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Supercuspidal representations of GL,(F) distinguished
by a Galois involution

Vincent Sécherre

Let F/F; be a quadratic extension of nonarchimedean locally compact fields of residual characteristic
p # 2 and let o denote its nontrivial automorphism. Let R be an algebraically closed field of characteristic
different from p. To any cuspidal representation 7 of GL, (F), with coefficients in R, such that 7% >~ 7"
(such a representation is said to be o -selfdual) we associate a quadratic extension D/Dg, where D is a
tamely ramified extension of F and Dy is a tamely ramified extension of Fy, together with a quadratic
character of D. When 7 is supercuspidal, we give a necessary and sufficient condition, in terms of
these data, for 7 to be GL, (Fy)-distinguished. When the characteristic £ of R is not 2, denoting by
w the nontrivial R-character of F; trivial on F/Fy-norms, we prove that any o -selfdual supercuspidal
R-representation is either distinguished or w-distinguished, but not both. In the modular case, that is
when ¢ > 0, we give examples of o-selfdual cuspidal nonsupercuspidal representations which are not
distinguished nor w-distinguished. In the particular case where R is the field of complex numbers, in which
case all cuspidal representations are supercuspidal, this gives a complete distinction criterion for arbitrary
complex cuspidal representations, as well as a purely local proof, for cuspidal representations, of the
dichotomy and disjunction theorem due to Kable and Anandavardhanan, Kable and Tandon, when p # 2.

1. Introduction

1A. Let F/F be a separable quadratic extension of nonarchimedean locally compact fields of residual
characteristic p and let o denote its nontrivial automorphism. Let G be a connected reductive group defined
over Fy, let G denote the locally profinite group G(F) equipped with the natural action of o and G = G(Fy)
be the o -fixed points subgroup. The study of those irreducible (smooth) complex representations of G
which are G?-distinguished, that is which carry a nonzero G?-invariant linear form, goes back to the
1980’s. We refer to [Harder et al. 1986; Jacquet and Ye 1996] for the initial motivation for distinguished
representations in a global context and to [Hakim 1991; Flicker 1991] in a nonarchimedean context.

1B. In this work, we will consider the case where G is the general linear group GL, for n > 1. We
thus have G = GL,(F) and G° = GL, (Fy). In this case, it is well-known (see [Prasad 1990; 2001;
Flicker 1991]) that any distinguished irreducible complex representation w of G is o -selfdual, that is,
the contragredient 7w of 7 is isomorphic to 7% = 7 o o, and the space Homgo (77, 1) of all G?-invariant
linear forms on 7 has dimension 1. Also, the central character of 7 is trivial on Fj. This gives us two
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necessary conditions for an irreducible complex representation of G to be distinguished and it is natural
to ask whether or not they are sufficient.

1C. First, let us consider the case where F/F is replaced by a quadratic extension k/kq of finite fields of
characteristic p. In this case, Gow [1984] proved that an irreducible complex representation of GL,, (k) is
GL, (ko)-distinguished if and only if 7 is o-selfdual. (Note that the latter condition automatically implies
that the central character is trivial on k;.) Besides, if p # 2, the o-selfdual irreducible representations of
GL, (k) are those which arise from some irreducible representation of the unitary group U, (k/kg) by
base change (see Kawanaka [1977]).

1D. We now go back to the nonarchimedean setting of Paragraph 1B and consider a o -selfdual irreducible
complex representation 7 of G whose central character is trivial on F;. When 7 is cuspidal and F/F,
is unramified, Prasad [2001] proved that, if w = wg/g, denotes the nontrivial character of Fg trivial on
F/Fy-norms, then 7 is either distinguished or w-distinguished, the latter case meaning that the complex
vector space Homge (7, w o det) is nonzero.

When p #2 and 7 is an essentially tame cuspidal representation, that is, when the number of unramified
characters x of G such that 7 x ~ 7 is prime to p, Hakim and Murnaghan [2002] gave sufficient conditions
for 7 to be distinguished. These conditions are stated in terms of admissible pairs [Howe 1977], which
parametrize essentially tame cuspidal complex representations of G [Howe 1977; Bushnell and Henniart
2005a]. Note that they assume F has characteristic 0, but their approach also works in characteristic p.

When 7 is a discrete series representation and F has characteristic 0, Kable [2004] proved that if
7 is o-selfdual, then it is either distinguished or w-distinguished: this is the Dichotomy Theorem. In
addition, Anandavardhanan, Kable and Tandon [2004] proved that 7 can’t be both distinguished and
w-distinguished: this is the Disjunction Theorem. The proofs use global arguments, which is why F was
assumed to have characteristic 0, and the Asai L-function of . However, these results still hold when F
has characteristic p # 2, as is explained in [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Appendix A]. Note that:

» The disjunction theorem implies that the sufficient conditions given by Hakim and Murnaghan in
[Hakim and Murnaghan 2002] in the essentially tame cuspidal case are necessary conditions as well.

 The dichotomy theorem implies that, when n is odd, any o -selfdual discrete series representation of
G with central character trivial on Fj is automatically distinguished. Indeed, an w-distinguished
irreducible representation has a central character whose restriction to Fj is o".

When p # 2 and 7 is cuspidal of level zero— in particular is essentially tame — Coniglio-Guilloton
[2016] gave a necessary and sufficient condition of distinction in terms of admissible pairs. Her proof
is purely local and does not use the disjunction theorem. (In fact, she considers the more general
case where G is an inner form of GL, over Fy and representations of level zero of G(F) whose local
Jacquet-Langlands transfer to GL,,(F) is cuspidal.)

If one takes the classification of distinguished cuspidal representations of general linear groups for
granted, and assuming F has characteristic 0, Anandavardhanan and Rajan [2005; Anandavardhanan 2008]
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classified all distinguished discrete series representations of G in terms of the distinction of their cuspidal
support (see also [Matringe 2009]) and Matringe [2011; 2014] classified distinguished generic, as well
as distinguished unitary, representations of G in terms of the Langlands classification. This provides a
class of representations for which the dichotomy and disjunction theorems do not hold: some o -selfdual
generic irreducible representations are nor distinguished nor w-distinguished, and some are both.

Max Gurevich [2015] extended the dichotomy theorem to the class of ladder representations, which
contains all discrete series representations: a o -selfdual ladder representation of G is either distinguished
or w-distinguished, but it may be both (see [Gurevich 2015, Theorem 4.6]). Here again, F is assumed to
have characteristic 0.

Finally, one can deduce from these works the connection between distinction for generic irreducible
representations of G and base change from a quasisplit unitary group; see [Gan and Raghuram 2013,
Theorem 6.2; Anandavardhanan and Prasad 2018, Theorem 2.3; Gurevich et al. 2018].

1E. The discussion above leaves us with an open problem about cuspidal representations: find a distinction
criterion for an arbitrary o -selfdual cuspidal representation 7, with no assumption on the characteristic
of F, on the ramification of F/Fy, on n nor on the torsion number of 7 (that is, the number of unramified
characters x such that 7y ~ ).

In this paper, assuming that p # 2, we propose an approach which allows us to generalize both Hakim
and Murnaghan’s and Coniglio’s distinction criteria to all cuspidal irreducible complex representations of
G and which works:

» With no assumption on the characteristic of F (apart from the assumption “p # 27).
» With purely local methods.

» Not only for complex representations, but more generally for representations with coefficients in an
algebraically closed field of arbitrary characteristic £ # p.

We thus give a complete solution to the problem above for cuspidal complex representations when
p # 2. We actually do more: we solve this problem in the larger context of supercuspidal representations
with coefficients in an algebraically closed field of arbitrary characteristic £ # p.

1F. First, let us say a word about the third item above. The theory of smooth representations of GL,, (F)
with coefficients in an algebraically closed field of characteristic £ # p has been initiated by Vignéras
[1996; 1998] in view to extend the local Langlands programme to representations with coefficients in
a field —or a ring— as general as possible (see for instance [Vignéras 2001; Helm and Moss 2018]).
Inner forms have also been taken into account [Minguez and Sécherre 2014a; Sécherre and Stevens 2016]
and the congruence properties of the local Jacquet-Langlands correspondence have been studied in [Dat
2012b; Minguez and Sécherre 2017]. It is thus natural to extend the study of distinguished representations
to this wider context, where the field of complex numbers is replaced by a more general field. Very little
has been done about distinction of modular representations so far: a first study can be found in [Sécherre
and Venketasubramanian 2017].
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An important phenomenon in the modular case, that is when £ > 0, is that a cuspidal representa-
tion 7w may occur as a subquotient of a proper parabolically induced representation (see [Vignéras 1989,
Corollaire 5]). When this is not the case, that is when 7 does not occur as a subquotient of a proper
parabolically induced representation, 7 is said to be supercuspidal.

1G. From now on, we fix an algebraically closed field R of arbitrary characteristic £ # p, and consider
irreducible smooth representations of G with coefficients in R. Note that £ can be 0.

We first notice that, as in the complex case, any distinguished irreducible representation = of G with
coefficients in R is o-selfdual and Homge (77, 1) is 1-dimensional (see Theorem 4.1).

We prove that, if £ # 2 # p, the dichotomy and disjunction theorems hold for all supercuspidal
representations with coefficients in R. In particular, when R is the field of complex numbers, in which
case any cuspidal representation is supercuspidal, we get a purely local proof of the dichotomy and
disjunction theorems for cuspidal representations in the case where p # 2.

When ¢ =2 # p, in which case there is no character of order 2 on F, the dichotomy theorem takes a
simplified form: any o -selfdual supercuspidal representation is distinguished. Let us summarize this first
series of results in the theorem below.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 10.8). Suppose that p # 2 and let @ be a o -selfdual supercuspidal irreducible
R-representation of G.

(1) If £ =2, then m is distinguished.
(2) If £ #£ 2, then 1 is either distinguished or w-distinguished, but not both.

In the modular case, for £ > 2, we give examples of o-selfdual cuspidal, nonsupercuspidal representa-
tions which are not distinguished nor w-distinguished (see Remarks 7.5 and 2.8).

From now on, until the end of this introduction, we will assume that p # 2.

1H. The dichotomy and disjunction theorem stated in Theorem 1.1 relies on a distinction criterion, which
we state in Theorem 1.2. The basic idea is that we canonically associate to any o-selfdual supercuspidal
representation 7w of G a finite extension D of F equipped with an Fy-involution extending o and a quadratic
character &g of the fixed points of D*; it is these data which govern the distinction of 7. The character &
refines the information given by the central character of 7 in the sense that they coincide on Fj, the latter
one being not enough in general to determine whether 7 is distinguished or not. To state our distinction
criterion, let us write Dy for the fixed points subfield of D.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 10.9). A o-selfdual supercuspidal R-representation of G is distinguished if and
only if either

(1) £=2,0r

(2) £ #2and
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(a) if F/Fy is ramified, D /Dy is unramified and D /Fy has odd ramification order, then the character
8o is nontrivial,
(b) otherwise, 8y is trivial.

Even in the complex case, this is the first time a necessary and sufficient distinction criterion is exhibited
for an arbitrary cuspidal representation of GL, (F) in odd residual characteristic, in the spirit of [Hakim
and Murnaghan 2002; 2008; Coniglio-Guilloton 2016].

1I. The starting point of our strategy for proving Theorem 1.2 is to use Bushnell and Kutzko’s construction
of cuspidal representations of G via compact induction. This construction, elaborated in the complex
case by Bushnell and Kutzko [1993], has been extended to the modular case by Vignéras [1996] and
Minguez and Sécherre [2014b]. There is a family of pairs (J, A), made of certain compact mod center
open subgroups J of G and certain irreducible representations A of J, such that:

» For any such pair (J, A), the compact induction of A to G is irreducible and cuspidal.

» Any irreducible cuspidal representation of G occurs in this way, for a pair (J, L) uniquely determined
up to G-conjugacy.

Such pairs are called extended maximal simple types in [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993], which we will
abbreviate to fypes for simplicity. We need to give more details about the structure of these types:

(1) The group J has a unique maximal compact subgroup J, and a unique maximal normal pro- p-group J'.

(2) There is a group isomorphism J/J! ~ GL,, (1) for some divisor m of n and finite extension I of the
residual field k of F.

(3) The restriction of A to J' is made of copies of a single irreducible representation 7, which extends
(not uniquely, nor canonically) to J.

(4) Given a representation k of J extending n, there is a unique irreducible representation p of J trivial
on J! such that A is isomorphic to k¥ ® p, and p restricts irreducibly to J.

(5) The representation of GL,,(!) obtained by restricting p to J is cuspidal.

The integer m, called the relative degree of m, is uniquely determined by w. There is another type-
theoretical invariant called the tame parameter field of m: this is a tamely ramified extension T of F,
uniquely determined up to F-isomorphism, whose degree divides n/m and whose residual field is I (see
[Bushnell and Henniart 2014] for more details). Note that 7 if essentially tame if and only if [T : F] =n/m.

1J. Now consider a o-selfdual cuspidal R-representation 7 of G. The starting point of all our work is
[Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Theorem 4.1], which asserts that among all the types contained in 7, there
is a type (J, A) which is o -selfdual, that is J is o-stable and A" is isomorphic to A?. Moreover, the tame
parameter field T of 7 is equipped with an Fy-involution. If Ty denotes the fixed points subfield of T,
then T/Ty is a quadratic extension, uniquely determined up to Fyp-isomorphism. The invariants m and
T/ Ty associated with 7 will play a central role in what follows.
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First, the following result says that the distinction of 7 can be detected by a o -selfdual type.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 6.1). Let w be a o -selfdual cuspidal representation of G. Then 7 is distinguished
if and only if it contains a distinguished o -selfdual type, that is a o-selfdual type (J, L) such that
Homjnge (A, 1) is nonzero.

The proof of this theorem — which occupies Section 6 —is the most technical part of the paper:
starting with a o -selfdual type (J, ) contained in 7 and g € G, one has to prove that, if the type (J¢, A%)
is distinguished, then it is o-selfdual, that is o (g)g~' € J. First, one determines the set of the g € G
such that n¢ is distinguished, as well as the dimension of the space of invariant linear forms (Paragraphs
6A-6C); then, one analyzes the distinction of ké (Paragraphs 6D and 6E); one obtains the final statement
by using the cuspidality of the representation of GL,,(I) induced by p (see Theorem 6.21).

1K. When T is unramified over Ty, the o -selfdual types contained in = form a single G° -conjugacy class.
When T is ramified over Ty, the o-selfdual types contained in 7 form |m /2] + 1 different G”-conjugacy
classes, characterized by an integer i € {0, ..., [m/2]} called the index of the class. Since the space
Homgo (7, 1) has dimension 1, only one of these conjugacy classes can contribute to distinction: we
prove that it is the one with maximal index. This gives us the following refinement of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 1.4 (Corollary 6.24 and Proposition 7.1). Let w be a o -selfdual cuspidal representation of G.

Let m be its relative degree and T /Ty be its associated quadratic extension.

(1) If T is unramified over Ty, then 1 is distinguished if and only if any of its o-selfdual types is
distinguished.

(2) If T is ramified over Ty, then 1 is distinguished if and only if any of its o-selfdual types of index
lm /2] is distinguished.

Note that this proposition is proved in [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018] in a different manner, based on a
result of Ok [1997]. However, the proof given in the present article is more likely to generalize to other
situations.

When T/Ty is ramified, one can be more precise (see Proposition 7.1): if 7 is distinguished, m is either
even or equal to 1. It is not difficult to construct o -selfdual cuspidal representations of G such that T/T
is ramified and m > 1 is odd: such cuspidal representations are not distinguished nor w-distinguished
(see Remark 7.5).

In the case where T /Ty is unramified, m is odd for any supercuspidal o -selfdual representation (see
Proposition 9.8). This does not hold for o -selfdual cuspidal representations (which is easy to see), and this
does not even hold for distinguished cuspidal representations: Kurinczuk and Matringe recently proved
that, when F/Fy is unramified and n = ¢ = 2, any o -selfdual nonsupercuspidal cuspidal representation of
GL,(F) of level zero (thus of relative degree 2) is distinguished.

1L. As in the previous paragraph, 7 is a o-selfdual cuspidal R-representation of G. The following
definition will be convenient to us (see Remark 10.2 for the connection with the usual notion of a generic
representation).
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Definition 1.5 (Definition 10.1). A o-selfdual type (J, L) in 7 is generic if either T/Ty is unramified, or
T/Ty is ramified and this type has index |m/2].

Proposition 1.4 thus says that, up to G”-conjugacy, a o -selfdual cuspidal representation 7 contains a
unique generic o -selfdual type, and that 7 is distinguished if and only if such a type is distinguished (see
Theorem 10.3). This uniqueness property is crucial to the proof of the disjunction part of Theorem 1.1.

Let us fix a generic o-selfdual type (J, A) in 7. Recall that, by construction, A can be decomposed
(noncanonically) as k ® p. However, not any of these decompositions are suitable for our purpose. It
is not difficult to prove that k¥ can be chosen to be o -selfdual, but this is not enough: we need to prove
that £ can be chosen to be both o -selfdual and distinguished. The strategy of the proof depends on the
ramification of T over Ty. This is why we treat separately the ramified and the unramified cases, in
Sections 7 and 9, respectively.

The easiest case is when T /Ty is ramified. Using the fact that m is either even or equal to 1, we prove that
Kk can be chosen to be distinguished by adapting a result of Matringe [2012] (which we do in Paragraph 2C).

When T/Tj is unramified, the existence of a distinguished « is more difficult to establish. Our proof
requires 7 to be supercuspidal, since in that case m is known to be odd, thus GL,, () has GL,,(lo)-
distinguished supercuspidal representations in characteristic 0, where [ is the residual field of Ty (see the
proof of Proposition 9.4).

In both cases, a distinguished k is automatically o-selfdual, and 7 is distinguished if and only if p is
distinguished. Considering p as a (o -selfdual) level zero type, we are then reduced to the level zero case,
which has been treated by Coniglio-Guilloton in the complex case. We thus have to extend her results to
the modular case, which we know how to do when 7 is supercuspidal only.

To summarize, we need the assumption that 7 is supercuspidal in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 for two reasons:
for the existence of a distinguished k in the case when T/ Ty is unramified and for the level zero case.

IM. To study the distinction of p when 7 is supercuspidal, we use admissible pairs of level zero as in
Coniglio-Guilloton [2016]. We attach to p a pair (D/T, §) made of an unramified extension of degree m
equipped with an involutive Ty-algebra homomorphism, nontrivial on T, denoted by o, together with a
character § of D* such that § oo = 8. (See Paragraphs 5C and 5E although the result is presented in a
different way there.)

However, the distinguished representation k of Paragraph 1L is not unique in general, thus neither p
nor & are. Write Dy for the o-fixed points of D and &y for the restriction of § to D(. This is a quadratic
character, trivial on D/Dg-norms. We prove in Proposition 10.5 that the pair (D/Dy, §p) is uniquely
determined by 7 up to Fp-isomorphism. This is the one occurring in our distinction criterion Theorem 1.2.

It remains to explain our strategy to prove the distinction criterion for p, in the modular case, in terms
of the character §y, as well as the dimension of the space of invariant linear forms. This depends on the
ramification of T/Tj.

The easiest case is when T/T is unramified. In this case, we are reduced to studying the distinction of
supercuspidal representations of GL,, (I) by GL,,(ly). That any distinguished irreducible representation is
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o-selfdual follows from a finite and £-modular version of Theorem 4.1 (see Remark 4.3). For the converse
statement, we use a lifting argument to characteristic 0, based on the fact that any o -selfdual supercuspidal
Fg—representation has a o-selfdual Q,-lift, where Q; is an algebraic closure of the field of £-adic numbers
and Fy is its residual field. This does not hold for o-selfdual nonsupercuspidal representations: by
Remark 2.8, there are o-selfdual cuspidal representations, with m even, which are not distinguished.

In the case where T/Ty is ramified, we are reduced to studying the distinction of supercuspidal represen-
tations of GL,, (1) by either GL(l) if m =1, or GL, (I) x GL, () if m = 2r is even. It is more difficult, as
we do not have an analogue of Theorem 4.1. Our proof relies on the structure of the projective envelope of
a supercuspidal representation of GL,, (1), as well as a lifting argument to characteristic 0. We prove that a
supercuspidal representation is distinguished if and only if it is selfdual. Unlike the complex case, one can
find o -selfdual cuspidal representations, with m > 1 odd, which are not distinguished (see Remark 2.18).

In both cases, we prove that a o-selfdual supercuspidal representation of GL,, (/) is distinguished if
any only if it admits a distinguished lift to characteristic 0. We conclude by the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 10.11). Let m be a o-selfdual supercuspidal representation of the group G with
coefficients in Fy.

(1) The representation 7 admits a o-selfdual supercuspidal lift to Qy.

(2) Let  be a o-selfdual lift of w, and suppose that £ % 2. Then 7 is distinguished if and only if 7 is
distinguished.

IN. In this paragraph, we discuss the assumption p # 2. In Section 2, in which we study the finite field
case, we assume that p # 2 in Paragraphs 2C and 2D only; see Remark 2.11. Note that neither Gow’s
results [1984] nor the modular version established in Paragraph 2B require p to be odd. The same is true
of the results of Prasad and Flicker — as well as their modular version proved in Section 4 — asserting
that any distinguished irreducible representation 7w of G is o -selfdual and Homge (;r, 1) has dimension 1.

From Paragraph 5D the assumption p # 2 is crucial (as in [Hakim and Murnaghan 2002; 2008] and
to a lesser extent [Coniglio-Guilloton 2016]). We use at many places, in particular in Section 6 and in
the proof of the o-selfdual type Theorem 5.10, the fact that the first cohomology set of Gal(F/Fy) in a
pro-p-group is trivial. I do not know whether or not Theorem 5.10 still holds when p = 2.

I also do not now whether the dichotomy and disjunction theorems hold when F has characteristic 2.
The only exception is Prasad’s dichotomy theorem [2001] for cuspidal complex representations when
F/Fy is unramified, which remains the only known distinction criterion for cuspidal representations in
arbitrary residual characteristic. Note that Prasad’s approach does not work in the modular case, for
[Prasad 2001, Theorem 1] does not hold in characteristic £ > 0.

10. Finally, let us mention that the methods developed in this paper are expected to generalize to other
groups. The distinction of supercuspidal representations of GL,, (F) by a unitary group is currently being
explored by Jiandi Zou in his ongoing PhD thesis at Université de Versailles St-Quentin.
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2. The finite field case

The aim of this section is to extend to the modular case some results about distinction of cuspidal
representations of GL,, over a finite field which are know in the complex case only. These results will be
needed in Sections 8 and 9, but this section can also be read independently from the rest of the article.

In this section, k is a finite field whose characteristic is an arbitrary prime number p. In Paragraphs 2C
and 2D, we will assume that p is odd. Let g denote the cardinality of k.

Let R be an algebraically closed field of characteristic different from p, denoted £. (Note that £ can
be 0.) We say that we are in the “modular case” when we consider the case where £ > 0. By representation
of a finite group, we mean a representation on an R-vector space.

Given a representation 7 of a finite group G, we write ¥ for the contragredient of 7. Given a subgroup
H of G, we say that 7 is H-distinguished if the space Homy (s, 1) is nonzero, where 1 denotes the trivial
character of H.

Given n > 1, an irreducible representation of GL,, (k) is said to be cuspidal if it has no nonzero invariant
vector under the unipotent radical of any proper parabolic subgroup or, equivalently, if it does not occur
as a subrepresentation of any proper parabolically induced representation. It is supercuspidal if it does
not occur as a subquotient of a proper parabolically induced representation. When R has characteristic 0,
any cuspidal representation is supercuspidal.

When £ > 0, we denote by Q; an algebraic closure of the field of ¢-adic numbers, by Z, the ring
of ¢-adic integers in 6( and by F, the residue field of Z;. We refer to [Serre 1977, Section 15] for a
definition of the reduction mod £ of a Qg-representation of a finite group.

2A. Parametrization of supercuspidal representations. For the results stated in this paragraph, we refer
to [Green 1955; Dipper 1985; Dipper and James 1986; James 1986] (see also [Vignéras 1996, 111.2;
Minguez and Sécherre 2015, Section 2.6]).

Let ¢/k be an extension of degree n > 1 of finite fields of characteristic p. Fix a k-embedding of ¢ in
the matrix algebra M,,(k), and consider #* as a maximal torus in GL, (k). An R-character & of ¢* is said
to be k-regular if the characters &, £€9, ..., & """ are all distinct.

Let & be a k-regular R-character of £*. By Green [1955] when R has characteristic 0 and James [1986]
when R has positive characteristic £ 7 p, there is a supercuspidal irreducible representation pg of GL, (k),
uniquely determined up to isomorphism, such that

trpg() = (="' & (g) @-1)
Y

for all g € ¢* with irreducible characteristic polynomial, where y runs over Gal(¢/k). This induces a
surjective map

&> p: (2-2)

between k-regular characters of ¢£* and isomorphism classes of supercuspidal irreducible representations
of GL,,(k), whose fibers are Gal(¢/k)-orbits.
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Suppose that R is the field Q,. In the next proposition, we record the main properties of the reduction
mod ¢ of supercuspidal Q,-representations of GL,, (k).

Proposition 2.1 [Dipper 1985; Dipper and James 1986; James 1986]. Let & be a k-regular Qq-character

of t* and p be the supercuspidal irreducible representation which corresponds to it.

(1) The reduction mod £ of p, denoted p, is irreducible and cuspidal.
(2) The representation p is supercuspidal if and only if the reduction mod € of &, denoted &, is k-regular.

(3) When & is k-regular, the supercuspidal irreducible Fy-representation of GL, (k) which corresponds
to itis p.
Moreover, for any cuspidal irreducible Fy-representation 7 of GL, (k), there is a supercuspidal irre-

ducible (_)g-representation o of GL, (k) whose reduction mod £ is 7r. Such a representation p is said to be
aliftof m.

Remark 2.2. Here are a couple of additional properties which we will use at various places.

(1) The identity (2-1) shows that, if £ is a k-regular character of £* and p is the supercuspidal represen-
tation corresponding to £ by (2-2), then its contragredient p¥ corresponds to £ !,

(2) Let ¢ : R — R’ be an embedding of algebraically closed fields of characteristic £ # p. Then any
irreducible R’-representation 7’ of GL, (k) is isomorphic to 7 ® R’ for a uniquely determined
irreducible R-representation 7w of GL,,(k), which follows from the fact that, since GL,, (k) is finite,
the trace of 7’ takes values in ¢(R). Given a subgroup H of GL, (k), the representation 7 is cuspidal
(respectively supercuspidal, H-distinguished) if and only if 7’ is cuspidal (respectively supercuspidal,
H-distinguished). Moreover, by (2-1), if 7 is supercuspidal and corresponds to the k-regular R-
character &, then 7’ corresponds to the k-regular R’-character £’ =10 &.

2B. The Galois case. Recall that p is an arbitrary prime number. Let k/kq be a quadratic extension of
finite fields of characteristic p. Write o for the nontrivial kg-automorphism of k, and g for the cardinality
of ky. We thus have qg =q.

If 7 is an irreducible representation of GL,,(k), we write ¢ for the representation 7 o o, and we say
that 7 is o -selfdual if 7%, 7" are isomorphic.

Lemma 2.3. Let n > 1 be a positive integer.

(1) Ifthere is a o-selfdual supercuspidal irreducible representation of GL,,(k), then n is odd.

(2) Suppose that R has characteristic 0 and n is odd. Then there is a o -selfdual supercuspidal irreducible
representation of GLj, (k).

Proof. Let & be a k-regular character of ¢*, and let p denote the supercuspidal irreducible representation
of GL,, (k) corresponding to it by (2-2). The identity (2-1) shows that p° corresponds to £°. Indeed, for
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all g € t* € GL, (k) with irreducible characteristic polynomial, o (g) and g4° have the same characteristic
polynomial, thus they are conjugate in GL, (k). It follows that

trp’(g) =trp(g®) = (=1)"""- Y & (g% = (="' Y (ET) (g)
Y

v

for all g € ¢* with irreducible characteristic polynomial. Thus p is o-selfdual if and only if
£70 —£% | forsomei € {0,...,n—1). (2-3)

Exponentiating to —gq again gives us the equality £7 = & 7 The k-regularity assumption on & implies
that n divides 2i — 1, thus n is odd. Besides, since 0 <i <n — 1, we have n = 2i — 1. It follows that

p is o-selfdual < £~ =% (2-4)

This is also equivalent to £ being trivial on ¢, where ¢, is the subfield of ¢ with ¢/j elements.
Conversely, suppose that R has characteristic 0 and »n is odd. Let & be an R-character of £* of order
g4 + 1, which exists since ¢* has order ¢" — 1 = (g — 1)(g + 1). It is thus trivial on #; . On ther other
hand, go has order 2n mod g + 1, thus g has order n mod g; + 1. It follows that the character & is
k-regular. O

Remark 2.4. When R has characteristic £ > 0, the group GL, (k) may have o -selfdual cuspidal (non-
supercuspidal) representations for n even, and it may have no o -selfdual supercuspidal representation for
n odd.

(1) For an example of o-selfdual cuspidal nonsupercuspidal representation for n even, let e be the order
of ¢ mod ¢, and suppose that n = ef" for some integer u > 0. Then, by [Minguez and Sécherre
2015, Théoreme 2.4], the unique generic subquotient 7 of the representation induced from the trivial
character of a Borel subgroup of GL, (k) is cuspidal and o-selfdual. One may choose ¢, ¢ and u
such that n is even. For instance, this is the case when n =2 and £ # 2 divides g + 1.

(2) The group GL, (k) may even have no supercuspidal representation at all: this is the case, for instance,
whenn=3,g=2and £ =7.

Lemma 2.5. Let p be a supercuspidal representation of GL, (k) for some odd integer n > 1. The following

assertions are equivalent:

(1) The representation p is o -selfdual.

(2) The representation p is GL, (ko)-distinguished.
(3) The space Homgy, (k) (p, 1) has dimension 1.

Proof. When R has characteristic 0, this is due to Gow [1984]. Suppose that R has characteristic £ > 0
prime to g. We postpone to Section 4 the proof of the fact that (2) implies (1) and is equivalent to (3),
since the proof of Theorem 4.1 works in both the finite and nonarchimedean cases (see Remark 4.3).
Here we prove that (1) implies (2). For this, we use the following general lemma.
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Lemma 2.6. Let G be a finite group and H be a subgroup of G. Let 7w be an irreducible representation of
Gona (_)g -vector space V such that Homy (7t 1) is nonzero. Let L C V be a G-stable Z,-lattice. Then
L ® F, has at least one irreducible G-subquotient T such that Homy(t, 1) # {0}.

Proof. Let ¢ be a nonzero H-invariant linear form on V. The image of L by ¢, denoted M, is a Z,-lattice
in Q. Reducing mod the maximal ideal of Z; gives a nonzero H-invariant F;-linear map @ from L ® F,
to M® Fy ~ F,. Let W be the largest subrepresentation of L ® F, contained in the kernel of . Then any
irreducible subrepresentation t of (L ® F)) /W satisfies the required condition. O

Let & be a k-regular character of #* parametrizing some o -selfdual supercuspidal representation p of
GL, (k). By (2-4), we have & “T—¢ %, Let us fix a field embedding ¢ : F, — R. Since £ has finite image,
there is a k-regular character £ of ¢* with values in Z; such that:

e The character £ satisfies the identity El=E£%.

e One has & =1 o0&y where & is the reduction mod ¢ of é .

The character £ corresponds to a o -selfdual supercuspidal Q-representation g of GL, (k). Let V denote
the vector space of 5 and fix a GL, (k)-stable Z,-lattice L in V. By Paragraph 2A, the representation of
GL, (k) on the Fy-vector space L ® Fy is isomorphic to the supercuspidal representation po corresponding
to &p, and it is distinguished by Lemma 2.6. The result now follows from Remark 2.2, which tells us that
po ® R is distinguished and isomorphic to p. U

Remark 2.7. If R is the field Fy, we proved that the representation p is distinguished if and only if it has
a distinguished lift to Q.

Remark 2.8. We give an example of a o-selfdual cuspidal nonsupercuspidal representation of GL,, (k)
which is not distinguished. With the notation of Remark 2.4, assume that n = e = 2. Thus 7 is a o -selfdual
cuspidal (nonsupercuspidal) representation of GL, (k). Let 77 be an £-adic lift of = (see Remark 2.2), and
decompose its restriction to GL; (ko) as a direct sum

Vid---dV,

of irreducible components. Since the order of GL; (k) is prime to £, reduction mod £ preserves irreducibil-
ity, and the restriction of 7 to GL, (ko) is semisimple. It follows that & decomposes as W @ - - - & W,
where W; is irreducible and is the reduction mod ¢ of V; for eachi = 1,...,r. Suppose that 7 is
distinguished. Then W; is the trivial character for some i. Thus V; is a character, and it must be trivial
since GL; (ko) has no nontrivial character of order a power of £, which implies that 7 is distinguished.
This is impossible, since n = 2 is even.

Remark 2.9. More generally, the argument of Remark 2.8 shows that, if H is a subgroup of GL, (k)
whose order is prime to ¢, then a cuspidal representation 7 of GL, (k) is H-distinguished if and only if
any £-adic lift of 7 is H-distinguished.
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2C. A mirabolic interlude. This paragraph is inspired from Matringe [2012]. We assume that p # 2.
Let G denote the group GL,, (k) for some n > 2. Write P for the mirabolic subgroup of G, which is made
of all matrices in G whose last row is (0---01). Let U be the unipotent radical of P, and G’ be the image
of GL,_ (k) in G under the group homomorphism

g 0
gH(O 1).

We thus have P = G'U, and we write P’ for the mirabolic subgroup of G’. Let N be the maximal unipotent
subgroup of G made of all upper triangular unipotent matrices, and 1 be a nontrivial character of k. We
still write i for the nondegenerate character

X = w(xl,Z +--- +xn—l,n)

of N. We have a functor

7+ Indp; (T ® %)

denoted @, from R-representations of P’ to R-representations of P, where 7 ® i is the representation of
P'U defined by xu > 7 (x)y(u) for all x € P’ and u € U.

Given integers r > s > 0 such that r 4+ s = n, let H, ; be the subgroup of G defined in [Matringe 2012].
It is the conjugate of the Levi subgroup GL, (k) x GL; (k) of G under the permutation matrix w, ; defined
by the permutation

1ot £42 oo n=1 141 o t4142j - n—2n

where t =r —s+ 1. If s > 1, let H} | be the subgroup G'NH, s (denoted H, s in [Matringe 2012]).

Lemma 2.10. Let 7 be a representation of P', and x be a character of H,.s. Suppose that the vector
space Hompny, | (O (1), x) is nonzero. Then it is isomorphic to Hompny (7T, X).

Proof. Given g € G and a representation 7 of a subgroup H of G, we will write H¢ = ¢g~'Hg, and t¢ for
the representation x — 7(gxg~') of H8. Applying the Mackey formula, and since G’ normalizes U, the
restriction of ®* () to PNH, ; decomposes as the direct sum

PNH,.,
@ IndPﬁH,:SﬂP/KU(n f®Y*)
g

where g ranges over a set of representatives of (P'U, PN H, ;)-double cosets in P. Since P = G'U, we
may assume g ranges over a set of representatives of (P, Hj ;)-double cosets in G'. For each g, let us
write the following isomorphism of representations of PN H,

PNH,., PNH,., PNH, NP’

U
IndUmHm (T8 QYs) ~ IndeHm Apey (T8 ® U8 ® IndUmHm (D). (2-5)
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. . . PNH, ,NP’¥U . . .
Since the induced representation Indy;qy (1) canonically surjects onto the trivial character of PN

H, ; NP’8U by Frobenius reciprocity, the right-hand side of (2-5) surjects onto
PNH,.
Indpryy” aprey (75 ® ¥5).

On the other hand, since 78 is trivial on UNH, 4, the left-hand side of (2-5) is a sum of finitely many copies

of Indggg”ji (¥#). It follows that, if Hompnp, (®* (1), x) is nonzero, then there is a g € G’ such that

Hompoy,, (Indypy; (¥5), x) # {0}

By Frobenius reciprocity, this implies that ¥ = x on UNH, ;. Since we assumed that p # 2, the field k
has at least three elements, thus any character of H, ; >~ GL, (k) x GL; (k) is trivial on unipotent elements.
We thus get ¢ =1 on UNH, ;. By [Matringe 2012, Lemma 3.1], this implies that g € P'H, , that is,

we may assume that g = 1. We thus have

PAH,,
Hompnp,, (@7 (), x) = Hompnpy, (Indp g, (7 @), x) = Hompyrm, (T @ ¥, X).

The result now follows from the fact that P’UNH, s = P’ NH, . (This latter equality has been pointed
out to me by N. Matringe.) O

Remark 2.11. (1) If x is assumed to be trivial on unipotent elements, or if k has at least three elements,
then Lemma 2.10 holds without assuming that p # 2.

(2) If k has cardinality 2, the group GL; (k) has a cuspidal character. Thus, when r > 2, the group H, »
has a character which is nontrivial on UNH, .

Now write G” for the copy of GL,,_» (k) in the upper left block of G’ and P” for the mirabolic subgroup
of G”.

/ . // / /
Lemma 2.12. Let ' be a representation of P”, and x' be a character of H, ;. Suppose that s > 1. If
Hompry (®F (1), x') is nonzero, then it is isomorphic to Hompray, (', x)).

Proof. 1t is similar to that of Lemma 2.10, replacing [Matringe 2012, Lemma 3.1] by [Matringe 2012,
Lemma 3.2]. U

Let I' denote the mirabolic representation of P. Recall that it is defined as the representation of P
induced from the character ¢ of N.

Lemma 2.13. Letn > 2 and r > s > 0 be such that r +s = n. Let x be a character of H, 5. If the space
Hompnn, , (I, x) is nonzero, then r =s.

Proof. If s = 0, then H, ; = G and the result follows from the fact that the representation I" is irreducible
of dimension greater than 1.

Suppose that s > 1 and that the space Hompny, (T, x) is nonzero. The mirabolic representation I' is
isomorphic to ®*(I'), where I'" denotes the mirabolic representation of P’. By Lemma 2.10, the space
Hompny, (T, x') is nonzero, where x’is the restriction of x to H; ;. Now identify T"" with ®T(T'"), where



Supercuspidal representations of GL,(F) distinguished by a Galois involution 1691

I is the mirabolic representation of P”. By Lemma 2.12, the space Hompg, ,, (I, x”) is nonzero,

r—1,5—

where x” is the restriction of x’ to H,_ ;_;. By induction on n, the fact that Homprry, _, _, (I'”, x”) is
nonzero implies that r — 1 =s — 1, thus r =s. O

Proposition 2.14. Let n > 2 and r, s > 0 be such that r + s = n. Let p be a cuspidal representation of G,
and x be a character of M = (GL, x GLy) (k). Suppose Homy(p, x) is nonzero. Then r = s.

Proof. Conjugating M and x if necessary, we may assume that » > s. The result then follows from
Lemma 2.13 and the fact that the restriction of p to P is isomorphic to I'. This latter fact is well-known
when R has characteristic 0, and is given by [Vignéras 1996, I11.1] when R is equal to F;. For an arbitrary
R of characteristic £ > 0, fix a field embedding of F,; in R and write p as py ® R for some cuspidal
irreducible Fy-representation py of G as in Remark 2.2. Since the restriction of py to P is isomorphic to
o, the mirabolic F, -representation of P, the restriction of p to P is isomorphic to ' @ R~ T". |

Remark 2.15. Suppose that r = s > 1. Putting Lemmas 2.10 and 2.12 together, we get
Homerw,, (9)* (), 1) = Homprrw, (7, 1)
for any representation 7 of P”. By induction, we get an isomorphism Hompny, , (I', 1) >~ R.

Corollary 2.16. Suppose that n = 2r for some r > 1, and let p be a cuspidal representation of GL,, (k).
Then the R-vector space HomGL, x GL,)k) (P, 1) has dimension at most 1.

Proof. This follows from Remark 2.15, together with the fact that the restriction of p to P is isomorphic
toI. O

2D. The Levi case. In this paragraph, we consider the supercuspidal irreducible representations of
GL, (k) distinguished by some maximal Levi subgroup. As in Paragraph 2C, we assume that p # 2.

Lemma 2.17. Let n > 1 be a positive integer.

(1) If there is a selfdual supercuspidal irreducible representation of GL, (k), then either n =1 or n is

even.

(2) Suppose that R has characteristic 0, and that either n = 1 or n is even. Then there exists a selfdual

supercuspidal irreducible representation of GL,, (k).

Proof. If n = 1, the trivial character of k™ is selfdual and supercuspidal. Suppose that n > 2. Let us
fix an extension ¢ of k of degree n, and identify £* with a maximal torus in GL, (k). We consider the
Green—James parametrization (2-2) of isomorphism classes of supercuspidal irreducible representations
of GL, (k) by k-regular characters of ¢*.

Given a k-regular character £ of £*, let p denote the representation corresponding to it. Recall (see
Remark 2.2) that pV corresponds to £ ~!. Thus p is selfdual if and only if

I Sqi, for some i € {0,...,n—1}. (2-6)
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Taking the contragredient again gives us the equality § = & 7 The regularity assumption on £ implies
that n divides 2i and, since 0 <i <n — 1, we get n = 2i. It follows that

pe is selfdual < &' = 4" 2-7)

This is also equivalent to £ being trivial on %, where ¢’ is the subfield of ¢ with cardinality ¢"/2.
Conversely, suppose that R has characteristic 0 and n = 2r for some r > 1. Let us consider an

R-character & of * of order ¢" + 1, which exists since £* has order ¢" — 1 = (¢" — 1)(¢" + 1). It is trivial

on ¢"*. On ther other hand, ¢ has order n = 2r mod ¢" + 1, which implies that & is k-regular. O

Remark 2.18. When R has characteristic £ > 0, the group GL,, (k) may have selfdual cuspidal (nonsuper-
cuspidal) representations even if 7 is odd and > 1. Indeed, let ¢ be the order of ¢ mod ¢, and suppose that
n = ef" for some u > 0. The unique generic irreducible subquotient of the representation induced from
the trivial character of a Borel subgroup of GL, (k) is then both cuspidal (see Remark 2.4) and selfdual.
One then can choose ¢, £ and u such that n is odd and > 1. For instance, this is the case when £ # 2
divides g — 1 and n = ¢.

Also, as in Remark 2.4, the group GL, (k) may even have no supercuspidal representation at all, which
is the case, for instance, when n = ¢ =2 and ¢ = 3.

Lemma 2.19. Suppose that n = 2r with r > 1, and let p be a supercuspidal representation of GL,, (k).

The following assertions are equivalent:

(1) The representation p is selfdual.
(2) The representation p is (GL, x GL,)(k)-distinguished.
(3) The R-vector space HomGr, x 6L, (k) (0, 1) has dimension 1.

Proof. When R has characteristic 0, this is [Hakim and Murnaghan 2002, Proposition 6.1] (see also
[Coniglio-Guilloton 2016, Lemme 3.4.10]). Suppose now R has prime characteristic £ not dividing g. To
prove that (1) implies (2), we follow the same lifting argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.5.

We now prove that (2) implies (1). Let us write G = GL, (k) and H = (GL, x GL,)(k). Let p be
an H-distinguished supercuspidal representation of G. If one fixes a field embedding of F; in R, then
Remark 2.2 tells us that p is isomorphic to pg ® R for some distinguished supercuspidal irreducible
F,-representation py of G. Since p is selfdual if and only if py is, we are thus reduced to proving the
result in the case where R is equal to F,, which we assume now.

Since p is distinguished, its contragredient p* has a nonzero H-invariant vector. We thus have a
nonzero homomorphism i : Z,[H\G] — p". Let us consider a projective envelope f : P — p" of pV
in the category of Z,[G]-modules. Since p" is supercuspidal, it has the following properties (see for
instance [Vignéras 1996, I11.2.9]):

» The representation P ® Quis isomorphic to the direct sum of all the Q,-lifts of pV.

e There are £¢ such lifts, where a is the £-adic valuation of ¢” — 1.
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o The representation P ® F, is indecomposable of length £¢ and has a unique irreducible quotient, and
all its irreducible components are isomorphic to p".

By projectivity of P, the homomorphism i gives rise to a nonzero homomorphism
Jj:P— Z(H\G] (2-8)

such that i o j = f. Inverting £, we get a nonzero homomorphism from P ® Q; to Q.[H\G]. It follows
that p" has at least one H-distinguished lift. Thanks to the characteristic 0 case, such a lift is selfdual.
Reducing mod ¢, it follows that p is selfdual.

We now go back to the case of a general R. The fact that (2) implies (3) is a particular case of
Corollary 2.16. However, we are going to give another proof here, which works for supercuspidal
representations only but is more likely to generalize to other situations.

Let V be the maximal direct summand of R[H\G] in the block of p. This means that R[H\G]
decomposes as a direct sum V @ V' where all irreducible subquotients of V are isomorphic to p, and no
irreducible subquotient of V' is isomorphic to p. Besides, since p is selfdual, we have

dim Homg(p, 1) = dim Homyg(1, p) = dim Homg (R[H\G], p) = dim Homg(V, p).
We thus have to prove that the cosocle of V is isomorphic to p.

Lemma 2.20. The R-algebra A = Endg (V) is commutative.

Proof. Since the convolution algebra R[H\G/H] decomposes as Endg (V) @& Endg (V), it suffices to prove
that R[H\G/H] is commutative. For x € G, let f, be the characteristic function in RITH\G/H] of the
double coset HxH. For x, y € G, one has

forfy=Y_ ax.y.2f
zeH\G/H
where a(x, y, z) € R is the image of the cardinality of (HxHNzHy~'H)/H in R. When R has characteristic
0, the algebra R[H\G/H] is known to be commutative since R[H\G] is multiplicity free as an R[G]-module,
thus
card(HxH N zHy~'H)/H = card(HyH N zHx~'H)/H (2-9)

for all x, y, z € G. Now if R has characteristic £ > 0, reducing (2-9) mod £ gives us a congruence relation
which tells us that the algebra R[H\G/H] is commutative. U

It remains to prove that the cosocle of V is multiplicity free. Let m > 1 be the multiplicity of p in
the cosocle of V and Q be the projective indecomposable R[G]-module associated with p. It has length
£, has a unique irreducible quotient, and all its irreducible components are isomorphic to p. Write
V=V & --®dV, where Vi, ..., V, are indecomposable R[G]-modules with cosocle isomorphic to p.
There is a nilpotent endomorphism N € Endg(Q) such that

Endg(Q) =R[N]
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with N = 0 and N*~! = 0. Therefore each V; is isomorphic to the quotient of Q by the image of N
for some k; > 0. Reordering if necessary, we may assume that Hom(Vy, V;) is nonzero for all i > 1.
Suppose that m > 2, and define two endomorphisms u, u’ € A by:

(1) The endomorphisms u, u” are trivial on V; for all i > 2.
(2) The restriction of u to V| is the identity on V.
(3) The restriction of u’ to V| coincides with some nonzero homomorphism in Hom(Vy, V3).
Then uu’ =0 and u'u # 0, thus A is not commutative. Thus m = 1. O

Remark 2.21. If R is the field F;, we proved that p is distinguished if and only if it has a distinguished
lift to Q; (see Remark 2.7).

Remark 2.22. If we only assume p to be cuspidal in Lemmas 2.17 and 2.19, then the lifting argument
may not work, that is, £ may not have a o -selfdual k-regular lift £. Besides, the structure of the projective
envelope of p is more complicated when p is cuspidal nonsupercuspidal.

3. Notation and basic definitions in the nonarchimedean case

Let F/Fy be a separable quadratic extension of locally compact nonarchimedean local fields of residual
characteristic p. Apart from Section 4, we will assume that p # 2.

Write o for the nontrivial Fy-automorphism of F. Write O for the ring of integers of F and Og for that
of Fy. Write k for the residue field of F and kg for that of Fy. The involution ¢ induces a ky-automorphism
of k, still denoted o, which generates Gal(k/k).

As in Section 2, let R be an algebraically closed field of characteristic £ different from p. (Note that ¢
can be 0.) We say we are in the “modular case” when we consider the case where £ > 0.

We fix once and for all a character

Yo : Fg — R* 3-1

trivial on the maximal ideal of Og but not on Oy, and define ¥ = v o trg/F,.
When £ #£ 2, we write
W = WF/F, . F6< —> R>< (3—2)

for the character of F; whose kernel is the subgroup of F/Fy-norms.

Let G be the locally profinite group G = GL, (F), with n > 1, equipped with the involution ¢ acting
componentwise. Its o-fixed points is the closed subgroup G° = GL, (Fy). We will identify the center of
G with F* and that of G” with Fjj.

By representation of a locally profinite group, we always mean a smooth representation on an R-module.
Given a representation 7 of a closed subgroup H of G, we write 7tV for the smooth contragredient of 7
and ¢ for the representation 7 o o of the subgroup o (H). We say that i is o -selfdual if H is o -stable
and 7, 7V are isomorphic. If g € G, we write H¢ = {g~'hg | h € H} and 78 for the representation
x> m(gxg™") of H. If x is a character of H, we write 7 x for the representation g — x (g)7(g).
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If  is a character of HNG?, we say that  is u-distinguished if the space Homyngo (71, 1) is nonzero.
If w is the trivial character, we will simply say that 7 is HN G? -distinguished, or just distinguished. If
H = G and ¢ is a character of F, we will abbreviate ¢ o det-distinguished to ¢-distinguished.

An irreducible representation of G is said to be cuspidal if all its proper Jacquet modules are trivial or,
equivalently, if it does not occur as a subrepresentation of a proper parabolically induced representation.
It is said to be supercuspidal if it does not occur as a subquotient of a proper parabolically induced
representation (by [Dat 2012a, Corollaire B.1.3], this is equivalent to not occurring as a subquotient of
the parabolic induction of any irreducible representation of a proper Levi subgroup of G). When R has
characteristic 0, any cuspidal representation is supercuspidal.

4. A modular version of theorems of Prasad and Flicker

In this section, the residue characteristic p is arbitrary. We prove the following theorem, which is
well-known in the complex case. Note that, in the modular case, any irreducible representation of G has a
central character by [Vignéras 1996, 11.2.8].

Theorem 4.1. Let w be a distinguished irreducible representation of G. Then:

(1) The central character of 7 is trivial on Fg.
(2) The contragredient representation " is distinguished.
(3) The space Homgo (7, 1) has dimension 1.

(4) The representations w° and " are isomorphic, that is, 7 is o -selfdual.

Remark 4.2. In the complex case, this theorem was first proved under the assumption that the character-
istic of F is not 2, which was required in the proof of [Flicker 1991, Proposition 10]. Later, Prasad [2001,
Section 4] gave an argument which only requires F/F to be separable quadratic.

Proof. Property (1) is straightforward. Property (2) follows from an argument of Gelfand and Kazhdan (see
[Sécherre and Venketasubramanian 2017, Proposition 8.4] in the modular case). For properties (3) and (4),
we follow the proofs of Prasad [1990] and Flicker [1991]. The reference for the basic results in the theory
of modular representations of p-adic reductive groups which we use in the proof is [Vignéras 1996].

Write €2°(G) for the space of locally constant, compactly supported R-valued functions on G, and fix
an R-valued Haar measure on G, that is, a nonzero R-linear form on C2°(G) invariant under left translation
by G.

Let W denote the vector space of 7, and / : W — R be a nonzero G?-invariant linear form. For any
f € €(G), define a linear form on W by

7(f)l:w / fOIT(x)w)dx.
G

Since f is smooth, the linear form 7 (f)/ on W is smooth. This defines a nonzero homomorphism
L:C°(G) — WY. Itis G-equivariant under right translation and G -invariant under left translation. Since
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W is irreducible, it is surjective. Similarly, given a nonzero G -invariant linear form m : WY — R, we
obtain a surjective right G-equivariant and left G”-invariant homomorphism M from C°(G) to WYY ~ W
(see [Vignéras 1996, Proposition 1.4.18] for the latter isomorphism). We now define

B(f.g) = M(f),L(g)) eR

forall f, g € C2°(G). This defines a right G-invariant and left G’ x G?-invariant linear form B on the space
C(G) ® C°(G) = C°(G x G). As in [Prasad 1990, Lemma 4.2] (and with [Prasad 2001, Lemma 4.1],
which extends the result of [Flicker 1991, Proposition 10] to the case where F has arbitrary characteristic)
we have

B(f,g) =B(goo, foo) 4-1)

for all f, g € C2°(G). It follows that the kernel of L is equal to { f oo | f € Ker(M)}. Thus, if [/’ is any
nonzero G -invariant linear form on W, with associated homomorphism L', then L, L’ have the same
kernel. Since 7 is admissible (by [Vignéras 1996, 11.2.8]), Schur’s lemma applies (see [Vignéras 1996,
1.6.9]) thus one has [/’ = ¢/ for some ¢ € R*. Thus Homge (W, 1) has dimension 1.
As in [Prasad 1990, Lemma 4.2], the bilinear form B corresponds to the G -biinvariant linear form
D on C°(G) defined by
D(h) = m(mw(h)])

for all & € C2°(G). The correspondence between B and D is given by
D(h) =B(k), withk: (x,y) > h(xy ).

Note that (4-1) gives D(h) =D(hoo ot) with 1 : x — x ! on G. Replacing 7 by 7* =7V and exchanging
the roles played by [, m we get a linear form

D*:h+— (7" (h)m).

Since we have [(w*(h)m) = m(zw(h o o ot)l), it follows that D* = D. In order to deduce Property (4),
it remains to prove that D determines 7 entirely. For any & € WY we define the function

cg x> m(rY (0§) =mEom(x™)

on G. Then & — c¢ is an embedding of W" in the space €>°(G”\G) of smooth R-valued functions on
G°\G. For y € G and h € CZ°(G), let ”h denote the function x — h(xy). Since L and M are surjective,
there is a function A such that 7w (h)! is nonzero. Then y +— D(Yh) is a nonzero function in the space
C*(G”\G), generating a subrepresentation isomorphic to W". Indeed, it is equal to ¢z ;. It thus follows
from the equality D* = D that we have 7% >~ 7", as expected. ]

Remark 4.3. The same results hold—and the same argument works — when F/Fj is replaced by
a quadratic extension of finite fields of arbitrary characteristic. It suffices to replace [Prasad 2001,
Lemma 4.1] by [Gow 1984, Lemma 3.5].
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5. Preliminaries on simple types

From now on, until the end of this article, we will assume that p # 2. This assumption is not needed in
Paragraphs 5A-5C, but we assume it from now on for simplicity.

We assume the reader is familiar with the language of simple types. We recall the main results on simple
strata, characters and types [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993; Bushnell and Henniart 1996; 2014; Minguez and
Sécherre 2014b] that we will need. Part of these preliminaries can also be found in [Anandavardhanan
et al. 2018].

5A. Simple strata and characters. Let [a, 8] be a simple stratum in the F-algebra M, (F) of n x n
matrices with entries in F for some n > 1. Recall that a is a hereditary order in M,,(F) and 8 is a matrix
in M,,(F) such that:

(1) The F-algebra E = F[8] is a field, whose degree over F is denoted d.

(2) The multiplicative group E* normalizes a.

The centralizer of E in M, (F), denoted B, is an E-algebra isomorphic to M,,(E), with n = md. The
intersection b = a N B is a hereditary order in B.

Write p, for the Jacobson radical of a, and U'(a) for the compact open pro-p-subgroup 1 + p, of
G = GL, (F). We recall the following useful simple intersection property [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993,
Theorem 1.6.1]: for all x € B>, we have

Ul (a)xU' (@) NB* = U" (b)xU' (b). (5-1)
Associated with [a, 8], there are compact open subgroups

H'(a, B) €3'(a, B) CI(a, B)

of a* and a finite set C(a, B) of characters of H' (a, B) called simple characters, depending on the choice
of the character ¢ fixed in Section 3. Write J(a, 8) for the compact mod center subgroup generated by
J(a, B) and the normalizer of b in B*.

Proposition 5.1 [Bushnell and Henniart 2014, 2.1]. We have the following properties:
(1) The group J(a, B) is the unique maximal compact subgroup of J(a, B).
(2) The group 1'(a, B) is the unique maximal normal pro-p-subgroup of J(a, ).
(3) The group I(a, B) is generated by IXa, B) and b*, and we have
J(a, HHNBX =b*, Jl(a, BYNB* =U(b). (5-2)

(4) The normalizer of any simple character 0 € C(a, B) in G is equal to J(a, B).
(5) The intertwining set of any 0 € C(a, B) in G is equal to J' (a, B)B*I (a, B).
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By [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993, Theorem 3.4.1], the quotient T (a, Bp)/H'(a, B) is a finite k-vector

space, and the map
(. y) > (x,y) =00yx "'y (5-3)

makes it into a nondegenerate symplectic space. More precisely, if h!(a, 8) and j'(a, B) are the sub-O-
lattices of a such that H'(a, 8) = 1+ h'(a, B) and J(a, B) = 1+j'(a, B), then we have

(1+u, 1 +v) =Y otr(B(uv —vu)) 5-4)

for all u, v € j!(a, B) [Bushnell and Henniart 2005b, Proposition 6.1], where tr denotes the trace map of
M, (F).

Let [a’, 8] be another simple stratum in M, (F) for some n’ > 1, and suppose that there is an F-algebra
isomorphism ¢ : F[8] — F[B’] such that ¢(8) = 8. Then there is a canonical bijective map

C(a, B) — C(a', B) (5-5)

called the transfer map [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993, Theorem 3.6.14].

When the hereditary order b = a N B is a maximal order in B, we say that the simple stratum [a, 8]
and the simple characters in C(a, §) are maximal. When this is the case, then, given a homomorphism of
E-algebras B >~ M,, (E) identifying b with the standard maximal order, there are group isomorphisms

I(a, B)/1 (a, B) ~ b*/U' (b) ~ GL,, (1) (5-6)
where [ is the residue field of E.

5B. Types and cuspidal representations. Let us write G = GL,(F) for some n > 1. A family of pairs
(J, L) called extended maximal simple types, made of a compact mod center, open subgroup J of G and an
irreducible representation A of J, has been constructed in [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993] (see also [Minguez
and Sécherre 2014b] in the modular case).

Given an extended maximal simple type (J, A) in G, there are a maximal simple stratum [a, 8] in M,, (F)
and a maximal simple character 6 € C(a, 8) such that J(a, 8) = J and 0 is contained in the restriction
of A to H'(a, B). Such a simple character is said to be attached to . By [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993,
Proposition 5.1.1] (or [Minguez and Sécherre 2014b, Proposition 2.1] in the modular case), the group
J'(a, B) carries, up to isomorphism, a unique irreducible representation 1 whose restriction to H!(a, 8)
contains 6. It is called the Heisenberg representation associated to 6 and has the following properties:

(1) The restriction of 5 to H' (a, 8) is made of (J'(a, 8) : H!(a, B))!/? copies of 6.
(2) The representation 1 extends to J.

For any representation k of J extending 1, there is, up to isomorphism, a unique irreducible representation
p of J trivial on J'(a, B) such that A ~ k ® p. Through (5-6), the restriction of p to the maximal compact
subgroup J = J(a, B) identifies with a cuspidal representation of GL,, (I).
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Remark 5.2. The reader familiar with the theory of simple types will have noticed that we did not
introduce the notion of beta-extension. Since GL,,(I) is not isomorphic to GL;([F;) (as p is not 2), any
character of GL,, (I) factors through the determinant. It follows that, if [a, 8] is a maximal simple stratum,
any representation of J extending 7 is a beta-extension.

We have the following additional property, which follows from [Minguez and Sécherre 2014b,
Lemme 2.6].

Proposition 5.3. Let k be a representation of J extending n, and write J' for the maximal normal
pro-p-subgroup of J. The map
E—Kk®E

induces a bijection between isomorphism classes of irreducible representations & of J trivial on J' and

isomorphism classes of irreducible representations of J whose restriction to J' contains 1.

We now give the classification of cuspidal irreducible representations of G in terms of extended maximal
simple types (see [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993, 6.2, 8.4] and [Minguez and Sécherre 2014b, Section 3] in
the modular case).

Proposition 5.4 [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993; Minguez and Sécherre 2014b]. Let w be a cuspidal repre-
sentation of G.

(1) There is an extended maximal simple type (J, L) such that A occurs as a subrepresentation of the

restriction of w to J. It is uniquely determined up to G-conjugacy.

(2) Compact induction defines a bijection between the G-conjugacy classes of extended maximal simple
types and the isomorphism classes of cuspidal representations of G.

From now on, we will abbreviate extended maximal simple type to type.

5C. Supercuspidal representations. Let m be a cuspidal representation of G. By Proposition 5.4, it con-
tains a type (J, A). Fix an irreducible representation k as in Proposition 5.3 and let p be the corresponding
representation of J trivial on its maximal normal pro- p-subgroup J!.

Fix a maximal simple stratum [a, 8] such that J = J(a, 8). Write E = F[g] and let p be the cuspidal
representation of J/J' ~ GL,,(I) induced by p. We record the following fact.

Fact 5.5 [Minguez and Sécherre 2014a, Proposition 6.10]. The representation 7 is supercuspidal if and
only if p is supercuspidal.

Now suppose that 7 is supercuspidal, thus p is also supercuspidal. We show how to parametrize p by
an “admissible pair of level zero”. This will be needed in Sections 8 and 10.

First, let ¢ be an extension of degree m of [, and identify #* with a maximal torus in GL,, (/). We have
the correspondence (2-2) between [-regular characters of ¢* and isomorphism classes of supercuspidal
irreducible representations of GL,, ().
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Definition 5.6 [Howe 1977; Bushnell and Henniart 2005a]. An admissible pair of level zero over E is a
pair (K/E, &) made of a finite unramified extension K of E and a tamely ramified character £ : K* — R*
which does not factor through Nk 1. for any field L such that E C L C K. Its degree is [K : E].

If (K'/E, &’) is another admissible pair of level zero over E, it is said to be isomorphic to (K/E, &) if
there is an isomorphism of E-algebras ¢ : K’ — K such that &’ = & o ¢.

Recall (see Paragraph SA) that, if we write B for the centralizer of E in G, then J = (JNB>*)J', thus
the group J/J! is isomorphic to (JNB*)/(J! NB*). In particular, the image of EX in J/J! is central.
Since p is trivial on J!, the automorphism p(x) is thus a scalar for all x € E*.

Definition 5.7. An admissible pair (K/E, &) of level zero and degree m is attached to p if:

(1) Writing ¢ for the residue field of K, the I-regular character of ¢* induced by the restriction of & to
the units of the ring of integers of K corresponds to p via (2-2).

(2) One has p(x) = &(x) -id for all x € E*, where id is the identity on the space of p.
The following proposition is a refinement of the property of the map (2-2).

Proposition 5.8. The attachment relation defines a bijection
(K/E, &) — p(K/E, §) (5-7)

between isomorphism classes of admissible pairs of level zero over E and isomorphism classes of
irreducible representations of J trivial on J' whose restriction to ] defines a supercuspidal representation

of GL,, (1) through (5-6).

Remark 5.9. As in Remark 2.2, let us fix an embedding ¢ : R — R’ of algebraically closed fields of
characteristic £, and let (K/E, &) be an admissible pair of level zero over E such that £ takes values in R.
Then (K/E, t 0 &) is an admissible pair of level zero over E, and

p(K/E,10&)=p(K/E,§)®R.
This refines the last assertion of Remark 2.2.

5D. The o-selfdual type theorem. Let us fix an integer n > 1 and write G = GL, (F). We recall the first
main result of [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018].

Theorem 5.10 [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Theorem 4.1]. Let w be a cuspidal representation of G. It
is o-selfdual if and only if it contains a type (J, ) such that J is o -stable and \.° >~ 1" .

Remark 5.11. More precisely (see [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Corollary 4.21]), any o-selfdual
cuspidal representation contain a o -selfdual type (J, A) with the additional property that J = J(a, 8) for
some maximal simple stratum [a, 8] in M, (F) such that:
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(1) The hereditary order a is o-stable and o (8) = —p.
(2) The element § has the block diagonal form
Bo
B= = po® 1 € My(F) ® M, (F) =M, (F)
Po

for some By € My, (F), where d is the degree of 8 over F and n = md; the centralizer B of E = F[f]
in M, (F) thus identifies with M,, (E), equipped with the involution o acting componentwise.

(3) The order b = aN B is the standard maximal order of M,,, (E).
Such a type will be useful in the discussion following Proposition 5.17.

Remark 5.12. If (J, 1) is any o-selfdual type, then there is a maximal simple stratum [a, 8] in M,,(F)
such that J = J(a, B8), the order a is o-stable and o (8) = —B (see [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018,
Corollary 4.24]). Such a maximal simple stratum will be said to be o -selfdual.

Remark 5.13. Let 7w be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G. Let (J, A) be a o-selfdual type in 7,
let [a, B] be a simple stratum such that J = J(a, §) and let 8 € C(a, B) be the maximal simple character
attached to A. Then H' (a, B) is o-stable and 6 oo = 6.

Let m be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G. Let (J, A) be a o-selfdual type in 7 and fix a
o-selfdual simple stratum [a, 8] as in Remark 5.12. Then E = F[B] is o-stable. We denote by Eg the
field of o-fixed points in E, by T the maximal tamely ramified subextension of E over F and by Ty the
intersection TN Ey. Also write d = [E : F] and n = md.

Proposition 5.14 [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Proposition 4.30]. The integer
m(m)=m=n/d (5-8)

and the Fy-isomorphism class of the quadratic extension T /Ty only depend on 1, and not on the choice of

the o-selfdual simple stratum [a, B] as in Remark 5.12.

The integer m defined by (5-8) it called the relative degree of m. We record a list of properties of the
field extension T/F.

Lemma 5.15. (1) The canonical homomorphism of To ®g, F-modules
Ty ®F, F—-T

is an isomorphism.
(2) If F/Fy is unramified, then T /Ty is unramified and T/F has odd residual degree.
(3) The extension T /Ty is ramified if and only if F/F is ramified and To/Fqy has odd ramification order.
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Proof. Assertion (1) is [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Lemma 4.10]. We now prove (2) and (3).
First, suppose that F/Fy is unramified. We remark that

JF(T/F)- f(E/Fo) = f(T/To) - f(To/Fo)

is even. Since F does not embed in Tg as an Fy-algebra, T has odd residue degree over Fy. It follows
that f(T/Ty) =2 and that T has odd residue degree over F.

Suppose F/Fy is ramified, and let o be a uniformizer of F such that wy = w2

is a uniformizer of F.
Let ey be the ramification order of Ty/Fy, and let 79 be a uniformizer of Ty such that

@y =158y
for some root of unity ¢, € F of order prime to p. Let a be the greatest integer smaller than or equal to
eo/2, and write x = wto_“. We have o (x) = —x, thus x ¢ Ty and x%eT,.
If g is odd, then x2 = ¢yt is a uniformizer of T, whereas x is a uniformizer of T, thus T is ramified
over Ty.

If e is even, then x2 = ¢. It follows that x is a root of unity of order prime to p which is in T but not
in Ty, thus T is unramified over Ty. O

Remark 5.16. (1) The extensions E/Eq and T/Ty have the same ramification order.

(2) The extension E/Ey is ramified if and only if F/Fy is ramified and Eq/Fg has odd ramification order.
The first property comes from [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Remark 4.22], and the second one follows
from the first one together with Lemma 5.15.

We now recall the classification of all o-selfdual types contained in a given o-selfdual cuspidal
representation of G (see [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Proposition 4.31]).

Proposition 5.17. Let w be a o -selfdual cuspidal representation of G, and let T/Ty denote the quadratic
extension associated to it.

(1) If T is unramified over Ty, the o -selfdual types contained in w form a single G° -conjugacy class.
(2) If T is ramified over Ty, the o-selfdual types contained in w form exactly |m/2]| + 1 different
G -conjugacy classes.

One can give a more precise description in the ramified case. Suppose that T is ramified over Ty, and
let (Jo, Ap) be a o-selfdual type in 7 satisfying the conditions of Remark 5.11. Let us fix a uniformizer ¢
of E. Fori =0, ..., m/2], let t; denote the diagonal matrix

diag(z,...,t,1,...,1) e B* =GL,(E)
where ¢ occurs i times. Then the pairs (J;, A;) = (Jg, kg), fori =0,..., m/2], form a set of representa-
tives of the G -conjugacy classes of o-selfdual types in 7.

Definition 5.18. The integer i is called the index of the G° -conjugacy class of (J;, A;). It does not depend
on the choice of (Jy, Ag), nor on that of z.
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Let [a, 8] be a simple stratum as in Remark 5.11 such that Jo = J(a, B). If one identifies the quotient
J(a, B /T (a, B)" with GL,, (1) via

Ja. B)" /3 (a, )" 2= (a, f)/1' (a, p) 22 U(b)/U" (b) = GL (1)
then o acts on GL,, (/) by conjugacy by the diagonal element
8; =diag(—1,...,—1,1,...,1) e GL,, ()

where —1 occurs i times, and (J(a, 8) N G%)/(I'(a, B)% N G°) identifies with the Levi subgroup
(GL; X GLy,_;)(@) of GL,,(0).

5E. Admissible pairs and o-selfduality. Let (J, L) be a o-selfdual type in G. Fix a o -selfdual maximal
simple stratum [a, 8] such that J = J(a, 8) as in Remark 5.12, and a decomposition of A of the form
Kk ® p as in Paragraph 5B. Write E = F[g] as usual.

Proposition 5.19. Suppose that the representation p is o -selfdual, and let (K/E, &) be an admissible pair
of level zero attached to it. There is a unique involutive Ey-automorphism & of K such that & o6 = &~

and & coincides with o on E.

Proof. Let K’ denote the extension of E given by the field K equipped with the map x + o (x) from E to K.
Then the pair (K'/E, &) is admissible of level zero, and it is attached to p. On the other hand, (K/E, & -
is admissible of level zero, attached to p”. Since p is o-selfdual, there is an E-algebra isomorphism
& : K — K such that £ 06 = £~!. We thus have

§062=§7105=E

and 62 is an E-algebra automorphism of K. By admissibility of (K/E, &), the latter automorphism is
trivial, thus & satisfies the required conditions. Uniqueness follows by admissibility again. ]

For simplicity, we will write o for the involutive automorphism given by Proposition 5.19. Let Ky be
the field of o -fixed points of K. The following lemma will be useful in Section 10.

Lemma 5.20. IfE/Eg is ramified and m is even, then K /Ky is unramified.

Proof. Write m = 2r for some r > 1. Let ¢ be a uniformizer of E such that o () = —f and let { € K be
a root of unity of order ¢ — 1, where c is the cardinality of /. We thus have E = Ey[7] and K = E[¢].
Since o is involutive, it induces an involutive /-automorphism of ¢, the residual field of K. If the latter
were trivial, the relation £ o o = £ ! would imply that the character & of ¢* induced by & is quadratic,
contradicting the fact that it is /-regular. The automorphism of ¢ induced by o is thus the r-th power of
the Frobenius automorphism. Now consider the element

a=@the,

It has order 2(¢” — 1), thus o (&) = —«. Since «? has order ¢ — 1, the extension of Ej it generates is
unramified and has degree r. We thus have Eg [a2, ra] € Ko and their degrees are equal. Now we deduce
that K = Ko[a] = Kg[¢] is unramified over Kg. |
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SF. The following lemma will be useful in Sections 7 and 9, when we investigate decompositions of
o-selfdual types of the form k ® p which behave well under o.

Let 6 € C(a, B) be a maximal simple character such that H' (a, B) is o-stable and # oo = 6~!. Let
J be its normalizer in G, let J! be the maximal normal pro- p-subgroup of J and 7 be the irreducible
representation of J! containing 6.

Lemma 5.21. Let k be a representation of J extending n. There is a unique character ju of J trivial on J'
such that kK >~ k. It satisfies the identity i1 oo = L.

Proof. Let k be an irreducible representation of J extending . By uniqueness of the Heisenberg

Y is isomorphic to . Thus k and k" are

representation, the fact that § o 0 = 6~! implies that n°
representations of J extending 1. There is a character 1 of J trivial on J! such that we have kY ~ k. It

satisfies ;o 0 = p. It is unique by Proposition 5.3. ]

6. The distinguished type theorem

In this section we prove the following result, which is our first main theorem. It will be refined by
Theorem 10.3 in Section 10. Recall that p # 2 until the end of this article.

Theorem 6.1. Let w be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G. Then m is distinguished if and only if
it contains a o -selfdual type (J, L) such that Homjynge (X, 1) is nonzero.

Remark 6.2. If & is distinguished, it follows easily from the multiplicity 1 property in Theorem 4.1
that the distinguished o -selfdual types (J, A) occurring in 7 form a single G°-conjugacy class (see
Remark 6.23).

Remark 6.3. Theorem 6.1 is proved in [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018] in a different manner than
the one we give here, although both proofs use the o-selfdual type Theorem 5.10. The proof given in
[Anandavardhanan et al. 2018] is based on a result of Ok [1997], proved by Ok for complex representations
and extended to the modular case in [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Appendix B]. However, the proof we
give here is more likely to generalize to other situations.

Let  be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation. Theorem 5.10 tells us that it contains a o-selfdual type
(J, A), and Proposition 5.4 tells us that 7 is compactly induced from A. A simple application of the
Mackey formula gives us

Homgo (7, 1) ~ ]_[ Homysngo (A%, 1) (6-1)
8

where g ranges over a set of representatives of (J, G°)-double cosets in G.
Remark 6.4. It follows from Theorem 4.1 that there is at most one double coset JgG° such that the

space Homyenge (A8, 1) is nonzero, and that this space has dimension at most 1. Thus the product in (6-1)
is actually a direct sum.
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In this section, our main task (achieved in Paragraph 6E) is to prove that, if Homy:ngo (A%, 1) is nonzero,
then o (g)g~! € J. Theorem 6.1 will follow easily from there (see Paragraph 6F).

We may assume that J = J(a, 8) for a maximal simple stratum [a, 8] satisfying the conditions of
Remark 5.11. The extension E = F[8], its centralizer B and the maximal order b = a N B are thus stable
by o. We write d = [E : F] and n = md. We identify B with the E-algebra M,, (E) equipped with the
involution o acting componentwise, and b with its standard maximal order.

We write Eg = E?, the field of o-invariant elements of E, and fix once and for all a uniformizer ¢t of E

such that
(1) = t %f E %s unreTmiﬁed over Eg, 6-2)
—t if E is ramified over Ej.
We also write J = J(a, 8), J' =J!(a, B) and H' = H!(a, ). Recall that J = EXJ.
We denote by T the maximal tamely ramified subextension of E over F, and set To = T N Ey.
We insist on the fact that, throughout this section, we assume that the stratum [a, 8] satisfies the

conditions of Remark 5.11.

6A. Double cosets contributing to the distinction of 0. Let 6 € C(a, ) be the maximal simple character
occurring in the restriction of A to H!. Suppose that Homysnge (A8, 1) is nonzero for some double coset
JgG?. Restricting to H'¢ NG, we deduce that the character 6 is trivial on H'$ N G°.

In this paragraph, we look for the double cosets JgG° € G such that the character 64 is trivial on
H'¢$ N G. For this, let us introduce the following general lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let T be an involution of G, let H be a t-stable open pro-p-subgroup of G and let x be a
character of H such that x ot = x~'. For any g € G, the character x? is trivial on H¢ N G? if and only if

1(g)g~ ! intertwines x.

Proof. Write K for the t-stable subgroup Hé N t(H$), which contains H®# N G*. Let A be the quotient
of K by [K, K], the closure of the derived subgroup of K. This is a 7-stable commutative pro-p-group.
Given x € K, write x’ for its image in A. For any b € A, we have

b= /bt (b) -vbr(b)~!

where b > /b is the inverse of the automorphism b — b2 of A. Thus, for any x € K, there are y, z € K
such that x = yz and 7(y) =y’ and 7(z/) =z~ \.
Since t(z) = z~'h for some & € [K, K], we have

x6(T@) = x4 ") = xS~ (6-3)

On the other hand, since 7 (y) = yk for some k € [K, K], the element y~!7(y) defines a 1-cocycle in the

T-stable pro-p-group [K, K]. Since p # 2, this cocycle is a coboundary, which implies

y € (H* NGHK, KJ. (6-4)
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Now suppose that x ¢ is trivial on H® N G*. Then (6-3) and (6-4) imply that
X)) = x4t @) =x5@) "' =x*®)~", forallx eK. (6-5)
Besides, (6-5) is equivalent to x& being trivial on H¢ N G*. On the other hand, we have
xfor=(xon)™® = ()= (""" (6-6)
on K by assumption on x. If we set y = t(g)g ™', then (6-5) is equivalent to
x(h) = x"(h) forallh e HNy 'Hy.

This amounts to saying that y intertwines . O

Proposition 6.6. Let g € G. Then the character 6% is trivial on H'S N G® if and only if we have
o(g)g~ ! € IBXI.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 6.5 applied to the simple character 6 of H' and the involution o, together
with the fact that the intertwining set of 6 is JB*J by Proposition 5.1(5). U
6B. The double coset lemma. We now prove the following fundamental lemma.

Lemma 6.7. Let g € G. Then o(g)g~' € IBXJ ifand only if g € JB*G°.

Proof. Write y = o (g)g~!. If g € IB*G®, one verifies immediately that y € JB*J. Conversely, suppose
that y € JcJ for some ¢ € B*. We will first show that the double coset representative ¢ can be chosen nicely.

Lemma 6.8. There is a b € B* such that y € Jb) and bo (b) = 1.

Proof. Recall that B* has been identified with GL,,(E) and U =JNB* = b* is its standard maximal
compact subgroup. By the Cartan decomposition, B* decomposes as the disjoint union of the double cosets

U -diag(t*', ..., t%)-U
where a; > - - - > a,, ranges over nonincreasing sequences of m integers, and diag(Ay, ..., A, ) denotes the
diagonal matrix of B* with eigenvalues A, ..., A, € E*. We thus may assume that c =diag(t“, ..., t%")

for a uniquely determined sequence of integers a; > - - - > ay,.

The fact that o (y) = y ! implies that we have ¢ € Je~!JTNB*. Using the simple intersection property
(5-1) together with the fact that J = UJ! and J' € U!(a), we have Jc'JNB* =Uc~!U. The uniqueness of
the Cartan decomposition of B* thus implies that the sequences a; > --- > a,,, and —a,, > --- > —aj are
equal. We thus have a; +a,,,+1—; =0foralli € {1, ..., m}. Now write k = o(t)t~' €{—1, 1} and choose
signs k1, ..., Ky € {—1, 1} such that k;k,,+1—; = «“ for all i. This is always possible since a¢,+1)2 =0
when m is odd. Then the antidiagonal element

K1t
b= o € BX (6-7)
Kmtam

satisfies the required conditions bo (b) =1 and y € JbJ. [l
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Now write y = x’bx with x, x’ € J and b € B*. Replacing g by o (x")~'g does not change the double
coset JgG? but changes y into bxo (x’). From now on, we will thus assume that

y=bx, bo()=1, xe€l, bisoftheform (6-7). (6-8)
Write K for the group JNbh~!Jb. Since o(b) =b~! and J is o-stable, we have x € K.
Lemma 6.9. The map 8 : k — b~ o (k)b is an involutive group automorphism of K.
Proof. This follows from an easy calculation using the fact that bo (b) = 1. U

Let b; > - - - > b, be the unique decreasing sequence of integers such that

lai,....an}=1{b1, ..., b/}

and m ; denote the multiplicity of b; in (ay, ..., ay), for j €{1,...,r}. We have m; =m,_; for all j,
and m + - - - +m, = m. These integers define a standard Levi subgroup

M = GL,,,¢(F) - - - x GLy,4(F) € G. (6-9)

Write P for the standard parabolic subgroup of G generated by M and upper triangular matrices. Let N and
N~ denote the unipotent radicals of P and its opposite parabolic subgroup with respect to M, respectively.
Since b has the form (6-7), it normalizes M and we have

K=(KNN7")-(KNM)-(KNN), KNP=JNP, KNN- CJ'NN".
We have similar properties for the subgroup V=KNB* =UNb~!'Ub of B*, that is
V=(VANT)-(VAM)-(VNAN), VNP=UNP, VNN cU'NN-,
where U! = J' NB* = U!(b). Note that this subgroup V is stable by §.
Lemma 6.10. The subset
K'=(KNN)-J'NnM)- (KNN)
is a 8-stable normal pro-p-subgroup of K, and we have K = VK!.

Proof. To prove that K! is a subgroup of K, it is enough to prove that one has the containment
(KNN) - (KNN7) € K'. Let j! be the sub-O-lattice of a such that J' = 1 +j! and let j = b +j!,
thus J =j*. A simple computation shows that KNN~™ C (1 +¢)) "N~ and

KNN)-(KNN7") S (KNN)-((14+15)NM) - (KNN).

The expected result thus follows from the fact that ¢j € j'. Besides, K! is a 8-stable pro- p-group.
Since VNM normalizes KNN~, KNN and K' N M, we have (VN M)K! = K whence K' is normal
in K and K = VK!, as expected. O

The subgroup K! is useful in the following lemma. Note that we have x8(x) = 1.
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Lemma 6.11. Let y € K be such that y§(y) = 1. There are k € K and v € V such that:
(1) The element v is diagonal in B* with eigenvalues in {—1, 1} and it satisfies vé(v) = 1.
(2) One has 8(k)yk~—' e vK!.
Proof Let VI = VNK! =K! NnB*. We have
Vi=(VANT) - (U'nM)- (UNN).
We thus have canonical §-equivariant group isomorphisms
K/K!' ~Vv/V! ~ UNM)/(U' nM). (6-10)

By (6-9), we have MNB* = GL,,, (E) x - - - x GL,,, (E), thus the right-hand side of (6-10) identifies with
M =GL,,, () x - -- x GL,,, (I), where I denotes the residue field of E. Besides, since b is given by (6-7),
the involution 8 acts on M as

81, 8) > (0(8r), ..., 0(81)).
Write y = vy’ for some v € V and y’ € K!. The simple intersection property (5-1) gives us
s() ' =80 vy e VNKIWwK! = vipvl,

Thus there is u € V! such that vud(vu) € V'. Replacing (v, y') by (vu, u~'y’), we may and will assume
that y = vy’ with v8(v) € V1.

We now compute the first cohomology set of § in M. Let w = (wy, ..., w,) denote the image of y
in M. We have wd(w) = 1, that is

1

o(w;) =W forall je{l,...,r}.

If r is even, one can find an element a € M such that w = §(a)a~". If r is odd, say r = 2s — 1, one can
find an element a € M such that

Sawa'=(,...,1,wg, 1,..., 1

and we have w;o (ws) = 1. If E/E( is unramified, then [ is quadratic over the residue field of Eg, and it
follows from the triviality of the first cohomology set of o in GL,,, (I) that w = o(c)c™! for some ¢ € M.
In these two cases, we thus may find £ € K such that S(k)xk—!' e K.

It remains to treat the case where r is odd and E/Ej is ramified. In this case, we have ws2 =1, thus wy
is conjugate in GL,, (/) to a diagonal element with eigenvalues 1 and —1. Let i denote the multiplicity
of —1. Let

veUNM=GL,, (Og) x --- x GL,,, (Og)

(here Og is the ring of integers of E) be a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues 1 and —1, such that —1
occurs with multiplicity i and only in the s-th block. Then v§(v) = 1 and there is k € K such that
S(k)yk~" e vK!. O
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Applying Lemma 6.11 to x gives us k € K, v € V such that bvo (bv) = 1 and §(k)xk~' € vK'. Besides,
bv is antidiagonal of the form (6-7) and o (k)yk~' € bvK!. Therefore, replacing g by kg, which does
not change the double coset JgG?, we will assume that y can be written

y=bx, bo()=1, xel', bisof the form (6-7). (6-11)

Comparing with (6-8), we now have a stronger condition on x, that is x§(x) = 1 and x € K.

Since K! is a §-stable pro-p-group and p is odd, the first cohomology set of § in K! is trivial. Thus
x =8(y)y~! for some y € K!, hence y = o (y)by~'. Since bo (b) = 1 and the first cohomology set of o in
B* is trivial, one has b =0 (h)h ™! for some h € BX. Thus g € y»G® CJB*G?, and Lemma 6.7 is proved. [J

6C. Contribution of the Heisenberg representation. Let 1 be the Heisenberg representation of J! asso-
ciated to 6 (see Paragraph 5B). In this paragraph, we prove the following result.

Proposition 6.12. Given g € G, we have

1 ifg e JBXG°,

dim Hom (8, 1) =
yence 017, 1) {0 otherwise.

Proof. Suppose that Homyigngo (7%, 1) is nonzero. Restricting to H'¢ N G°, the character 6¢ is trivial
on H'¢ N'G?, and Proposition 6.6 together with Lemma 6.7 give us g € JB*G®. Conversely, assume
that g € JB*G?. Since the dimension of Homji;ngs (78, 1) does not change when g varies in a given
(J, G°)-double coset, we may and will assume that we have g € B*. Thus we have y = o (g)g~' € BX
as well.

Lemma 6.13. The map © : x — y ‘o (x)y is an involutive automorphism of G and, for any subgroup
H C G, we have HS N G° = (HN GY)8.

Proof. This follows from an easy calculation using the fact that o (y) = y . (I

Our goal is thus to prove that the space Homji~g: (17, 1) has dimension 1. By Paragraph 5B, the repre-
sentation of J' induced from 6 decomposes as the direct sum of (J! : H')!/2 copies of the representation 7.
The space

Homyingr (Indly, (6), 1) (6-12)

172

thus decomposes as the direct sum of (J! : H'")!/2 copies of Homyi~g: (17, 1). Applying Frobenius reciprocity

and the Mackey formula, the space (6-12) is isomorphic to
1 1 1
Homy: (Ind};, (0), Ind}; ;. (1)) =~ @5 Homyi (0, Indji 1,y (1)
xeX
where X is equal to J'/(J' N G")H!' (recall that H' is normal in J! and J!/H' is abelian). Since J'
normalizes 6, this is isomorphic to

P Homy: (6, Indl, ;. (1)) =~ €D Homyging: (6. 1). (6-13)

xeX xeX
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Since Homy1~g- (8, 1) has dimension 1, the right-hand side of (6-13) has dimension the cardinality of X.
It thus remains to prove that X has cardinality (J' : H")!/?
d'NG":H'nG") = ' :HHY2 (6-14)

Now consider the groups J' NJ'” and H' "H!7, which are both stable by .

, or equivalently

Lemma 6.14. We have 0 (t(x)) =60 (x)~! forall x e H' NH!7,
Proof. Given x € H' NH!7, and using the fact that oo = 6~! on H', we have
0(t(x)' =0 o0 (r(x)) =6 (x) =6(x)
since y € B* intertwines 6. (Il

Let us write V for the k-vector space (J! NJ'7)/(H' N H'Y) equipped with both the involution 7
and the symplectic form (x, y) — (x, y) induced by (5-3). We write V* = {v € V | 7(v) = v} and
V™ ={v e V| t(v) = —v}. We have the decomposition V=Vt @V~ since p # 2.

Lemma 6.15. There is a group isomorphism VT ~ (J' NG™)/(H' N GT).

Proof. First note that we have the containment J' N G*)(H! NH'Y)/(H' N"H!) € V*. The lemma will
follow if we prove that this containment is an equality. Let x € J' N J!” be such that x(H' N"\H'7) e V*,
One thus has x~'z(x) € H' N H!. Since H' NH! is a r-stable pro-p-group and p # 2, there is an
h e H' NH'Y such that x 't (x) = h~ 'z (h). The expected result follows. U

We are now going to prove that V* and V~ have the same dimension.
Lemma 6.16. The subspaces \/'™ and /™ are totally isotropic.
Proof. Indeed, thanks to Lemma 6.14, first note that
(tx), y)=(t(y),x), x,yeV. (6-15)

If x,y € VT, then we get (x, y) = (x, y)_l, thus (x,y) = 1 since p # 2. If x,y € V7, then we get
(x7Lyy=(x, y™H7L But (x 71, y) = (x, y) ! = (x, y~1). Tt follows again that (x, y) = 1. O

Let W denote the kernel of the symplectic form (x, y) — (x, y) on V, that is
W={weV]|{(w,v)=1forall veV}
Let Y and Y’ denote the images of H' NJ!” and J' NH'” in V, respectively.
Lemma 6.17. The subspaces Y and Y’ are both contained in W, and we have W =Y @ Y.

Proof. One easily verifies that t stabilizes W and exchanges Y and Y’. First note that Y € W, since
(x,y) =1 for any x € H' and y € J'. By applying 7, and thanks to (6-15), we deduce that Y’ is also
contained in W. Now, thanks to (5-4), we have

(I+x,1+y)=votr(Blxy —yx))
forall x, y €j'Nj'7, where j! is the sub-O-lattice of a such that J' = 1+ij!. Leta p denote the endomorphism
of F-algebras x — Bx — xf8 of M, (F). Given a subset S C M,,(F), write S* for the set of a € M,,(F) such
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that v (tr(as)) = 1 for all s € S. Then the set of x €' Nj'” such that (14+x, 14+y) =1 forall y €j' Nj!”

is equal to
i'Ni NagG' iy =3 N N(apGl NagGH?)*
=i'Nj"” N(apGH* +agGH)
=i NG NagGH" +i' NG NagGH)”.
‘We now claim that

i'nagGH* =1p'. (6-16)

To see this, look at the case where g = 1. On the one hand, for x € jl, we have (14+x, 14+ y) =1 for all
y €l if and only if x €j' N ag (G1)*. On the other hand, the symplectic form (5-3) on the space J! /H! is
nondegenerate. We thus have j' N ag (G1* € h! and the other containment follows from the fact that ¥ is
trivial on the maximal ideal of O.
We now go back to our general situation with g € BX. Applying (6-16) to j' and j!7, we get
i'ni NagG' nj')* =i np' +p' Njl.
The result follows. O

Corollary 6.18. The subspaces W =WNV' and W~ =W NV~ have the same dimension and we have
W=Wrew-.

Proof. The map x — x + t(x) is an isomorphism from Y to W™, and the map x — x — 7(x) is an
isomorphism from Y to W~. Thanks to Lemma 6.17 and the fact that Y, Y’ have the same dimension, we

thus have
dimW"+dimW™ =2-dimVY = dimW,

which ends the proof of the corollary. (Il

Now consider the nondegenerate symplectic space V/W. It decomposes into the direct sum of two
totally isotropic subspaces (V +W)/W and (V~ +W)/W. We thus have

max(dm((VT +W) /W), dim((V~ +W)/W)) < L . dim(V/W),
dim((VT + W) /W) + dim((V™ + W) /W) = dim(V/W).

These spaces thus have the same dimension and are maximal totally isotropic. Corollary 6.18 now implies
that V* and V~ have the same dimension.
In order to deduce the equality (6-14), and thanks to Lemma 6.15, it remains to prove that!

a'ni:H'nHY) ="' HY),
which follows from [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993, Lemma 5.1.10]. This ends the proof of Proposition 6.12.
]

11 thank Jiandi Zou for pointing out this argument to me, which was missing in a former version of the proof.
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6D. Contribution of the mixed Heisenberg representation. Let g € JB*G°. We saw in Paragraph 6B
(see (6-11)) that, changing g without changing the double coset JgG°, we may assume that g € B* and
that y = o(g)g~! can be written y = bu with b of the form (6-7) and u € U' = J' NB*. We write t for
the involution defined by Lemma 6.13 and U =JNB*.

We have a standard Levi subgroup M of G defined by (6-9) and parabolic subgroups P, P~ of G with
Levi component M, opposite to each other and with unipotent radicals N, N~ respectively. There is a
unique standard hereditary order b, € b such that

bX=(U'NN7) - (UNP).
Since u € U! € U!(by,) and thanks to the specific form of b, one verifies that
Ul (b)) = (U'NP7)-(UNN) = UNU")U', (6-17)

Let ay, € a be the unique hereditary order of M,, (F) normalized by E* such that a,, N B = by,,. This gives
us a simple stratum [an,, B]. Let Oy, € C(ay, B) be the transfer of 6 (see (5-5)) and np, be the Heisenberg
representation on J rln =1 ay, B) associated with 6y, (by [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993, Proposition 5.1.1;
Minguez and Sécherre 2014b, Proposition 2.1]).

Let S! be the pro-p-subgroup U! (b,)J! € J. By [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993, Proposition 5.1.15], there
is an irreducible representation 4 of the group S', unique up to isomorphism, extending 1 and such that

1 1
Indg, ™ (1) = Indﬁn @) ). (6-18)
In this paragraph, we prove the following result.

Proposition 6.19. We have dim Homgignge (18, 1) = 1.

Proof. Since u extends 7, the space Homgigngo (48, 1) is contained in the 1-dimensional space
Homyjigngo (08, 1). It is thus enough to prove that Homgigsngo (18, 1) is nonzero. Equivalently, by
Lemma 6.13, it is enough to prove that Homgi~g: (i, 1) is nonzero.

First note that, since by, is o-stable, a,, is o-stable as well. We have

o (H (am, B)) =H' (0 (am), o (B)) = H' (am, —B) = H' (am, B)

thus HIIn =H'(apn, B) is o-stable. By an argument similar to the one used in [Anandavardhanan et al.
2018, Paragraph 4.6], it then follows that 6;, c 0 = Om) "

Since y intertwines 6y, by Proposition 5.1(5), it follows from Proposition 6.6 that the character 63 is
trivial on Hllng N G?, thus HomJllngmGo (n;gn, 1) = HoerlnnGI (7m, 1) is nonzero. Inducing to Ul (ay), we get

1
Homy (g, n= (Indjy ™ (m). 1) # (0).
Applying the Frobenius reciprocity and the Mackey formula, it follows that there is a x € U! (ay,) such that

Homg g (1%, 1) # {0}. (6-19)
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We claim that x € S'(U'(ayn) N G¥). Restricting (6-19) to the subgroup H'¥ N G* and applying
Proposition 6.6, we get

o(xg)g ' T =o)yx e I'BXI'NU (am)y Ul (am).

I'= jcj’ for some j, j' € J! and ¢ € B*. Since y € B* and J' € Ul(ay,), the simple

intersection property (5-1) implies that ¢ € Ul (ay)y U (am) NB* = Ul (b,,)y U' (byy). Therefore we have
o(x)yx! !
1 eS!, thatis ‘L'(y)y_1 =[. Since the first cohomology set of 7 in S' NS is trivial, we getl = T(h)h~!

Write o (x)yx~

=0 (s)ys’ for some s, s’ € S!. If we let y = s~ !x, then we have o (y)yy~' = yI for some

for some /1 € S'. This gives us
x € Ul(am) NSH(G7)8
and the claim follows from the fact that S' € U (a,,).

Putting the claim and (6-19) together, we deduce that Homgi~g- (1, 1) is nonzero. U

6E. The double coset theorem. Let k be an irreducible representation of J extending n as in Paragraph 5B.
There is an irreducible representation p of J, unique up to isomorphism, which is trivial on the subgroup
J! and satisfies A ~ k ® p. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.20. Ler g € JB*G°.

(1) There is a unique character x of J¢ NG trivial on J'¢ NG? such that
Homyienge (¥, 1) = Hompenge (K%, x 7).
(2) The canonical linear map
Homjignge (0, 1) @ Homyenge (0%, x) — Homyenge (A%, 1)
is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let us fix a nonzero linear form & € Homjizngo (n8, 1). The choice of k defines an action of
J& NG on the space Homyigngo (78, 1), which has dimension 1 by Proposition 6.12. This determines a
unique character x of J¢ NG trivial on J'¢ NG? such that

Eokf(x)=x(x) 1. &

for all x € J¥ NG?. This gives us the first part of the lemma.

Given .¢ € Homysnge (A8, 1) and w in the space of p, the linear form v > £ (v ® w) defined on
the space of 7 is in Homyigngo (7%, 1). By Proposition 6.12 it is thus of the form .% (w)é& for a unique
F(w) € R. We have ¥ =& ® % and % € Homysnge (08, x). O

Theorem 6.21. Let g € G and suppose Homysngo (A8, 1) is nonzero. Then o(g)g~" € J.

Proof. We know from Proposition 6.6 and Lemma 6.7 that g € JB*G®. We thus may assume that g € B>

and y =0 (g)g™"
involution t.

is as in Paragraph 6D. In particular, we have a standard hereditary order by, € b and an
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Let us fix an irreducible representation x of J extending 5, and let x be the character given by
Lemma 6.20. The restriction of k to J, denoted «, is an irreducible representation of J extending 7.
It follows from Remark 5.2 that « is a beta-extension of 1, and from [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993,
Theorem 5.2.3] that « extends . Proposition 6.19 thus implies

HomslgnGa (Mg, 1) = HOmJ&’mGU (ng X_l)

and x is trivial on U'(b,)$ NG°. By Lemma 6.20, the space Homysngo (0¥, x) is nonzero.
Write U=JNB* and U! =J' NB*. Since g € BX, we have JENG® = (U8 NG°)(J'8¥ NG). Let p be
the restriction of p to J. Then Homysnge (08, x) is nonzero. Lemma 6.13 implies

Homul(bm)mGr (p, l) = HOmul(bm)gmGo (pg, 1) ;é {0} (6-20)
We now describe more carefully the subgroup U! (by,).
Lemma 6.22. We have U!(by,) = (U! (b)) NGT)UL

Proof. We follow the proof of [Hakim and Murnaghan 2008, Proposition 5.20]. According to (6-17)
it is enough to prove that U N U! is contained in (U'(b,) N G*)U'. Let x € UNU! and define
y=x"lr(x)"'x7t(x). Then y e U' NU" and yt(y) = 1. Since the first cohomology set of T in U NU
is trivial, we get y = z7(z)~! for some z € U' N U, Define x’ = xt(x)7(z). Then x’ € U'(b,) N G”
and we have x € x’U'. O

Since p is trivial on U', Lemma 6.22 and (6-20) together imply that Homy (0, 1) is nonzero. Since
U!(b,,)/U! is a unipotent subgroup of U/U! ~ GL,, (1), the fact that the representation p is cuspidal (see
Paragraph 5B) implies that b, = b, thatis y e U C J. ]

Lemma 4.25 of [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018] gives a detailed account of the elements g € G such
that o(g)g~' e J.

6F. Proof of Theorem 6.1. Let 7 be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G, and (J, L) be a o -selfdual
type in 7w given by Theorem 5.10. If the space Homjngs (A, 1) is nonzero, then (6-1) implies that 7 is
distinguished.

Conversely, suppose that 7 is distinguished and that (J, A) has been chosen as in Remark 5.11 as it may
be. Then the space Homysngo (A%, 1) is nonzero for some g € G. By Theorem 6.21, one has o(g)g ' el
Thus J¢ is o-stable, and

A7 = Q)7 = W) = 1#)"

thus the type (J¢, A8) is o-selfdual.

Remark 6.23. Let (J, 1) and (J', 1) be two distinguished o -selfdual types in 7. Since they both occur
in 7, there is a g € G such that J' = J& and A’ >~ A8. Thanks to the multiplicity 1 property of Theorem 4.1,
the formula (6-1) tells us that the double cosets JG° and JgG° are equal, which implies that g € JG°.
Thus a distinguished cuspidal representation 7 contains, up to G°-conjugacy, a unique distinguished
o-selfdual type.
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Recall that Proposition 5.14 associates to any o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G a quadratic
extension T/Ty.

Corollary 6.24. Let 7w be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G, and suppose that T /Ty is unramified.
Then r is distinguished if and only if any o -selfdual type in 7 is distinguished.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 6.1 together with Proposition 5.17, which says that the representation
7 contains, up to G?-conjugacy, a unique o -selfdual type. U

When T/Tj is ramified, Proposition 5.17 tells us that 7 contains more than one G?-conjugacy class of
o-selfdual types as soon as its relative degree m is at least 2. In the next section, we will see that the
G?-conjugacy class of index |m /2] (see Definition 5.18) is the only one which may contribute to the
distinction of .

7. The cuspidal ramified case

As usual, write G = GL,(F) for some n > 1. To any o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G, one can
associate a quadratic extension T/T( and its relative degree m (see Proposition 5.14). In this section, we
will consider the case where T /T is ramified.

7A. The first main result of this section is the following proposition, which we will prove in Paragraph 7C.

Proposition 7.1. Let & be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G with quadratic extension T /Ty and
relative degree m. Suppose T /Ty is ramified. Then w is distinguished if and only if

(1) either m =1 or m is even, and
(2) any o-selfdual type of index |m /2| contained in 7 is distinguished.

Remark 7.2. Proposition 7.1 refines Theorem 6.1 by saying that, if T/Ty is ramified, then the G-
conjugacy class of o-selfdual types of index |m /2] contained in 7 is the only one which may contribute
to the distinction of 7. See [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Proposition 5.5] for a characterization of this
class in terms of Whittaker data. See also Definition 10.1 and Remark 10.2 below.

Remark 7.3. Proposition 7.1 is proved in [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018] in a different manner from
the one we give here (see Remark 6.3 above and [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Corollary 6.6 and
Remark 6.7]).

Remark 7.4. If we assume 7 to be supercuspidal in Proposition 7.1, then m is automatically either even
or equal to 1, even if 7 is not distinguished (see Proposition 8.1).

Remark 7.5. However, if 7 is nonsupercuspidal in Proposition 7.1, then its relative degree m need not
be either even nor equal to 1. Let k be a divisor of n and 7 be a o-selfdual supercuspidal representation
of GL,/x(F). Assume R has characteristic £ > 0, let v be the unramified character “absolute value of
the determinant” and let e(7) be the smallest integer i > 1 such that v’ ~ 7. Suppose that k = e(t)£"
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for some u# > 0. Then [Minguez and Sécherre 2014a, Théoreme 6.14] tells us that the unique generic
irreducible subquotient 7 of the normalized parabolically induced representation

TXTUX -+ x 7ok !
is cuspidal, and that it is o -selfdual since 7 is. If k > 1 and m(;r) = km(7) is odd, then 7 is a o -selfdual
cuspidal representation which is not distinguished nor w-distinguished. (For instance, this is the case when
7 is the trivial character of F* and k = n = £ where £ # 2 divides ¢ — 1, which gives m(t) = e(7) = 1).

7B. Existence of o-selfdual extensions of the Heisenberg representation. We now go back to our usual
notation. Let [a, 8] be a maximal simple stratum in M,, (F) such that a is o-stable and o (8) = —f. Write
E for the extension F[B], and suppose that it is ramified over the field Eg of o-fixed points in E. Let d be
the degree [E : F] and write n = md.

Let I denote the residue field of E. Let us notice once and for all that, since p # 2, any character of
GL,, (1) is of the form « o det, for some character o of 1.

The following lemma generalizes [Coniglio-Guilloton 2016, Lemme 3.4.6] (which is concerned with
complex representations and y trivial only).

Lemma 7.6. Let x be a character of (GL; x GL,,—;)(1) for some i € {0, - - -, |[m/2]}. Suppose there is a
X -distinguished cuspidal representation of GLy,(l). Then either m = 1 or m = 2i.

Proof. If m > 2, the result follows from Proposition 2.14. Note that, if m = 1, then x is the unique
x -distinguished irreducible representation of GL; (7). ([l

Let 6 € C(a, B) be a maximal simple character such that H!(a, B) is o-stable and 0 oo = 6!, and let
J = J(a, B) be its normalizer in G. Let n be the Heisenberg representation of J I'=TJ(a, B) containing 6
and write J = J(a, B).

Lemma 7.7. There is a o-selfdual representation k of J extending n.

Proof. Conjugating by a suitable element in G, we may assume that the stratum [a, 8] satisfies the
conditions of Remark 5.11. Indeed, if it doesn’t, there is a g € G such that 88 is o-selfdual and [a¥, 58]

satisfies these conditions. This implies that y = o (g)g~!

normalizes 6, that is y € J. Now, assuming the
lemma to be true for [a$, B8], there exists a o-selfdual representation k' of J¢ extending n¢. Define a
representation k of J by k8 = «’. Then k extends 7, and it is o-selfdual since y € J. From now on, we
will assume that [a, 8] satisfies the conditions of Remark 5.11. We will identify J/J I with GL,, (), on
which o acts trivially.

Suppose first that R has characteristic 0. Let k be a representation of J extending n, let u be the
character of J trivial on J! such that k®V ~ k' given by Lemma 5.21 and x be the character of J N G®
associated with ¥ by Lemma 6.20. We claim that there is a character v of J trivial on J! such that

(voo)v = u. Indeed, kv will then extend n and be o-selfdual. We have

Homying- (1, 1) = Homynge (e, x ) =~ Homynge (x, ) ~ Homynge (x 1™, k)
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where the isomorphism in the middle follows from the fact that o acts trivially on JN G° and by duality.
Since R has characteristic 0 and J NG is compact, the latter space is isomorphic to Homynge (i, x 1™ ").
By uniqueness of x, it follows that the restriction of  to JNG? is x2. Restricting to JN G® and writing
i =g@odetand x =« odet as characters of GL,, (I) for suitable characters ¢, a of I*, we get ¢ = a?. Let
v be the unique character of J which is trivial on J! and equal to « odet as a character of GL,,(I). Since J is
generated by ¢ and J, it remains to extend v to J by fixing a scalar v(¢) € R* such that ()2 =v(=Du().

Suppose now that R is equal to Fy. As in the proof of Lemma 2.5, we use a lifting and reduction
argument. Note that reducing finite-dimensional smooth Q,-representations of profinite groups is the
same as for finite groups (for which we referred to [Serre 1977, Section 15]). The simple character 6 lifts
to a simple character 6 with values in Z,, defined with respect to the same simple stratum as 6, and such
that @ oo =6~ By the characteristic 0 case, there is a o'-selfdual Q,-representation & of J extending the
irreducible Q,-representation 7 of J' associated with 6. The reduction mod £ of 7 is a representation of J!
containing 6, of the same dimension as #: it is thus isomorphic to 7 itself. Let k¥ denote the restriction of
i to J. Its reduction mod ¢, denoted «, is a o -selfdual representation of J extending n, and which extends
to some representation & of J. Since « is o -selfdual, the representation k" is isomorphic to «u for some
character p of J trivial on J. Since J is generated by J and ¢, there is a character v of J trivial on J such
that (voo)v = u, thus kv is o-selfdual.

Finally, suppose that R has characteristic £ > 0, and fix an embedding ¢ : F, — R. Since 6 has finite
image, there is a simple Fy-character 6, defined with respect to the same simple stratum as 6 such that
Opoo =06, Yand 9 =10 6y. Let Ky be a o-selfdual F‘g—representation of J extending the irreducible
F, -representation 7g of J I associated with 6. The irreducible representations 7 and 79 ® R both contain 6.
By uniqueness of the Heisenberg representation, they are isomorphic. It follows that k = kg @ R is a
o-selfdual R-representation of J extending 7. ]

7C. Proof of Proposition 7.1. Let (J, L) be a o-selfdual type, with associated simple character the
character 6 of Paragraph 7B.

Lemma 7.8. If (J, A) is distinguished, then either

(1) m=1,or

(2) m =2r for somer > 1, and (J, L) has index r.
Proof. Let k be a o-selfdual representation of J extending 1 provided by Lemma 7.7. Let p be the unique
irreducible representation of J trivial on J !'such that L ~ k ® p and i be the index of (J, ). Lemma 6.20
tells us that p is x-distinguished for some character x of JNG? trivial on J' N G?. Restricting p to J

and identifying J/J! with GL,,(I), we get a cuspidal representation p of GL,,(I) and a character x of
(GL; x GL,;,—;)(1) such that p is x-distinguished. The result follows from Lemma 7.6. (Il

Let m be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G, and suppose that the quadratic extension T/ Ty
associated with it by Proposition 5.14 is ramified. Let (J, 1) be a o-selfdual type contained in 7. By
Remark 5.12, we may assume that it is defined with respect to a o -selfdual simple stratum. By Remark 5.16,
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E is ramified over Ey. We can thus apply the results of Paragraph 7B and Lemma 7.8. Proposition 7.1
now follows from Theorem 6.1 together with Lemma 7.8.

7D. Existence of distinguished extensions of the Heisenberg representation. The second main result
of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 7.9. Let m be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G with ramified quadratic exten-
sion T/To. Assume that m =1 or m is even, and let (J, A) be a o -selfdual type in w of index |m/2|. Let J!
be the maximal normal pro-p-subgroup of J and n be an irreducible component of the restriction of A
toJ'.

(1) There is a distinguished representation of J extending n, and any such representation of J is

o -selfdual.

(2) Let k be a distinguished representation of J extending n, and let p be the unique representation of J
trivial on J' such that A ~ k ® p. Then 7 is distinguished if and only if p is distinguished.

We start with the following lemma, which slightly refines part (1) of the proposition.
Lemma 7.10. Let (J, A) be as in Proposition 7.9.

(1) There is a distinguished representation k of J extending n.
(2) If £ =2 or if m is even, such a distinguished representation k is unique.

(3) Any distinguished representation k of J extending n is o -selfdual.

Remark 7.11. If £ # 2 and m = 1, there are exactly two distinguished representations of J extending 7,
twisted of each other by the unique nontrivial character of J trivial on (JNG?)J!. (See the proof below,
which shows that (J N G°)J! has index 2 in J.)

Proof. Let J be the maximal compact subgroup of J, and J' be its maximal normal pro- p-subgroup. As
usual, we fix a maximal simple stratum [a, 8] defining (J, A) such that a is o-stable and o (8) = —8, and
write E = F[B] and [ for its residue field. We will identify J/J! with GL,,(I) equipped with an involution
whose fixed points is (GL; x GL,,—;)(!) where i = |[m/2].

Let k be an irreducible representation of J extending n. By Lemma 6.20, there is a character y of
J NGO trivial on J! NG associated to k. We claim that x extends to a character ¢ of J trivial on J'. Tt
will then follow that k¢ is distinguished and extends 7.

Suppose first that m = 1. We then have canonical group isomorphisms

dNG%)/A' NGy ~ 13t ~1~%. (7-1)

Thus there is a unique character ¢ of J trivial on J! which coincides with x on JNG°. Since J is generated
by ¢ and J, and since ¢ normalizes ¢, this character extends to a character of J trivial on J 1,

Lemma 7.12. Suppose thatm = 1. Then JNG? is generated by JNG® and t>.
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Proof. Since we have J = E*J! when m = 1, we may consider the exact sequence of o-groups
1> UL ->E*xJ' > J— 1.

Taking o-invariants and since the first cohomology group H! (o, U}E) is trivial, JN G is generated by E;
and J' N'G?. The result follows from (7-1) and the fact that 72 is a uniformizer of Eo. O

It follows from Lemma 7.12 that x can be extended to a character ¢ of J trivial on J'. Since we
must have ¢ (1)> = x (t?) in the field R of characteristic ¢, there are at most two such characters, with
uniqueness if and only if £ =2.

Suppose now that m = 2r for some r > 1, and consider the element

w= ( ld’) € b* C GL,,(E)
id,

where id, is the identity matrix in GL, (E).
Lemma 7.13. Suppose that m = 2r. The group JN G is generated by JNG® and tw.

Proof. First, notice that ¢ = tw is o-invariant. Any x € J can be written x = t’*y for unique k € Z and
y € J. We thus have x € JNG? if and only if y e JN G°. (I

Since « and JNG? are normalized by w, we have Homjynge (K, x -h= Homyngo (., (x wy=1) "and the
uniqueness of x implies that x* = x. First, consider the character of

JNG%)/(J'NG%) ~ (GL, x GL,)(I)

defined by x and write it («; o det) ® («z o det) for some characters «y, ap of 1. The identity x* = x
implies that a; = a5, thus there is a unique character ¢ of J trivial on J! which coincides with x on JNG°.
By Lemma 7.13, there is a unique character ¢ of J trivial on J! extending x. This proves (1) and (2).

Now let k be a distinguished representation of J extending n. It satisfies k" = ku for some character
w of J trivial on J! such that oo = u (see Lemma 5.21). Since « is distinguished, p is trivial on JNG.
We will prove that k is o-selfdual, that is, that the character u is trivial.

Suppose first that m = 1. Thus (J, &) is a distinguished type in G. Let = denote the cuspidal irreducible
representation of G compactly induced from k. It is distinguished, thus o -selfdual by Theorem 4.1. It
follows that ¥ and k%Y >~ ku are both contained in 7, thus w is trivial.

Suppose now that m = 2r. Since w is trivial on (GL, x GL,)(l), it must be trivial on GL,, (). Since
tw is o-invariant, we have w(tw) = 1. Thus p is trivial. This proves (3). Il

For part (2) of Proposition 7.9, it suffices to fix a distinguished representation « of J extending n and
to consider the canonical isomorphism

Homjnge (k, 1) ® Homynge (p, 1) — Homynge (A, 1)

(compare with Lemma 6.20).
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Proposition 7.9 reduces the problem of the distinction of 7 to that of p. In the next section, we
investigate the distinction of p in the case where 1 is supercuspidal.

8. The supercuspidal ramified case

In this section, we investigate the distinction of o -selfdual supercuspidal representations of G in the case
where T/T( ramified.

8A. The relative degree. Let w be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G such that T/T is ramified.
Let (J, A) be a o-selfdual type contained in 7 and let k be a o-selfdual representation of J extending
n given by Lemma 7.7. This defines a o-selfdual irreducible representation p of J trivial on J!. Let J
denote the maximal compact subgroup of J and p denote the cuspidal representation of J/J' ~ GL,, (1)
induced by p.

Since p is o-selfdual, the representation p is selfdual. Applying Fact 5.5 together with Lemma 2.17,
we get the following lemma mentioned in Remark 7.4.

Proposition 8.1. Let m be a o-selfdual supercuspidal representation of G such that T/Ty is ramified.

Then its relative degree m is either even or equal to 1.

8B. Distinction criterion in the ramified case. Let (J, L) be a o-selfdual type of index |m /2] contained
in 7r. We fix a distinguished representation k of J extending 1 given by Proposition 7.9. It is o-selfdual,
thus the representation p of J trivial on J' which correspond to this choice is o -selfdual. By Proposition 7.9
again, 7 is distinguished if and only if p is distinguished. We now investigate the distinction of p. For
this, we will use the admissible pairs of level zero introduced in Paragraphs 5C and 5E.

Let us fix a o-selfdual maximal simple stratum [a, 8] such that J = J(a, 8). Write E = F[S]. Let
(K/E, &) be an admissible pair of level zero attached to p in the sense of Definition 5.7. Since p is
o-selfdual, Proposition 5.19 tells us that there is a unique involutive Eg-automorphism of K, which we
denote by o, which is nontrivial on E and satisfies £ oo = £~!. Let K be the o -fixed points of K and
Ey =KoNE.

Lemma 8.2. The representation p is distinguished if and only if at least one of the following conditions is
Sfulfilled:

(1) £=2.
(2) m =1and p is trivial on E.
(3) m is even and & is nontrivial on Kf)(.
Remark 8.3. Note that case (3) cannot happen when £ = 2.

Proof. The case m = 1 is clear. Let us suppose that m = 2r for some r > 1. The case where the
characteristic of R is 0 is given by [Hakim and Murnaghan 2002, Proposition 6.3]. Suppose R has
characteristic £ > 0 and fix an embedding ¢ : F; — R. Since & oo = £, the image of £ is finite, thus
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contained in the image of F; in R. Indeed, the restriction of £ to the units of K* has finite image and
£(1) has order at most 4 since (o (1)) = £(t) ' and o (¢) € {—1, t}. There is thus a Fy-character &, of K*
such that §; 00 = §; and € =10&. In particular, (K/E, &) is an admissible pair of level zero. Let p,,
be the o-selfdual F,-representation attached to it. By Remark 5.9, the representation p is isomorphic to
0o @ R. Tt thus suffices to prove the lemma when R is equal to F,, which we assume now.

We consider the canonical Qg-lift £ of &, which has the same finite order as &. It satisfies the identity
Eoo =&~ and the pair (K/E, £) is admissible of level zero. Attached to it, there is thus a o-selfdual
Q-representation p of J trivial on J'. Note that the kernel of p has finite index, since it contains J' and %,
thus p can be considered as a representation of a finite group. From Proposition 2.1, one checks easily that
its reduction mod ¢ is p. Note that the restriction of & to K is either trivial or (if £ % 2) equal to wk k.

Suppose £ is nontrivial on K. Then the same holds for £, and the characteristic 0 case tells us that
p is distinguished. As in the proof of Lemma 2.5, by applying Lemma 2.6, reducing mod ¢ a nonzero
invariant form on p gives us a nonzero invariant form on p, which is thus distinguished.

Suppose now that & is trivial on K. Then the same holds for €. Let & denote the unramified ¢-adic
character of K* of order 2. Then (K/E, £&) is an admissible pair of level zero. It is attached to p@ where
@ is the unramified ¢-adic character of J of order 2. Since £& is nontrivial on K, the representation pg
is distinguished. Thus p is ¢-distinguished, where ¢ is the reduction mod £ of ¢.

If £ = 2, then p is distinguished. Suppose now that £ # 2. If p were both ¢-distinguished and
distinguished, one would have two linearly independent linear forms in Homjngs (0, 1), and this would
contradict Lemma 2.19. The result follows. ]

The field extension E of F is not uniquely determined by 7, unlike its maximal tamely ramified
extension T. To remedy this, let D be the maximal tamely ramified subextension of K/F. Write
Dy =D nNKj, and let §y be the restriction of £ to Df)(.

Since £ oo = £~ ! the character 8 is quadratic, either trivial or (if £ # 2) equal to wp /Do We will see
in Proposition 10.5 that, up to Fy-equivalence, D/Dg and dy are determined by .

Theorem 8.4. Let w be a o-selfdual supercuspidal representation of G. Suppose that T /Ty is ramified.

Let m be its relative degree and 8y be the quadratic character of D§ associated to it.
(1) The representation m is distinguished if and only if at least one of the following conditions is fulfilled:
(a) £=2.
(b) m =1 and é is trivial.
(c) m is even and & is nontrivial.
(2) Suppose that £ #£ 2. Then 7 is w-distinguished if and only if either
(a) m =1 and & is nontrivial, or

(b) m is even and by is trivial.

Remark 8.5. If R has characteristic 2, then 7 is always distinguished. If R has characteristic not 2, then
7 is either distinguished or w-distinguished, but not both.
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Proof. By Proposition 7.9 and Lemma 8.2, it suffices to compare the restriction of & to K with 8y when
#£2.

Suppose first that m = 1 and §y is trivial. Since the restriction of p to Eg is equal to either 1 or wg/g,,
its restriction to T{)( is either 1 or wr/t,, respectively. Since g is trivial, we are in the first case, that is,
the restriction of p to Ej is trivial.

Suppose now that m # 1 and & is nontrivial on K. We want to prove that & is nontrivial. The
restriction of £ to Kg is equal to wk/k,. Thus &y is equal to wp/p,.

Now suppose that R has characteristic different from 2 and let x be an unramified character of F*

extending w. Note that the twisted representation 7’ = 7 (x ~!

odet) is supercuspidal and o -selfdual and
that the character associated with 7" is 8, = &,(x 1o Nk/F) |Dg= where N /r is the norm map from K to F.

Suppose first that m = 1. Then
7 is w-distinguished < 7’ is distinguished
& the character §;) is trivial
< the character & coincides with x o Ng/r on TE)(.
Suppose now that m % 1. Then
7 is w-distinguished < 7’ is distinguished
& the character & is nontrivial

< the character & coincides with (x o Nk r)wp,p, on D/}

The restriction of x o Nk/F to Dg i8 w o Np, /g, = wp,p, to the power of [Ky : Do], which is a p-power
with p odd. This gives us the expected result. (I

Remark 8.6. If  is as in Theorem 8.4 and m > 1, its central character w, is always trivial on Ff)(. Indeed,
since 7 and A have the same central character, we can express @, as the product w,w,, where w, and w,
are the central characters of x and p on F*, respectively. Since k is distinguished, its central character is
trivial on F;}, thus w, and 8y coincide on F. If & is trivial then wy is trivial on Fj. Now assume that &,
is equal to wp,p,. Since D/Dy is unramified by Lemma 5.20, its restriction to F is trivial if and only if
e(Dg/Fy) is even, which is the case since e(Dy/Ty) = 2 when m is even.

Remark 8.7. On the other hand, since T/T) is ramified, the restriction of w1, to FE; is trivial if and

only if k is contained in the subgroup I 2 of squares in 1, that is, if and only if f(Ty/Fy) is even. It
follows that, if m = 1 and f(Ty/Fy) is odd (which is equivalent to n being odd by Lemma 5.15 and since

m is either 1 or even) then 7 is distinguished if and only if w, is trivial on F;.

9. The supercuspidal unramified case

Let m be a o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G = GL,, (F) for n > 1. In this section, we investigate
the case where the quadratic extension T/Ty is unramified. By Corollary 6.24, the representation 7 is
distinguished if and only if any of the o-selfdual types contained in 7 is distinguished.
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9A. Existence of o-selfdual extensions of the Heisenberg representation. Let [a, 8] be a maximal
simple stratum as in Remark 5.11. Write E = F[8] and suppose that it is unramified over Eg = E°. Let us
write J = J(a, B), T =J(a, B) and J' =T'(a, ).

We may and will identify J/J! with the group GL,, (1), denoted G, equipped with the residual involution
o € Gal(l/ly), where I and [ are the residue fields of E and E, respectively.

Lemma 9.1. The group J NG is generated by t and J N G°.

Proof. Any x € J can be written x = t"y for unique m € Z and y € J. Since ¢ is o-invariant, we have
xeJNG? ifandonly if y e JNGC. O

Lemma 9.2. Any character of NG trivial on J' N G? extends to a character of J trivial on J'.

Proof. Let x be a character of J NG trivial on J' N G®. Since J! is a pro- p-group, the first cohomology
group of o in J! is trivial. The subgroup G° thus identifies with (J N G?)/(J' NG?). The restriction of x
to J N G? thus induces a character of §°, which can be written «( o det for some character o of [ g. Let
a be a character of I extending «, and let ¢ be the character of J trivial on J 1 inducing the character
a odet of G. Since J = b*J!, the element ¢ acts trivially on J/J' by conjugacy, thus normalizes ¢. We thus
may extend ¢ to J by setting ¢ (t) = x (¢). Lemma 9.1 implies that ¢ extends x and it is trivial on J!. O

Let 6 € C(a, B) be a maximal simple character such that H!(a, B) is o-stable and oo =0~ Let
denote the Heisenberg representation of 6 on the group J'.

Lemma 9.3. There is a o-selfdual representation k of J extending n.

Proof. Let k be an irreducible representation of J extending . By Lemma 5.21, there is a character p of
J trivial on J! such that kY =~k and o 0 = . We claim that there is a character v of J trivial on J!
such that (v oo)v = u. Indeed, if this is the case, the representation xv extends n and is o -selfdual.
Consider first u as a character of G and write & = ¢ o det for some character ¢ of . Then we have
@ oo = @, thus there is a character o of 1™ such that (a o 0)a = ¢. Choosing such a «, there exists a
unique character v of J inducing « o det on G. Since J is generated by ¢ and J, it remains to extend v to J
by choosing a scalar v(¢) € R* such that v()? = u(r). O

9B. Existence of distinguished extensions of the Heisenberg representation. Let (J, 1) be a o -selfdual
type, with associated simple character the character 8 of Paragraph 9A.
In this paragraph, we suppose that m is odd.

Proposition 9.4. Suppose that m is odd. There is a o-selfdual distinguished representation k of J
extending .

Proof. We first assume that R has characteristic 0. By Lemma 9.3, there is a o -selfdual representation k
of J extending 7. Let x denote the character of JN G trivial on J' N G® associated to ¥ by Lemma 6.20.
Since m is odd, Lemma 2.3 implies that G possesses a o -selfdual supercuspidal representation p. Let
p be the unique representation of J trivial on J' such that ¢ € Ker(p) and whose restriction to J is the
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inflation of p. This representation p is o-selfdual. By Lemma 2.5, it is also distinguished. Now let A be
the o -selfdual type ¥ ® p on J. The natural isomorphism

Homjnge (K, x) ® Homynge (p, 1) — Homynge (A, x)

thus shows that A is y-distinguished.
By Lemma 9.2, there exists a character ¢ of J trivial on J! extending . The representation A’ = A¢~!
is thus a distinguished type. Let 7’ be the cuspidal representation of G compactly induced from (J, 1").
It is distinguished, thus o-selfdual by Theorem 4.1. Since A" and ’°" >~ 1'¢ (¢ o o) are both contained
in 7/, it follows that ¢ (¢ o o) is trivial. This implies that k¥’ = k¢! is both o-selfdual and distinguished.
Now assume that R has characteristic £ > 0. We then reduce to the characteristic O case as in the proof
of Lemma 7.7. O

Remark 9.5. I don’t know whether Proposition 9.4 holds when m is even.

Corollary 9.6. (1) Any distinguished representation of J extending n is o -selfdual.

(2) If £ =2, any o-selfdual representation of J extending n is distinguished.

Proof. Let us fix a distinguished o -selfdual representation k of J extending n given by Proposition 9.4.
Let k" be a distinguished representation of J extending n. Then k¥’ = k¢ for some character ¢ of J trivial
on (JNG?)J!. Thus ¢ (z) = 1 and ¢ induces the character « odet on G, where « is a character of I trivial
on IS, or equivalently «®*! = 1. Thus we have ¢ (¢ o o’) = 1. This implies that k' is o-selfdual, which
proves the first assertion.

Now suppose that k' is a o -selfdual representation of J extending 7. Then &’ = k& for some character
& of J such that £ (€ o o) is trivial. Thus £(r) € {—1, 1} and there is a character v of I such that & induces
vodeton G and v+ = . It follows that & is trivial on (J N G®)J!. Thus, if £ = 2, the representation &’
is distinguished. (I

Remark 9.7. Let ¥ be a o-selfdual representation of J extending 1. Then the character x of J N G?
associated to ¥ by Lemma 6.20 is quadratic and unramified.

9C. Distinction criterion in the unramified case. Let 7 be a o-selfdual supercuspidal representation
of G. Associated to it by Proposition 5.14, there is a quadratic extension T/Ty. We assume that T is
unramified over Ty.

Recall that, by Theorem 6.1 and Proposition 5.17, the representation 7 is distinguished if and only any
of its o-selfdual types is distinguished. The following result is the analogue of Proposition 7.9.

Proposition 9.8. Let w be a o-selfdual supercuspidal representation of G, with unramified quadratic
extension T /T and relative degree m. Let (J, L) be a o -selfdual type in 7. Let J' be the maximal normal

pro-p-subgroup of J and 1 be an irreducible component of the restriction of A to J'.
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(1) The integer m is odd.
(2) There is a distinguished representation of J extending n, and any such extension of n is o -selfdual.

(3) Let k be a distinguished representation of J extending n, and let p be the unique representation of J
trivial on J' such that A ~ k ® p. Then 1 is distinguished if and only if p is distinguished.

Proof. We may and will assume that J = J(a, 8) for some maximal simple stratum [a, 8] as in Remark 5.11.
Following Remark 5.16, the extension E is unramified over Eg. We thus may apply the results of
Paragraph 9A.

Let k be a o-selfdual representation of J extending 7, the existence of which is given by Lemma 9.3,
and let p be the irreducible representation of J trivial on J' such that A is isomorphic to ¥ ® p. Since A
and k are o-selfdual, p is o-selfdual. Its restriction to J induces a cuspidal irreducible representation of
GL,, (1), denoted p. Since 7 is supercuspidal, p is also supercuspidal by Fact 5.5. Lemma 2.3 implies
that m is odd. We thus apply Proposition 9.4, which gives us a o -selfdual distinguished representation
extending 7.

Part (2) of the proposition is given by Corollary 9.6. For (3), it suffices to fix a distinguished
representation « of J extending 5 and to consider the canonical isomorphism

Homjnge (k, 1) ® Homynge (p, 1) = Homjnge (A, 1)
as in the ramified case. O

Remark 9.9. If one relaxes the supercuspidality assumption on 7 (that is, we only assume 7 to be
o-selfdual cuspidal with T/Ty unramified), then its relative degree m need not be odd, in which case our
proof of Proposition 9.8(2) doesn’t apply (see Remarks 2.4 and 9.5). Unlike the ramified case, I thus
don’t know whether there is a distinguished and o-selfdual extension x of n when 7 is not supercuspidal.

Remark 9.10. In both the ramified and unramified cases, the distinguished representation k of J extending
n is not unique in general, so neither is p. If « is a distinguished representation of J extending 7, the
other ones are exactly the k¢ where ¢ ranges over the set of characters of J trivial on (JNG?)J'.

From now, we will thus assume that « is a distinguished o -selfdual representation of J extending 7.
Proposition 9.8 reduces the problem of the distinction of 7z to that of p. We now investigate the distinction
of p.

Let p be the representation of GL,, (I) defined by restricting p to J. It is o-selfdual. By Fact 5.5, it is
also supercuspidal.

Let (K/E, &) be an admissible pair of level O attached to p in the sense of Definition 5.7. Since p is
o-selfdual, Proposition 5.19 tells us that there is a unique involutive Eg-automorphism of K, which we
denote by o, which is nontrivial on E and satisfies £ oo = £~!. Let K be the o-fixed points of K and
Eo=KyNE.

Lemma 9.11. The representation p is distinguished if and only if it is trivial on E.
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Proof. Note that p(x) =£(x)-id for all x e E*, thus p is trivial on Ej} if and only if £ is. The representation
p is o-selfdual, thus distinguished (see Lemma 2.5). We thus have

Homjnge (p, 1) € Homjnge (p, 1) > Homg,, 1,) (0, 1)

where the space on the right-hand side is nonzero (and has dimension 1). Since J N G? is generated by
JNG? and ¢, we deduce that p is distinguished if and only if 7 acts trivially on the space Homjnge (p, 1),
that is, if and only if £(#) is trivial. The result follows from the fact that, since £ is o -selfdual, it is trivial
on the E/Ep-norms in E, thus on the units of E. O

Let g¢ denote the restriction of the character & to Tg.
Lemma 9.12. The character g is quadratic and unramified.

Proof. As has been said in the proof of Lemma 9.11, the character £ is trivial on the subgroup of
E/Ep-norms in E, since p is o-selfdual. Thus the restriction of & to Ej} is either trivial or (if £ # 2) equal
to wg/E,. We get the expected result by restricting to T;y, since E is unramified over Ey and e(Eo/To) is a
p-power with p odd. U

We will see below (Remark 10.7) that the character & is uniquely determined by 7.

Theorem 9.13. Let i be a o-selfdual supercuspidal representation of G. Suppose that T is unramified

over Ty.

(1) The representation r is distinguished if and only if &g is trivial.

(2) Suppose that the characteristic of R is not 2. Then 1 is w-distinguished if and only if &y is nontrivial.

Remark 9.14. If R has characteristic 2, then 7 is always distinguished. If R has characteristic not 2, then
7 is either distinguished or w-distinguished, but not both.

Proof. By Proposition 9.8, the representation 7 is distinguished if and only if p is distinguished.
Lemma 9.11 tells us that it is distinguished if and only if & () = 1. The restriction of & to Eg is a quadratic
unramified character. Since the ramification index of Eq over Ty is odd (for it is a p-power), £ is trivial
on Ej if and only if it is trivial on T;;. The first assertion is proven.

Now suppose that R has characteristic different from 2, and let x be an unramified character of F*
extending . Note that the twisted representation 77’ = 7 (x ~! o det) is supercuspidal and o -selfdual, and
that the character associated with 7/ is 86 =¢gy(x " oNE/p) |T5 where Ng/F is the norm map from E to F.
Thus

7 is w-distinguished < 7’ is distinguished
& the character ¢, is trivial on T

&> the character &g coincides with x™ o Ng/r on Tf)(.

The restriction of x o Ng/r to Tg is equal to @ o Nt,/F, = wr/T, to the power of [Ej : To], which is a
p-power. The second assertion then follows from the fact that p and m are odd. [l
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Corollary 9.15. Let w be a supercuspidal representation of G. Suppose that T /Ty is unramified, and that
the ramification index of T/F is odd. Then 7 is distinguished if and only if it is o -selfdual and its central
character is trivial on Fj.

Proof. Suppose that  is o-selfdual and that its central character wy is trivial on F}. By using a o-selfdual
type (J, A) contained in 7 as above, we can express w, as the product w,w,, where w, and w, are the
central characters of ¥ and p on F*, respectively. Since k is distinguished, its central character is trivial
on Fg, thus w, and g( coincide on FE)(. It remains to prove that g is trivial if and only if it is trivial on Fg.

Suppose ¢ is trivial on F;. By Lemma 9.12, it is unramified, thus SS(TO/ Fo)

e(T/F) is odd, e(Ty/Fyp) is odd too, and the expected result follows from the fact that &g is quadratic. [J

is trivial on T;. Since

Remark 9.16. In particular, when n is odd and F is unramified over Fy, a supercuspidal representation of
G is distinguished if and only if it is o'-selfdual and its central character is trivial on F;. This has been
proved by Prasad [2001] when R has characteristic 0. Note that, since m and p are odd here, n is odd if
and only if [T : F] is odd.

Remark 9.17. Note that, in the proof of Prasad [2001, Theorem 4], the isomorphism of 7 with 7"
gives an element g € G which has the property that go(g) € J = J(a, 8), but g has a priori no reason
to normalize J. Anyway, g can be chosen in the maximal compact open subgroup a* which contains J
(which derives from [Bushnell and Kutzko 1993, Theorem 3.5.11]), thus the group generated by g and J
will indeed be compact mod center.

10. Statement of the final results

In this section we put together the main results of Sections 7-9. Let w be a o -selfdual supercuspidal
representation of G. Associated to it, there are its relative degree m and the quadratic extension T/Tj. It
is convenient to introduce the following definition, which comes from [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018].

Definition 10.1. A o-selfdual type in 7 is said to be generic if either T/ Ty is unramified or T/T) is
ramified and this type has index |[m/2].

Remark 10.2. It is proved in [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018, Proposition 5.5] that a o -selfdual type is
generic in the sense of Definition 10.1 if and only if there are a o -stable maximal unipotent subgroup N
of G and a o-selfdual nondegenerate character ¥ of N such that Homjnn (X, ¥N) is nonzero.

Definition 10.1 is convenient to us because of the following result, which subsumes Propositions 7.1
and 8.1 (compare with Theorem 6.1).

Theorem 10.3. A o-selfdual cuspidal representation of G is distinguished if and only if any of its generic
o-selfdual types is distinguished.

Let (J, L) be a generic o-selfdual type contained in 7. Let [a, 8] be a o-selfdual simple stratum such
that J = J(a, B). The restriction of A to the maximal normal pro-p-subgroup J' is made of copies of a
single irreducible representation 1. We fix a distinguished o -selfdual representation « of J extending n,
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the existence of which is given by Propositions 7.9 and 9.8. Let p be the representation of J trivial on J!
such that A is isomorphic to k ® p. Let (K/E, £) be a admissible pair of level 0 attached to p and o be
the involution of K given by Proposition 5.19. Let K¢ be the field of o-fixed points of K. We thus have
K~ Ky ®F, F.

Definition 10.4. Let D be the maximal tamely ramified subextension of K/F. Write Dy = D N Ky, and
let 8y be the restriction of & to D .

It follows immediately from the definition that Dg/Fy is tamely ramified and the character & is
quadratic, either trivial or (if £ # 2) equal to wp,p,.

Proposition 10.5. The quadratic extension D/Dy and the character &y are uniquely determined by w up
to Fo-equivalence. That is, if D' /Dy, and &) are another quadratic extension and character associated

to 1, then there is an Fo-isomorphism ¢ : D — D' such that ¢(Do) = Dy and 8, = &, 0 ¢.

Proof. Start with a generic o -selfdual type contained in 7. Since it is unique up to G°-conjugacy, we
may assume this is (J, A). Fix a o-selfdual stratum [a’, 8] such that J = J(a’, 8). By [Anandavardhanan
et al. 2018, Lemma 4.29], we may assume that the maximal tamely ramified subextension of E' = F[f’]
over F is equal to T. Fix a distinguished o -selfdual representation k&’ of J extending 7, let p’ be the
representation of J trivial on J' corresponding to this choice and (K'/E’, £’) be an admissible pair of level
0 attached to p’. This gives us a quadratic extension D'/Dy, and a character §; of D*.

First, suppose that [a’, 8] = [a, B] and K' = K. We have k' = k¢ for some character ¢ of J trivial on
(JNG)J!, thus p’ is isomorphic to p¢~!. Thus &’ is E-isomorphic to £x~! for some tamely ramified
character o of K* trivial on K. Restricting to Do, we get &, = §,.

We now go back to the general case. By the previous argument, we may assume that k¥’ = k, thus
p' = p. Since D and D’ are both unramified of same degree m over T, they are T-isomorphic. Let us fix a
T-isomorphism f : D — D’. Write ¢’ for the involutive automorphism of K’ given by Proposition 5.19.

Lemma 10.6. We have 6’ o f = foo.

Proof. Let us identify the residual fields of K and D, denoted ¢, and those of E and T, denoted . Note that,
if ¢ is any T-automorphism of D, then it commutes with o since ¢ and o o @ o o~ are both in Gal(D/T)
and have the same image in Gal(¢/1).

We now consider the pair (D/T, &|px). Since D/T is unramified of degree m, it is admissible of level 0.
Moreover, the I-regular character of ¢~ it induces is Gal(#/l)-conjugate to the one induced by (K/E, &),
which doesn’t depend on the identifications of residual fields we have made. We have a similar result for
(D/T,& o f) and (K'/E/, §). Since p’ = p we deduce that &' o f = & o ¢ for some ¢ € Gal(D/T). Let «
be the T-automorphism ¢’ o f oo "' o f~! of D’. We have

Eoa=¢"'ofoo lofl=¢t"topoo o f =topofl=¢.

It follows from admissibility of &’ that « is trivial, as expected. U
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Lemma 10.6 implies that D, and Dy, are To-isomorphic. We thus now may assume that D = D’
and D, = D/, thus K, K’ have the same maximal unramified subextension D over T and there is an
automorphism ¢ € Gal(D/T) such that £&'(x) = & o ¢(x) for all x € D*. Restricting to Dg, we deduce
that 8, = §,,. O
Remark 10.7. In particular, the character &y of Paragraph 9C, which is the restriction of 8y to T, is
uniquely determined by 7.

We state the dichotomy and disjunction theorem.

Theorem 10.8. Let 7w be a o -selfdual supercuspidal representation of G. Let £ be the characteristic of R.
(1) If £ # 2, then 1 is either distinguished or w-distinguished, but not both.
(2) If £ =2, then 1 is always distinguished.

Proof. See Remarks 8.5 and 9.14. O

We now state the distinction criterion theorem.

Theorem 10.9. Let w be a o-selfdual supercuspidal representation of G. Attached to it, there are the
quadratic extensions T /Ty and D/Dgy and the character .

(1) Suppose that n is odd. Then 7 is distinguished if and only if its central character is trivial on F .
(2) If £ #2,T/ Ty is ramified and D /Dy is unramified, then m is distinguished if and only if the character
8o is nontrivial.

(3) Otherwise, m is distinguished if and only if &y is trivial.
Proof. Item (1) is an immediate consequence of Theorem 10.8 as explained in Paragraph 1D. If £ #£2, a
o-selfdual supercuspidal representation s is either distinguished or w-distinguished. In the latter case,
the restriction of its central character to FS is w", which is trivial if and only if »n is even. See also
Remarks 8.7 and 9.16.

For the remaining items, see Theorems 8.4 and 9.13; it suffices to check that, if T/Ty is unramified,
then &g is trivial if and only if its restriction &g to T(T is trivial, which follows from the fact that m is odd
in that case. O
Remark 10.10. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) D/Dy is ramified.

(2) T/Ty is ramified and m = 1.
Indeed this follows from Remark 5.16, Lemma 5.20 and Proposition 8.1. The following conditions are
thus also equivalent:

(1) T/Ty is ramified and D/Dy is unramified.
(2) F/Fy is ramified, T¢/Fy has odd ramification order and D/Dy is unramified.
(3) F/Fy is ramified, To/Fy has odd ramification order and m # 1.
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We now state the distinguished lift theorem. For the notion of the reduction mod £ of an integral irre-
ducible Qg -representation of G, we refer to [Vignéras 1996; 2004]. If r is an irreducible F, -representation
of G, we say an integral irreducible Q,-representation of G is a /if of 7 if its reduction mod ¢ is irreducible
and isomorphic to 7.

Theorem 10.11. Let 7w be a o -selfdual supercuspidal F-representation of G.

(1) The representation 7 admits a o-selfdual supercuspidal lift to Qy.

(2) Let  be a o-selfdual lift of w, and suppose that £ # 2. Then 7 is distinguished if and only if 7 is
distinguished.

Proof. Let (J, L) be a o-selfdual type in 7. Let n be the Heisenberg representation contained in the
restriction of A to J!, with associated simple character . As in the proof of Lemma 7.7, let 6 be the
lift of 6 with values in Q, and 7 be the associated Heisenberg representation, whose reduction mod ¢ is
isomorphic to 7. Propositions 7.9 and 9.4 tell us that there is a distinguished o -selfdual representation &
of J which extends 7. Its reduction mod ¢, denoted k, is a o-selfdual representation of J extending n
and it is distinguished thanks to Lemma 2.6. (Note that, as in the proof of Lemma 8.2, the fact that &
is o-selfdual implies that it has finite image; it thus can be considered as a representation of a finite
group.) Let p be the irreducible representation of J trivial on J! such that A is isomorphic to k¥ ® p. It is
o -selfdual.

The representation p admits a o -selfdual Q,-lift p on J trivial on J'. Indeed, let (K/E, &) be an
admissible pair of level 0 attached to p. Then, as in the proof of Lemma 8.2, the canonical Q,-lift & of &
defines a pair (K/E, £) which is admissible of level 0, and the Q-representation p of J trivial on J' which
is attached to it is both o -selfdual and a lift of p. The representation & ® p is thus a o -selfdual ¢-adic
type whose reduction mod £ is A. Inducing ¥ ® p to G, we get a o -selfdual supercuspidal lift 7 of 7.

Suppose that £ # 2 and let @ be the canonical £-adic lift of w, that is, the Q;-character of F; of
kernel Ng/g,(F*). By Theorem 10.8, since the representation 7 is o-selfdual, it is either distinguished or
@-distinguished, but not both. Using the reduction argument of invariant linear forms as in Lemma 2.6,
we see that if 77 is distinguished (respectively, @-distinguished), then 7 is distinguished (respectively,
w-distinguished). By Theorem 10.8 applied to , this is an equivalence. (I

We end with the following result, which is useful in [Anandavardhanan et al. 2018].

Proposition 10.12. Suppose that 7 is a distinguished supercuspidal representation of G and that £ # 2.
Then w has no w-distinguished unramified twist if and only if D/Dy is ramified, that is, if and only if
T/Tg is ramified and m = 1.

Proof. Consider an unramified twist 7’ = 7 (x o det) of 7, where x is an unramified character of F*. We
are looking for a y such that 7’ is w-distinguished. First, " is o-selfdual if and only if 7 x (x o 0) ~ 7,
that is, if and only if

(X(x00))' ™ = x2™ =1 (10-1)
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where 7 (1) denotes the torsion number of 7, that is the number of unramified characters o of G such that
ma ~ . By [Minguez and Sécherre 2014b, Section 3.4], we have ¢ (7) = f(K/F) = f(D/F). Now the
quadratic character associated with 7" is &) = §,(x o Nx /F)|Dg and we have

(x o N /F)lp; = (x © Npy/rg) P, (10-2)

By Theorem 10.11, the representation 7’ is w-distinguished if and only if the character (10-2) is equal
to wp,p,. If D is ramified over Dy, this is not possible since x is unramified. If D/Dy is unramified,
choosing an unramified character x of order f(Dgy/Fy) gives us an w-distinguished twist 7’. (I
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