;). Note that apr(X)
belongs to A, by construction and the following diagram commutes.

Qo

—~~

R e X*(M'ap)r — Anrr

I T

X*(Lab)]R — Q[L

X*(Asp

Let m € Z~ be a positive integer such that aj;(mA’) belongs to X, (Ar). Hence,
by the above diagram, there is a character of L whose restriction to Agp is mM\.
Then the irreducible representation L, (mA") € Irr(Sg, ;) with highest weight m\’

A~

is actually just this character acting through Sg, ; < L. This implies that the
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irreducible representation Lr(\) € Irr(Sg, ;) with highest weight X" is also a
character of S . (This can be checked by, e.g., comparing the dimensions of
L, (mX) and L ()\); through the Weyl dimension formula, we can easily see that
dim £, (N) < dim L1, (m)).)

Since £1,(mX') is the restriction of a character of L, the representation £1,(mX’)
is clearly trivial on (ider N 52,7 L)O. In other words, the m-th power of the character

EL(X”(Ed ~ge, yo s trivial. As the finitely generated abelian group X*((Laer 0
er ¢/,L

5% 1)°) is torsion-free, this implies that Lr(\') jo is trivial. Therefore

|(Z/derﬁS;/,L
pr is trivial on (Lger N S;,)L)O = (Lger n Sg.1,)°. This concludes the proof of the
lemma. O

Now, by the B(L)pas-LLC (Conjecture Bl for F' non-Archimedean, Diagram
B2) for C, Theorem [ for R Archimedean), we get by, € B(L)pas and mp, € II(Ly, )

corresponding to pr, € Irr(S .1)- Denote by b the image of by in B(G).

Lemma 4.2. We have by, € B(L)}! .

Proof. Recall that the natural map B(L) — B(G) induces a bijection B(L) . RN
B(G)qg and that the subset B(G)g of B(G) is defined to be the preimage of 2[5
under the Newton map (§2.1)):

B(L),s — B(G)g — %4
Thus our task is to check that vg(b) belongs to le, Since the Newton map is
functorial, i.e., we have vg(b) = v (br), it suffices to show that vz (br) belongs to
A5,

Q

Recall that we have vy, (br) = ap o k1 (br) since by, is basic (([22]) for L):

B(L)pas —2 X*(Z(L)7) —— X*(Z(L)")r —2£ A = X4 (AL)r

By the commutative diagram (B:[I) (apphed to L), Z(L)T acts on py via kp(by) €
X*(Z(L)"). Since T <M <L, wehave T > A 17 = Aj. By construction, A

acts on pr, via X. Hence the element kp(br) € X*(Z(E)F)R is nothing but the
image of A’ under the map

X*(Agp)e * X*(Ap)z = X*(Z(D) e
Now recall that the standard parabolic subgroup @ with standard Levi L is
chosen so that w - ap () = apr(N) belongs to 915 We note that the natural

inclusion map 47, < 2App gives a section of the restriction map X*(A)r —
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X*(A; )r under the identifications via oz, and oy

X*(Am)r —5 App

b

X*(Ap)p —5— Ay

Hence the image of N € X*(Agz)r in X*(A;)r, which equals xr(br) by the
argument in the previous paragraph, is equal to azl o ap(N). Thus we get
ar o kr(br) = appr(N). This implies that vy (br) (= arp o kr(br) = ay (X))
lies in 915 ]

Lemma 4.3. We have Ly, = Gp.

Proof. By the definition of the groups Gy, and Ly, , we have that L, is naturally
embedded in Gy. The group G is an inner form of a Levi subgroup of G given by
the centralizer of vg(b) in G (§21)). Similarly, the group L, is an inner form of
a Levi subgroup of L given by the centralizer of v, (by) in L. Thus, since we have
vr(br) = ve(b), it is enough to show that the centralizer of v (b) in G is equal to
L. Noting that vg(b) belongs to Qla by Lemma [£.2] this can be easily checked by

looking at the definition of ng O

By this lemma, we may regard m,, as a representation of G,(F). We define
mp € II(Gp) to be this representation. Hence we have finally constructed (b, 7,) as
desired. This concludes the construction.

4.2. Independence of choices. Recall that, for fixed [¢] € ®(G) and p € Irr(Sy),
several choices were made in the construction of (b, ) as follows.

(1) We fixed a representative ¢ of [¢].

(2) We chose a smallest Levi subgroup LM such that ¢ factors through M —
L@G. Furthermore, we replaced ¢ with its conjugate *¢ so that (¥ M) is a
standard Levi subgroup. (We put “M to be #(L'M).)

(3) We took a weight A € X*(Ax)" and a simple A*-module E such that
p=L(\E).

(4) We took w € W' such that w - apr(\) belongs to C and defined the
standard parabolic ) with standard Levi L to be the unique one satisfying
w - anr(N) € A

(5) Then, by taking a representative w of the element w € W x~ Wrd, we
applied the B(L)pas-LLC to (¢, pr), where pr := L (Y\,YEy).

We now explain that our construction is independent of these.

We first discuss (5). Any two choices w,w’ € Ng(A4) differ by an element of T.
This means that (Y¢, L1 (¥, “Er)) and (w,¢, L1 (%X, " Ep)) differ by conjugation
by an element of Tcl. Hence, the resulting (b, 7) does not change since the basic
correspondence is assumed to be well-defined.

We next discuss (4) If w’ € W*! is another element such that w’ - ay()\) € C,
then we must have w - ap(A) = w' - ap(N) (see, e.g., [Hum78, Lemma 10.3.B]).
In particular, the standard Levi subgroup L does not change. Furthermore, w/w !
stabilizes w-apr(A) and hence lies in W®! by LemmaZ6 This will modify (¥¢, pr.)
up to L-conjugacy, which does not affect (b, 7).
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Let us discuss (3). We take another weight X' € X*(Ay;)* and simple AN
module E’ such that p = £(N, E’). By Lemma[2Z4] we may assume that A\ is Ry-

conjugate to A (say ' = w-\) and E and E’ are identified under the isomorphism
A* = A", Recall that the action of w € Ry factors through Ry — Wg(Az;) (see

(2.6)) and that Wg(Ay;) is identified with a subgroup of Wrel (Lemma 7). Thus,
by Lemma 2.8 w does not affect the definition of L and py,.

Let us discuss (2). Let “M and ¥M’ be two smallest Levi subgroups of G such
that ¢ factors through M and “M’, respectively. As explained in §23, “M and
LM’ are conjugate by an element of S, say *(“*M) = “M’. Thus using M’ instead
of M amounts to using ®p instead of p. Since °p =~ p, this does not change the rest
of the construction of (b, 7).

We finally discuss (1). Let us choose 9¢) conjugate to ¢ via g € G. Then 9(%M) is
a smallest Levi subgroup such that 9¢ factors through 9(*M) < LG. Thus, both ¢
and 9¢ are conjugate to ¢, whose image is contained in a standard Levi subgroup

4.3. Properties of the correspondence. We now verify that the construction
in §4.T]is well behaved.

Proposition 4.4. The map ([¢], p) — (b, m) constructed in {{.1] is injective. To
be more precise, suppose ¢1, P2 are L-parameters of G and p; € Irr(Sy,) and that
our map takes p; to (mw;,b;) with by = be and m; = wy. Then ¢1 ~ ¢2 and p1 ~ ps.

Y

Here, the meaning of “p; ~ p2” in the statement is as follows. Since we have
¢1 ~ @2, we can take g € G such that 999 = ¢1, which implies that 95y, = Sy, .
Then we have 9p, = p;. Note that this condition is independent of the choice of g
as any other choice ¢’ can differ from g only by an element of Sg,.

Proof. For i = 1,2, let L; be the Levi subgroup associated to (¢, p;) as in 11
Similarly, we let p; 1., € Irr(S i da, ) denote the representation associated to (¢;, p;)
as in §4.11 Recall that b; and m; e II(Gy,) are obtained by applying the B(L;)pbas-
LLC to pi 1, € Irr(Sw » LZ)

Note that L; is characterized as the unique standard Levi subgroup of G such
that b; € B(G) is contained in B(L;)", . by Lemma[L2 and the decomposition (2.4).
Thus the assumption that by = by implies that L, = Ls. Let us simply write L for
L, = L5 in the following.

Since the B(L)pas-LLC is bijective, the assumption m; = 7, implies that “1¢;
and “2¢y are equivalent as L-parameters of L. Hence ¢ and ¢2 are equivalent as
L-parameters of GG. In the following, we fix an element [ € L satisfying ¥2 ¢ = 11 ¢,

(hence we get lSi1¢ I 85’2@5 ;, and ISE,W = Si2¢2)

Let us show that the representations "1 p; and %2 py of S are isomorphic. For

w2

this, for each i = 1,2, we take an element \; € X*(Ag)" anciba simple A -module
E; such that p; = L(\;, E;). Then, by construction, p; 1, is the unique irreducible
representation of Swi%L associated with the pair (w /\i,“'“Ei’L), where “'”ELL is
Wi B regarded as a simple Azi -module via the bijection Awi’\ ~ A" As the
assumption m; = w5 also implies that the representatlons p1,r and po f, of Sw2 oL
are isomorphic, we have lin ) = w2 )y and lleLL >~ w2E27L. Thus we see that
W B~ w2 By and conclude that lwlpl ~ wng. [l
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We denote by I15(Gp) the set of all m € II(G},) attached to some p € Irr(Sy). As
a result of Proposition [£.4] we can define a bijective map ty,.

(4.1) [] Ts(Gy) 2= Trr(Sy).
beB(G)

Proposition 4.5. The map iy fits into a commutative diagram.

[1 Ty(Gy) —=— Irr(Sy)

beB(G) J

B(G) —=5 s X*(Z(A)D).

Proof. Suppose that m, € I1,(Gp) is mapped to p € Irr(S,) under the map ty. Let
wy € X*(Z(@)') be the image of p under the map Irr(Sy) — X*(Z(@)D), ie.,
Z(CA?)F acts on p via w,. Our task is to show that w, = kg(b). In the following, we
follow the notation of §4.11

By our construction, b € B(G) is the image of by, € B(L);". . in B(G) and m, = m,,
(under the identification Gy =~ L;, ), where m,, corresponds to pr € Irr(Sﬂjd))L)
under the B(L)pas-LLC. Let w),, € X*(Z(L)) be the image of py, under the map
Irr(SEbd))L) — X*(Z(L)Y), i.e., Z(L) acts on py, via wp, - Then the commutativity
in the basic case ([B.1]) implies that w,, is given by xr(br). By the functoriality of
the Kottwitz homomorphism (see [Kot97, §4.9)), x(br) € X*(Z(L)') is mapped
to ke (b) € X*(Z(G)') under the natural map X*(Z(L)T) — X*(Z(G)F). In other
words, w,, |Z(é)p is given by k¢ (b). Hence it suffices to show that w, = w,, |Z(6)F7
i.e., Z(G)' acts on both p and py, via the same character.

Recall that p = £(A, E). Since the conjugate action of Z(G)" on Sy is trivial,
Z(CA?)F is contained the preimage Sé; of A* under the map Sy — m(Ss). As L(\, E)
is defined to be the induction of E ® L(A) from 5’2‘ to Sy, we see that Z(G)T acts
on L(\, E) and E® L(\) via the same character w,,.

Recall that, in §2.2) we choose a representative +(a) of a € A* in S$ and an Sg-
equivariant isomorphism 6, : £(A) = “® £(\) such that +(1) = 1 and #; = id. Let
Z* be the image of Z(G)T < S, in A*. For any a € Z*, we may and do choose ¢(a)
to be an element of Z (C:')F and 6, to be the identity map. Then, for any element

ze Z(@G)T, its action on u®v € E® L()\) is given by
z- (u®v) = (pau) ® (9v),

where a denotes the image of z in Z* = A*, p, is the associated element of A*
(see §2.2), and g := 1(a) "'z € S5 N Z(G)". SinceAS(‘; N Z(G)' is a central subgroup
of the connected reductive group S35, S5 n Z (G)' is contained in the maximal
torus Ag; of S3. In particular, we have gv = A(g)v, hence we get 2 - (u®v) =
(pat) ® (A(g)v). By the same argument, we can also check that the action of

Z(G)Y on pr = L (")) ® PEy and YEy, is given by the same formula. O

We now verify that II,(Gyp) exhausts II(Gy). The following proposition gives us
the desired finite-to-one map

LLCGbI H(Gb) g (I)(G)
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Proposition 4.6. We have an equality of sets
HH¢(Gb) = II(G).
¢

Proof. Let m € II(Gy). By (24]), there exists a unique standard Levi subgroup L
of G and by, € B(L);,, such that by, is identified with b € B(G). We may regard 7
as an element of II(Ly) via the identification Gy = Ly, as in Lemma 3 Then, by
the B(L)pas-LLC, we can associate to 7 the pair (¢, pr) of an L-parameter ¢ of L
and an irreducible representation py, of Si, I

Let M be a smallest Levi subgroup of “G such that ¢ factors through the L-
embedding “M < FL. We regard ¢ also as an L-parameter of G by composing it
with the embedding “L < “G. Then, by Lemma 2.5} S’; is a connected reductive
group and Sg ; is its Levi subgroup with a maximal torus Ag;. Hence, by repre-
sentation theory of disconnected reductive groups (§2.2), pr, is given by L1 (), E),
where A € X*(Ag;)" is a dominant character and E is a simple A} -module with
the notation as in §2.2

Since A} = A* by Proposition 29, F can be regarded as a simple A*-module.
Thus we get an irreducible representation L£(\, E) of Ss. If we put p := L(A, E),
then it can be easily checked that our construction given in §4.1] associates 7 to

(¢, ). 0

5. ENDOSCOPIC CHARACTER IDENTITY

In this section, we restrict to the case where F' is a p-adic field. It seems to us
that analogous results must hold for all local fields.

5.1. Setup. Recall that a refined endoscopic datum ¢ of G is a tuple (H,H,s,n)
consisting of
e H is a quasi-split connected reductive group over F,
e 7{ is a split extension of Wr by H such that the induced action of Wg on
H coincides with the one coming from the F-rational structure of H ,
e s is an element of Z(ﬁ)r, and
oM — L@ is an L-homomorphism which restricts to an isomorphism
H = Z4((s))°
Recall also that an isomorphism of refined endoscopic data from (H,H,s,n) to
(H',H',s',n') is an element g € G such that
(1) we have (Int(g) on)(H) = n'(H’'), and
(2) Int(g)(n(s)) = n'(s).
(see [BM21a, Definition 2.11], [BMS22] Definition 2.3.4] and also [Kall6a, §1.3 and
§4.1]). We let E®°(G) be the set of refined endoscopic data for G and let £°(G)
denote the set of isomorphism classes.
We fix a refined endoscopic datum ¢ = (H,H, s,n) in the following. For simplic-
ity, we assume throughout that # = “H. We fix an F-splitting (T, By, {XH.o})
of H and a I'-stable splitting (fH, EH, {Xﬁ,a} of H in addition to the splittings of

G and G we fixed in §2 We assume that n(Ty) = T and n(Bg) < B.
Temporarily fix b € B(G)pas and choose a cocycle z € Zallg(E}EO,G(F)) and
¢ : G — G, such that (G, p,2) is an extended pure inner twist of G. Recall

that we can define the notion of matching orbital integrals between test functions



26 ALEXANDER BERTOLONI MELI AND MASAO OI

fo € CP(Gy(F)) and fg € CP(H(F)). For any test function f, € CP(Gy(F)),
there always exists a test function fi € CX(H(F)) (transfer) which has matching
orbital integrals with f; (see [Kall6a, Theorem 4]). Accordingly, for any stable
distribution D on H(F), we may consider its transfer Trans$* D to G(F) by, for
any test function f, € CP(Gy(F)),

Trans$* D(f,) := D(fr),

where fi € CP(H(F)) is a transfer of f, to H(F).

Let ¢ be a tempered L-parameter of G. We assume that ¢ factors through n; let
¢n be an L-parameter of H such that ¢ = no ¢g.

In the following, we assume the existence of the basic case of the local Langlands
correspondence (Conjecture [31]). Hence, by Theorem [B.8, we have a bijective map

b H I4(Gh) 11, Irr(Sy)
beB(G)
which extends the bijection of the B(G)pas-LLC
b H II4(Gy) 1, Irr(Si).
bEB(G)bas

In the following, for any = € II;(Gy), we let {m, —) denote the irreducible character
of Sy corresponding to 7 under tyy, i.e.,

(m,8) == tr(s | t(m))
for s € S4. For any b € B(G) and s € Sy, we put

Gp,s
05" == e(Gy) Y. (m 5O,
W€H¢(Gb)
where e(Gp) denotes the Kottwitz sign of G,. When s = 1, we write S@g*’ for
@Gb,l
i
It is expected that the basic case of the local Langlands correspondence satisfies

the stability and the endoscopic character identity (cf. [Kall6a, Conjecture F]). We
assume these properties in the following:

Assumption 5.1 (stability and endoscopic character identity). Let b € B(G)pas-

1) The distribution SO on H(F) is stable.
(324
(2) We have the following equality as distributions on G (F):

(5.1) Trans§y SOL, = 05",

Our aim in this section is to generalize the identity (&1 to any b € B(G). For
this, we additionally assume the following standard properties of the basic case of
the local Langlands correspondence.

Assumption 5.2. Let Q) be a standard parabolic subgroup of G with standard
Levi L. If a tempered L-parameter ¢ of G factors through the L-embedding of “'L
into @G, then we have the following equality as distributions on G(F):

56§ =1I§(505%).
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Remark 5.3. By using the transitivity of parabolic induction, we can reduce the
property of Assumption to the case when L is minimal among which ¢ factors
through, i.e., ¢ is discrete as an L-parameter of L. Then, this is a special case of
the local intertwining relation (see [Art13, Theorem 2.4.1], for instance).

Assumption 5.4. Suppose that a: G — G is an F-rational automorphism of G.
Let “a: G — LG be the dual to G. Then, for any L-parameter ¢: Ly — G, we
have

HLaO¢(G) = Oé*H¢(G),
where o*II4(G) denotes the pull-back of II,(G) via a: G(F) — G(F).

Remark 5.5. Assumption 5.4 should be standard (see, for example, [Haildl Con-
jecture 4.9]) and can be also thought of as a special case of the compatibility of the

local Langlands correspondence with isogeny; for example, see [Bor79, 10.3 (5)],
[FS21] §IX.6.1], [GLI7, Théoréme 0.1], etc.

5.2. Motivation. Our aim is to generalize the identity (&) to general b € B(G).
We now describe what we believe is the correct way to formulate the endoscopic
character identity for a general b € B(G). To begin, we want to define a transfer
of functions from CP(Gy(F)) to CP(H(F)) for any b € B(G) and an endoscopic
group H of G. We suspect this will not be possible in full generality, but it will be
for vp-acceptable functions. We recall their definition (see [BMS22] §2.7]).

Let v : D — G be a homomorphism of groups and let M, be the centralizer of
v in G. The homorphism v defines a parabolic subgroup P, = M, N, whereby the
positive roots of P, are those such that (v, a) < 0.

Warning 5.6. We often take v to be v, := v(b) and the opposite parabolic PSP
is standard in this case.

We say that v € M,(F) is v-acceptable if the adjoint action of v on N, (F)
is dilating, namely each eigenvalue A of this action satisfies |A| > 1. The set of
acceptable elements is nonempty and open in M, (F). Since acceptability only
depends on the stable conjugacy class of v in M,,, we can define for an inner twist
orp 2 M, — M), that v/ € M/ (F) is v-acceptable if ¢~1(y’) is v-acceptable. We
let CZ*¢(M,(F)) < C£ (M, (F)) (resp. CF,.(M)(F)) < C£ (M, (F)) denote the
subset of functions supported on acceptable elements. We remark that there are
enough acceptable functions to separate II(M],) (see the argument of [Shi09, Lemma
6.4], cf. [BMS22, Lemma 2.7.5]) so it is sufficient to restrict our attention them.

The relevant proposition is as follows.

Proposition 5.7 ([KS21l Lemma 3.1.2]). Let f, € CP,..(M,(F)). Then there

c,acc

exists an f € CP(G(F)) satisfying the following properties.
o For every semisimple element g € G(F), we have the following identity of
orbital integrals

O (£) = 05, (m) - O} (£,
if there exists an acceptable m € M, (F') that is conjugate to g € G(F) and

G .
Oy (f) = 0 otherwise.
o we have

tr(f | 7) = te(fy | Jpor (7)),
for m e II(G).
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We need to study the relation between the endoscopy of G and its Levi subgroups.
Fix L ¢ G a standard Levi subgroup of G (later, especially, we take L to be the
standard Levi subgroup of G such that G is its inner twist).

Definition 5.8. An embedded endoscopic datum for G is a tuple (Hr,, Hy, H, H, s,1),
where

o (H,H,s,m) is a refined endoscopic datum of G with a fixed F-pinning
(T, Bu,{XH,a}) of H,
e Hj is a standard Levi subgroup of H,
e Hy, is a Levi subgroup of A, namely H, surjects onto Wr and its intersec-
tion with H is a Levi subgroup of H,
such that f/I\L =Hrn H and (Hr,Hr,8,m|3,) is a refined endoscopic datum of L.
An isomorphism of embedded data from (Hr, Hr, H, H, s,n) to (H}, H}, H , H',s', 1)
is a g € G, which simultaneously produces isomorphisms
(Hp, Hp,s,m) = (Hp, Hy,s'n') and  (H,H,s,m) = (H, 1,5, 1),
We denote the set of embedded endoscopic data by E®™P(L,G) and the set of
isomorphism classes by &°™P(L, G).

We have the natural restrictions X : E*™P(L, G) — E*°(L) and Y°*™P : E*™P([ G) —
E'°(G). These induce maps of isomorphism classes, and the map induced by X is a
bijection by [BM21al Proposition 2.20]. We recall from [BM21al Construction 2.15]
that there is a natural map Y : E*°(L) — E°(G) such that the following diagram
commutes

éviso (G)

(5.2) Y/ ‘X

@(acmb(L’ G) X CO@iSO(L).

Definition 5.9. For a refined endoscopic datum (H, H, s,n) of G, we define &™P(L, G; H)
to be the set of isomorphism classes of embedded endoscopic data whose image un-
der

(5.3) yemb . gemb (1 @) — £5°(@)

is the isomorphism class of (H, H, s,n). We define the set of inner classes of embed-
ded endoscopic data relative to H, denoted by &°(L,G; H), to be the set of equiva-
lence classes of elements of the form (Hy,Hr, H,H, s,Int(n) on) of ES™P(L, G), for
ne Ng (T). The isomorphism class of such elements lies in €™ (L, G; H) and two
such data are considered equivalent if they are isomorphic by an inner isomorphism
« of the group H inducing an isomorphism of embedded endoscopic data.

In the following, we fix a refined endoscopic datum ¢ = (H,H, s,n). Although we
believe that our result can be established for general H, we focus only on the case
H = L'H in the following. We also fix b € B(G) and an extended pure inner twist
(Gp, @, z) of L, where L < G is the standard Levi subgroup given by the centralizer
of v, := vg(b) with standard parabolic @ and z is a cocycle corresponding to
br € B(L)g_as'

We furthermore fix X§, a set of representatives of &*(L,G; H). For each ey, €
X¢, we get a character v : Dp =% Ap < T' = Ty where T' < G and we note
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the isomorphism T’ =~ Tpq is determined by ey and canonical up to our choice of
splittings.
Fix f, € CF,ec(Gy(F)). We produce a matching fr € C(H(F)).

(1) Define fQ := fs ®3}3/U2b, where gpub is the character on G}, defined such that
gpub (v') = dp,, (7) for v € L(F) matching 7' € Gy(F).

(2) Foreachey, € X§, define f., € C*(H[) to be a transfer of f{ from G, to H,
using the Whittaker normalized A[wy,z] transfer factor (we use the A}
normalization as in [KS12| §5.5], these transfer factors are defined by [KT18|,
(4.3)], though note that they use the A’ normalization). By multiplying

with the indicator function on the set of v-acceptable elements, we can and
do assume that f,, € C?°(H(F)).

(3) We now apply Proposition[5.7to each f., € CP*°(HL(F)) to get functions
[t € CX(H(F)).

(4) We finally let fg = >} fu., € CP(H(F)).
T

L
e

Gb inner L H

I
do. .
en(ken\ ° ‘Aw
Hp

Now take vy € H(F) that is G-strongly regular and let v be its transfer to
G. We compute the stable orbital integral S’OfH(fH). If there is no e, € Xj
and v-acceptable g, € HL(F) conjugate to vx in H(F), then SO (fu) = 0 by
Proposition 5.7 Otherwise, we have that

(5.4) SO (fu) = 3,05, (v, ) - SOHE (fer),

G

endo.

where the sum is over some subset of Xj. Here we used the fact that the identity
of orbital integrals in Proposition[B.7]induces the identity of stable orbital integrals
([Shil0, Lemma 3.5]). Crucially, by [BMS22, Lemma 2.7.13] (cf. [Shil0, Lemma
6.2], [BM21a, Lemma 2.42]) there is at most one e¢;, appearing on the right hand
side of (54)). If vg, for such ey, does not transfer to some g, € Gp(F) whose image
vz in L(F) is vp-acceptable, then the original SOfH (fm) is 0. Otherwise, we get

SO (fu) = 05 (vu,) - SOME (f,)
- <1/2

= Y Alwr V6,08 (m)0 8, (16,005 ().
’Yé;b ~stVGy ’

The formula

| det(Ad(yz) — 1 | Lie(G)/Lie(L))|'?

| det(Ad(ym,) — 1| Lie(H)/Lie(Hp))|*/?
(see [BM21al, Proposition 5.3] for instance) and the facts that

* |0p, (va, )| = [det(Ad(ys,) — 1| Lie(H)/Lie(HL))| and
e [6p,, (72)| = |det(Ad(yr) — 1| Lie(G)/Lie(L))|

A[mL](’YHL,’YL) = A[YU](’)/HL,’)/L)
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(see [Shil0, Lemma 3.4]) imply that finally:
SO’IY{H (fH) = Z A[m](/yHL7’7L)<inv[2](7L77Gg)7¢’7HL YL (S)>_10$’;b (fb)7
'Y/cb ~stVGy,

where @, 4, is the dual of the admissible isomorphism taking Zpu, (vm,) to
Zr(vr) (cf. [BM21a, §4.1]). This is our notion of matching function. Corre-
sponding to this notion of matching function, we get a transfer of distributions
Transng( fv») = D(fm) where f, and fy are matching functions and D is a stable
distribution on H (F).

We have the following:

Lemma 5.10. We have
> Trans(} SO%, = 3 (Trans(, 7 SO%,) @71

QLEXE

Proof. We fix f, € CZ,..(Gy(F)) and its transfer fg € CX(H(F')). Then we have
Transy SO (f,) = SO (fu).

On the other hand, if we let f?, fe,, fu,., be intermediate test functions as ex-
plained above, then we have

b <1/2 b
>, (Trans(’ Jpeo SOF, ) @65, (fo) = D, (Transfh T SOL, ) (f))

¢L€X£ ¢L€X2

Y, (TR SOf,)(fe)

QLEXE

> SOH,(fre,) = SOX, (fn),

¢
eLeXL

where we used Proposition [5.7] (2) in the third equality. O

A naive expectation is that the identity (5I) holds also for non-basic b € B(G)
with this definition of Transng@gH. However, this is not true. Let us explain the
difficulty.

Consider the simplest case where (H,H,s,n) = (G,*G,1,id). In this case, the
set X§ is a singleton whose unique element can be taken to be (L, L, G, LG, 1,id).
Note that the standard parabolic subgroup PJP = PJP associated to this unique
embedded endoscopic datum is given by @. Hence, by Lemma [5.10] the identity
(EI) would become

(5.6) (Trans$* J§509) ®35° = Y (r, 16
7TEH¢(G1,)

Let us explain how this identity fails in the following two examples.

Example 5.11. Let G = GL3. We take ¢ to be the direct sum 1@ 1 of two trivial
representations of Wr x SLy(C). Then we have S, = GL2(C). Suppose that p is
an irreducible representation of S4 which is not 1-dimensional. Then the element
b e B(G) associated to p is non-basic and G, = L = T'. Since I14(Gp) is a singleton
consisting of 1[x] 1, we have

> (1O, = dim(p)O 1.
7TEH¢(G(,)
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On the other hand, II;(G) is a singleton consisting of I§ (1 1). We have Q = B
and can check that

——1/2 —=—1/2
(Trans§* J§S0G) @5, = 2015 @75

(for example, by the geometric lemma ([BZ77, p. 448])). Thus, firstly, this example
suggests that it would be better to twist the Gjy-side Zwen¢(Gb)<ﬂ'v 1>©, via the

character 3;1/2. Secondly, even if we make this modification, the equality (5.6))
does not hold unless dim(p) = 2.

Example 5.12. Let G = GLy. We take ¢ to be the direct sum Std @ Std of
two standard representations of SLs(C) (trivial on the Wp-part). Then we have
Se = GLy(C). Suppose that p is an irreducible representation of S, which is not
1-dimensional. Then the element b € B(G) associated to p is non-basic and Gy is
given by an inner form of the standard Levi subgroup L = GLa x GL2 of G. Since
I14(Gp) is a singleton consisting of Transbetg Sto, we have

Z (m, 1,0, = dim(p)Transgb@StQStQ,
welly (Gy)
where Sty denotes the Steinberg representation of GLy(F). On the other hand,
I14(G) is a singleton consisting of Ig(StQ [X]St2), where @ is the standard parabolic
subgroup of G with Levi part L. By using the geometric lemma as before, we can
check that

JgS@g = 2@St25t2 + ®I§L2

(12— 2RI 2 (|-~ 2Bl )’
Thus the equality (5.6) cannot hold even if we twist the Gp-side via 3&1/2 and if
dim(p) = 2 because of an extra term in JgS@g.

What we will do in the following is to modify the identity (5 so that the
problems as in the above examples are resolved.

On the Gy-side, we introduce a quantity (7, —)rcg and replace (m, —) in ng,n(s)
with (7, —)reg. In the cases of Examples [0.11] and E12] we get (7, 1)reg = 2 for
any m whose p € Irr(Sy) is not 1-dimensional. Moreover, we consider the character
twist via S}be .

On the H-side, we define the regular part [Trans%"S@fH]reg of Trans%’ S@gH
by simply cutting off some part of the sum obtained after applying the geometric
lemma (Definition EI7). In the case of Example BTl nothing changes by this
procedure; in the case of Example [5.12] the second term of Jg S@g is non-regular
and thrown away.

The following is the main result of this section, which will be proved in §5.7

Theorem 5.13. For any b€ B(G), we have the following equality as distributions
on Gy(F):
1/2

(5.7) [TYanS%’S@fH]reg = ¢(Ghb) Z (T, 1(8) regOn ®gPyb
7TEH¢(G1,)

Remark 5.14. It is a natural attempt to seek a formulation of the endoscopic char-
acter identity such that the non-regular part is not discarded. However, we do
not pursue this direction in this paper. Note that it is expected that the L-packet
of a supercuspidal L-parameter (i.e., discrete and trivial on SLo(C)-part) contains
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only supercuspidal representations (cf. [Hail4l Proposition 4.27]). This implies that
when ¢ has trivial SLo-part, the regular part is everything. For general ¢, we just
remark that the non-regular part can be quite complicated (cf. [Ato20]).

5.3. Preliminaries on the Weyl groups. For any F-rational Levi subgroups L,
and Ls of G, we put

o WYLy, Lo) :={we W™ |w(AL,) D AL,} = {we W | w(L;) c Ly},

o Wreblulz .= fyy e Wl | w(Ly n B) € B,w™*(Ly n B) < B}, and

. Wrel[Ll,Lg] = Wrel(Llez) A Wrel,Ll,Lg'
We note that W™ Ly, Ly] gives a complete set of representatives of the double
cosets Wi\We! (L, Lg)/WECl (see [BZT7, Lemma 2.11]). Also note that we have
WiwWie = WitwWiw " w = Wi%w for any w € W*®!(Ly, L), hence we have
WYZI\WYCI(Ll, LQ)/WECII Wrczl\chl(L LQ)

On the dual side, similarly, we put
Wl (Ly, La) := {we W [w(A;, ) > Az}

for any Levi subgroups LL; and “Ly of LG. The condition w(Az ) > Ap, is
equivalent to w(L'Ly) « L'Ly by [KMSWT14, §0.4.1].

Note that the identification W™ = Wl induces Wrel(Ly, Ly) = Wrel(Ll,Lg)
for any standard Levi subgroups L, L.

Lemma 5.15. The image of the map Wg(Ag) — Wrel (see Lemma[Z27) is con-

tained in WrEI(M, M). In particular, for any standard Levi subgroup L of G, the
set W' (M, L) is stable under the right Wg(Ag;)-translation.

Proof. Let w be an element of W (A7) with a lift n € Na(Ay;). Recall that the
image of w in W™ = Wg(Az) is given by the class of m™'n € Ng(Az), where

m e M is an element such that m~'n-conjugation preserves the Borel pair (f, B i)

1

of M. In particular, m™ n-conjugation preserves Ag;. Hence we get the first

assertion. .
Since W*!(M, L) is stable under right W*!(M, M)-translation, the second as-
sertion follows from the first one. O

5.4. Definition of the regular part on the endoscopic side. We continue
with the fixed data from §5.Jland §5.21 Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of
G with standard Levi M for a fixed tempered L-parameter ¢ as in §2.3 i.e., M
is a smallest Levi subgroup of “G such that ¢ factors through “M < LG. Then
X L is in bijection with W \W (L, H) /WH where we identify Wy with a subgroup
of WG via n and W (L, H) consists of w € Wy such that for each v €I, there exists

hy € H such that Int(h.) o7 centralizes (won) ' (Ag) (see [BM21al §2.7]).

Lemma 5.16. Suppose (H,H,s,n) is a refined endoscopic datum through which ¢
factors as ¢H and let Hyy € H be a minimal Levi through which ¢ factors. Then
77_1(M) and Hyy are conjugate in NA(TH)

Proof. We have that Ag; is a maximal torus of S and note that Ag; T < n(H).
Since 7(S3,,) < S, we have that 5~ '(Ay) is a maximal torus of S3 . But if
Hj; is a minimal Levi through which ¢y factors, then AHAM is a maximal torus

of S7, and hence there exists h € 57 < H conjugating Aff;, to 77_1(‘41\7{)' Let
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T' = Int(h)(Tx). Then T’ and Ty are two maximal tori in Z5(n '(Ag)) and

hence are conjugate. Thus, we may as well assume h € Nﬁ(fH). 0

We assume ¢y and ¢ are chosen such that Hy; and M can be chosen to be
standard Levi subgroups. Each ef, € X} determines a Borel subgroup Ber <« H via
B*r = (Int(h) o n)~*(B). There is a unique standard parabolic subgroup for Hy
containing B ¢L  which we call P¢F. Similarly, there is a standard parabolic for H\L
containing E‘L, which is exactly PgP.

By Assumption and the geometric lemma of [BZ77|, we have that the term

JEow S@gH which appears in the expression in (3] becomes
H H H 1H H
(5.8) Jper SOy, = Jper Ipe, SO Y
Y et eauselly,

weWreLHyr Hy,
where Py (resp. P») is the standard parabolic subgroup of Hy;nw™!(Hp) inside H
(resp. w(Hyr)n Hy, inside Hy) and w* denotes the pull-back via the w-conjugation
from Hy N wil(HL) to w(HM) N Hy.

Note that when w € W*![H),, Hy], we have IgL ocw* o JgMSG)fgf = S@quﬁH.
Indeed, Hy nw~(H) = Hy and so the ngM is just the identity map. Moreover,
by Assumption 5.4 we have w*S @f}f = S@fgﬁ{. Finally, by Assumption (.2} we
get IfF SO = 50

This motivates the following definition.

Definition 5.17. We define the reqular part of J{jsp S@gH to be
H H H
[THor SO, Jreg = > sed: .

’wEWml[HM,HL]

We define the regular part of Transng@fH by replacing J gs)p S @gH in the expres-
sion (B.5) with [J5en SO Jreg:

[Transgb S@gH]mg = Z (Transgi [ch;p S@gH]mg) ®3}3/V2b
eLEXZ
G —1/2
= Z (TransH’; Z SGquﬁH) ®6pub.
er€Xy weWrel[Hp  Hy]

5.5. Parametrization of members of II;(Gy). In §L1] we associated to each
p € Irr(Sy) an element b € B(G) and an irreducible smooth representation 7, of
Gy(F). Recall that b € B(G) is defined to be the image of an element b, € B(L);
for a standard Levi subgroup L of G. Our aim in the following is to study the
L-packet I15(Gy) for an individual b € B(G). Thus, let us fix a standard parabolic
subgroup @ of G with Levi part L and fix by, € B(L){" . such that ar(\r) € 2[25,

where Az, := k1(br)|a;. We put b e B(G) to be the image of by, in B(G).

Lemma 5.18. Let p = L(\, E) € Irr(S,) be the irreducible representation of Sy
with highest weight X € X*(A)" and a simple A*M-module E. Assume that the
element b € B(G) is associated with p by our procedure (in other words, m, €
I14(Gy)). Then there exists an element w € I//I\/rel(M, L) satisfying awpr(UA) =

ar(ArL), or equivalently, X = ay} ow ™' oap(Ar).
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Proof. Recall that the element by, € B(L){ . associated with p is given as fol-
lows. We first choose an element w € W™ satisfying “ap()\) € Qla for a (unique)
standard parabolic subgroup . Let L be the Levi part of @ (thus we have
Qla < X« (Ar)r). We have Yapr(A) = awpr(YN). Note that “M < L since we
have awpr(MA) € 2[5, hence w belongs to W™ (M, L). Then b, € B(L){ . is ob-
tained by applying the B(L)pas-LLC to (“ @, pr), where pr := L5 (Y, EL) (see
§4.1). We have the following diagram.

—~

XHZ("M)Y) —» X*(A, ) — X*(A, )z —5 Auny

[ [ [ ]

B(L)bas —%— X*(Z(L)7) ——» X*(A;) ——— X*(A;)p —25 Ay,

In particular, by the commutative diagram (., £1(br)|4; is given by the A;-
central character of pr,, which equals w)\|Ai. Thus we get A\, = w)\|Ai. On the other
hand, since cvwpr(*'A) belongs to 2z, < 2Awps, we have “A[4, = apt o auwp(PN).
Hence we obtain A\, = a;' o awar(YN). O

1

In the following, for w € I//I\/YCI(M, L), we shortly write A\ for o ow toar (A1) €

X*(Ag7). We also put
ALw =W 00@41 ow ltoar(A\) = a;]lw oar(Ar) e X*(A, )

Note that “ M, “¢, and Ar, ., depend only on the right Wg-coset of w € WYCI(M, L).
(Recall that we have a map Wy — Wa(Ag) — Wrel by (2.8) and Lemmal[Z7] hence
WYCI(M , L) is stable under right Wy-translation by Lemma [5.15])
We consider the set of pairs (w, Er .,), where
® WE I/le(]w7 L)/W¢, and
o Er . is a simple Aé“”—module such that the Z(L)T-central character of
the irreducible representation L1, (A1 w, B w) of Swe 1 is given by kr,(br).

(Here, note that we need to specify the dominance in S .1, S0 that the notation
L1,(—,—) makes sense in general. However, since Ay, extends to a 1-dimensional
character of S’E@L as shown in the proof of Lemmald] the representation L1, (AL w, ErL.w)
is determined independently of the choice of the dominance.) We let Z(¢,b) be the
set of such pairs (w, Fr, ). We define an equivalence relation on Z(¢,b) as follows:
we have (w1, EL w,) ~ (we, EL4,) if and only if there exists an element wy, € W3¢l
such that

e wy = wrw; (i.e., w; and wy belong to the same double coset in WEN\W™ (M, L)/Wy)

and \ \
e FEr 4, and EL ., are identified under the isomorphism Swf(’bwi ~ Sy d,wz

given by Int(wp).

Proposition 5.19. We have a natural bijection between the set of elements p €
Irr(Sg) whose m, belongs to I14(Gy) and the set (¢, b)/~.

Proof. By Theorem 23] and Lemma [24] the set Irr(Sy) is bijective to the set of
pairs (A, E), where
e \is (a representative of) an element of X*(A)* /Ry,
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e E is (the isomorphism classes of) a simple A*-module,

by L(A\, E) < (A E). By construction, the representation m, for p = L(\, E) €
Irr(S,) belongs to II4(Gy) if and only the Levi subgroup Ly associated to A as in

§2.4 equals L and the Z(L)"-central character of pr, equals xr,(br). Moreover, in
this case, a Weyl element w € W™ as in §2.4 belongs to W™ (M, L) and A = \Y¥
(equivalently, X = A, ) by Lemma 518

Thus, the set of elements p € Irr(Sy) satisfying 7, € II4(Gy) is in bijection with
the set of pairs (A, E'), where

e ) runs over a complete set of representatives of
AL e X*(Ag)" |we WM, L)}/Ry,

e E runs over the isomorphism classes of simple A*-modules such that the
Z(L)¥-central character of L1,(AL ., ELw) is given by k1, (br,), where Ef , is
the simple AéL *-module which is identified with E under the isomorphism
AN = AT = AL

Since we have Wy, = W§ x Ry (Lemma[2.2) and each W-orbit in X*(A;) contains
a unique dominant element, we have
X*(A]\//])/W¢ =~ X*(Aﬁ)+/R¢.

Thus, by noting that the stabilizer of Az in W™ is given by Wiel, we see that the
map W*(M,L) — X*(Az;): w— AY induces a bijection

WENW(M, L)/ Wy =5 {X] € X*(Ag) " [we WM, L)}/ Ry.
Therefore the set of pairs (A, F) as above can be identified with Z(¢,b)/~. O

We note that if p € Irr(Sy) corresponds to (w, E ), then the representation py,
of Swy. 1, constructed in §4.11is nothing but L1, (AL w, ErL w)-

5.6. Definition of (7, 7(s))reg-

Lemma 5.20. Let ¢ be an L-parameter of G. Suppose that (H,H,s,n) is a refined
endoscopic datum which ¢ factors through as ¢y (i.e., ¢ =nooy). Then, for any
Levi subgroup L of G such that ¢ factors through YL — LG, we have n(s) belongs
to S¢7L.

Proof. We first note that 7(s) belongs to S4. Indeed, by definition, 7(s) € Sy if and
only if n(s) - ¢(a) - n(s)~* = ¢(o) for any 0 € Lp. As we have ¢ = no ¢y and 7 is
an L-embedding LH — LG, this is equivalent to that s - ¢y (o) - s7 = ¢pg(o) for
any o € L, which is true since s € Z(H)T.

Thus our task is to show that 7(s) belongs to L. Let M be a minimal Levi
subgroup of G such that M < L and ¢ factors through M. It is enough to show
that 7(s) belongs to M. Let Hj; be a minimal Levi subgroup of H which ¢g
factors through. As Hy < H, we have Z(l‘_/l-]\\z[)F > Z(H)'. Since s € Z(H)" and
Z(ﬁj\?)r c ﬁz\\/[, we get s € I/{]\\/[ By Lemma [5.16] there exists an element h € H
satisfying hy~'(M)h~! = Hy;. Hence we get n(h~tsh) € M. Again noting that
se Z(H)', we get n(h~'sh) = n(s), which completes the proof. O

Now suppose that (H,H, s, n) is a refined endoscopic datum for G which ¢ factors
through as ¢u (i.e., = noom). Let p = L(A, E) € Irr(Sy) be an element satisfying
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7, € II4(Gy), where A € X*(A5;)" and E is a simple A*module. We define a
quantity {m,,n(s))reg € C in the following manner.

Let (w, ELw) € Z(¢,b)/~ be an element corresponding to p as in Proposition
We take a representative of (w, EL ) € Z(¢,b)/ ~ in Z(¢,b) and furthermore
a representative of w € W™(M, L)/Wy in W™ (M, L). We use the same notations
((w, Er ) and w) to refer to these representatives. We put pr := L1,(AL.w, Frw),
which is an irreducible representation of Swy 1. For any element w' € Wuwg, we

have w/wn(s) € Swg 1 by applying Lemma [5.20] to the refined endoscopic datum
(H, s,Int(w'w) o n) and the L-parameter Int(w'w) o ¢ (= Int(w) o ¢). Here, we
implicitly fix a representative of w € W ~ Wrel in Ng(Az) (resp. w' € Wy in
Ns., (A, 7)) and again write w (resp. w’) for it by abuse of notation. We put
(mp,1(8)reg 1= Z tr(*n(s) | pr)-
weWw 5 L \Wuw

Here, note that the trace of py, is invariant under the Swy r-conjugation, hence the
quotienting by Wy 1, = Wwgs n Wi in the index set makes sense.

Remark 5.21. Suppose that L = G. Then ays()) is central so w € W*™(M, L) =
Wrel can be chose to be trivial. Thus we simply have (7, 1(8))req = (75, 7(s)) in
this case.

Lemma 5.22. The quantity {m,,1(5))reg is well-defined, i.e., independent of the
choices of representatives of (w, Ep, ) € Z(¢,b)/~ inZ($,b) andw e Wrel(M, L)/Wy
in We'(M, L).

Proof. By noting that Wwsw = wW, and that |Wwe 1| = |[Wy 1|, we have
(T (e = WorlH D1 (" n(s) | pr).

”G’LUW¢

Thus the independence of the choice of a representative of w € W™(M, L)/W in
Wrel(M, L) is clear from this expression. If (w1, Fr, w) € Z(¢,b) and (w2, ErL, ») €
Z(¢,b) represent (w, Ey, ) € I(¢,b)/~, then there exists an element wy € Wi
such that wz = wrw; and Ey ., and Ef, ., are identified under the isomorphism

S’i\fqbwi > qu5 7 given by Int(wr,). In particular, the representations L1, (A w,  EL,w,)
of Swigr and Lr(Apwys ELw,) Of Swag r are identified under the isomorphism
Int(wg): Swigr = Swsgr. Moreover, Int(wr) maps the set {* n(s) | w” € w1 Wy}
to {“"n(s) | w” € waW,} bijectively. Thus we get
Do) [ LoQrw Braw)) = >0 (" 0(s) | LLOAL s BLw,))-
w”6w1W¢ w”ew2W¢
This completes the proof. (Il
Proposition 5.23. We have
Ly;, (5)
e(Gb) Z <7Ta77(5)>r0g®ﬂ' = Z Qwa o
TFEHd)(Gb) wEWECl\WrCI(M,L)

Proof. By our construction of the L-packet II,, we have

RGO S M) WHCHI

welly (Gy) pelrr(Sg)
p—b
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where the sum on the right-hand side is over p € Irr(Sy) associated to b € B(G) and
7y, € II(L) corresponds to pr, under the B(L)pas-LLC (see §4.1). By Proposition
and the definition of (7,,7(5))reg, We have

Z <7Tpa77(5)>rcg®ﬂpL = Z Z tr(w,wW(S) | PL)@‘frpL-

pelrr(Sy) (w,EL w) weWw g 1 \Ww
pb ET(6,b))~

Note that the order of an equivalence class of (w, Er ) € Z(¢,b) is given by
|WrelwW, /Wy|. Hence, the right-hand side equals
2 WP W W /W 7 3 (" n(s) [ pr)O,,
(w,BL,.)EL(.) w Wy
By noting that the association wy, — wrwWy induces a bijection erl/Ww¢7L L,
WielwW, /Wy, this equals

SwE S w(™n(s) | pr)On,,

(w,EL w)EL(h,b) w'eWy
By the definitions of Z(¢, b) and py,, this equals
(5.9) ST qwE Tt D e (n(s) | LA Ly Brw))On,,
weWrel (M,L) BEr w

where E, ,, runs over (the isomorphism classes of) simple Aﬁfb’z—modules such that

~

the Z(L)"-central character of L1, (AL w, ErLw) is given by k1, (b). By Lemma [5.24]
(see below), (E9) is equal to

(5.10) 2 > ()| pr) O,
weW e\ Wrel (M, L) pLeIrr(SEUQL)

pLlyzyr=rr(br)

where the second sum is over irreducible representations py, of S o With Z (i)r—
central character xr,(br). Since the product of e(Gp) and the inner sum is nothing

but 952}’ n(s), we get the desired equality. ([l

Lemma 5.24. Let w e W*(M, L). The association Ep, . — L1, (ALw, ELw) gives
a bijection between

o the set of isomorphism classes of simple Aifb’z—modules such that the Z(i)r—
central character of L1,(AL w, ErLw) s given by k1,(br), and
e the set of irreducible representations pr, of SE% L = Swe L/ (Lder N Swg,1,)°

~

with Z (L)' -central character k1, (br).
Proof. The well-definedness of the map is already discussed in Lemma 3.1. Here,
we remark that (Lger N Swg 1) and Z(L)T act on L1, (A w, ELw) as characters,

hence so does their product (idcr N Swg 1,)° - Z(L)T. For our convenience, we let

5\L7w denote for this character of (Eder N Swe.r)° Z(E)F. Since S‘val(idcmsw e

is trivial and 5\L7w|Z(E)F = kr(br), S\Lyw does not depend on Ep, .. Note that we
have
(Laer N Swg,r)® - Z(L)" =S8y, - Z(L)"
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by [KMSWI4, Lemma 0.4.13]. In particular, the group (Laer N Swe r)® - Z(L)T
contains S5, WM = A . The restriction of )\L w to A, equals AL w-

The injectivity of the map is a part of the classification theorem of irreducible rep-
resentations of a disconnected reductive group (Theorem 23] together with Lemma
24 applied to Swe ).

To us show the surjectivity, let us take an irreducible representation py, of s o.L
with Z(L)T-central character i (bz). It is enough to show that if we regard pr
as an irreducible representation of Swg r by inflation, the highest weight of py, is
given by Ar ., € X*(A, ;7). By the discussion in the first paragraph, it suffices to
check that the group (Edcr N Swep 1) Z(ZAL)F acts on py, by the character :\L,w- This
is obvious since py, is constructed by inflation from s2 .1, and the Z (E)F-central
character of py, is kr(br). O

5.7. Proof of main theorem.

Lemma 5.25. We have a natural bijection

[ [ Wi \W*e (Har, Hy) = WENW™(M, L).
Xt

Proof. Fix h € Nﬁ(fH) conjugating 1~ (Az;) to Ag— — as in Lemma An
element of X ¢ yields some w™! € Nx (T) that takes A7 into 7(Ag-) and an element

of W™{(H)y, Hy), whose inverse mapped into Wl via 7 takes n(Aﬁz) to n(Agz-),
which we identify with Az via n(h)~'. So in all we get a map A; — Ag. If
we act on the element of W' (Hys, Hr) on the left by an element of Wl{le, then
the resulting map A; — Ay does not change. In particular, the corresponding
elements of W™ (M, L) agree up to an element of Wiel. This constructs a map in
one direction.

Conversely, suppose we are given w € W*!(M, L) that therefore satisfies w™!(A;) <
Ay We take a lift w € N@(f) of w and tAhen n(h)w™! maps A; into n(Am,,).
Then (Int(uwn(h)~") o n)~'(Az) € A~ < T, so wn(h)~" induces an element of
W (L, H). By the proof of [BM21al Proposition 2.24], Int(wn(h)~!) o n restricts to
give an embedded endoscopic datum (Hf, H,s,Int(wn(h)™') o n). This datum is
conjugate by some h' € Nﬁ(fH) to some (Hp, H, s, Int(wn(h='h’)) on) € X;. In
particular, Int(wn(h_lh’))(n(AHL)) > A;. Now,

(Int(im(h) ) o n) (X Har) = Int() ((Int(n(h) ") o n)(PH) n L M)
< (Int(im(h) ™) o n)(PH) A PL = (Int(in(h) ) o n)(“ H})
= (Int(in(h~*K' ™)) o n)(“Hy),

and hence Int(h')(Ag-) = Ag;. So I’ gives an element of Wl (Hyr, Hr). So we

have given an element of X§{ and W*!(H s, Hy,) and we see that by the construction
going in the other direction, we recover w since we are supposed to compose 1(h) 1o
n(h') o (wn(h=th'))~! and this is supposed to yield the inverse of the element of
Wrel(M, L). If we act on the original w € W*!(M, L) on the left by an element of
WEel then the embedded datum (H}, H, s, Int(wn(h))on) will be in the same inner
class, and hence the new b’ will differ from the old one by an element of Wl{le This
completes the proof.
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Lemma 5.26. We have

[Transng@gH]mg _ Z eigg,wn(s @51/2
weWre\Wrel (M, L)

Proof. We recall that by Definition 517, the left-hand side is

(Y menssel )ed).
er€Xf weWrel[Hy,Hy)
Applying the endoscopic character identities from the basic correspondence (As-
sumption (1)), we have that the left-hand side equals a sum over terms of the form
ol
v
be exactly the element of W™!(H,, Hy) constructed in Lemma (since h as in
that lemma can be chosen to centralize ¢g). Hence, to show that the two sides
are equal, we just need to show the indexing sets are the same. But this is Lemma
0.2 (Il

*) for w' € We. Moreover, each element w’ that we get can be chosen to

Now let us prove Theorem
Proof of Theorem [5.13. By Lemma [526] we have

[Transng@gH]mg - Z eLbL, n(s) @5;/”21)
weWiCl\Wrcl (M,L)

By Proposition [5.23] we have
Ly, "n(s)
e(Gy) Z (m, 77(5)>rcg®ﬂ = Z Gwi;f "

welly (Gy) weW\Wrel (M,L)
Thus we obtain the desired identity (G.7):

—=1/2
[TransHbS®¢H]rcg (Gb) Z <7T 77 >rcg iy ®5 / .
7T€H¢(Gb)
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