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ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove an explicit formula for the Bernstein projector
to representations of depth < 7. As a consequence, we show that the depth
zero Bernstein projector is supported on topologically unipotent elements and it
is equal to the restriction of the character of the Steinberg representation. As
another application, we deduce that the depth r Bernstein projector is stable.
Moreover, for integral depths our proof is purely local.
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INTRODUCTION

Let G be a reductive p-adic group. Recall that the Bernstein center Zg of G is a
commutative ring which plays a role in representation theory of GG similar to the role
played by the center of the group ring in representation theory of a finite group.

Elements of Zg can be thought of as invariant distributions on G. While the
Bernstein center is an important tool in the structure theory of representations of
G, known explicit formulas for its elements are rather rare. In this paper we provide
explicit descriptions for some natural elements in Zg.

Recall also that Z; admits a natural injective homomorphism into the ring of
functions on the set Irr(G) of irreducible smooth representations.

Fix a number 7 > 0 and consider the function f,. on Irr(G) such that f.(V) =1
if the depth of V is < r, and f.(V) = 0 otherwise. The main results of this paper
describe the element E, € Zg for which the corresponding function on Irr(G) equals
fr- We call E,. the depth r projector.

The first result (available only for » = 0) is the equality between Ej, and the
restriction of the character of the Steinberg representation to the locus of topolog-
ically unipotent elements of G. This can be thought of as a p-adic group analogue
of the well-known fact that the character of the Steinberg representation of a finite
Chevalley group restricted to the set of unipotent elements is proportional to the
delta function of the unit element.

Let g* be the linear dual of the Lie algebra g of G. Our second result describes FE,
in terms of the Fourier transform of the characteristic function of a certain subset of
g*. This formula fits naturally into the standard analogy between harmonic analysis
on the group G and on its Lie algebra g (notice that under this analogy elements
of Zg correspond to invariant distributions on g whose Fourier transform is locally
constant).

As a corollary of our description, we show that E, is a stable distribution. This
property of E, is suggested by the conjectural theory of L-packets and its relation to
endoscopy for invariant distributions. The set Irr(G) is conjectured to be partitioned
into finite subsets called L-packets; among many expected properties of L-packets
we mention the following: an element F € Z; is a stable distribution if and only if
the corresponding function on Irr(G) is constant on L-packets. It is also expected
that the set of irreducible representations of a given depth is a union of L-packets,
thus the above conjectures imply that E, is a stable distribution; we prove this fact
unconditionally.

This result also provides evidence for another conjecture which has the advantage
of being a self-contained formal statement. The so called stable center conjecture
asserts that the subspace of stable distributions in Z is a subring. It follows from
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our results that the space of stable distributions in Zg does contain a subring: the
linear span of the projectors E,. (r > 0).

This work is an outgrowth of a project described in [BKV| whose goal is to
construct elements in Z; and more general invariant distributions of interest using
l-adic sheaves on loop groups. Such a construction for Ey (for split groups in positive
characteristic) was presented in [BKV].

Though [-adic sheaves are not used in the present paper, our main technical
result, Theorem [L6] was suggested by [BKV]. Namely, the [-adic sheaf counterpart
of Ey can be constructed by taking derived invariants of the affine Weyl group W%
acting on the loop group version of the Springer sheaf. Moreover, using a standard
resolution for the trivial representation of W whose terms are indexed by standard
parabolic subgroups therein, we get an explicit resolution for this sheaf. This leads
to the formula for the corresponding function appearing in Theorem [L.6l

Our method was motivated by a work of Meyer—Solleveld [MS], who generalized
a work of Schneider—Stuhler [SS].

Acknowledgements. We thank Akshay Venkatesh whose question motivated
us to rewrite a geometric formula from [BKV] in elementary terms. We also thank
Gopal Prasad for stimulating conversations and Ju-Lee Kim and Allen Moy for
useful discussions. We thank Dennis Gaitsgory and the referee for their comments
and suggestions.

1. STATEMENT OF RESULTS

1.1. Notation. (a) Let F' be a local non-archimedean field of residual characteristic
p, F an algebraic closure of F, F™ C F the maximal unramified extension of F inside
F, and valp the valuation on F such that valp(F>) = Z.

(b) Let G be a connected reductive group over F', G := G(F'), and X = X(QG) the
reduced Bruhat—Tits building of G, viewed as a metric space, and equipped with
extra structure (see 2.1). To every pair (z,7) € X x R>o, Moy—Prasad [MP1], MP2]
associate an open-compact subgroup G, ,+ C G (see and [3.0]).

1.2. Depth of a representation. (a) Let R(G) be the category of smooth complex
representations of GG, and let Irr(G) be the set of equivalence classes of irreducible
objects of R(G). To each V € R(G), Moy-Prasad associate a depth r € Qx¢, which
is defined to be the smallest r € R>( such that VCert £ 0 for some z € X. Actually,
for our purposes slightly weaker results of DeBacker ([DB]) are sufficient.

(b) For every r € Qso, we denote by Irr(G)<, (resp. Irr(G)s,) the set of
V € Irr(G) of depth < r (resp. > r), and denote by R(G)<, (resp. R(G)s,)
the full subcategory of R(G) consisting of representations V' all of whose irreducible
subquotients belong to Irr(G)<, (resp. Irr(G)s,).
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(c) It follows from a combination of results of Bernstein [Be|] and Moy-Prasad
(or DeBacker) that for every r € Q>¢ and V' € R(G) there exists a unique direct
sum decomposition V' = V., & V5, such that V<, € R(G)<, and V5, € R(G)~,. We
provide an alternative proof of this fact in [6.2]

1.3. The Bernstein center. (a) Let Zg be the algebra of endomorphisms of the
identity functor End Idg(). It is called the Bernstein center of G. In particular, for
every z € Zg and V € R(G), we are given an endomorphism z|y € End V.

(b) Let H(G) be the algebra of smooth measures with compact support on G.
Then H(G) is a smooth representation of G' with respect to the left action, and the
map z — 2|y(q) identifies Zg with the algebra Endy g cyr H(G) of endomor-
phisms of H(G), commuting with the left and the right convolution.

(c) Forevery V € R(G) and v € V the map h — h(v) defines a G-equivariant map
H(G) — V. Therefore for every h € H(G) and z € Zg we have z(h(v)) = (z(h))(v).

(d) For every z € Zg there exists a unique invariant distribution £, € D%(G) on
G such that z(h) = E, * h for every h € H(G), where % denotes the convolution.
Moreover, the map 2z — F, identifies Z with the space of all invariant distributions
E € DY(G) such that the distribution E % h has a compact support for every
h € H(G).

1.4. The Bernstein projector. (a) By[[.2(c), there exists an idempotent II, € Z5
such that for every object V' € R(G) the endomorphism II, |y is the projection
V — Ve, — V. We call 11, the depth r Bernstein projector.

(b) Let E, be the invariant distribution on G, corresponding to II, (see [L3(d)).

A particular case of the stable center conjecture (see [BKV]) asserts that the
distribution E, is stable. The goal of this work is to give an explicit formula for the
Bernstein projector II,., and to use this description to show the stability of E,.

From now on we fix m € N and r € £Z,.

1.5. Notation. (a) Denote by [X] the set of open polysimplices of X' (see 2.6(a)),
and by [X;,] the set of open polysimplices of X, obtained by “subdividing each
polysimplex o € [X] into m¥™7 smaller polysimplices” (see Z7(c)).

(b) For every o € [X,,], we choose = € ¢ and define G, ,+ := G, ,+. Since r € L7,
the subgroup G, ,+ does not depend on the choice of = (see Lemma [B.8)).

(c) To every finite subset 3 C [AX,] we associate an element

By =) (~1)"%¢ ., € H(G),

ceY

where dg_ , is the Haar measure on G, .+ with total measure one.
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(d) We denote by ©,,, the set of non-empty finite convex subcomplexes ¥ C [A},,]
(see [A1]), and set © := ©;. Note that ©,, is an inductive system with respect to
inclusions.

The following result provides an explicit formula for the projector IL,.

Theorem 1.6. For every V € R(G) and v € V, the inductive system {E>(v)}see,,
stabilizes, and I1,.(v) equals the limit value of E*(v), that is, I1.(v) = limsgee,, E=(v).

1.7. Strategy of the proof. Analyzing combinatorics of the Bruhat—Tits building,
we show that for every x € X and s € Rsq the inductive system {E> x oc, ., tseo,,

stabilizes. This implies that the inductive system {E> % h}sce,, stabilizes for all
h € H(G), and that there exists a unique element of the Bernstein center z € Zg
such that z(h) = limygee,, E* * h.

Next, using [[3)c), we show that for every V € R(G) and v € V, the inductive
system {E>(v)}sce,, stabilizes, and z(v) = limgee,, E>(v). In particular, z|y = 0
for every V' € Irr(G) .

It remains to show that z = II,. By a theorem of Bernstein, we have to check
that z|y = Id for every V € Irr(G)<,. Using [[3(c) again, it remains to show that

2(0a, ) =0q, . for every x € X. To prove this, we show a stronger assertion that
E* *0q_, =0qg_, forall ¥ € ©,, such that » € X.

1.8. Remark. Our argument also provides an alternative proof of the decomposi-
tion V = V., @ V5, from [L2(b), hence an alternative proof of the existence of the

projector II, (see [6.2)).
Consider the open and closed subset G+ := UyexGyr+ C G (see Lemma

or [ADBl Cor 3.7.21]). Notice that G+ is usually called the set of topologically
unipotent elements. Theorem has the following consequence.

Corollary 1.9. (a) We have the equality E, = limgee, E>. In other words,
for every f € C®(G) the inductive system {E*(f)}sce,, stabilizes, and E,(f) =
(b) The invariant distribution E,. is supported on G,+.

As a further consequence, we get the following variant of the character formula
of Meyer—Solleveld [MS].

Corollary 1.10. For every admissible V € R(G)<, and every h € H(G) we have

Te(h, V) = lim |Y (=)™ Te(be, . xh*dg, ., Virt)
oeEX
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1.11. Averaging. We fix n € N and an Iwahori subgroup I of G.

(a) Denote by Par the set of standard parahoric subgroups P O I. Each P € Par
corresponds to a polysimplex op € [X]. We P} :=G,, ,+ and P := P;".

(b) For a finite subset Y C G/P and an Ad P-invariant distribution £ € DP(G)
we denote by Avy(E) € D(G) the distribution »_ .y (Ad g).(E).

(c) For every subset ¥ C [X] and P € Par we denote by Y C G/P the set of all
g € G/P such that g(op) € %.

(d) Since D(G) is the linear dual of C2°(G), the center Z; acts on D(G) by the
formula 2(E)(f) = E(z2(f)) for all z € Zg, E € D(G) and f € C*(G).

Note that for every n € N and E € DY(G) the distribution E % 6,4 € D(G) is
Ad P-invariant, thus we can form Avy (E % 0p+) € D(G) (see [LII(b)).
Theorem has the following consequence.

Corollary 1.12. For every E € D(G) and n € N, we have the equality

(1.1) I1,(E) = lim > (=1)HP Avyz (E % 6y )
PecPar

In particular, the support of IL,(E) is contained in Upepar Ad G(Supp(E * 0p+)).

1.13. Notation. Let u!" be the Haar measure on G normalized by [,, p/" = 1.

Since the invariant distribution Fjy is supported on Gg+ (by Corollary [LI(b)),
the following result describes £ in terms of the character xg;, of the Steinberg
representation Stg of G.

Theorem 1.14. We have the equality Eolc,, = (Xstelc,,) - p!", that is, Eo(f)
equals XStG(fuﬁ) for every f € C°(Go+).

To prove this result, we compare the explicit formula for Ej given in Corollary
with a corresponding formula of Meyer—Solleveld [MS] for xst,..

1.15. Remark. Though our formula from Corollary [I.I10 applies in a more gen-
eral situation than a similar formula of Meyer—Solleveld [MS], it is less precise. In
particular, Corollary [LI0 does not suffice for the proof of Theorem .14

Since the character of the Steinberg representation is known to be stable (see
RA4(b)), we deduce from Theorem [I.T4] the following corollary.

Corollary 1.16. The invariant distribution Ey is stable.

1.17. The Moy—Prasad filtration for the Lie algebras. (a) Let g be the Lie
algebra of G, and let g* be the dual vector space. For every (z,r) € X x Ry,
Moy-Prasad define O-lattices g, ,+ C g and g; _, C g* (see 3.2(c) and B.5/(c)).
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(b) As in the group case, for every o € [A},] we define g,,+ = g, ,+ for x € o
(use Lemma [B.8)). Also to every ¥ € O, we associate an element

EF = (=1)"™75, . € H(g).

oeY

Here H(g) denotes the space of smooth measures with compact support on g, and
590 s the Haar measure on g, ,+ with total measure one.

(c) Consider the open-closed subsets g,+ := Uzex 8.+ C gand g* . := Uzeng; . C
g" (see Lemma 8.5 or [ADB Cor 3.4.3]), and denote by 14 the characteristic func-
tion of g*,.

1.18. The Fourier transform. (a) Let O C F be the ring of integers, let w € O
be a uniformizer, and let ¢ : F' — C* be an additive character, trivial on (z) but
nontrivial on @. Then 1 gives rise to a Fourier transform F : H(g*) — C>(g),
where H(g*) denotes the space of smooth measures with compact support on g*.
Explicitly, F(h)(a) = fg* ¥((-,a))h for every h € H(g*) and a € g.

(b) By duality, F gives rise to an isomorphism F : D%(g) = C'%(g*) between the
space of invariant distributions on g and the space of invariant generalized functions
on g*. Explicitly, F(E)(h) = E(F(h)) for every E € D%(g) and h € H(g*).

1.19. The Lie algebra analogue of the center. (a) We denote by Z, C D%(g)
the subspace of all E' such that the distribution E % h has compact support for
every h € H(g). Equivalently, E € D%(g) belongs to Z, if and only if the Fourier
transform F(E) € C%(g) is locally constant.

(b) We set &, := F (15 ) € D%(g), and call &, the Lie algebra analogue of the
depth r projector. Since g*, C g is open and closed, the function 1, is locally
constant, thus &, € Zj.

The following result is the Lie algebra analogue of Corollary

Proposition 1.20. For every f € C°(g) the inductive system {E=(f)}seo,, stabi-
lizes, and E.(f) = limgeo,, EX(f). In particular, &, is supported on g,+.

1.21. An r-logarithm. By an r-logarithm we mean an Ad G-equivariant homeo-
morphism £ : G,+ = g,+, which induces a homeomorphism £, : G, .+ — g,,+ for
all x € X.

Corollary 1.22. Let £ : G,+ = g,+ be an r-logarithm. Then the pushforward
Li(Er|a ) equals & ., .

By a theorem of Waldspurger, the Fourier transform preserves stability (see [Wal
or [KP]); therefore Corollary .22 easily implies that E, is stable if G admits
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an r-logarithm (see Corollary R.§)). Furthermore, extending the theory of quasi-
logarithms, introduced in [KV1], we show the following result.

Theorem 1.23. Assume that p is very good for G (see[810). Then the invariant
distribution E, is stable.

1.24. Remarks. (a) If F'is of characteristic zero, one can show that E, is stable if
p is good (see and B.I5)). In particular, in this case E, is stable if p > 5.

(b) Notice that since the proof of a theorem of Waldspurger is global, for a general
r our proof of the stability of E, is global. On the other hand, when r € N, we can
deduce the stability of E,. from that of Ey (see8.9(c)), thus providing a purely local
proof in this case.

(c) Allen Moy has informed us that he has independently conjectured Corollary
(for large r and fields of characteristic zero), found a proof for G = SLy and
discovered its relation to the stability of the Bernstein projectors (see [Mo]).

1.25. Plan of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
review basic properties of Bruhat-Tits buildings and then present the construction
in the split case. In Section 3 we recall the construction and basic properties of
Moy-Prasad filtrations, first in the split case and then in general. In order to make
our presentation more elementary, we do not use Néron models.

In Sections 4-5 we prove the stabilization assertion needed for Theorem [L.6. Then,
in Section 6, we complete the proof of Theorem [[.6] deduce Corollaries .9, [L.T0l and
[LI2, and prove the Lie algebra analogues (Proposition and Corollary [.22)).

In Section 7 we compare the projector to depth zero with the character of the
Steinberg representation (Theorem [[L14]). Finally, in Section 8, we show the stability
of the projector (Corollary and Theorem [[.23]).

In appendices we prove several assertions, stated in the main part of the paper
without proofs. Namely, in Appendix A we provide details on various properties of
the Moy—Prasad filtrations, well-known to specialists, formulated in Section 3. In
Appendix B we study congruence subsets, used in Section 8.

Finally, in Appendix C we review the theory of the quasi-logarithms introduced
in [KV1, [KV2] and deduce the existence of r-logarithms. This is used in the proof
of Theorem [[.23] and has other applications as well.

1.26. General case versus split case. The constructions of Bruhat-Tits build-
ings and Moy—-Prasad filtrations are much more transparent when G is split. On the
other hand, once Bruhat—Tits buildings and Moy—Prasad filtrations are constructed
and their properties are established, the argument in the general case is identical to
the split one.
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2. BRUHAT-TITS BUILDINGS

In this section we formulate basic properties of Bruhat-Tits buildings (see [BTI
BT?2]) and then review the construction in the case when G is split.

2.1. The Bruhat-Tits building. Let G be the adjoint group of G.

(a) For every maximal split torus S C G, we denote by Sgaa the corresponding
maximal split torus of G* and consider the R-vector space Vg.g := X, (Sge) ®z R,
where X, () denotes the group of cocharacters. We equip each Vg g with a W(G, S)-
invariant inner product, such that for every g € G the induced map Adg: Vgs —
VG gsg—1 is orthogonal.

(b) We denote by As = Ags the “canonical” affine space under Vg g (see 2.0
below in the split case and [Ti, 1.2] or [Lal 1.9], in general). We equip each Ag
with a metric induced by the inner product on Vg s, chosen in (a). Ag is called the
apartment corresponding to S.

(c) The (reduced) Bruhat—Tits building X = X (G) of G is a G-equivariant metric
space X = X(G), equipped with a decomposition X = UsAg into a union of
apartments, indexed by maximal split tori, such that each inclusion Ag — X is
distance preserving.

2.2. Remarks. (a) X(G) depends only on the adjoint group G4.

(b) If G =[], Gy, then X(G) is the product [[, X(G;). In particular, study of
X (G) often reduces to the case when G is simple and adjoint.

(c) If G is simple, then a metric on X'(QG) is uniquely defined up to a multiplication
by a scalar.

2.3. Affine root subgroups. Let S C G be a maximal split torus.

(a) For every root a € ®(G,S), we denote by u, C g the corresponding root
subspace. We also denote by U, C G the corresponding root subgroup (see [Bo2,
21.9]), and set U, := U,(F). By definition, U, is a connected unipotent group,
whose Lie algebra is u, @ ug,. There exists a canonical isomorphism U, /Us, 5 U,
hence a canonical surjection ¢, : U, — U,.

Note that if G is split, then both u,, and Us, are trivial, thus ¢, is an isomorphism.

(b) Let A := Ag be the apartment, corresponding to S. We denote by ¥(.A) the
set of affine roots (see [Ti, 1.6]). Each ¢ € ¥U(A) is an affine function of A, whose
vector part o = ay, € (Vigg)* belongs to ®(A) := &(G, S).

(c) We denote by U, C U, the affine root subgroup corresponding to ¢ (see [T1,
1.4]), and we set uy, := 14 (Uy) C ug. Then uy C u, is an O-submodule (see[A9((a)).

2.4. Properties of buildings. The following standard properties of the Bruhat—
Tits building X will be used later.
(a) Every two points x,y € X belong to an apartment (see [Lal Prop. 13.12]).
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(b) For every two apartments A, A" C X there exists a distance preserving iso-
morphism of affine spaces A =+ A’, which is the identity on AN A’ and induces a
bijection ¥(A") = W(A) between the sets of affine roots (see [Lal, Prop 13.6]).

(c) For every two points z,y € X there exists a unique geodesic [z,y] C X.
Moreover, [z,y] is a geodesic in A for every apartment A > z,y (by (b)).

2.5. Base change. For a finite Galois extension K/F', we denote by G the base
change of G from F' to K. Then the building X (G) is equipped with an action
of the Galois group Gal(K/F), and we have a natural G-equivariant embedding
X(G) < X(Gg)SE/F)  Moreover, the latter inclusion is an isomorphism if K/F
is unramified. We denote the image of z € X(G) in X'(Gg) simply by z.

2.6. Polysimplicial decomposition. (a) The Bruhat—Tits building X" is equipped
with a decomposition into a disjoint union of (open) polysimplices, that is, prod-
ucts of simplices (see (b) below). Moreover, each apartment A C X is a union of
polysimplices. We denote by [X] (resp. [A]) the set of polysimplices in X' (resp. A).

(b) More precisely, two points z,y € A belong to a polysimplex if and only if for
every ¢ € W(A) we have ¢(z) > 0 if and only if ¢/(y) > 0, while two points z,y € X
belong to a polysimplex if and only if they belong to a polysimplex in A for some
apartment A containing = and y (see 2.4[(a)).

(c) By property 2.4[(b), if two points z,y € X belong to a polysimplex, then they
belong to a polysimplex in A for every apartment A containing = and y.

(d) Tt follows from 2.4((a) that for every pair of polysimplices o,7 € [X] there
exists an apartment A D o, T.

2.7. Refined affine roots. Let A C X be an apartment and m € N.
(a) For every ¢p € W(A) there exists ny € Z-( such that the set of ¢/ € W(A),
whose vector part is ay, equals ¢ + %Z (see[A9(c)). In particular, we have ¢+ 7Z C

U(A) for every ¢ € U(A). Note that if G is split, then n, = 1 for all ¢ (see2:8(a)).
(b) We denote by W, (A) the set of affine functions on A of the form w“‘anW where

1 € U(A) and k € Z. In particular, ¥,,(A) D ¥(A), and for every ¢ € ¥,,(A), we
have 1) + L7 C U, (A).

(c) We denote by [&,,] (resp. [A,,]) the set of polysimplices in X' (resp. \A),
obtained by the same procedure as in 2.6(b), but replacing ¥(.A) by ¥,,(A). Alter-
natively, polysimplices in [X,,] (resp. [A,,]) are obtained by a subdivision of each
polysimplex ¢ € [X] (resp. o € [A]) into m¥™ smaller polysimplices.

For the convenience of the reader, we now recall the construction of the building
X(G) when G is split. Replacing G by G and decomposing G into a product of
simple factors, we can assume that G is simple and adjoint (see 2.2(a),(b)).
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2.8. Notation. Let S C G be a maximal split torus.

(a) Consider the vector space Vg g := X.(S) ®z R. Define the set V(G,S) of
affine roots as the set of affine functions on Vg g of the form v, := o + k where
a € (G, S) and k € Z. Note that the lattice X,.(S) acts on Vg g by translations,
and the set U(G, S) of affine roots is X, (S)-invariant.

(b) The adjoint action of S on g defines a decomposition g = uy ® (Daca(a,s)la)
into a direct sum of weight spaces, where uy = LieS. Also for every a € (G, S)
we have a canonical isomorphism ¢, : Uy — U,.

(c) Since S is a split torus, it has a natural structure & over O. By an O-structure
of (g, S), we mean an O-lattice £ C g of the form £ = Lie & for some split reductive
group scheme & over O containing &, whose generic fiber is G.

Note that O-structures of (g, S) exist. Moreover, any O-structure £ has a decom-
position £ = Lo @ (Daca(a,s)La), Where L, C u, is an O-lattice, and Ly = Lie &.

(d) To every O-structure L of (g, S) and every affine root ¢ = ¢, € Y(G, S), we
associate an O-lattice uy o := @w"L, C u, and a subgroup Uy = ;' (uy2) C U,.

(e) Let £ and L' be two O-structures of (g,S). Since G is adjoint, there exists
an element s € S(F) such that Ads(L) = L. We denote by A = Az o the image
of s in X,(S) = S(F)/S(O). Then A only depends on a pair (£,£') and can
be characterized as a unique element of X,(S) such that Uy« = Uy for all
Y € VY(G,S).

2.9. The apartment Ag (compare [T, 1.1]). (a) We denote by Ag the projective
limit lim,; Vg s, where £ runs over the set of all O-structures of (g,S), and the
transition maps are the isomorphisms Az o from [2.8(e). By construction, Ag is an
affine space under Vg g, and we are given an affine isomorphism ¢, : As = Vags
for every O-structure £. Moreover, Ag is equipped with a metric such that each
or: Ag = Va,s is distance preserving.

(b) By construction, Ag is equipped with a set of affine roots ¥(Ag) such that
U(As) = ¢(V(G,S)) for every O-structure £. Moreover, for every affine root
1 € U(Ag) with linear part a € (G, S), we are given a subgroup U, C U, such
that Uy = Uy, (w),c € Uy for every O-structure L.

(c) For every x € Ag we denote by G, C G the subgroup generated by S(O) and
the affine root subgroups Uy taken over all ¢ such that ¢(x) > 0. It is called the
parahoric subgroup, corresponding to x.

2.10. The simplicial decomposition of Ag. (a) By the same formulas as in
2.6(b), the affine roots ¥(Asg) decompose Ag into simplices, thus giving to Ag a
structure of a simplicial complex. (This is the only place, where the assumption
that G is simple is used).
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(b) Let x € Ag, and let ¢ be a unique simplex of Ag containing x. Then = can be
written uniquely as a convex linear combination x = ) . ¢;x;, where x; runs through
the set of all vertices of o (see[d.I(c)), 0 < ¢; < 1foralliand ), ¢; =1.

2.11. The Bruhat-Tits building. (a) S,S’ C G be maximal split tori, and let
x € Ag and 2’ € Ag be vertices. We say that o ~ 2/, if the corresponding parahoric
subgroups (see 2.9(c)) are equal, that is, G, = G,.

(b) Let S and S’ be as in (a), and let x € Ag and 2/ € Ag be arbitrary. We say
that  ~ 2/, if (after a permutation of vertices) the convex combinations x = ) . ¢;z;
and o’ = )", iz} from 2I0(b) satisfy x; ~ 2} and ¢} = ¢; for all i. Clearly, ~ is an
equivalence relation.

(c) The (reduced) Bruhat—Tits building of G is the quotient of the disjoint union

of apartments Lis.Ag by the equivalence relation ~ defined in (b).

3. MOY—PRASAD FILTRATIONS

In this section we review the construction and basic properties of the Moy—Prasad
filtrations (see [MPI1l [MP2]) first in the split case, and then in general.

3.1. Filtration for split tori. Let T be a split torus, t := Lie T, and r € R>,.

(a) We denote by T, C T the subgroup of all t € T such that valg(A(¢) — 1) > r
for every character A of T. Similarly, we denote by t. C t the O-module consisting
of all @ € t such that valp(dA(a)) > r for every A.

(b) Note that T has a natural structure over O, and T, = T(O) C T is the
maximal compact subgroup. Moreover, let n be the smallest integer such that
n > r. Then T, is the kernel of the reduction map T(O) — T(O/(w)"). Similarly,
to = t(O), and t, is the kernel of the reduction map t(O) — t(O/(w)").

3.2. Moy—Prasad filtrations for split groups. Assume that G is split. Fix
x € X and r > 0. Choose an apartment A C X containing z, let S C G be the
corresponding maximal split torus, and set T := Zg(S) be the centralizer.

(a) Then T = S, and the Moy-Prasad subgroup G,, C G is defined to be the
subgroup, generated by 7, and the affine root subgroups Uy, where 1 runs over all
elements of W(.A) such that ¢(z) > r. Next, we denote by g, C g the O-submodule,
spanned by t. and u, for all ¢ € U(A) with ¢(z) > r.

(b) Using property 2Z.4(b) of the Bruhat-Tits buildings, one can show that both
G, and g, , do not depend on a choice A.

(c) We set Gy p+ := Ugs, Gy, and g, 0+ 1= Ussr @z 5. Clearly, G, ,+ = G,,» and
Ozt = @o for some 7 > r. We also denote by g; , € g* the O-submodule,
consisting of all b € g* such that (b, a) € (w) for every a € g, ,+.

(d) By definition, for every x € X the subgroup G, is the parahoric subgroup
G, corresponding to x (see [Z9(c)).



ON THE DEPTH r BERNSTEIN PROJECTOR 13

Next we define Moy—Prasad filtrations in general.

3.3. The Moy—Prasad filtration for tori. Let T be a torus over F'

(a) Let Ty := Gal(F/F™). We let wyp : T(F™) — X,.(T)r,, be the homomor-
phism, constructed by Kottwitz (see [Kol Section 7]), and set T := TN Ker wr.
Note that this definition coincides with that from 3.1l when T is split.

(b) Let F'/F be the splitting field of T, and let e be the ramification degree of
F'/F. We set T/ := Tp/, t := LieT, and t := LieT’. Since T’ is split, the Moy—
Prasad subgroups (resp. sublattices) of 7" (resp t') are defined (see [3.1]), and we set
T.:=T . NTyand t, ;== Nt

3.4. Remark. Alternatively, Ty C T can be defined as a group of O-points of the
connected Néron model of T (see [HR]).

3.5. Moy—Prasad filtrations in general. Let =, r, A and S be as in 3.2l

(a) Assume that G is quasi-split. Then T = Zg(S) is a maximal torus of G,
and we define the subgroup G,, C G and the O-submodule g,, C g by the same
formulas as in the split case (seeB.2) except that T, and t, are defined in 3.3 instead
of ], and Uy and u,, are defined in 2Z3[(c) instead of 229(b). As in the split case,
both G, and g,, do not depend on a choice of A.

(b) For an arbitrary G, let F'/F be a finite unramified extension of minimal
degree such that G’ := G is quasi-split (see Lemma[A.2)). Then G, and g/, . were
defined in (a), and set G, = G, NG and g,, =g, N g.

(c) We define G+, 9o+ and g5 . as in[3.2(c). Then G,,+ C G, is a normal
subgroup.

3.6. Subgroup G° C G and parahoric subgroups. Let G* be the simply
connected covering of the derived group of G, and let ¢+ : G** — G be the natural
homomorphism.

(a) Assume that G is quasi-split, and let T = Zg(S) be as in B5(a). Then
G° := T, - 1(G*¢) C G is a normal subgroup of G, independent of S.

(b) In general, we consider the unramified extension F'/F as in BE(b). Then
(G")° C G is defined in (a), and we set G° := G N (G')°.

(c) Arguing as in [HR] one can show that G is equal to G N Kerwg C G(F™),
where wg is the Kottwitz homomorphism ([Kol Section 7]) for G.

(d) By (c) and [HR], for each € X' the parahoric subgroup G, := G, is equal
to the stabilizer Stabgo(z) of z in GY.

3.7. Remarks. (a) Let F’/F be a finite unramified extension, set I’ := Gal(F"/F)
and G’ := G». Then we have the equalities G, , = (GZ/,W)Fb and g,, = (gim)rb.
Indeed, for G, the assertion follows from B.6(d), while the remaining cases follow

from [A.§(e) and Lemma [AT0(b).
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(b) Formally speaking, our definitions of G,, and g,, differ from the original
definitions of Moy—Prasad. However, the two definitions are equivalent. Namely,
the equivalence for G, can be shown by the same arguments as in (a), while the
equivalence for g, , can be shown by the same argument as in [A.9(a).

(c) It can be shown that every g, , C g is a Lie subalgebra over O, but we are not
going to use this fact.

The following property of Moy—Prasad filtrations was used in and [L.I7

Lemma 3.8. For every o € [X,], x,y € 0 and r € %Z, we have equalities G, =
Gyr, Gopr = Gyrt, o = Byr AN Gyt = Gyrt-

Proof. Replacing F' by a finite unramified extension, if necessary, we may assume
that G is quasi-split. Choose an apartment A O o. Then we have to show that for
every ¢ € W(A), we have ¢(z) > r (resp. ¥(x) > r) if and only if ¥(y) > r (resp.
¥(y) > r). Since ¢ —r € V,,(A) (see 21(b)), this follows from the definition of the
refined decomposition (see 2.7)(c)). O

3.9. Notation. Let S C G be a maximal split torus. Then M := Zg(S) is a
minimal Levi subgroup of G. Thus M®! is anisotropic, hence the building X' (M) is
a single point {zyp}. We set m := Lie M and define M, := M,,,, and m, :=my,, .

The following basic property of Moy—Prasad filtrations follows from definitions
when G is quasi-split, and it follows from Galois descent (see [A13]) in general.

Proposition 3.10. Let S and M be as in[3.9, set A:= As, and choose x € A and
re RZO‘

(a) The subgroup G, (resp. G,.+) of G is generated by M, and the affine root
subgroups Uy, where ¢ runs over all elements of W(A) such that ¢(z) > r (resp.
(x) >r).

(b) The O-module g,, (resp. 9.,+) of g is spanned by m, and the O-submodules
uy, where ¥ runs over all elements of W(A) such that ¢(x) > r (resp. (x) > r).

Lemma 3.11. For every g € G (resp. a € g, resp. b € g*) and r € Rsy, the
subset X (g,r) (resp. X(a,r), resp. X(b,r)) of X, consisting of all x € X such that
9 € Gy (TESP. A € Gy, TeSp. b E g ) is convex (see[{.1(D)).

3.12. Proof of the Lemma. Here we only show the convexity of X(g,0) and X (b, r),
while the remaining assertions will be proven in [A. 14l

We have to show that for every z,y € X, 2z € [z,y| and r € R>, we have inclusions
G.NG, CG,andg; ,Ng, ,Cg;_, Choosean apartment A in X' containing =
and y.

ByB.6l(d), the inclusion G,NG, C G, can be rewritten as Stabgo (z)NStabgo(y) C
Stabgo(z). Thus it suffices to show that for every g € G, the set of fixed points X9



ON THE DEPTH r BERNSTEIN PROJECTOR 15

is convex. But this follows from the fact that the action of G on X is distance
preserving and that geodesics are unique.

Next, to show the inclusion g; _, Ng, . C g _,, it remains to show the inclusion
9:r+ C @z r+ + gy r+. By Proposition BI0(b), g, ,+ is spanned by m,+ and u,, where
¥ runs over all elements of U(.A) such that ¢(z) > r, and similarly for  and y. Thus
it suffices to show that for every ¢ € U(A) satisfying ¢(z) > r, we have ¢(z) > r
or ¢(y) > r. But this follows from the assumption z € [z, y]. d

The following result, whose proof will be given in [A.T5] is a (slightly corrected)
version of [Ad, Prop 1.4.1]. It implies that many questions about Moy-Prasad
filtrations can be reduced to the split case. First we introduce a notation.

3.13. “Bad” groups. We say that G is “bad”, if p = 2, and the group G’ has
a factor Rg/par SUgpq1. Here G denotes the base change of G*°, R denotes the
Weil restriction of scalars, and SUs,11 denotes the special unitary group.

Lemma 3.14. Assume that G is not “bad”. Let F”/F be a finite separable extension
of ramification degree e. Set G’ := G, and g° := Lie G". Then for every x € X
and r € R>o we have equalities Gy, = G'NG . and Oer =9 0N gfwe.

z,re

4. MAIN TECHNICAL RESULT

4.1. Notation. (a) We define a partial order on [X,,] by requiring that ¢’ < o, if
o’ is contained in the closure cl(o) of o. In this case, we say that ¢’ is a face of o.

(b) We say that ¥ C [X,,] is a subcomplez, if the union |¥| := Uyeno C X is
closed. Furthermore, we say that X is convez, if |¥| is convex, that is, for every
x,y € |X| the geodesic [z,y] in & is also contained in |X|.

(c) By a chamber (resp. vertez) of X,,,, we mean a polysimplex o € [X,,] of maximal
dimension (resp. dimension zero). We denote the set of vertices of &), by V(&)
and will not distinguish between a vertex = € V(X,,) and the corresponding point
of X. We say that x € V(&,,) is a vertex of 0 € [X,,,] if x < 0.

(d) Let A C X be an apartment, ¢y € ¥,,(A) and 0 € [A,,]. We say that
(o) > 0, if ¥(y) > 0 for every y € o. Similarly, we define (o) = 0, (o) > 0, etc.

4.2. Notation. (a) Let A C X be an apartment, and o € [A4,,] a chamber. Denote
by A4(o) the set of ¥ € U,,(A) such that ¥(o) > 0, and ¢(c’) = 0 for some face
o' < o of codimension one. We call elements of A (o) simple affine roots, relative
to o.

(b) For x € V(X,,) and s € Ry, we denote by T,  the set of all chambers
o € [X,] such that for every apartment A C X containing o and z and every
¥ € Ay(o) we have ¢(z) < s.
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4.3. Remark. By 2.4(b), a chamber o € [X,,] belongs to T, ; if ¢(z) < s for some
apartment A O o,z and every ) € A (o).

The following lemma will be proven in [5.1] below.
Lemma 4.4. For every s € Rsg and x € V(X,,), the set T, 5 is finite, and Y, o = 0.

4.5. The SLs-case. Let G = SLj, and normalize the metric on X' (see 2] and
2.2(c)) such that every chamber o € [X,,] has diameter one.

Then o € T, ; if and only if o is contained in the ball B(x,s) with center x and
radius s. In particular, in this case remark and Lemma [4.4] are immediate.

4.6. The basic subcomplex. Fix ¢’ € [A},], z € V(&,,) and s € Rx(, and choose
an apartment A C X containing o',z (see 2.6(d)). We denote by I's(o’, z) C [A},]
the subcomplex consisting of all o € [A,,] such that for every ¢ € ¥,,(A) satisfying
Y(0') <0 and ¢¥(x) < s, we have ¥(o) < 0.

4.7. Remarks. (a) By 24(b), the subcomplex I's(¢’,z) does not depend on the
choice of A. Namely, this follows from the fact that an isomorphism A4 = A’ from
2.4(b) induces a bijection ¥,,(A’") = ¥,,(A) on refined affine roots.

(b) Note that I'g(¢’, ) is the smallest convex subcomplex of [A},] containing o’
and x. This subcomplex was studied in [MS].

(c) By definition, the complex I's(0’, z) is convex, and I';(¢’,x) C T'y(0’, x).

(d) For every o € I'y(0’, z) and ¢” € I's(0, x), we have ¢” € I'y(0’, z).

4.8. The SLy-case. In the situation of 5] let ¢’ =y be a vertex, and o € [&},] a
chamber. Then o € I'g(¢’, x) if and only if o C [y, z]. More generally, o € I's(o’, x)
if and only if ¢ C [y, 2] and o € B(z, s).

The complex ['s(o’, z) is important to us because of the following fact.

Lemma 4.9. Let 0,0’ € [X,], x € V(X,,) and r,s € =Z>q such that ¢’ < o and

o € Is(o',z). Then we have the equality (SGM+ * 5Gz,(r+s)+ = 6@0%+ * 501’(”8)%

Proof. By definition, 5Gw LK 501,(r+s) . is the pushforward of 5(Gw Xy at) under
the multiplication map G x G — G. Therefore 5Gw N *501’(”8) . can be characterized
as a unique Gy ,+ X G (r4)+-invariant measure on G, supported on G+ « Gy (rys)+
with total measure one. This also holds with o replaced by o'.

Since ¢’ < o, we have G,/ ,+ C G, ,+. Therefore it suffices to check the equality

of sets Gyt - G (r+s)t = Gor ot - Gy (s40)+, OF, equivalently, the inclusion
(4.1) Go,r+ - Ggr,rJr . (GUT+ N G J(r+s)+ )

Choose an apartment A = Ag C X containing ¢ and x. It follows from the
definition of Moy—Prasad subgroups in the split case and from Proposition B.10(a)
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in general that the subgroup G, ,+ is generated by M,+ and the affine root subgroups
Uy, where 9 runs over elements of W(.A) such that ¢)(0) > r. The same also holds
for GJ/7T+ and Gx7(r+5)+.

Since Gy p+ € Gyt € Gop € Gy yy and Gy v € Gy, is @ normal subgroup, the
right-hand side of (£1]) is a group. Thus it suffices to show that for every ¢ € ¥(.A)
satisfying ¢ (o) > r, we have ¥ (0’) > r or ¥(x) > r + s.

For every ¢ € W(A) we have ¢ —r € ¥,,(A) (see Z7(b)). Replacing ¢ by ¢ —r,
it suffices to show that for every i) € U,,(.A) satisfying ¢ (o) > 0, we have ¥(x) > s
or 1(o’) > 0, which is equivalent to the assumption o € I'y(0’, x). d

The following result (and its proof) is a generalization of [MS, Lem. 2.8, 2.9],
where the case s = 0 is studied. It will be proved in Section below.

Lemma 4.10. Let x € V(&X,,), s € Ry and 0 € [X,,,].
(a) There exists a unique minimal face o' = my (o) of o such that o € I's(o’, x).
(b) There exists a unique mazimal polysimplex 0" € T's(o’, x) such that o' < o”.

4.11. Notation. For x € V(X,,) and s € Rx, we denote by my s : [Xn] = [Xn]
the map defined in Lemma [£.10(a). It is idempotent by EL7(d).

4.12. The SL,-case. Assume that we are in the situation of .5l

(a) Let 0 € [A,;] be a chamber. Using the description of .8 one sees that
y = myo(0) is the unique vertex of ¢ such that ¢ C [z,y]. Moreover, we have
mys(0) =y if d(x,y) > s, and m, s(0) = o otherwise.

(b) Let ¢/ = y be a vertex. Then ¢” is the unique chamber o C [z, y| such that
y = oifd(x,y) > s, and 0" = o otherwise.

The following lemma will be proved in Section [5.4] below.

Lemma 4.13. Let z,s,0,0" and 0" be as in Lemma[{.10, and let T € [X,,].

(a) We have o' <7 < a” if and only if m, (1) = o’.

(b) Let 3,5 € O, (see[lA(d)) be such that x € X' C ¥ and o € ¥\ Y. Then
for every T satisfying o' X 7 < ¢” we have T € ¥ Y.

(c) In the situation of (b) assume that ¥ O Y, . Then o" # o'.

Now we are ready to prove our main technical result.

Proposition 4.14. (a) Let x € V(X,,), r,s € =Z>o and let $,%' € ©,, be such
that v € ¥ C ¥ and Y, C Y, and let E* be as in[L(c). Then we have the
equality

b _ >/
B, 5Gac,(r+s)+ =B x 5Gac,(r+s)+'

(b) For every r € ~Zzy, ¥ € Oy, and 0 € X, we have EX x6q_, =d¢_, .
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Proof. (a) Setting ¥ := ¥\.X', our assertion can be rewritten as E>" *0G, o+ = 0.
Let m, s be as in A.11], and define an equivalence relation on ¥’ by requiring that
o1 ~ 09 if and only if m, s(01) = my s(02). For every o € ¥, we denote by X C 3
the equivalence class of 0. Then X" decomposes as a disjoint union of the ¥!’s.
Thus it suffices to show that Fo° 5Gz,(r+s)+ = 0 for every o € Y.

By Lemma 9] for every 7 € [X,,,] we have

5GT,T.+ * 5Gz,(r+3)+ = 5Gm%s(7)m+ * 50%(”8%.

Since every 7 € ¥ satisfies m,, 4(7) = m, (o), we have

B 06, (e = Z (=1 (06, o). * 06, e )-
rexy
Thus it remains to show that >y, (—1)4™7 = 0.
Let o’,0” € [X,,] be as in Lemma EI0 By Lemma d13(a),(b), the equivalence
class ¥ C ¥ consists of all 7 such that ¢’ < 7 < ¢”. Thus the sum ZTezg(—l)dimT
equals Y-, . (—=1)%™7, and the latter expression vanishes, because o # o' (by

Lemma £.13(c)).

(b) Choose x € V(A,,) such that + < ¢. Then G,,+ C G,,+, hence we have
5Gz Lk 500 = 5(;0 L Thus it suffices to show that E> x 501 = 501 L

Since T;(;o is empty (by Lemma [£.4]), the subcomplex = {z}’satisﬁes the
assumptions of (a) with s = 0. Thus, by (a), we have

b T
Elx0g, ., = Ef 0G, .+ =06,,+ *0G, . =0G, 4

and the proof is complete. O

5. COMBINATORICS OF THE BUILDING

In this section we prove Lemmas B4}, EE10 and T3l Replacing G by G*¢, we can
assume that G is adjoint.

5.1. Proof of Lemmal[{.4 Fix a chamber o € [&,,] and an apartment A containing
o and z. Decomposing G and X (QG) into a product, if necessary, we may assume
that G is simple. Then there exist positive numbers {ny}yea (o) such that the
affine function Zw ny is 1. Indeed, this is standard for m = 1, and the general
case follows from it. Since in the linear combination », Aalo)M¥(z) =1 >0 we
have n, > 0 for all ¢, there exists ¢ € A 4(o) such that ¢(z) > 0. Hence o ¢ Y, 0.
Since o was arbitrary, we conclude that T, = 0.

Note that the parahoric subgroup G, acts transitively on the set of apartments
containing x, the set Y, s is G -invariant, and the polysimplicial complex [X] is
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locally finite. Therefore we can fix an apartment A = Ag 2 x, and it suffices to
show that the intersection [A,,] N, , is finite.

For every chamber o € [A,,] N T, ,, point y € o and affine root ¢ € Ay(0), we
have ¢(z) < s and ¢(y) > 0. Hence the difference x—y € Vg g satisfies ay(x—y) < s
(see 2Z3(b)) for all ©» € Ay (o). From this we conclude that  — y lies in a bounded
set; thus the intersection [A,,] N Y, ; is finite. O

Lemma [A.10(a) will be deduced from the following more precise result.

Lemma 5.2. Fizx € V(X,), s € Rsg, 0 € [X,], and let A C X be an apartment,
containing x and o.

(a) Then there exists a chamber ¢ € [A,,] such that ¢ = & and for every ¢ €
Ay (o) with (o) =0, we have Y(x) > 0.

(b) Assume that o # x, and G is simple. Then there exists a unique minimal face
o' of o such that o € T's(0’,x). Moreover, o' is characterized by the condition that

for every v € A4(0) we have (a’) = 0 if and only if (o) =0 or ¥(x) > s.

Proof. (a) Choose a point y € o, and a chamber o € [A4,,] such that ¢ < ¢ and
cl(@) N (y,z] # 0. We claim that this chamber satisfies the required property.
Indeed, let ¢ € ¥,,(A) be such that ¢ (o) = 0 and ¥ (x) < 0. Then ¥ (y) = 0, thus
Y(y,a] < 0. Since cl(o) N (y, x| # 0, we conclude that () < 0, hence ¢ ¢ A (o).

(b) Assume that for every ¥ € A4(c) we have (o) = 0 or ¥(x) > s. Then, by
our choice of g, for every 1) € A (c) we have ¢(z) > 0; thus x < 7. Since o # «,
there exists ¢y € A4(c) such that ¢y(z) = 0 and ¢o(c) > 0. Then ¢y(x) < s,
contradicting our assumption.

By the previous paragraph, there exists a unique face o’ < o such that for every
€ Ay(0) we have 1(¢’) = 0 if and only if /(o) = 0 or ¥(z) > s. We claim that
o € I's(o',z), that is, for every £ € U,,(A) satistying £(0’) < 0 and £(o) > 0, we
have £(z) > s.

Since (o) > 0, we have &(d) > 0. Thus the affine root £ is of the form
ZweAA(g) nytp, where ny, € Zso for all ¢. Since £(0’) < 0, we get ny, = 0 when
Y(0’) > 0. Thus every ¢ € A4(¢) with ny, > 0 satisfies ¢)(0’) = 0, that is, ¢(c) =0
or ¢(x) > s. By our choice of g (see (a)), in both cases, we have ¢(x) > 0.

Since £(0) > 0, there exists therefore ¢y € Ay(0) with 1y(z) > s and ny, > 0.
Hence &(x) > ny,to(x) > ¢o(x) > s, as claimed.

It remains to show that for every ¢” < o such that o € I's(¢”, z) we have ¢’ < ¢”.
Choose 1) € A4(0) such that ¥(¢”) = 0. We want to show that ¢ (o’) = 0, that is,
Y(o) =0 or ¥(x) > s.

Equivalently, assuming that ¢ (x) < s, we want to conclude that ¥ (o) = 0, that
is, ¥(0) < 0 and ¢(o) > 0. Since o € I';(0”,z) and ¢ (c”) < 0, we have (o) < 0.
On the other hand, since ¢ € A4(c) and o < 7, we have ¢ (o) > 0. O
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5.3. Proof of Lemmal[{.10. (a) If 0 = z, then ¢’ := x satisfies the property, so we
can assume that o # z. Decomposing G as a product [ [, G;, we get a decomposition
of [X,,(G)] as the product [[,[X:(G;)]. Then o and z decompose as products
o = []o; and = = [[z;. Moreover, every face o' < o decomposes as ¢’ = [], o7,
and we have o € I'y(0’, z) if and only if 0; € I's(0}, x;) for all . Thus we can assume
that G is simple, in which case the assertion follows from Lemma [52{(b).

(b) Consider two maximal poly&mphees ol,0) € T's(o',x) C [A,] such that
o' < og,0l. First we claim that o] and o7 are faces of the same chamber. For this
we have to show that there is no ¢ € \Ifm(A) such that (o ) > 0 and ¥(o ) < 0.

Indeed, assume that there exists 1) € W,,,(A) such that w( 1) > 0 and @D( 7) < 0.
Since ¢’ < ¢4 and o} € I'y(¢’, x), this implies that 1(c’) < 0, thus ¢(z) > s > 0.
Similarly, repeating the above argument interchanging oy With ol and 1 with —,
we conclude that 1/1( ) < 0, a contradiction.

Since of and 02 are faces of the same chamber, they generate a polysimplex

oy such that of, o) < aé’ Moreover since I'(0’, z) is convex, we conclude that
ay € (o', x). Smce of and o} are assumed to be maximal, we thus conclude that
ol = 0§ = Ué’ . O

5.4. Proof of Lemma[{.13 (a) Assume that m, (1) = o’. Then ¢/ < 7 and 7 €
['s(o’,x). Hence 7 < ¢” by the definition of ¢” (see Lemma LI0(b)).

Conversely, assume that ¢’ < 7 < ¢”, and we want to show that 7' := m, 4(7)
equals o’. Since 0” € I'y(¢/,x) and 7 < ¢”, we conclude that 7 € T's(0’, z), thus
7/ < ¢’. On the other hand, since 7 € I'4(7,z) and ¢’ < 7, we have o’ € ['y(7/, x).
Since 7" < ¢, we conclude that m, s(¢') < 7 < ¢’. Finally, since m, (1) = o', we
deduce that m, ((o') = o', thus 7 = o’

(b) Assume that o/ < 7 < ¢”, and we want to show that 7 € 3 and 7 ¢ ¥'. Since
¥ and ¥ are subcomplexes, it suffices to show that ¢’ ¢ X' and ¢” € 3.

Assume that ¢’ € ¥'. Since x € ¥ and ¥’ is convex, we conclude that I'g(o’, z) C
> (see E7(b)). Thus my\(0’) € Ts(o’,2) € (o', z) (see ET(c)) is contained in ¥'.
But this contradicts the assumptlons o€my (o) and o ¢ X

Next, since 0 € ¥, 0/ < ¢ and X is a subcomplex, we conclude that ¢’ € . Thus,
arguing as in the previous paragraph we conclude that I's(0’,z) C X, thus ¢” € .

(c) We have to show that there exists 7 # ¢’ such that ¢’ = m, (7). Decomposing
G into a product, if necessary, we may assume that G is simple. Since x € ¥’ and
o' ¢ %' (use (b)), we conclude that o’ # z.

Let A C X be an apartment containing ¢’ and z, and let o € [A,,] be a chamber
such that ¢’ < 7 and ¢(x) > 0 for every ¢ € A4(0) such that ¢ (0’) = 0 (see Lemma
5.2(a)). Since ¢/ = ¢ and ¢’ ¢ ¥/, we conclude that ¢ ¢ ¥'. Using the assumption
T, s C ¥, weconclude that ¢ ¢ T, ;. Thus, by Remark[L.3] there exists ¢y € A4(o)
such that ¢g(x) > s.
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By Lemmal[5.2[(b), we conclude that ¢y(c’) = 0. Hence there exists a unique 7 < &
such that ¢’ is a face of 7 of codimension one, and ¥y (7) > 0. By construction, for
every b € Ay(o) with ¢(0’) = 0 we have either /(1) = 0 or ¢ = ). Since
o(x) > s, the desired equality m, s(7) = o’ follows the characterization of m, s(7),
given in Lemma [B.2(b). O

6. FORMULA FOR THE PROJECTOR AND APPLICATIONS

In this section we prove Theorem [L.6, Proposition [[.20, and Corollaries .9, .10,
[1.12] and [1.221

6.1. Proof of Theorem[I.d. We divide the proof into six steps.
Step 1. For every h € H(G), the inductive system {E> x h}sco,, stabilizes.

m

Proof. Fix x € V(&,,) and n € N such that g * h = h. It suffices to show

that the inductive system {E)*dq_ _ }snce,, stabilizes, so the assertion follows from
Proposition [4.14(a). O

Step 2. There exists a unique element z € Z¢ such that z(h) = E> x h for every
h € H(G) and every sufficiently large 3 € ©,,, that is, 2(h) = limseeo,, (E> * h).

Proof. By Step 1, there exists a unique endomorphism z € End¢ H(G) such that
z(h) = limgee,, EZ * h for every h € H(G). We claim that z € Zg.

Since z commutes with the right convolutions, it suffices to show that z is Ad G-
invariant (use [L3|(b)). First we claim that z is Ad K-invariant for every compact
subgroup K C G*. Indeed, the ¥ € ©,,’s in the equality z(h) = limsece,, (E> * h)
can be chosen to be Ad K-invariant, thus z is Ad K-invariant.

It remains to show that the group G*! is generated by compact subgroups. Since
the corresponding simply connected group G*¢ is known to be generated by compact
subgroups, and G acts transitively on the set of chambers in [X'(G)], the assertion
follows from the fact that the stabilizer Stabgaa (o) of every chamber is compact. [

Step 3. For every V € R(G) and v € V, the inductive system {E>(v)}sco,,
stabilizes, and 2(v) = limgce,, EZ(v).

m

Proof. Choose h € H(G) such that h(v) = v. Then E*(v) =
stabilizes (by Step 1), and the limit value equals z(h)(v) = z(h(v)) = z(v) (see
T3(c)). O

Step 4. For every V € Irr(G)<,, we have z|y = Idy.

Proof. By definition, there exists z € X such that V.+ # 0. Thus, by Schur’s
lemma, it remains to show that z(v) = v for all v € V.+. Using Proposition
EI4(b), we conclude that z(dg_ ) = dg, .. Note that for each v € VGt we
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have d¢_ . (v) = v. Therefore, by [L.3(c), we conclude that z(v) = 2(dc, , (v))
(20, . ))(v) = da, ,(v) = v.
Step 5. For every V € R(G),, we have z|y = 0.

Proof. For every V € R(G)s, and x € X, we have V%.+ = 0. Thus oc, (v) =0

for all v € V. Therefore we have E*(v) = 0 for all ¥ € ©,, and v € V, hence
z(v) = 0 by Step 3. O

oo

Step 6. Since an element of Z; is determined by its action on irreducible rep-
resentations, it follows from Steps 4 and 5 that z = II, (see for a more direct
argument). O

6.2. An alternative proof. Using the arguments, described above, we can give
both an alternative proof of the decomposition R(G) = R(G)<, ® R(G)s, and a
more direct proof of the equality z = II,. We do it in two steps.

(I) The element z € Zg, constructed in Step 2 of [6.3] is idempotent.

Proof. We have to show that z o z = z. By [[L3(b), it suffices to show that for every
h € H(G) we have z(z(h)) = z(h). By the definition of z, we have to show that
2(E* % h) = E* x h for all sufficiently large ¥ € O,,. By construction, we have
2(E* x h) = 2(E¥) x h. So it suffices to show that z(E*) = E* for every ¥ € O,,,
or equivalently that z(d,,+) = d,,+ for every o € [X,,]. But this follows from the
definition of z and Proposition L.I4(b). O

(IT) For every V' € R(G), set V<, := Im(z|y) € V and V5, = Ker(z]y) C V.
Since z € Z¢ is an idempotent, we have a direct sum decomposition V = V<, @ V5,
and we also have z|y = Idy (resp. z|w = 0) for every irreducible subquotient W
of V=" (resp. V>"). Then the result of Step 5 (resp. Step 4) of implies that
Ver € R(G)<, (resp. V5, € R(G),). This implies both the desired decomposition
R(G) = R(G)<, ® R(G)~, and the desired equality z = II,..

6.3. Proof of Corollary[1.9. (a) For f € C*(G) and E € D(G), we define the
convolution E * f € C*°(G) by the rule (E * f)dg := E = (fdg) for a Haar measure
dg on G. Then E(f) = (E**(f))(1), where ¢ : G — G is the map g+ g~
By Theorem [L6, for every h € H(G) we have E,xh = limsce,, (E>*h). Therefore
for every f € C®(G) we have E, x f = limygce,, (E>* f), hence E,.(f) = limyg EZ(f).
(b) Since each E* is supported on G,+, we conclude by (a). O

6.4. Generalized functions of depth < r. (a) Since the space of generalized
functions C(G) is the linear dual of H(G), the Bernstein center Z¢ acts on C/(G)
by the formula z(x)(h) := x(z(h)) for every z € Zg, x € C(G) and h € H(G). We
say that y € C(G) is of depth < r, if II,(x) = x.
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(b) Note that for every admissible representation V€ R(G)<,, its character
xv is of depth < r. Indeed, for every h € H(G) we have xy(h) = Tr(h|y) and
I (xv)(h) = xv(I1.(h)) = Tr(IL.(h)|v). Since IL.(h)|y = IL,.|y o hly (by L3[c)) and
II, |y = Idy (because V' € R(G)<,), the equality II.(xv) = xv follows.

Thus the following result is a generalization of Corollary [LI0l

Corollary 6.5. For every invariant generalized function y € GG(G) of depth <r
and every h € H(G), we have the equality

— 1 dimo
x(h) = 21églm [;(—1) X(0c, , *hx* 5(;07#)] .

Proof. Since x is of depth < r, we have the equality x(h) = (IL.(x))(h) = x(IL.(h)).
Then by Theorem [[.6], x(h) equals

. » 1
S X(Er b = [

> (=10, L h)] :

oeY

Finally, since y is Ad G-invariant, we have
X(5GM+ * h x 5Gw+) = X(5GM+ *0G . * h) = )((500,7.+ x h),
and the assertion follows. O

6.6. Proof of Corollary[L.12 Note that Avyx(Ex*dp+) = E*Avys(dp+), since E is
Ad G-invariant, and that Y = 37 pep, (—1)T" 77 Avys (01 ) for every ¥ € ©. Thus

the right-hand side of (L)) equals limgeo(E * EZ).
Next, for every f € C>°(G) we have IL,(E)(f) = E(IL,(f)) = limgee E(XZ * f).
Thus it remains to show that for every ¥ € © we have E(E> x f) = (E * E>)(f).
Since (E x EX)(f) = E(f * 1*(EY)), where ¢ is as in 6.3, and *(E>) = EZ, we

are reduced to the equality E(E> x f) = E(f * E¥), which holds because E is
Ad G-invariant. O

6.7. Proof of Proposition[L.20 For every ¥ € ©,, we set g5, _, := Usexg, . Then
g%, € g is an open and compact subset, and g*, = Usceo,, 8% _,. Thus we have
lg- =limgee,, gz, , hence &, = limyeo,, .7-"_1(195#). It therefore suffices to show
that F~'(1g, ) =&, that is, F(E7) = 1g;

,—T

Notice that the restriction of the Fourier transform F : D(g) — C(g*) to H(g) is
the Fourier transform H(g) — C°(g*).

Since 1 is trivial on (@) but nontrivial on O, for every o € [X,,] the lattice
g, € g" is the orthogonal complement of g,,+ C g with respect to the pairing
gxg"— C*:(a,b) = ¥((b,a)). Thus, we have the equality F (g, ,) =1

*
92,77"
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hence F(£7) = 3 o5 (—1)4™715 . Therefore it suffices to show the following
result. U

dimal .

o

Lemma 6.8. For every 3 € O,,, we have the equality 15: =3 _o(-1)

Proof. Set @5, 1= ZUEZ(—I)dim"lg;ﬁ. Clearly, px(b) = 0if b € g* \ g5, _,, so it
remains to show that ¢x(b) = 1if b € g5, _,.

For every b € g*, we denote by [X;,](b) the set of o € [&),] such that b € g} _,,
and set X(b) := [X,,](b) N 2. Since g} . C g, _, for every o' < o, we conclude that
[X,](b) and hence also 3(b) is a subcomplex of [A,,].

By the definition of ¢y, the value ¢x(b) equals the Euler—Poincaré characteristic
of ¥(b). Thus it suffices to show that for every b € g; _, the complex Y (b) is convex.
The complex ¥ € ©,, is convex by assumption, hence it remains to show that the

complex [X,,,](b) is convex. Since |[X,,,](b)| is the convex set X'(b,r) from Lemma
[B.I1, we are done. O

6.9. Proof of Corollary[L.23. Since £ induces a homeomorphism G, .+ — g, .+ for
every o € [X,], it satisfies £1(0¢_ .| ) = 0 . lg .. Hence Li(EY|a ) = &g .
for every X € ©,,. We conclude by Corollary and Proposition [1.20] O

7. RELATION TO THE CHARACTER OF THE STEINBERG REPRESENTATION
In this section we prove Theorem [[.14]

7.1. Steinberg representations of finite groups (compare [Cul, 3.2,4.2]). For
an algebraic group L over a finite field F,, we set L := L(F,).

(a) Let L be a connected reductive group over a finite field F,, B C L a Borel
subgroup, and U C B the unipotent radical of B. Then the Hecke algebra H(L, B)
has a basis h,, := ‘—é‘l BwB, parameterized by elements w of the Weyl group W, of
L, where |B| denotes the cardinality of B.

(b) Let Sty be the Steinberg representation of L. Then St is an irreducible
representation, the space of invariants S’CJLB is a one-dimensional representation of
the Hecke algebra (L, B), and each h,, acts on St? as sgn(w) Id.

(c) The restriction of Sty to U = U(F,) is the regular representation. Therefore
Tr(1,StL) = |U|, and Tr(g, St) = 0 for every unipotent element 1 # g € L.

7.2. Steinberg representations of p-adic groups (see [Bol|, or [Cal, Section §]
and [BW], p. 199-205]).

(a) Let Stg be the Steinberg (or special) representation of G = G(F). Then Stg
is irreducible, the space of Iwahori invariants Sté is a one-dimensional module of
the Hecke algebra H(G,I), and for every element w of the affine Weyl group Waft
of G, the element 1,,;6; € H(G, I) acts on St{, as sgn(w) Id.
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(b) As a virtual representation, Stg equals the alternating sum of the non-
normalized induced representations Indg(lQ), where @@ = Q(F'), and Q runs over
the set of standard parabolic subgroups Q C G.

7.3. Parahoric subgroups. (a) Fix a parahoric subgroup P C G and an Iwahori
subgroup I C P. Then the quotient P/P™" is naturally isomorphic to L = L(F,)
for some connected reductive group L = Lp over F,. Under this isomorphism
I/P* C P/P™" corresponds to B = B(F,) for some Borel subgroup B =Bp C L.

(b) Note that for every representation V € R(G), the space of invariants V" is
a representation of P/P* = L.

Proposition 7.4. The L-representation Stg+ is isomorphic to the Steinberg repre-
sentation Str.

Proof. Denote the L-representation S’cg+ by St’. Then (St')? = St.,, and we have
natural embeddings W < W and H(L, B) — H(G, I) under which h,, from [[I}(a)
corresponds to 17,70; € H(G, I). Therefore, by [2(a), (St’)? is a one-dimensional
representation of the Hecke algebra H (L, B) such that h, acts on it as sgn(w)Id
for every w € Wy. Hence, by [T1I(b), St is isomorphic to a direct sum Stz @V with
VB = 0. It remains to show that St’ is generated by its B-invariants. But this
follows from Lemma below. O

Lemma 7.5. For every smooth representation V' of G, which is generated by its
I-invariants, the L-representation VE" is generated by B-invariants.

Proof. Since V' is generated by V7| it is a quotient of a direct sum of the C2°(I'\G)’s.
Thus, it is enough to prove the assertion in the case V' = C°(I\G). In this case
the space V', considered as a P-representation, decomposes as a sum V =) 9eG Vg,
where Vj := C[I\IgP]. Thus it remains to show that each V" " is generated by its

B-invariants. It suffices to show that V” " = C[B'\L], where B’ = B'(F,) for some
Borel subgroup B’ C L.

Notice that we have a natural isomorphism of P-representations V,, = C[PNI"\ P,
where I’ := g~'Ig. Therefore V."" = C[P*(P N I')\P], so it suffices to show that
J:=P*(PNI)C P isan Iwahori subgroup (compare [T.3]).

7.6. Notation. For every o € [X], choose x € 0 and define G, := G, (use Lemma
B.8).

Let o € [X] (resp. 7 € [X]) be the polysimplex such that P = G, (resp. I' = G,).
Choose an apartment A D 0,7 of X and points x € o and y € 7. Since I’ is an
Iwahori subgroup, 7 is a chamber. Hence we have ¢ (y) # 0 for every ¢ € U(A).
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Therefore every point z € (x,y], close to z, lies in some chamber o € [A] such that
o = 0. We claim that J = Gz, that is, Gz = G, 0+ (G, N G-).

By Proposition [3.10, the subgroup G5 is generated by M, and the affine root
subgroups U, for ¢ € U(A) satisfying () > 0. Since o < 7, we have ¢(c) > 0 if
and only if we have either ¢(¢) > 0 or ¢(¢) = 0 and ¥ () > 0. Thus, to show the
inclusion G C G, o+ (G,NG,), we have to check that for every ¢ € W(.A), satisfying
(o) =0 and ¥ (o) > 0, we have (1) > 0. Equivalently, we have to check that for
every ¢ € W(A), satisfying ¢(x) = 0 and ¢(z) > 0 we have 1(y) > 0, which follows
from the assumption z € (z, y.

The converse inclusion is easier. Namely, the inclusion G,0+ € Gzo+ C Gz
follows from the fact that o < o, while the inclusion G, NG, C G5 or, equivalently,
G, NG, C G, follows from Lemma [3.111 O

To prove Theorem [[LT4] we are going to use a result of Meyer—Solleveld [MS]
Prop. 4.1], which we are going to formulate now.

7.7. Theorem of Meyer—Solleveld (see [MS, Section 4]).

(a) For every o € [X], we denote by GI C G the stabilizer of o, and let sgn,, :
G! — {#£1} be the orientation character, that is, sgn,(g) = 1 if and only if g € GI
preserves an orientation of o. In particular, the restriction sgn, |, is trivial.

(b) Let n € N, let V € R(G)<, be a finitely generated admissible representation,
and let xy € 5G(G) be its character. Since GI normalizes G, ,+, it acts on the
space of invariants VCen+

(c) A result of Meyer—Solleveld [MS|, Prop 4.1] asserts that for every compact open
subgroup K C G, function f € C°(K), Haar measure dg on GG and sufficiently large
K-invariant finite subcomplex ¥ € ©, we have the equality

(1) xv(fdg) = / @ |3 s (0) Teg, V) | dg

oeX |geG)

7.8. Remark. Note that there is a lot of similarity between formula (Z.1I) of Meyer—
Solleveld and our Theorem However we don’t know whether one of these results
formally implies the other (compare also remark [[.T5]).

7.9. Proof of Theorem[1.1]] We have to show that the equality

(7.2) Eo(f) = xsie(fu')

is valid for every f € C2°(Gy+). Moreover, since Ey and xst., are Ad G-invariant
and Go+ = (AdG)(I™), it is enough to prove (T.2) for f € C(I7).
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To calculate the right-hand side of (7.2]), we apply formula (7.1]) for n =0, V =
Stg, K = IT and dg = . We set G} := Gyo+, Ly := Lg,, and let U, C L, be a
maximal unipotent subgroup.

Notice that for every ¢ € It NG

T, we have g € G,, and the image [g] € L, is
unipotent. In particular, sgn, (g) = 1. Since the space of invariants Stg; is the

Steinberg representation of L, (by Proposition [[.4]), we conclude from [TIj(c) that

for every g € It NG}, the trace Tr(g, Stgi) equals |Us |14+ (g).
Hence, by (1), the right-hand side of (Z.2) equals

(7.3) f(9) (Z(—l)dim"\UoHG; (9)> ut

gel+ ceX
for every sufficiently large IT-invariant subcomplex ¥ € ©. Using the identity
Us|1gspt!" = 654, the expression (T3) equals Jyers T(9)Ey = E§(f). This implies
that ysi. (fu!") = EY(f), hence equality ([Z.2) follows from Corollary T(a). O

8. STABILITY
In this section we prove Corollary [.16] and Theorem [1.23]

8.1. Set up. (a) We fix a non-zero translation invariant top degree differential form
wg on G and such a form wt on T for each maximal torus T C G. Then wg/wr
is a top degree translation invariant differential form on G/T, hence it defines a
G-invariant measure |wg/wr| on (G/T)(F). Also wg defines a Haar measure |wg|
on G.

(b) Let X be either G, or g, or g*, where g denotes the Lie algebra g viewed
as an algebraic variety, and similarly for g*. Then X is equipped with an adjoint
action of G. We denote by X C X the set of strongly reqular semisimple elements
of X, that is, the set of all x € X such that the stabilizer G, := Stabg(z) C G is a
maximal torus. Then X* C X is an open subvariety.

(c) We assume that X = ). Note that this is always holds, if X = G or the
characteristic of F' is not two (see B2 below and compare |GG Prop. 2.3]).

(d) We set X := X(F) and X* := X (F'). Then the subset X" C X is dense.

8.2. Remark. Let T C G be a maximal torus, set t := LieT, and let t* be the
linear dual of t. Then it is standard that G # () (resp. g # 0, resp. (g*)™ # 0) if
and only if the Weyl group W = W(G, T) acts faithfully on T (resp. t, resp. t*).
Then the assertions for T and in the characteristic zero case follow from the fact
that W(G, T) acts faithfully on X, (T).

On the other hand, in characteristic p > 0 the assertion for t (resp. t*) is equivalent
to the assertion that W acts faithfully on X,(T)/pX.(T) (resp. X*(T)/pX*(T)).
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We claim that both assertions hold if p > 2. Indeed, let w € W acts trivially on
X.(T)/pX.(T). Equip the vector space V := X,(T) ® R with a W-invariant norm
||-]|. Then the endomorphism A := wT_l € End(V) satisfies A(X.(T)) C X,(T) and
[|A(W)|| < %||v|| < ||v]| for every v € V. Since A is semisimple, we conclude that
A =0, hence w = 1. The proof of the assertion for X*(7') is identical.

8.3. Stability. Suppose that we are in the situation of 8.1l

(a) For every x € X® we have a natural map a, : G/G, — X : [g] — g(z), hence
amap (G/G,)(F) — X, whose image we call the stable orbit.

(b) Notice that each stable orbit is closed in X, hence we can define an invariant
distribution O%' € DY(X) by the formula OS(f) := f(G/Gx)(F) ai(f)lwg/wa,| for
every smooth function with compact support f € C°(X). The distribution O% is
called the stable orbital integral. It is defined uniquely up to a constant.

(¢) A function f € C°(X) is called unstable, if OS*(f) = 0 for every x € X*. An
invariant distribution F' € DY(X) is called stable, if F(f) = 0 for every unstable
f € C>(X). An invariant generalized function x € CY(X) is called stable, if
xdx € DY(X) is stable for a Haar measure dz on X.

(d) We call an Ad G-equivariant open and closed subset Y C X stable, if Y N X"
is a union of stable orbits (see (a)).

8.4. Examples. (a) If Y C X is a stable subset (see[83(d)), then the characteristic

function 1y € C%(X) is stable.

Indeed, we want to show that for every unstable function f € C>°(G) we have
Jo(f-1y)dz = 0. Since Y is stable, the function f-1y € C°(X) is unstable. Thus it
remains to check that for every unstable function f € C2°(X) we have [, o fdx = 0.
This follows from the fact X" C X is dense.

(b) The character ys, of the Steinberg representation is stable.

Indeed, by [T.2(b) it remains to show that each character Xmd§ (1) is stable. This
follows from the fact that the constant function 1 is stable (by (a)) and that the
parabolic induction preserves stability (see [KV3, Cor 6.13]).

The following lemma will be proven in Appendix [Bl (see [B:2(b)).

Lemma 8.5. For every r € R, the open Ad G-invariant subsets G,+ C G, g.+ C g
and g*,. C g are closed and stable.

8.6. Remark. The fact that G,+ C G and g,+ C g are closed was also proven by
Adler and DeBacker (see [ADB, Cor 3.4.3 and Cor 3.7.21]). Our proof is completely
different.

8.7. Proof of Corollary[116. We have to show that for every unstable f € C(G),
we have Ey(f) = 0.
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Since G+ C G is open and closed (by Lemma B.3]), f decomposes as f = '+ f”,
where /= f - lg,, and =7 lgg,, - Since [ is unstable, while Go+ C G is
stable (by Lemma [83]), we conclude that f’ is unstable.

Since Ej is supported on Gg+ (by Corollary [L9), and f” is supported on G\ Gy+,
we conclude that Fy(f”) = 0. Therefore Eo(f) = Eo(f') equals xsi, (/1) (by
Theorem [LI4). Hence Eo(f) = xsie (f'1') = 0, because s is stable (see 84(b)),
while f’ is unstable. O

Corollary 8.8. Assume that the characteristic of F' is different from two, and that
G admits an r-logarithm. Then the invariant distribution E, is stable.

Proof. By ExampleB.4(a) and Lemma [B.5], the invariant generalized function 14+ €

éG(g*) is stable. Hence, by a generalization [KP] of a theorem of Waldspurger [Wal,
the distribution &, = F~'(14+ ) is stable.

The rest of the argument is similar to[87 For every unstable function f € C°(G),
functions f' = f-1g , and Li(f') € C°(g) are unstable. On the other hand, we
have E.(f) = E,.(f'), because E, supported on G,+, and E,.(f") = &.(Li(f")) by
Corollary Hence E,.(f) = E.(Li(f")) = 0, because &, is stable. O

8.9. Remarks. (a) Formally speaking, the theorem of Waldspurger and its general-
ization in [KP] are only proved when F' is of characteristic zero. But the arguments
can be extended to local fields of positive odd characteristic.

(b) In all known cases when G admits an r-logarithm, the Lie algebra admits a
non-degenerate quadratic form. In this case, we can identify g* with g, thus the
original theorem of Waldspurger suffices.

(¢) When r € N, we can prove Corollary 8.8 without the theorem of Waldspurger.
Namely, arguing as in the second paragraph of the proof of Corollary B8 we see
that £, is stable if and only if &, is stable. Hence, by Corollary [[.T6] it suffices to
show that &, is stable if and only if & is stable.

Let i, : ¢ — g be the homothety map a — w"a. Since r € N, for every x € X, we
have the equality g, ,+ = @w"g. 0+ (see[A.9(b)). Then the pullback x} : D(g) — D(g)
satisfies 1 (05, ,) = 0y ,, for all ¥ € X, hence p;(£7) = & for all & € O,
Thus p:(&,) = & by Proposition Since .y maps stable distributions to stable
distributions, the assertion follows.

8.10. (Very) good primes. (a) Let G* be the simply connected covering of the
derived group of G. Then G* decomposes as a product G** = [[, Rg,/» H;, where
each F;/F is a finite separable extension, H; is an absolutely simple algebraic group
over Fj, and Rp,/r denotes the Weil restriction of scalars. We denote by Hj the
quasi-split inner form of H; and by F;[H}] the splitting field of H}.

(b) We say that p is good for G, if either p > 5, or
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e p = 5 and none of the H;’s is of type Fjg, or

e p = 3, each of the H;’s is of types A — D and satisfies [F;[H}] : F}] < 2.

(c) We say that p is very good for G, if p is good, and p does not divide n, if some
of the H;’s is of type A,.

The following assertion is an immediate consequence of Lemmas and [C.4l from
Appendix

Corollary 8.11. If p is very good for G, then G*¢ admits an r-logarithm for every
re RZO‘

The proof of following assertion is given in Appendix [Bl (see [B.5)).

Lemma 8.12. Let 7 : G' — G be an isogeny of degree prime to p. Then w induces
homeomorphisms G', ., = G+ and G, = Gov for all v and v € X(G') = X(G).

Corollary 8.13. In the situation of Lemmal8.13, the distribution E, on G is stable
if and only if E, on G’ is stable.

Proof. Since FE, is supported on G,+ (by Corollary [[L9(b)), to show that it is stable,
we have to check that E,.(f) = 0 for every unstable f supported on G+, and similarly
for G’. Thus, the assertion follows from Lemma and Corollary [[L9(a). O

8.14. Proof of Theorem[1.23. Consider the natural isogeny 7 : G x Z(G)? — G.
Since the degree of 7 divides |Z(G*)|, and p is very good, the degree of 7 is prime
to p. Hence, by Corollary B.I3] to show the stability of E, on G, it is enough to
show the stability of E, on G*¢. Since G* admits an r-logarithm by Corollary B.1T]
the assertion follows from Corollary B.8 O

8.15. Remark. If F' is of characteristic zero and p is good, then FE, is stable.
Indeed, arguing similarly to B4l we reduce to the assertion that FE, is stable, if
each H; if of type A and p > 2. Then, using classification and the assumption that
the characteristic of F' is zero, we reduce to the case when G is either GL,, of GU,,.
In both cases, G admits an r-logarithm, so the assertion follows from Corollary 8.8

APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF MOY-PRASAD FILTRATIONS

In this section we provide proofs of some of the results, formulated in Sections
and Bl We are going to follow a standard strategy, first to pass to an unramified
extension, thus reducing to a quasi-split case, then to pass to a Levi subgroup, thus
reducing to a rank one case, and to finish by direct calculations. Though most of the
results in this sections are well-known to specialists (see, for example, [Vi, Section
1]), we include details for completeness.
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A.1. Set-up. Let S C G be a maximal split torus, M := Zg(S) the corresponding
minimal Levi subgroup of G, set A := Ag, and let ®(A),q C ®(A) be the set of
non-divisible roots, that is, those a € ®(A) such that a/2 ¢ ®(A).

Lemma A.2. There exists a finite unramified extension F'/F such that G’ .= Gp
is quasi-split. Moreover, for every such extension, there exists a subtorus S' O S of
G defined over F' such that S’y C G’ is a mazimal split torus.

Proof. Assume first that G = GL;(D) for some finite-dimensional central division
algebra D over F. In this case, both assertions are easy. Indeed, let dimp D = d?,
and let F'/F be an unramified extension. Then Gp is quasi-split if and only if
F' splits D. Moreover, this happens if and only if F’ D F@  where F¥/F is an
unramified extension of degree d. Furthermore, there exists an embedding F(4 < D
of F-algebras, whose image corresponds to a torus S’ we are looking for.

Assume next that G = GL; (D) for some (not necessary central) finite-dimensional
division algebra D over F'. This case reduces to the first one, and is left to the reader.

Finally, the general case follows from the previous one. Indeed, G is quasi-split
if and only if Mg is quasi-split, and if and only if the simply connected covering
M, of Mps is quasi-split. Thus we may replace G by M, thus assuming that
G is semisimple, simply-connected, and anisotropic. Next, decomposing G into
simple factors, we may further assume that G is simple. Then G = SL;(D) for
some finite-dimensional division algebra over F', and SL; denotes the kernel of the
reduced norm (see [PIR, Thm 6.5. p. 285]). Since the assertion for SL; (D) follows
from the assertion for GL;(D), the proof is now complete. U

A.3. Affine roots subgroups. (a) Choose a set of positive roots ®(A)F, C
®(A) 4, and a total order on ®(A),,;U{0} such that a > 0 if and only if « € P(A) .
Set Uy := M. Then the product map Hae@(A)ndU{O} U, — G is an open embedding.

(b) For every a € ®(A), x € A and r € Rx(, we denote by 1, ., the smallest
affine root ¢ € W(A) such that ay = a and ¥(x) > r. Set Uyy, := Uy, .. C Us
and Ug ey = Uy, ., C Uq.

(c) We also set U)o = Unayr - Usapyr C U, if 200 € ®(A); U)o = Uaeyr, if
2a ¢ ®(A); and Uy, = M,.

A.4. The SLs-case. Let G = SL,, and let S C G be the group of diagonal
matrices. In this case, G and S have natural O-structures, hence we have a natural
identification A = Vgs (see Z9(a)), which identifies ®(A) with +a and ¥(A)
with +« 4 Z. Moreover, if the root subgroup U, consists of matrices g, = ((1] Cll)
with a € F, then the affine root subgroup U,,, C U, consists of g, € U, with

valp(a) > n.
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A.5. The SUjs-case (compare [T, Ex. 1.15]). (a) Let K/F be a separable totally
ramified quadratic extension, and let 7 € Gal(K/F') be a non-trivial element. Let
G = SUj; be the special unitary group over F' split over K, corresponding to the
quadratic form (Z,7) — >, zy3_;. Let S C G the maximal torus, corresponding
to diagonal matrices, and let € ®(G,S) be the non-divisible root such that U,
consists of upper triangular matrices. Then U, consists of all elements of the form

1 —a —b

gap=|0 1 a" |,a,be K such that aa”™ + b+ b" = 0, while Uy, consists of all
0 0 1

gob € Ua~

(b) Set § := max{valg(b)|b+b" +1 =0}. Then § < 0, and § = 0 if and only if
p # 2. For every g, € U,, we have valg (b) < 2valg(a) + 0, and for every a € K*
there exists g, € U, with valg(b) = 2valg(a) + 6. On the other hand, as it was
explained in [T, Ex. 1.15], for every gop € Usa, we have valg (b) € 2Z + 6 + 1.

(c) Using the identification A = Vg g corresponding to the standard O-structure
of G and S (see [2.9(a)), we identify the set of affine roots W(.A) with the set

(fa+ i(2z+5)) U (£2a + %(2Z+ d+1)),

where we divide by an extra 2, because our normalization uses valuation valp =
% valg.

(d) In the notation of (c), for ¥ := a + 1(2n + §), the subgroup Uy consists of all
Gap € U, such that valg(b) > 2n+ 6, while for ¢ := 2a+ %(2n+5+ 1) the subgroup
Uy consists of gop, € U, such that valg(b) > 2n+6 + 1.

(e) Using (d), for every z € A and r € Ry, the subgroup U, ;. , consists of ¢, €
U, such that valg(b) > 4r — 4a(x), while the subgroup Us, ., consists of gop € U,
such that valg (b) > 2r — 4a(z). In particular, we have Uz, N Uzapr = Usaz2r-

(f) We claim that an element g,; € U, belongs to Uy, if and only if we have
inequalities valy (a) > 2r — 2a(xz) — 36 and valg(b) > 2r — 4da(z).

By definition, Uy), consists of elements of the form g,y v = gap - gop such
that g € Unor and gopr € Usaqr- In particular, we have valg (b”) > 2r — 4a(z),
and valg (b') > 4r — 4a(x) (by (d)), hence 2valg(a) > valg (V') —d > 4r —da(x) — 6
(by (b)) and valg (b 4+ 0") > min{valg (0'), valg (b")} > 2r — 4a(x).

Conversely, assume that an element g, € U, satisfies valx (a) > 2r — 2a(z) — 30
and valg (b) > 2r — 4a(z). Choose g,y € U, with valg(b') = 2valg(a) + 0, and set
b" :=b—1U. Then valg (V) > 4r — 4a(z) and valg (d”) > min{valg (b), valg(b')} >
2r —4a(x). Thus gopy € Uszr and gopr € Usgzr, hence gopiyr € Uln) -

A.6. Levi subgroups. Let L O S be a Levi subgroup of G, and set Ay, := Ars.
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(a) We have a natural projection pry, : A — Ayg, of affine spaces, compatible with
the projection Vg g — Vi s of vector spaces (see [Lal, 1.10 and 1.11]).

(b) We have an inclusion ®(Ay,) C ®(A), and every affine root 1) € W(A) such
that o € ®(Ag) induces an affine function ¢, on Ay, which belongs to ¥(Ay).
Moreover, the correspondence ¢ +— 1)y, induces a bijection between the set of affine
roots ¢ € W(A) such that ay, € ®(Ayr) and the set W(Ay).

(c) By definition, for every ¢ € W(A) such that ay € ®(Ar) C $(A), the affine
root subgroup Uy, C U,,, equals Uy, .

(d) By (b) and (c), for every o € ®(Ar,) C ®(A), z € A and r € Ry, the affine
root subgroup Uy ., € Uy C G equals Uy prp (2),r € Ua C L.

(e) For every a € ®(A) C X*(S), let S, be the connected component (Ker a)®
and set L, := Zg(S,). Then L, is a Levi subgroup of G semisimple rank one,
thus LY is isomorphic either to Rp//r SLy or to Rg/p SU3 for some finite separable
extension F'/F.

A.7. Weil restriction of scalars. Let F'/F be a finite separable extension of
ramification degree e, and set G’ := Rp/;r G. Then we have natural identifications
G'(F) = G(F') and X(G') = X(G). Moreover, since valp = evalp, for every
r € X(G') =2 X(G) and r € R the isomorphism G/'(F) = G(F’) induces an
isomorphism G, = G er-

A.8. The unramified descent. (a) Let F'/F, G’ := Gp and S’ C S be as in
Lemmal[A2 Let A" C X(G') be the apartment corresponding to S%, C G’ and set
[':= Gal(F'/F). Then A’ is equipped with an action of I, and we have a natural
identification A = AT

(b) Note that for a € ®(A), the root group U, := (U,)p equals the product
[I., UL, where o runs over the union of all o/ € ®(A’) such that o/|4 = o and all
o € P(A'),q such that o’| 4 = 2a (compare [Bo2l 21.9]).

(c) Moreover, for every z € A and r € R, the affine root subgroup U, ,, C U,
equals Uy, = (U, ), where U’ . C U’ is the product

a,x,r a,x,T

!/ !
| | o x,r X | | ol x,2r )

o' €P(A"),a! | g=x o' €P(A ) pa,o! | a4=2c

taken in every order (use, for example, [Lal 10.19 and 11.5]).

(d) For every triple (o, x, ) as in (b),(c) such that 2ac € ®(A), we have the equality
Uszr N Usaer = Uzazr- Indeed, by (c), it suffices to show that U. ., . NUs, . . =
Usez.2-» Which reduces to the equality U}, , ,NUs, . = Usy o, for every o/ € ®(A')
such that 2/ € ®(A’). Enlarging F’, if necessary, we may assume that G’ splits
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over a totally ramified extension. Using [A.6l(d),(e) and [A.7] we reduce to the case
G = SUs, in which case the assertion was shown in [A.5l(e).
(e) We set Uiy, = Uppr* Usqor C Uy, if 2a € ®(A), and U[,, . = U]

a,z,r a,x,r)

otherwise. We claim that Uy ., = (Uf,),,)" - If 20 ¢ ®(A), this follows from
(c). If 2a € ®(A), we have to show that (U, , - Uéa@m)rl = (U )" (Uéax,r)r/.

a,z,r a,T,r

Since U, ., MUy, = Usgpor by (d), it suffices to show that H'(IV, U, ,.5,) = 0.
Using Shapiro’s lemma, the assertion reduces to the vanishing of H'(I'", Op), which
follows from the additive Hilbert 90 theorem.

(f) For every two triples (a, z,7) and («,y,s) as in (b),(c) such that 2a € ®(A)
we have U(a),m,r N U(a),y,s = (Ua,x,r N Ua,y,s) : (U20c,x,7’ N U2a,y,s)-

Indeed, using (c)-(e) and arguing as in (e), we reduce the assertion to the corre-
sponding equality of the U"’s. Then using [A.6l(d),(e) and we reduce to the case

G = SUs, in which case we finish by precisely the same arguments as [A5(f).

A.9. Applications. (a) Each u, C u, is an O-lattice (see 2Z3(c)). Indeed, by
[A.8(c), we reduce to the case when G is quasi-split and split over a totally ramified
extension. Then using [A.6/(d),(e) and [A.7], we reduce to the absolute rank one case,
in which case, the assertion follows from formulas of [A.4] and [A.5]

(b) For every z € A, r € R>g and n € N, we have the equality @"g,, = gz.r+n-
Again, this can be shown by the same strategy as in (a).

(c) For every ¢ € W(A) there exists a positive integer n, such that the set of
Y € U(A) with ay = oy equals 9 + %Z (see 27(a)). Again, we reduce to the
absolute rank one case as in (a) and use the explicit formulas from [A.4] and [A.5]

Lemma A.10. (a) In the situation of Proposition (310, the subalgebra g, , decom-
poses as a direct sum gy, =Wy & [ [ cq(a) Yoo

(b) Assume in addition that either v > 0 or x lies in a chamber of [X]. For every
order of ®(A)na U {0} as in[d.3(a), the product map [],cou), 010y Vie)ar — Gar
18 bijective.

A.11. Remark. Actually, the map in (b) is bijective for every order of ®(A),4U{0}.

Proof. We show only (b), while the proof of (a) is similar but much easier.

Since Uy € Uy for all a, the injectivity follows from [A3[(a). To show the
surjectivity, assume first that G is quasi-split. In this case, the argument is standard
(compare [PrR] 2.9]), and can be carried out as follows.

Let Y C G, be the image of the product map. Since Y is closed, and {G s}s>0
form a basis of open neighbourhoods, it remains to show that G,, C Y - G, for
every s > r. For this it suffices to show that Y-G, ; C Y -G, 4+ for every s > r. Since
G2, is generated by subgroups U(a) 4.6, it Temains to show that YUy zs €Y -Gy ot
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If s > 0, this follows from the inclusion (G, ,, Gy ) € Gy res (use [PrRL 2.4 and
2.7)). If s =r =0, and a = 0, this follows from the fact that M, normalizes each
U)er- Ifa # 0, then Uy 0 = Ua)e,s for some s > 0, because = belongs to a
chamber, and the assertion is immediate.

For an arbitrary G, let F'/F and G’ be as in B5(b). Note that the embed-
ding X(G) — X(G') maps chambers into chambers. Set Uy, . = M .. As
it was already shown, the assertion holds for G, and M . This implies that

the product [ ce(a),,010) Ulayer — Gy is bijective. Now the assertion follows

from equalities G,, = (G.,,)", M, = (M, )", which were our definitions, and

U ar = (Ulgy )" for all @ € ®(A),q (see BF(d)). O

Corollary A.12. Let (z,r) be as in LemmalAI0(b), y € A and s € R>g. Then
(a) For every order of ®(A),qU {0} as in[A.3(a), the product map

H (U(a),m,r N U(a),y,s) — Gw,r N Gy,s
a€P(A)naU{0}
15 bijective.
(b) The subgroup G,,NG,, is generated by Myaxir,sy and the affine root subgroups
Uy, where 1 runs over all elements of W(A) such that ¥(x) > r and ¢¥(y) > s.

Proof. (a) It follows from Lemma [A.T0] that the product map is injective and that
every g € G, NGy s uniquely decomposes as g = [, g such that g, € Ua)zr- It
remains to show that g, € Uy s for all a.

If (y, s) also satisfies the assumption of Lemmal[A.T0(b), the assertion follows from
Lemma together with the observation that the product map [[, U, — G is
injective. Thus we may assume that s = 0.

If » = 0, then, by our assumption, z lies in a chamber of [A]. Then every
Yy € [x,y), close enough to y, lies in a chamber o such that y € cl(o). Then
g € G,NG, € Gy (by Lemma B.I1]), thus ¢ € G, N Gy. Thus, by the previous
case, go € Ua)y 0 € Uwn)y,0-

Finally, if » > 0, then there exists a point 2’ € A, lying in a chamber of [A] such
that G, C Gy. Thus, g € G NGy, hence g, € Ua),y,0 by the r = 0 case.

(b) The assertion (b) follows from (a) and [A.§[f). O

A.13. Proof of Proposition[310 Lemma[A.10implies all the cases, except the case
of G, which is not Iwahori. To show the remaining case (which is not used in this
work), note that G, is generated by its Iwahori subgroups G,, where y lies in a
chamber ¢ C A such that x € cl(o). Since each G, is generated by Ty and Uy
with ¢(y) > 0 by Lemma [A.I0(b), and inequality ¢(y) > 0 implies ¥(z) > 0, the
assertion for G, follows as well. O
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A.14. Completion of the proof of Lemmal[3 11 As indicated in 312, it remains to
show that for every z,y € X and z € [z,y|, we have G,, NG, C G,, for r > 0
and g, N gy, € 9., for r > 0. Choose an apartment A of X such that z,y € A.
By Corollary [A.TI2(b), to show that G, ,NG,, C G, for r > 0 it suffices to show
that for every ¢ € W(.A) such that a(x) > r and a(y) > r we have a(z) > r. But this
follows from the assumption z € [z,y]. The proof of the inclusion g,, N gy, C 9.,
is similar, but easier. O

A.15. Proof of Lemmal[3.14. We show the assertion for G, ,, while the assertion for
0., is similar but easier. For r = 0, the assertion follows from the B.6(d).

Assume now that » > 0. Enlarging F” if necessary, we can assume that G”
is split. Next, replacing F' by a finite unramified extension and using B.7(a), we
can assume that G is quasi-split. Then, using Lemma [A.10] it remains to show the
corresponding equality for tori 7. = T°N7T",, which was our definition, and a similar
equality for each affine root subgroup U, .-

Finally, using [A.0/(d),(e) and [A.7] we reduce to the case of SLy and SUj3, which

follow from formulas in [A.4] and [A.5(f), respectively. O

A.16. Remark. The formula of [A.5(f) also implies that the conclusion of Lemma
[3.14] is false, if G is SUjs, split over a wildly ramified quadratic extension.

APPENDIX B. CONGRUENCE SUBSETS

B.1. Notation. For every r € Ry, we set G, = UzexG,, € G and g, =
Uzex 8z, € g. By construction, both G, € G and g, C g are open and AdG-
invariant. Moreover, we have G,+ = Us.,.Gs C G, and g,+ = Us~,- 05 C g,

B.2. Remark. (a) The set of r € Ry such that G+ # G, (resp. g+ # g,) is
discrete. For example, this follows from the fact that any such r is optimal in the
sense of [ADB] 2.3]. Alternatively, this can be seen as follows.

Choose any r such that G,+ # G,, and choose a chamber ¢ € [X]. Since all
chambers are G-conjugate, there exists = € cl(o) such that G,, # G, ,+. Choose
k € Z such that r € (k,k + 1]. It thus suffices to show that the set of subgroups
{Gx,s}xed(a),se(k,k-l-l} is finite.

Choose an apartment A C X containing o, and fix x € cl(o) and s € (k, k + 1].
Then the set {1y € V(A)|y(xr) > s} contains the set {¢p € V(A)|¢(o) > k + 1}
and is contained in the set {¢p € W(A) |4 (o) > k}. This implies the assertion.

(b) It can be shown that every r from (a) is rational. But even without this fact it
follows from (a) that for every r € Rx, there exist r’',r” € Qx¢ such that G, = G,/
and G,+ = G,», and similarly for g. Thus Lemma follows from the following
assertion.
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Lemma B.3. For every r € Ry, the subsets G, C G, g, C g and g*, C g* are
open, closed and stable.

B.4. Remark. Under some mild restriction on the residual characteristic of F' one
can show a more precise result (with a simpler proof) asserting that G, (resp. g,
resp. g*,) is equal to the full preimage of a certain open and compact subset of the
corresponding Chevalley space.

Proof. First we show that Gy C G is closed. By B.6, the subgroup G° C G is closed,
and Gy = Ugex Stabgo G(z). Then, by the Bruhat-Tits fixed point theorem, Gy
coincides with the set of all compact elements of G°. But the set of all compact
elements of G is closed. Indeed, choose a faithful representation p : G — GL,,, and
notice that ¢ € G is compact if and only if det p(g) € O* and the characteristic
polynomial of p(g) has coefficients in O.

Next we show that G, C G is closed for » > 0. Since Gg = UgexG, € G
is closed, and each G, is open and compact, it remains to show that for every
x € X, the intersection G, N G, is compact. By B.2(b), we may assume that
r € Q, hence r € %Zzo for some m € N. As in [6.7 for every ¥ € O,,, we
set Gy, = UyenGo,. Then each G N Gy, is compact, and it suffice to show that
G,NG, = G,NGy, for every ¥ O T, .. Equivalently, it suffices to show the equality
of functions 1g, - lg,,, = lg, - la,,, for every ¥, ¥ € ©,, such that T,, C ¥ C %.

As in Lemma B8, we deduce from Lemma BI1] that for every ¥ € ©,, we have
Loy, = > pesn(—1)™1¢, . Thus we have to show that for every ¥’ C ¥ as above,
we have Y s o (=1)%™m7(1¢, - 1g,,) = 0. Arguing as in Proposition E14(a), it
remains to show that for every o,0’ € [A},] with ¢/ < ¢ and ¢ € I',(¢',2) we
have the equality 1g, - 1g,, = lg, - 1g,, . Equivalently, we have to show that
GeNGyyp = Gy Gy, that is, G N Gy C Gy

Choose an apartment A C X, containing o,x. By Corollary [A.12(b), the in-
tersection Gy N Gy, is generated by M, and the affine root subgroups Uy, where
¥ € U(A) satisfies ¢(x) > 0 and ¥(0’) > r. Thus we have to show that for every
¥ € W(A) such that ¢(z) > 0 and ¥(0¢') > r we have ¢(c) > r. Replacing ¢ with
r — 1 it suffices to show that for every ¢ € U,,(A) with ¢(x) < r and (o) < 0,
we have 1(c) < 0. But this is precisely the assumption o € I, (¢, z).

This shows that every G, is closed. To show that G, is stable, we need to show
that for every G(F)-conjugate g,g' € G* such that g € G,., we have ¢’ € G,. In
other words, we have to show that the subset X'(¢’,r) C X consisting of all x € X
such that ¢’ € G, is non-empty.

Since g and ¢ are G(F)-conjugate, and F™ is of cohomological dimension one,
we conclude that g, ¢’ are G(F™)-conjugate, thus G (F”)-conjugate for some finite
unramified extension F’/F. Set G’ := G, X" := X(G’) and I’ := Gal(F’/F).
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Then g € G, C G°, hence ¢’ € G N G?, because G is Ad G’-invariant. Thus the
subset X°(¢’,7) € X” is non-empty. On the other hand, X°(¢,r) is I’-invariant,
because ¢’ € G, and convex, by Lemma 311l Thus, by the Bruhat—Tits fixed point
theorem, the set of fixed points X°(g’,r)" " s non-empty. Since X’ (g’ ,7")1“b equals
X°(g',r)NX = X(¢',r) (by 25 and B7(a)), we are done.

The proof for g, is similar. Namely, for every x € X, we have g = U, w "g,.
Thus to show that g, C g is closed, it remains to show that every g, N w™"g, is
compact. Since @w"g, = g1 (see[A9(b)), it remains to show that the intersection
Or+n N g, 1s compact. This can be shown as in the group case.

Finally, the prove the result for g*, we can either mimic the proof for g,, using
the decomposition for g} ., obtained from Lemma [A.T0(a) by duality, or to deduce
it from a Lie algebra version of Proposition [£.14[(a) by the Fourier transform. [

~

B.5. Proof of Lemma[8.12. It suffices to show that 7 induces bijections 7, : G;ﬁ —
Gopr and 7y 1 G, L NG 5 Gt NGy for z,y € X(G) = X(G). Indeed, the

surjectivity of G, = G,+ follows from the surjectivity of the 7,’s, while injectivity
follows from the surjectivity of the 7, ,’s and the injectivity of the m,’s.

Replacing F' by F’ as in [A.8 we may assume that G and G’ are quasi-split
over F. Choose an apartment A 5 x,y, corresponding to a maximal split torus
S C G, and set T := Zg(S), and T" := 7~ }(T) € G’. Then T C G is a maximal
torus, and we have decompositions G, ,+ = T,+ X [, Uta)zr+ (by Lemmal[AT0) and
Gopt NGyt = Tor X [, (Uia),z0+ NUa)yr+) (by Corollary [A12), and similarly for
G’

Since 7 induces isomorphisms between the U,’s, it remains to show that the
induced map 7", — T,+ is an isomorphism. If T and T’ are split, the assertion is
easy. Namely, 7 induces a morphism of F,-vector spaces 7, : 1), /1), — T,/T 1
for every n > 0. Hence each 7, is an isomorphism, because the degree of 7 is prime
to p. Therefore T', — T,+ is an isomorphism as well.

In general, let F” be the splitting field of T (and T'), and let e be the ram-
ification degree of F’/F. Set r” := er, and I" := Gal(F’/F). Then T,; =
Ker wr N T(F"){:MM where wr is the Kottwitz homomorphism T(F™) — X, (T)r,,
(see B3(a)), and similarly for T’. By the split case, 7 induces an isomorphism
T/(F b){:b) . = T(F "){:b) . of pro-p-groups. By the functoriality of the Kottwitz
homomorphism, it remains to check that every element in the kernel of the homo-
morphism X, (T')r,, — X.(T)r,, is torsion of prime to p order. Since this kernel is
killed by deg 7, the proof is complete. O
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APPENDIX C. QUASI-LOGARITHMS

C.1. Quasi-logarithms. Let G be a reductive group over a field F'.

(a) Following [KV1l 1.8], we call an Ad G-equivariant morphism of algebraic va-
rieties £ : G — g a quasi-logarithm, if £(1) = 0, and the induced map on tangent
spaces dLy : g = T1(G) — To(g) = g is the identity map.

(b) Let F”/F be a field extension. Then a quasi-logarithm £ : G — g induces a
quasi-logarithm L : G — gg. Conversely, a quasi-logarithm £° : G — gp
induces a quasi-logarithm RFb/F(£b> :Rpo)p(Gpv) = R (@) = 8 Qp F.

(c) Since £ is Ad G-equivariant, it induces a morphism [£] : cg — ¢4 of the
corresponding Chevalley spaces (compare [KV2, 5.2]).

C.2. Quasi-logarithms defined over O. Let F' be a local non-archimedean field
of residual characteristic p.

(a) Assume that G is split over F. Then the Chevalley spaces cg and cg have
natural structures over . In this case, we say that a quasi-logarithm £: G — g
is defined over O, if the corresponding map [£] is defined over O (compare [KV2,
5.2]). Note that by [KV2, Lem 5.2.1] this notion is equivalent to the corresponding
notion of [KV1, 1.8.8].

(b) For an arbitrary G, we say that £ : G — g is defined over O, if L, is defined
over Op» for some or, equivalently, every splitting field F* of G.

(c) Let F’/F be a finite Galois extension, and let £’ : G — g be a quasi-
logarithm defined over Op,. Then the quasi-logarithm Ry (£’) (see[CII(b)) is also
defined over O.

(d) In the situation of (c), assume that [F” : F] is prime to p. Then the composi-
tion
b W—lFJ Trpop
;C:G(—)R,Fb/FGFb — gQrF — g
is a quasi-logarithm defined over O.

Lemma C.3. Assume that G is semisimple and simply connected and p is very
good for G (see[810). Then G admits a quasi-logarithm defined over O.

Proof. (compare [KV1, Lem 1.8.12]). Assume that G = [[, Rp/r H; as in BI0
By [C2(c), we can replace G by H;, thus assuming that G is absolutely simple.
Using [KVI, Lem 1.8.9], we can replace G by its quasi-split inner form. Since p
is good, G splits over a tamely ramified extension. Hence, using [C.2(d), we may
extend scalars to the splitting field of G, thus assuming that G is split. In this
case, the assertion was shown in [KVI Lem 1.8.12], using the fact that G has a
faithful representation, whose Killing form is non-degenerate over J. Namely, one
uses the standard representation, if G is classical, and the adjoint representation, if
G is exceptional. O
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Lemma C.4. Let G be semisimple and simply connected, p # 2, and let L : G — g
be a quasi-logarithm defined over O. Then for every v € X and r € R>, L induces
analytic isomorphisms L, : G+ = g+ and Loy 0 Gypr = Gppt

Proof. Assume first that G is split. The assertion for r = 0 was shown in [KV1], Prop
1.8.16]. Next we show that £ induces an analytic isomorphism L, , : Gy + — o+
when 2 € X is a hyperspecial vertex and » = n € Z. In this case, G+ = Ggnt1
and g, ,+ = gzn+1, SO we have to show that £ induces an analytic isomorphism
Gant1 = Ozn+1. Lhis is easy and it was shown in the course of the proof of [KV1],
Prop 1.8.16]. We are going to deduce the general case from the particular case shown
above.

Let F’/F be a finite Galois extension of ramification degree e, and set r° := er,
[’ := Gal(F’/F) and G’ := G». Then £ induces a quasi-logarithm £° := Lz :
G* — ¢’, which is I"-equivariant and defined over Op». Moreover, since G is
semisimple and simply connected, we have G® = G (see B.6]). Since p # 2, we have

b b
Gw,r+ = (be’(Tb)+)F and Gz r+ = (gbx’(Tb)+)F (by Lemmam)'
Note that the assertion for £° and r” implies that for £ and r. Indeed, if £* in-
duces an isomorphism Ei >, then it is automatically I"-equivariant, thus induces an

isomorphism £, , := (EZ, Tb)Fb of Galois invariants. Therefore £ induces a morphism
L. : G+ — g+, which is surjective, because each L, , is surjective, and injective,
because [,ib is injective. Thus we can replace F' by F”, G by G, and r by r°.

Now the assertion is easy. Indeed, choosing F’ to be a splitting field of G, we can
assume that G is split. Since Ly is injective, it is enough to show that £ induces an
isomorphism £, ,. Observe that both G, ,+ and g,,+ do not change if we replace
pair (z,7) by a close pair (2/,7'). Thus we may assume that r € %Zzo and x is a
hyperspecial vertex of [X,,(G)] for some m.

Choose a finite extension F” of F of ramification degree m. Then r* = mr € N,
and z is a hyperspecial vertex of [X,,(G)] C [X(G”)]. Hence the assertion for £,
shown in the first paragraph of the proof, implies the assertion for £, . 7
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