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Abstract The main result of [4] is the description of an algorithm to compute the
signature of the Hermitian form on an irreducible representation of a real reductive
Lie group G, and therefore determine if it is unitary. This paper concerns an im-
portant ingredient of the algorithm. If the inner class of G is defined by an outer
automorphism d, so that G does not have discrete series representations, it is neces-
sary to compute a new class of Kazhdan—Lusztig—Vogan polynomials for G. These
were defined and studied by Lusztig and Vogan in [10]. In order to carry out the
computation, we introduce new class of twisted parameters, and study the Hecke
algebra action in the resulting basis.
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1 Introduction

One of the central problems in representation theory is understanding irreducible
unitary representations. The reason is that in many applications of linear algebra
(like those of representation theory to harmonic analysis) the notion of length of
vectors is fundamentally important. Unitary representations are exactly those pre-
serving a good notion of length.
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The paper [4] provides an algorithm for calculating the irreducible unitary rep-
resentations of a real reductive Lie group G. The starting point for this algorithm is
the Langlands classification, which provides a parameter space for the irreducible
admissible representations of G. In order to determine the unitary representations,
it is necessary to pass to a larger extended group °G containing G of index 2, and
construct a parameter space for the representations of °G'. The purpose of this paper
is to address the following problem: when a parameter for G extends to °G' in two
ways, there is no canonical way to choose one of the extensions. Consequently the
theory for G' does not carry over to °G in a simple way, and it is necessary to define
parameters for °G and study their properties in some detail.

In order to explain this we need to describe briefly (or at least more briefly than
[4]) the nature of the unitarity algorithm. In order to minimize technicalities, we will
provide in the introduction complete details only for finite-dimensional representa-
tions. For a real reductive Lie group, the theory of Harish-Chandra modules provides
a complete way to deal with the complications attached to infinite-dimensional rep-
resentations.

To study unitary representations it is natural to study the larger class of represen-
tations with invariant Hermitian forms. Here is the underlying formalism.

Definition 1.1. Suppose V' and W are complex vector spaces. A sesquilinear pair-
ing is a map

() VxW—C

that is linear in V' and conjugate-linear in W:

(avy + bvz, w) = afvi,w) + blvz,w), (v, cwr + dws) = (v, w1) + d(v, wa).
In case V' = W, the pairing is called Hermitian if in addition

(v1,v2) = (va,v1).

If {,) is a nondegenerate Hermitian pairing on a finite-dimensional vector space
V, then there is a one-to-one correspondence between linear maps A € Hom(V, V)
and sesquilinear pairings (, ) 4 on V, defined by

(v,w)a = (v, Aw).

In this correspondence, (, ) 4 is Hermitian if and only if A is self-adjoint with respect

to (, ).

Definition 1.2. Suppose (7,V) is a representation of a group G; on a finite-
dimensional complex vector space V. An invariant Hermitian form on V' is a Her-
mitian pairing

() VxV=C

with the property that

(r(g)v, 7(g)w) = (v, w) (v,w eV, geG).
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The representation 7 is Hermitian if it is endowed with a nondegenerate invariant
Hermitian form, and unitary if in addition this form is positive definite.

If G, is a connected real Lie group with Lie algebra g;, then 7 is determined by
its differential (still called 7)

m: g1 — End(V),

a Lie algebra representation. The condition for the Hermitian form to be invariant is
equivalent to

(r(X)v,w) + (v, 7(X)w) =0 (v,weV, X €gy);
that is, that the real Lie algebra g; acts by skew-Hermitian operators.

A Hermitian form on a finite-dimensional vector space V' has a signature which
for us will be a triple (p, ¢, z) € N3: here p is the dimension of a maximal positive-
definite subspace of V, ¢ is the dimension of a maximal negative-definite subspace,
and z is the dimension of the radical. Sylvester’s law of inertia says that p, ¢, and z
are well-defined, and that

p+q+z=dim(V). (1)

Proposition 1.3 (Schur’s Lemma). Suppose (7,V) € (é\l)ﬁn (notation (4)). Then
any two nonzero invariant Hermitian forms on V are nondegenerate, and differ by
a real nonzero scalar. In particular, the signature (p(7), q()) is well-defined up to
interchanging p and q.

Here is an outline of the algorithm in [4] for determining the unitary irreducible
representations of a real reductive group.

Algorithm 1. Suppose G is the group of real points of a complex connected reduc-
tive algebraic group.

1. List all the irreducible representations of (G; admitting a nonzero invariant Her-
mitian form.

2. For each such irreducible 7, choose a nonzero invariant form (, ) .

3. For each form (, ), calculate the signature (p(m), g()).

4. Check whether one of p(m) and ¢(r) is zero; in this case, 7 is an irreducible
unitary representation.

We have explained this algorithm in the case of finite-dimensional representa-
tions. For infinite-dimensional representations step 1 is the Langlands classification,
and what it means to calculate the signature of an invariant form on an infinite-
dimensional representation is discussed in [4].

Of these steps, (1) was carried out by Knapp and Zuckerman about 1976; there is
an account in [7, Chapter 16]. Their argument was a reduction of the problem to the
special case of representations with real infinitesimal character. We will not recall
the precise definition (see [4, Definition 5.5] or [14, Definition 5.4.11]). The nature
of the reduction provided at the same time a reduction of (2)—(4): the entire problem
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of understanding unitary irreducible representations was reduced to the case of real
infinitesimal character. We will therefore concentrate henceforth on this case. (If
(G, is real semisimple, then every finite-dimensional representation of GG; has real
infinitesimal character; so the reduction is invisible on the level of finite-dimensional
representations.)

Before we look at an example, one more general idea is useful. A fundamental
idea in the representation theory of a real Lie group (or Lie algebra) is to complexify
the group (or Lie algebra), and take advantage of the (simpler and stronger) struc-
tural results available for complex Lie algebras and groups. This is particularly easy
for Lie algebras: any real Lie algebra g; has a natural complexification

g =det 91 Or C = g1 D 7g1. (2a)

(The distinction between g; and g in this notation seems a little obscure and hard to
remember. In the body of the paper, G; will usually be something like G(R), and
g1 will be g(R).) The extra structure on the complex Lie algebra g that remembers
g1 is a real form: a conjugate-linear real Lie algebra automorphism of order two

o1:g—g, o1(X+iY)=X —-iY (X,Y € g1). (2b)

Any real Lie algebra representation 7 of g; on a complex vector space V' gives
rise to a complex Lie algebra representation

mc(X + 1Y) = mr(X) + imr(Y) (X,Y €g1); (2¢)

and of course 7r can be recovered from 7c by restriction. This is so elementary and
fundamental that it usually goes unsaid, and the subscripts R and C on 7 are not
used.

The reason we make this explicit now is that an invariant Hermitian form for mg
is almost never invariant for mc; if (mr(X)v, w) + (v, 7r(X)w) = 0 (z € g1), then

(re(iX)v,w) + (v, rc(IX)w) = i({(mr(X)v, w) — (v, TR(X)w))

and there is no reason for this to be 0. What is true is that the Hermitian form (-, -)
on'V is wr-invariant (see 1.2) if and only if

(mc(Z)v,w) + (v, 7c(01(Z))w) =0 (v,weV, Zeg). (2d)

That is, we require that ¢ should carry the complex conjugation on g to minus
Hermitian transpose on operators. In this case we call (-, -) a o1-invariant form for
the representation ¢ of g.

The point to remember is that the definition of invariant Hermitian form on a
complex representation of a complex Lie algebra g requires a choice of real form
on g. Changing the real form changes everything: whether an invariant form exists,
and what its signature is.
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Example 1.4. Suppose G; = SL(3,R). The finite-dimensional representations of
G are precisely those of the complex Lie algebra sl(3, C). The corresponding real
form of 5[(3, C) is

01(2) =72 (Z €51(3,C)),

complex conjugation of matrices.
Irreducible finite-dimensional representations of s[(3, C) are indexed by highest
weights

)\:(A17)\27)\3)7 )\1+A2+)\3:O7 )\p—)\qEZ, A12A22A3

For example, E (/3 _1/3,—1/3) is the defining representation on C3, and Eq,0,-1)
is the 8-dimensional adjoint representation. It turns out that the only representations
with a nonzero invariant o;-invariant Hermitian form are the “Cartan powers of the
adjoint representation”:

E(m,0,—m) = irreducible representation of dimension (m + 1)3.

(This follows from the Knapp—Zuckerman result explained in [7, Chapter 16], but
for finite-dimensional representations is probably much older.)

We would like to understand oy-invariant Hermitian forms on E(,, o, ). Ac-
cording to the program described after Proposition 1.3, we need first to choose one
of the two possible forms. For this (and for much more!) we will use the restriction
of representations of GG; to the maximal compact subgroup

K1 = SO(3).

Because each irreducible representation of a compact group has a positive-definite
invariant Hermitian form, the positive and negative parts of an invariant form for
(G, may be understood not just as vector spaces (with dimensions) but as represen-
tations of K (sums of irreducible representations with multiplicity). It turns out
that E(,, 0,—m) contains either the trivial representation Iy of K (if m is even),
or the tautological three-dimensional representation F3 (if m is odd), but not both.
This representation appears with multiplicity one, so any invariant Hermitian form
is either positive or negative definite on the subspace F or F3. We fix our choice of
o1-invariant form on E,,, o, _m) by requiring

form is positive on F} and negative on Fi.

For example, the adjoint representation F(; g _1) ~ g has a Cartan decomposition
(more precisely, the complexification of the Cartan decomposition of g;)

g=tOp=F0F;

(skew-symmetric and symmetric traceless matrices), the sum of irreducible repre-
sentations of K; of dimensions 3 and 5. We can choose for our invariant Hermitian
form the trace form
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(X,Y) = tr(XY*) (XY €5l(3,C)).

This form is easily seen to be positive definite on the space of real symmetric ma-
trices (since these have real eigenvalues), and negative definite on the real skew-
symmetric matrices (since these have purely imaginary eigenvalues). In particular,
it is negative on F3. In this way we see that the form on E(; g 1) has signature
(5, 3); even better, the signature is (F5, F3) as a representation of SO(3).

Here are a few more signatures. We are for the moment simply claiming that
these formulas are correct, not explaining where they come from. Always we write
Fyy4q for the unique irreducible representation of SO(3) of dimension 2k + 1,
endowed with a positive-definite invariant Hermitian form.

signature of F3 o _3) = ([F13 + Fo + Fr] 4+ F5, [F11 + Fo + F7] + F3);
that is,
sig(E(3,0,—3)) = ([F13 + Fo + Fr], [F11 + Fo + Fr]) +sig(E10,-1))-
Similarly we can compute

sig(E(5,07_5)) = ([Fo1 + Fi7 + Fi5 + Fis + Fi1,
[Fi9 + Fi7 + Fi5 + Fi3 + F11]) +sig(E3,0,—3))-

At this point the pattern may be evident: we get the signature for F(a,,11,0,—2m—1)

from that for E(,,—1,0,—2m+1) by adding to the positive and negative parts sums of

2m+ 1 irreducible representations of K. The two added strings are identical except

for the first terms, which differ in dimension by two. (The pattern applies even to

getting the signature of F(; o _1) from that of the (zero) representation E(_; g 1).)
In the same way, it turns out that

sig(E(0,0,0)) = (F1,0)
sig(E(2,0,—2)) = ([Fo + F5], [F7 + F5]) +sig(E0,0,0))
sig(Ea,0,—4)) = ([F17 + Fi3 + F11 + Fy),
[F15 4 F13 4 F11 + Fy]) +sig(E2,0,-2))-

The pattern is essentially the same as in the odd case: we get the signature for
E(2m42,0,—2m—2) from that for F(a,, 0, _2m) by adding to the positive and nega-
tive parts sums of 2m + 2 irreducible representations of /;. The two added strings
are identical except for the first terms, which differ in dimension by two.

As a consequence of this inductive description of the signature as a representation
of K1, or more directly, one can show that

S8 (E(m,0,—m)) = ([(m +1)° + (m + 1)]/2, [(m + 1) — (m +1)]/2).

In particular, F(;, 0, _y) is unitary if and only if m = 0: the trivial representation is
the only finite-dimensional unitary representation of SL(3,R). (The last statement
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of course has many extremely short proofs; the point of explaining this long argu-
ment is that the ideas apply to infinite-dimensional representations of general real
reductive groups.)

This is the shape of the calculation made possible by [4]: we find enormous detail
about the precise signatures of invariant Hermitian forms, and then (for the purposes
of questions about unitarity) throw almost all of this information away. Of course we
would be very happy to learn what interesting questions this discarded information
is actually addressing.

We now describe how the calculation of signatures is related to a more classical
representation-theoretic problem of Clifford theory: how to extend an irreducible
representation of a normal subgroup.

We do not wish to use all of the somewhat complicated and delicate hypotheses
under which we finally work (involving real algebraic groups and L-groups just as
a point of departure). On the other hand, we would like to use notation that is close
to being consistent with that of the body of the paper. Here is a compromise.

A key object to consider will be a group extension

1-G—=>%G = {1,0} — 1, (3a)

which we call an extended group for G. In the body of the paper, G will very often be
a complex connected reductive algebraic group. Perhaps the most familar example
of such an extension, and one that we will certainly use (often behind the scenes),
is Langlands L-group (12h); there the role of G is played by a (complex connected
reductive algebraic) dual group, and {1, §} is the Galois group of C/R.

Here is a concrete way to construct such a group extension. Begin with an auto-
morphism # € Aut(G), with the property that 62 is inner:

0 = Int(go) (9 € G). (3b)

(Only the coset goZ (@) is determined by #.) Then we can define **G by genera-
tors and relations, as the group generated by G and a single additional element hy,
satisfying

hg=go,  hoghy' =0(9) (9€G). (3¢)
(This presentation does depend on the choice of representative gy for the coset

90Z(G).) Two automorphisms 6 and 6" of G are said to be inner to each other if
0’ o 0~ is an inner automorphism. Now it is clear that

{Int(h)|g | h € *G — G} is an inner class in Aut(G). (3d)

This is how we will use extended groups: as a place to keep track of and compare
representatives of various automorphisms of G.

An extended subgroup of **G is a subgroup **(; mapping surjectively to {1,J}.
In this case we define G; = G N **G1, so that

1> G —>%G = {1,0} — 1. (3e)
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Often we will consider several such subgroups G, ®*G2, and so on.

In the body of the paper, the (complex) group G will be a very useful tool, but
we will be interested actually in representations only of a real form G(R); then this
will be a typical G. A little more precisely, if *G is a complex Lie group, then a
real form means an antiholomorphic automorphism of order two of real extended
Lie groups

o1: *G — CXG, O’l(G) = G, eXGl =def [eXG}Ul. (3f)

(“Antiholomorphic” means that if f is a local holomorphic function on **G, then
f o o1 is holomorphic as well. This implies in particular that the differential of o
(still denoted o) is a real form of g in the sense of (2b)).

Our main results are about the problems of Clifford theory (Proposition 1.5): the
relationship between representations of G and of “*G. Here is a classical statement
of Clifford theory for finite-dimensional representations; in the world of Harish-
Chandra modules, the extension to infinite-dimensional representations is easy.
Write

~

(G)fin = equiv. classes of fin.-diml. irreducible representations. “)

Proposition 1.5 (Clifford). Suppose G C “*G is an extended group (3a).
1. The quotient “G /G = {1, 8} acts on éﬁn, by

d- (W’E) = (ﬂ-h’E)v Wh(g) = W(hgh_l);

here h is any fixed element of “G — G (the non-identity coset of G in “*G). The
equivalence class of ™" is independent of the choice of h.
2. Define

€: UG — {1}, e(h):{l_1 Ezzg;

Then the group of characters {1, €} of “G /G acts on (e?é)ﬁ,, by
eIl =1 Re.
3. Because these are actions of two-element groups, we have
7 € Gy either is fixed by 8, or has a two-element orbit {r,d - 7}.
Similarly,
II e (e%)ﬁ,, either has a two-element orbit {11, € - I}, or is fixed by e.

4. The two-element orbits of 6 on éﬁn are in one-to-one correspondence (by in-
duction from G to “G) with the e-fixed elements of (*G)g,. These are the rep-
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resentations 11 of ““G whose characters vanish on “G — G their characters on
G are the sum of the two corresponding characters of G.

5. The two-element orbits of € on (e%)ﬁ,, are in one-to-one correspondence (by
restriction to G) with the §-fixed elements of éﬁn. The two extensions II and I
of such a ™ have characters on “G — G differing by sign; their characters on
G agree with that of . R

6. Suppose (m, E) is a 6-fixed element of Gj,. Then an extension of  to G may
be constructed as follows. Fix any element hg € “G — G. Let A, be a nonzero
intertwining operator from  to "

Axm(g) = n(hoghy ') Ax.

This requirement determines A, up to a multiplicative scalar. Write gy = h% S
G. After modifying A, by an appropriate scalar, we may arrange

Ai = m(g0);

with this additional condition, A, is determined up to multiplication by +1.
Each choice of A, determines an extension II of , by the requirement

I (ho) = Ay

Suppose we understand the character theory of the smaller group G. Because
of this proposition, in order to understand the character theory of G, we must
understand, for each §-fixed irreducible representation of G, the character of some
extension of it on ®*G — G. There are always exactly two such extensions, whose
characters on **G — G differ by sign; our task will be to find a way (for the particular
groups of interest) to specify one of these two extensions.

Suppose now (as we will for the body of this paper) that G is a complex con-
nected reductive algebraic group, and that

c:G—G (5a)

is a real form: an antiholomorphic automorphism of order two of real Lie groups.
The corresponding real reductive algebraic group is

G(R,0) = G(R) =¢ef G7, (5b)
areal Lie group with Lie algebra
9(R) =qer 97 (50)

Now G has one particularly interesting (conjugacy class of) real form(s), the com-
pact real form o.. It is characterized up to conjugation by G by the requirement
that

G (R, 0.) is compact. (5d)
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Elie Cartan showed that . may be chosen to commute with the real form o, and
that this requirement determines o up to conjugation by G(R, o). Because of the
commutativity, the composition

§=co0,=0.00 (5e)

is an algebraic involution of G of order two called the Cartan involution; it is deter-
mined by o up to conjugation by G(R, o). The group of fixed points

K=ag’ (59)

is a (possibly disconnected) complex reductive algebraic subgroup of G. The two
real forms o and o, of G both preserve K, and act the same way there; the corre-
sponding real form

K[R)=G[R,0)NK = G[R,0) NG(R,00) = GR,0)NK (59

is a maximal compact subgroup of G(RR, o) and a maximal compact subgroup (the
compact real form) of K.

We wish to understand o-invariant Hermitian forms on representations of G(R).
The next proposition recalls the classical solution (by Cartan and Weyl) of a related
problem, and then relates the two problems.

Proposition 1.6. Suppose we are in the setting (5).

1. Finite-dimensional algebraic representations of K may be identified with finite-
dimensional continuous representations of the compact real form K (R).

2. Finite-dimensional algebraic representations of G may be identified with finite-
dimensional continuous representations of the compact real form G(R, o..).

3. Every finite-dimensional irreducible algebraic representation (m, E) of G ad-
mits a positive-definite o .-invariant Hermitian form (-, -) ., unique up to positive
scalar multiple:

-1

(m(g)v,w)e = (v,m(0c(9)) " W)e-

4. The finite-dimensional irreducible algebraic representation (7, E) of G admits
a o-invariant Hermitian form (-, -) if and only if there is a nonzero linear oper-
ator, self-adjoint with respect to the form {, ).,

Aﬂ—l E — E, A;kr = A7r
with the property that
Arm(g) = m(0(9)Ax (9 €G).

In particular, A, commutes with the action of K. These requirements determine
A up to a real multiplicative scalar. In this case the o-invariant form is

(v,w) = (v, Azw)..
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5. In the setting of (4), A2 must commute with the action of 7, and so must be a
nonzero scalar. Because A is self-adjoint with respect to the positive Hermitian
Sorm {,)., the scalar is necessarily positive real:

AZ =r Ip, re € RTX.
6. The signature of this o-invariant form is

sig(E) = (+1 eigenspace of (r7'/?)Ay)), —1 eigenspace of (r;*/?)A,);

T T
here the positive and negative parts are representations of K.

The conditions on A, in Proposition 1.6 look like conditions in Proposition 1.5
for defining a representation of an extended group. We deduce easily

Corollary 1.7. In the setting (5), suppose also that G is part of an extended group
as in (3); and that

0=TInt(§), £€€“G -G, & =z2¢cZG).

Then a finite-dimensional irreducible algebraic representation (m, E) of G admits a
o-invariant Hermitian form if and only if ™ has an extension I to “*G. In that case
define a nonzero complex scalar z, so that

m(z) = 2:1p,

and choose a square root wy of 2. Then the o-invariant Hermitian form on E may
be taken to be
-1
(v, w) = (v, W H(§w)e.

The signature of this o-invariant form is
sig(E) = (41 eigenspace of w; ' I1(€), —1 eigenspace of w; ' I1(£)).

In particular, the difference between the dimensions of the positive and negative
parts is equal to w_ ! times the character value tr(II(£)).

There is no difficulty in finding the extended group needed in this corollary: one
can use for example

*G =G x{1,¢}, ©6)

with £ acting on G by the Cartan involution 6. In this case z = 1, so the statement of
the corollary simplifies a bit. We allow for more general extended groups because
those will turn out to be useful for the bookkeeping we want to do.

Corollary 1.7 says that understanding the existence and signatures of o-invariant
Hermitian forms on algebraic representations of G is equivalent to understanding the
algebraic representations of the disconnected (complex reductive algebraic) group
(. Here is what happens in the case of SL(3).
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Proposition 1.8. Suppose G = SL(3), with the real form G(R,c) = SL(3,R)
given by complex conjugation of matrices. Then a compact real form of SL(3) is
SU (3), with complex conjugation given by inverse Hermitian transpose:

oc(9) ="' (g€ SL(3,0C)).
Then o. and o commute, so the Cartan involution is
b(9) ='g~", K =S0(.0), K(®)=SO0(3).

Twisting by 0 carries the representation of highest weight (A1, Ay, \3) (see Example
1.4) to the one of highest weight (— A3, —Aa, —A1). In particular, the only represen-
tations fixed are the various (T, E(ym,0,—m))-

For such a representation, we can therefore find an operator

A E(m,O,—m) — E(m,O,—m)a Am7Tm(9) = 7Tm(tgil) (g € SL(3))

This requirement specifies A, up to a scalar; we can specify it precisely by requir-
ing that A, act by +1 on the unique largest SO(3) representation Fy,,11 inside
E(m,O,—m)~

With this choice, we can extend m,, to a representation Il,, of the disconnected
group “SL(3) of (6), by defining

,,(¢) = Ap,.

The semisimple conjugacy classes of SL(3) on the non-identity component of
“SL(3) are represented by

0 0z
h(z) = 0 10]¢&,;
—z71o00

here h(z) is conjugate to h(z~1). By a version of the Weyl character formula (for ex-
ample [16, Theorem 1.43]), the trace of this element in the extended representation
11, is

tr(ILm (h(2))) = (=1)" (222 = 272" 72) /(22 = 27%)

for z not a fourth root of 1. The element £ is conjugate to h(%i); so by L’Hépital’s
rule,

tr(ILn (€)) = tr(In (h(i))) = m + 1.

The difference between the positive and negative parts of the signature of the o-
invariant Hermitian form defined by I1,, is therefore m + 1, so this is the same form
described in Example 1.4.

Perhaps the most challenging part of proving this proposition is to verify that £
is conjugate to h(=4), but this can be done.
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Kazhdan-Lusztig theory for computing irreducible characters typically takes
place in a free Z[g]-module with basis indexed by the irreducible characters of
interest. This Z[g] modules carries a representation of the Hecke algebra, and the
Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials are determined by the Hecke module structure.

In something like the setting of Proposition 1.5 (where we already understand
characters on (7, and so wish to understand just characters on *G — G) this suggests
that we will be interested in a free Z[g|-module having a basis {m;} indexed by
one irreducible representation IT from each pair IT # II' = IT ® e. In this module,
we will think of

mumr = —mjyr

(corresponding to the fact that the characters of IT and IT’ sum to zero on **G — G).
All of this is explained more precisely in Section 7.

The computational problem in implementing the Kazhdan—Lusztig algorithm is
that we know precisely how to parametrize the §-fixed irreducibles 7 of the smaller
group G; but a §-fixed irreducible corresponds only to a pair {I1, [T’}, and so only
to a basis vector of the Hecke module defined up to sign. We need an equally precise
parametrization of irreducibles of ®*G; that is, of how to specify one of the two pos-
sible extensions of 7 to *G. In Proposition 1.8 this happened with the requirement
that A,,, act by +1 on Fy,, 1. This amounts to a condition involving the action of a
particular element of the larger group “*G on a highest weight vector.

Corollary 1.7 shows that (in the setting (5)) understanding o-invariant Hermitian
forms on finite-dimensional representations is closely related to understanding the
extensions to *G(R, o) of irreducible representations of G(R, o).

An important special case is when & of (6) acts by an inner involution of G. In
this case write £(g) = zgz~! for some z € G. Then the map £ — (x, €) induces an
isomorphism

FG=Gx{1,{} G X Z/2Z = G x {1,€}. )

In this, the equal rank case, there is no essential new information in the representa-
tion theory of ®*(, and it is enough to work with G itself.

With the appropriate generalizations, this can be made to work for infinite-
dimensional representations as well. This is discussed in detail in [4]. Just as in
the case of finite-dimensional representations, it is not necesary to use the extended
group in the case of an equal rank group. See [4, Section 11].

In the unequal rank case, this requires (at least implicitly) understanding the ana-
logues of highest weights—Lie algebra cohomology for maximal nilpotent subal-
gebras n—by which infinite-dimensional representations (7, E) of real reductive
groups are classified. A little more precisely, one looks at the normalizer G,, of
n in G. This group acts by a character y, on a Lie algebra cohomology space
H*(n, E), and the character x, determines the representation 7. To specify an ex-
tension (II, E) of 7 to ** (G, one needs an extension X j7 of X to the normalizer *G,,
of nin *G. To get that, we can fix any element

hn € Gy — Gy (82)



14 Jeffrey D. Adams and David A. Vogan, Jr.

Necessarily
hi = gn € Gu. (8b)

An extension I of of w to “*G is specified by specifying the single character value
X117 (hw), which may be either square root of X (gn):

extension IT of 1 <+—  square root X7 (hy) of X (gn)- (8c)

What makes matters difficult is that the cohomology classes needed for differ-
ent representations involve different maximal nilpotent subalgebras, and (as it turns
out) necessarily different elements h,,. Even worse, for a single n, there may be no
preferred choice of h,. We need to have a way to keep track of choices of these
elements hy,, and of the square roots x 7 (hn).

A natural way to reduce choices would be to try to arrange for h, to have or-
der two; in that case g, = 1, s0 X»(gn) = 1, and the choice x 7 (h,) must be
=+1. This is more or less what happened in Proposition 1.8, and we were then able
to make the “natural” choice x7(h,) = 1. But in general we cannot always ar-
range for h, to have order 2. It turns out that there is behavior like the example of
G = Z/4Z = {+£1, £i} sitting inside the quaternion group G of order 8: every
element {+7, -k} of the non-identity coset has order exactly 4. Once we are forced
to consider a case when x.(gn) = —1, it is easy to believe that there can be no
preferred choice of square root.

This gives a hint at the difficulties we face. To explain in more detail their res-
olution, we begin with the extension of the Cartan—Weyl highest weight theory to
parametrize representations. This is provided by the Langlands classification, which
is phrased in terms of the complex reductive dual group. Langlands’ results in their
original form parametrize not individual representations but “L-packets,” which are
collections of finite sets of irreducible representations for each of several different
real forms of G. To use the construction of (6) would require introducing a different
extended group for each of these different real forms. This is inconvenient at best,
and is inconsistent with the cleanest formulation of the Langlands classification.

A glimpse of this inconvenience is the description of conjugacy classes in the
extended group given in Proposition 1.8. What is good about the elements h(z)
defined there is that they normalize the standard Borel subgroup (consisting of upper
triangular matrices) in SL(3); the element & does not. It is this good property that
allows one to write a nice Weyl character formula for the elements h(z). We recall
next the notion of pinning for a reductive algebraic group, and the derived notion of
distinguished automorphism; these are required for the formulation of the Langlands
classification made in Section 3.

Definition 1.9. Suppose G is a complex connected reductive algebraic group. A
pinning of G consists of

1. a Borel subgroup B C G;
2. a maximal torus H C B; and
3. for each simple root «, a choice of basis vector X, € g4.
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The pair H C B is determined by {X,}, so we can just write (G, {X,}) for the
pinning.

An algebraic automorphism dg of G is called distinguished (with respect to this
pinning) if the differential of §y permutes the chosen simple root vectors X,. (As a
consequence, oy must preserve H and B.)

If 6y is a distinguished automorphism of order one or two, we define the distin-
guished extended group to be the algebraic group I'G generated by G' and one more
element &g, subject to the relations

& =1, §og = 00(9)é0 (9 € Q).

Recall that two automorphisms ¢ and §’ of G are said to be inner to each other if
d’ o 61 is an inner automorphism.

Proposition 1.10 ([11, Corollary 2.14]). Suppose (G,{X,}) is a complex con-
nected reductive algebraic group with a pinning. Then any automorphism § of G
is inner to a unique distinguished automorphism &q. Necessarily the order of g
divides the order of § (where we make the conventions that any nonzero natural
number divides infinity, and infinity divides itself). If in addition 0 is semisimple
(for example, if 0 has finite order), then 0 is conjugate by G to an automorphism
Ad(h)dg, for some (usually not unique) h € H.

In case Ay has order one or two, the proposition says that every automorphism 6
of G inner to 6y may be realized by the conjugation action of an element £ of the
nonidentity coset G&qy of the corresponding distinguished extended group. The dif-
ference from (6) is that, even if 62 = 1, the element 13 2 may be a nontrivial element
of Z(G). This turns out to be a small price to pay for having a single extended group
to work with (as @ varies over an inner class).

The Cartan involution # (and therefore the extended group **G) is playing a dou-
ble role in Corollary 1.7: first, specifying the real form G (RR); and second, specifying
an automorphism of G(R) by which we wish to twist representations. It will be con-
venient to separate these two roles: to study the twisting of representations of G(R)
by a second automorphism d.

Section 2 establishes the required notation for “doubly extended groups,” and
recalls also Langlands’ L-group. Section 3 recalls from [3] a formulation of the
Langlands classification well-suited to calculation. Section 4 computes the twisting
action of J on representations. The idea here (exactly as in the original work of
Knapp and Zuckerman recorded in [7]) is that this is a fairly elementary inspection
of the twisting action on parameters for representations.

Section 5 describes a way to add information to a J-fixed parameter—essentially
choices of elements h,, and x 7 (h,) discussed in (8)—to specify a representation of
the corresponding extended group °G(R). Particularly because the extended group
element h,, is not unique, the question of when two of these extended representations
are equivalent is a bit subtle; Section 6 answers this question.

In this way we are able to write explicitly a basis (not just a basis defined up
to sign) for the Hecke module considered in [10], and the Kazhdan-Lusztig poly-
nomials are determined by this Hecke module. Precise formulas for the action of
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Hecke algebra generators on the basis are written in Section 7. Each such formula
involves one to four basis vectors in the module. In [10] it was shown that these one
to four basis vectors could be chosen so that the action of the generator was given
by a specified matrix (of size one to four). A typical example (the only example in

the original paper [6]) is
0 ¢
(1 q— 1) ' ©)

The technical problem that led to this paper, mentioned at the beginning of the
introduction, is that these nice choices of basis vectors cannot be made consistently
as the Hecke algebra generator varies. The result is that if we fix a single choice of
basis for the Hecke module, then the actions of some of the Hecke algebra generators
will be given by matrices made of blocks not only like (9), but also by conjugates of
such a matrix by a diagonal matrix with entries £1. A typical example is

0 —q
(%) o

The point of the formulas in Section 7 is to say precisely where the minus signs must
go. In order to do this, one needs to say how to manipulate our extended parameters
to get the nice basis vectors discussed in [10]. There are two cases where this manip-
ulation is somewhat more complicated, and they are described in detail in Sections
8 and 9. Ultimately this gives an explicit algorithm for computing the polynomi-
als of [10], which is being implemented in the atlas of Lie groups and
Representations software [17]. The application to our computation of Hermi-
tian forms is [4, Theorem 19.4].

A guiding principle in formulating these results is the fundamental duality the-
orem originating in [6, Theorem 3.1], and extended to Harish-Chandra modules in
[15]. Section 11 describes how to prove this for the Hecke modules in the twisted
setting. The heart of the proof in every case is that a “transpose” of one Hecke alge-
bra action is equal to another Hecke algebra action; explicitly, that the transpose of
the matrix giving an action of a generator is equal to the matrix giving the action of
the same generator on a different module. That such a statement is true up to signs
was clear from [10]; with the specification of the signs in this paper we are able to
prove it completely.

2 Setting

Our first goal is to understand which representations are fixed by a given outer au-
tomorphism, and how to to write down the corresponding representations of the
extended group. We begin by setting up some notation in this section, discuss the
atlas parametrization of representations in Section 3, and the action of twisting
on these parameters in Section 4.
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We start with a connected complex reductive algebraic group G, equipped with
a pinning (Definition 1.9). Acting on this we have two commuting distinguished
involutive automorphisms:

§0Z(GaBaH)—>(GvaH)5 50:(G7B7H)_>(G7B7H)a (lla)
satisfying
§0(Xa) = Xeg(a)y 00(Xa) = Xsy(a) (o, (), do(a) € IT).  (11b)

See Definition 1.9 and [1, p. 34 or p. 51].

The automorphism &y defines the inner class of real forms under consideration;
it is the unique Cartan involution in the inner class which is distinguished, and is
the Cartan involution of the “most compact” real form in the inner class. The au-
tomorphism dy defines the twisting of representations that we will consider. Since
any automorphism is inner to a distinguished one there is no loss in assuming J is
distinguished.

We will abuse notation and use these automorphisms to define a semidirect prod-
uct of G with the Klein 4-group (Z/27)?:

4G =G % {1,&, 80, €000} (11c)

The superscript A is supposed to suggest “double.” The abuse of notation is that
from now on &, may denote an element of “G (which by definition is never the
identity) or an automorphism of G (which is the identity exactly when &, defines
the equal rank inner class).

It is helpful to use also the corresponding large ([1, p. 51]) involutive automor-
phism. As in [1] we write

e:h— H, e(X) = exp(2miX); (11d)

this is a surjective homomorphism from the Lie algebra onto H, with kernel equal
to X, (H). Also we write

p=% B pv=% >ooB (11e)
BER*(G,H) BER(G,H)
Then a(e(p¥ /2)) = —1 for every simple root «; so if we define
& = e(p”/2)& € Héo, (111)
then this element of 2 G acts on G as an involutive automorphism satisfying
Glo =&lH, &(Xo)=-Xe@),  (aell) (11g)

This element satisfies
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& = e(p”) =ar 2(p") € Z(G), (11h)

a central element of order (one or) two.
Our torus H C G has a well-defined (that is, uniquely defined up to unique
isomorphism) dual torus
VH = X*(H) ®7 C*. (12a)

The characters and cocharacters of ¥ H are naturally identified with the cocharacters
and characters of H:

X*(VH) ~ X,(H), X.(VH)~X*(H). (12b)

The isomorphisms here are canonical, and respect the pairings into Z.
The automorphisms &y and dg of H (cf. (11)) define automorphisms *&; and *d
of X*(H), and therefore

V€0 =det —wo"&o, Y80 =det "00 (12¢)
of X*(H) and of ¥ H. Here we write
wo € W(G,H) ~W (G, H) (12d)

for the unique longest element, which carries R* (G, H) to —R™ (G, H). Notice the
presence of a minus sign in the definition of ¥ &y (partly “corrected” by the factor
of wo) and its absence in the definition of VJ,. This is the way things are. One
way to understand it is that ¢ is related to the Cartan involution for GG, which is less
fundamental and natural than the Galois action for a real form. The Cartan involution
acts on the root datum (with respect to a real #-stable Cartan) by the negative of the
Galois action on the root datum; and it is this minus sign which accounts for the
minus sign in (12c).

Now we construct a dual group VG D Y H, whose root datum is dual to that of
G:

YGD>VYB=YHYN, RY(YG,"H)={BY|Be€R"(G,H)}. (12e)
We choose also a pinning: nonzero root vectors
{Xov | ¥ eIV} CVa. (12f)

Such a choice of dual group and pinning is unique up to unique isomorphism. Be-
cause the automorphisms Y&y and Vg respect the based root datum, they extend
uniquely to (distinguished) automorphisms

va: (va vGa VH) — (va vBa \/H)a vgo(XaV) = X—woéo(a)v

12
Véo: (YG,VB,YH) = (YG,YB, H), Yéo(Xav) = Xso(a)v- (12¢)
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Automatically Vdy and V&y commute. By definition the L-group of G is the semidi-
rect product

Lg=Va x{1,v¢&}. (12h)

(A little more precisely, it is this group endowed with the ¥ G-conjugacy class of
(vBa {Xav }7 VSO)')
Just as for G, it is convenient to have in hand also the large representative

\/El = €(p/2)§0, V£1<Xocv) = _Xfwogg(a)v- (121)
Again this element satisfies
V€T = e(p) =aer 2(p) € Z(¥G), (12))

a central element of order (one or) two.
We say a little more about the identification of Weyl groups in (12d). Define

So € Aut(X.(H)), sa(t)=t— (o, t)a

W(G,H) = (sq | @ € IT) C Aut(X.(H)). (12k)
Then the identification
Awt(X.(H)) D W(G,H)~W((G,YH) C Aut(X*(H))
is given by
Sa F Sav, w s fw L (12D

3 Atlas parameters

The basic reference for this section is [3].

As explained after Proposition 1.10, we are going to represent involutive auto-
morphisms of G (briefly, involutions) by the conjugation action of elements of G¢.
For this purpose we introduce the set of strong involutions:

I={¢eG& | & e Z(G)}. (13a)

If £ € Z, then
0 = int(¢), K¢ = G% = Centg(€). (13b)

is an involutive automorphism of G, in the inner class of £y; and every such invo-
lutive automorphism arises this way. We need to allow £2 € Z(G) (and not merely
&2 = 1) because not every involution in the inner class of &; arises from an element
& of order 2. (But we can easily arrange for £ to have order a power of 2.) The central
element

z2=¢%¢€ Z(Q) (13¢)
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is called the central cocharacter of the strong involution &.
A strong real form of G is a G-conjugacy class C C Z. The central cocharacter
is constant on C, so we may write it as

2(0)=¢&* € Z(@) (€€0). (13d)

The various involutions {6¢ | £ € C} form a single G-conjugacy class of involutive
automorphisms of G, so the subgroups { K¢ | { € C} are a single G-conjugacy class
as well. If G is adjoint, then these three G-conjugacy classes (strong involutions,
involutions, and fixed point subgroups) are identified by the natural maps

§— 0 = Ke.

If G is not adjoint, however, the first of these maps need not be one-to-one: choosing
a strong involution is more restrictive than choosing an involution.
Here is the reason that strong involutions and strong real forms are useful.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose £ and &' are strong involutions in the same strong real
form—that is, conjugate by G ((13)). Then there is a canonical bijection from equiv-
alence classes of irreducible (g, K¢)-modules to equivalence classes of irreducible
(g, K¢ )-modules.

Proof. Suppose g € G conjugates & to &'. Then twisting by g carries (g, K¢)-
modules to (g, K¢/)-modules. So far this would have worked using just involutive
automorphisms 6 and #’. What is special about strong involutions is that the sta-
bilizer of & in G is precisely K, (whereas the stabilizer of 6¢ can be bigger). This
means that the coset g K¢ is uniquely determined. Because twisting by K¢ acts triv-
ially on equivalence classes of (g, K¢)-modules, it follows that the bijection we have
defined is unique. O

Using these unique bijections, one can make a well-defined set of equivalence
classes of irreducible modules attached to each strong real form C. These equiva-
lence classes are what we will study.

In classical representation theory, one fixes once and for all a Cartan involution 6
of G, defining a single symmetric subgroup K = G’. The theory of (g, K )-modules
proceeds by defining and studying (for example) various maximal tori preserved by
0. A central idea in the at 1as algorithms is instead to fix the maximal torus H C
G, and to study various Cartan involutions preserving it. There are hints of this idea
in the classical theory. For example, it is common in introductory texts to describe
the principal series representations of SL(2,R), because these are closely related to
the standard (diagonal) split maximal torus. When discussing the discrete series, it
is common to consider instead the (isomorphic) real group SU(1,1), because the
discrete series are closely related to the standard (diagonal) compact maximal torus
of SU(1,1).

In order to pursue this idea, we need to single out the strong involutions preserv-
ing our fixed H. These are
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X = 1 Normge, (H) = {¢ € Normee, (H) | €% € Z(G)}

~ (14a)
X =X/H (quotient by conjugation action of H).
If z € Z(G), we write
.?\72 = {£ € Norm H 2=2
{¢ ce(H) | & =z} (14b)

X, = /fz /H (quotient by conjugation action of H)

for the subset of elements of central cocharacter 2.

Write p : X — X for the projection map.

For z € X let 6, be the restriction of 6 to H for any £ € p~!(x). The central
technical difficulty we face is that the involution 0, of H only depends on x, but the
extension ¢ to G depends on the choice of representative §.

It is easy to check that

Oy = wz&o € Aut(H) (w, € W(G, H)) (14c)
for some twisted involution w, with respect to &y:
wy&o(w,) = 1. (144d)
Conversely, if w € W is any twisted involution with respect to &g, then
O =der W € Aut(H) (14e)
is an involutive automorphism of H (or, equivalently, of X ,.(H)). We define
XV ={zeX|w,=w}, X"=plav, (146)

so that X is the disjoint union over twisted involutions w of the various X™.
The definition (14c¢) of w, can be restated as

& =5100,%0 (some s; € H). (14g)

Here o0, is the Tits group representative of w; (see (53f)). We call s; the unnor-
malized torus part of £&. We compute

52 = 510w,80510w, 80
= 510w, (51)0w, Te(w,)
5100, (Sl)O’waw;I (14h)
510w, (s1)e((p” — 0.p")/2) (by Proposition 12.1)
= (s16(=p"/2))0u, (s16(=p" /2))e(p”).

We call s = sye(—p" /2) the normalized torus part of ¢:
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& =se(p’)2)0w, & = s&w  (some s € H).
€ = s, (5)2(p").

Here we have used the definition of &, in the following proposition.

(14i)

Proposition 3.2. For every §y-twisted involution w € W (G, H) there is a basepoint
(the one with trivial normalized torus part)

Ew =aer €(p” /2)0uéo € X

of central cocharacter z(p"') (see (13c)):

This basepoint is conjugate by G to the large representative &1 of (11f).

Proof. The formula for £2 is immediate from (14h). We omit the argument that &,
is conjugate to &;. O

Fix a set S of representatives of the set of strong real forms:
Xo S8 &5 1/6. (15)
Proposition 3.3 ([3, Corollary 9.9]). There is a canonical bijection

X« [] Ke\G/B.
£'es

The bijection restricts to classes on both sides of any fixed central cocharacter (see
(13c)), in which case both sides are finite sets.

Because of this proposition, we refer to X’ as the KGB-space, and say x € X' is a
KGB-class.

The KGB classes are parametrized first by a twisted involution w € W (see
(14c)), and then (for each w) by the allowed (twisted H-conjugacy classes of) nor-
malized torus parts. Our next task is to describe those torus parts. It is convenient to
fix also a central element z € Z(G), and to restrict attention to strong involutions
of central cocharacter z. According to (14i), we are therefore seeking to solve the
equation

50y, (5) = zz(—pY) (€ = s&yw)- (16a)

Conjugation by h € H replaces the torus part s by
s(hbuw(h) ™),

so the solutions we want—elements of the KGB space X'—are cosets of the con-
nected torus

(1 — 6,,)H = identity component of H % = H; . (16b)
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In order to keep track of such elements, we would like to have nice representatives
for the cosets H/(1 — 6,,)H. Because the Lie algebra is the direct sum of the +1
and —1 eigenspaces of 0,,, we get

H =[Hg"|[Hy ™, [Hg"]n[Hg™] c [Hg"](2) (16c)

(the elements of order 2).

This says that every coset of H, 9% has a representative in H, %0 and that this
representative is unique up to multiplication by the finite 2-group [H, g “IN[H, Ou).
We call a coset representative in H, g v preferred. Our immediate goal is therefore to
write down all solutions s € ng of (16a).

As with many calculations in Lie theory, solving this equation is easier on the
Lie algebra. We will use the exponential map isomorphisms

e:h/X.(H) = H,  e:b% /X (H) - HI (16d)

of (11d). In order to do that, we first choose a logarithm g of the central cocharacter
z:
z=e(g) (9€bh=X.(H)®z0). (16e)

We say that a strong real form of central cocharacter z has infinitesimal cocharacter
g. It is convenient (and easy) to arrange also

(a,9) € Z~o (o€ RY(G, H)). (16f)

(Because z is assumed central, roots take integer values on g.)
Next, we choose a logarithm v for the normalized torus part s:

s=c(v) (vep™). (16g)
Now (16a) can be written
20 =0v+0,0)=g—p’' —L  (somel e X,(H)), (16h)
or
v=_(g-p' —0)/2. (161)

Conversely, if ¢ € X, (H) has the property that
g—p’ +Lep’, (16))

then e((g — p¥ — £)/2) is a preferred representative for a normalized torus part (of
some £ € X of central cocharacter z).
We have proven the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. Fix an infinitesimal cocharacter g and a &y-twisted involution w.
Let 0, = wo&y € Aut(H). The set ng of KGB classes of infinitesimal cocharacter
g (equivalently, of central cocharacter z = e(g)) with w, = w (c¢f. (14c)) is in
one-to-one correspondence with
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{e X.(H)/(1+0u) X (H) | (1= 0u)0 = (1-0u)(g—p")}

This set is either empty (if (1 — 60,,)(g — p¥') does not belong to (1 — 0,,) X.), or has
a simply transitive action of

X% /(1 +6,)X..

This latter group is a vector space over 7./ 27, of dimension at most the rank of X ..
The corresponding x has a preferred representative (cf. (16c)) & with unnormal-
ized torus part

s1 = e((g—0)/2),

(see (14g)) or normalized torus part

s=e((g—p" —0)/2)

(see (14i)). Here { € X, (H) is a representative of {. If we modify the element { in
its coset by adding (1+ 0,,) f (for some f € X, (H)), then s (or s1) is multiplied by
e((1404)f/2). That is, this preferred choice of torus part is unique up to the image
of 1 + 0, acting on the elements H(2) of order 2 in H. Another formulation is that
these preferred representatives £ of x are a single conjugacy class under H (2).

The KGB classes in this proposition usually represent several different strong real
forms (all of a fixed central cocharacter); that is, they are usually not conjugate by G.
The parametrization of KGB classes is so beautiful and simple precisely because of
this inclusion of several real forms. For example, if G = GL(n), & = 1l,and w = 1
(so that we are talking about compact maximal tori in equal rank real forms), then
the KGB classes amount to discrete series for strong real forms. If we choose g = pV,
then the proposition says that the KGB classes are indexed by X..(H)/2X,(H), an
n-dimensional vector space over Z/27Z. There are n + 1 different strong real forms
appearing in this list: the various U(p,n — p) with 0 < p < n. Such a strong
real form has (Z) discrete series; only when we take the union over p do we get
something as simple as 2".

We turn now to writing down Langlands parameters for representations of real
forms of G, in the form described in [1]. These are constructed in a manner roughly
parallel to the strong involutions above, but in the L-group of (12h) rather than in
the extended group for G.

Definition 3.5. A Langlands parameter for representations of real forms of G is a
pair (¢, ) such that

(a) Y€ € YGV¢o;

(b) v € Vg is semisimple; and

(©) V€% = e(v).

Two Langlands parameters are called equivalent if they are conjugate by VG. The
semisimple group element Yz = Y¢? € VG is called the central character of the
Langlands parameter, and the Lie algebra element + is called the infinitesimal char-
acter.
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Because Langlands parameters matter only up to conjugation by VG, it is conve-
nient to consider representatives aligned with our fixed VH C VB. The Langlands
parameter is said to be of type VH if

vf S NOI‘III\/GW&O (VH), and ~ € Vf).

Finally, a Langlands parameter of type VH is said to be integrally dominant if it is
dominant for the integral root system:

(v,Ya) €Z = {(y,"%a) >0 (a € RT(G,H)). 17)

Harish-Chandra’s theorem guarantees that representation-theoretic infinitesimal
characters—homomorphisms from the center of U(g) to C—are in one-to-one cor-
respondence with VG orbits of semisimple elements in Vg. The infinitesimal charac-
ter defined here of the Langlands parameter will turn out to correspond exactly to
the representation-theoretic infinitesimal characters of the corresponding represen-
tations of real forms of G. Unfortunately the central character defined here bears no
such simple relationship to the representation-theoretic central characters.

Here is the original statement of the Langlands classification (with the notion of
Langlands parameter modified in accordance with [1]).

Theorem 3.6 ([9, Proposition 4.1]). In the setting of Definition 3.5, fix a strong real
Jorm £ of G. Attached to each equivalence class of Langlands parameters (Y€, ~y) for
G there is a finite set IIv¢ (&) of equivalence classes of irreducible (g, K¢ )-modules
of infinitesimal character . These finite sets partition the full set of equivalence
classes of such representations.

Langlands called the finite sets I1vg (&) L-packets, because of their role in auto-
morphic representation theory.

Because of this theorem, we want to understand in more detail what Langlands
parameters can look like; and for a fixed Langlands parameter, we want to under-
stand the structure of the L-packet I1v .

Proposition 3.7. Any Langlands parameter is equivalent to an integrally dominant
one of type VH. If the infinitesimal character v € b is regular, then two Langlands
parameters of type VH and infinitesimal character ~ are equivalent (that is, conju-
gate by VG) if and only if they are conjugate by VH. In other words, a collection of
all equivalent Langlands parameters of type VH and infinitesimal character vy is a
single VH -conjugacy class.

This is an elementary consequence of the definition, and we omit the proof.

Here is some structure theory for Langlands parameters analogous to that given
for strong involutions in (14).

We begin with a dual torus element—not assumed central as in (13¢c)—

Vz=e(y) € VH. (18a)



26 Jeffrey D. Adams and David A. Vogan, Jr.

We always wish to assume that ~ is integrally dominant (17). Almost all of our
results will be about the case of regular infinitesimal character, so we will assume

(v,a) €Z = (y,a) >0 (a€ RY(G,H)) (18b)
or in other words
(v,aV) ¢{0,-1,-2,-3,...}  (a € R"(G,H)). (18¢c)
Define
VG(Yz) = centralizer of Vzin VG D VH. (184d)

(This closed reductive subgroup of VG may be disconnected, a point which will
require some attention; we write VG(¥z)o for its identity component.) An atlas
dual strong involution of central character ¥ z is an element

\/é- € vaan \/52 = VZ7

and an at 1as dual strong real form of central character ¥ z is a VG (V z)-conjugacy
class “C of such elements. The automorphism

\/9\/5 = 1nt(vf) (186)

of VG preserves YG(Vz), and acts on this group (not in general on all of G) as
an involutive automorphism. Iz is therefore real forms of YG(Vz) that are under
discussion.

Keeping in mind the case Vz € VH, we define the dual KGB space—now a space
of equivalence classes of Langlands parameters—by

VX = {% € Normvave, (YH) | V€% € VH}
2 (186)
VX = VX /VH;

just as in (14a), we are dividing by the conjugation action of VH. We also write

(18g)

According to Definition 3.5, a Langlands parameter of type YH and infinitesimal
character + is a pair (¥, ), with ¥ € YA,. According to Proposition 3.7, an equiv-
alence class of Langlands parameters of infinitesimal character v is a pair (y, "),
with y € VX,,.

Associated to y € VX is an involution of VH (conjugation by the element V¢ €
Normvgve, (YH)—that is, the restriction to VH of Yfve—for any representative V¢
of y). We denote this involution V0,

Vo, = Vw, €y € Aut(VH) ~ Awt(X*(H)) (“w, € W('G, VH)).
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Write
Vf = V510'wa va (18h)

(compare (14g)). The fact that (¥0,)? = 1 is equivalent to
wavﬁo(va) =1, (181)

ie., wa is a twisted involution (in W) with respect to the automorphism v &q. Just
as in (14f), we define

VX = {y € VX | Yw, = ‘w}. (18j)

Exactly as in Proposition 3.4, we can now describe the set of Langlands parame-
ters attached to a given twisted involution.

Proposition 3.8. Fix an infinitesimal character v and a V&y-twisted involution “w.
Let V0v,, = Yw o &y € Aut(H). The set X;w of dual KGB classes of infinitesimal
character ~y (equivalently, of central character ¥z = e(v)) with Yw, = “w (cf. (18h))
is in one-to-one correspondence with

(X € X7 (H)/(1+90,) X" (H) | (1 = A = (1= ) (7 — )|} -

This set is either empty (if (1 — V0w, )(y — p) does not belong to (1 — V0v,) X*), or
has a simply transitive action of

(X*) P /(14 VBuy) X*.

This latter group is a vector space over 7 /27, of dimension at most the rank of X*.
The corresponding y has a preferred representative (defined by analogy with
(16¢)) V¢ with unnormalized torus part

s =e((v = \)/2),

(see (18h)) or normalized torus part

Vs=e((y—p—AN)/2)

(defined by analogy with (14i)). Here X\ € X*(H) is a representative of \. If we
modify the element \ in its coset by adding (1 + “0v,)¢ (for some ¢ € X*(H)),
then Vs (or Vsy) is multiplied by e((1 + “0v,,)p/2). That is, this preferred choice of
torus part is unique up to the image of 1 + Vv, acting on the elements VH(2) of
order 2 in VH. Another formulation is that these preferred representatives V€ of y
are a single conjugacy class under VH (2).

The proof is identical to that of Proposition 3.4, and we omit it.
Because the set is parametrized by certain (cosets of) characters of H, it is easy
and useful to reformulate the result as follows.
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Corollary 3.9. In the setting of Proposition 3.8, the set of dual KGB classes VXWV“’
is naturally in bijection with the set of (automatically one-dimensional) irreducible
(b, H%)-modules of differential equal to ~ — p.

Proof. By definition, an (h, H%)-module is a vector space carrying an algebraic
action of the group H%, and a representation of the abelian Lie algebra b, so that
the differential of the former is the restriction to h% of the latter. In the corollary,
we want f to act by v — p, so there is nothing to say about that. The characters of
H% are the restrictions to H% of characters of H; so they are indexed by

Xe X (H)/(1—"10,)X*(H), (19)

the denominator being the characters trivial on H 9w Now it is clear that the modules
we want are indexed exactly by such cosets A, subject to the requirement

(1+"0u)A = (1+"0u)(y — p)

(that the differential of ) is the restriction of ¥ — p). This is exactly the condition on
A written in Proposition 3.8. O

Definition 3.10. A KGB class = and a dual KGB class y are said to be aligned if
0, = V0, € Aut(X*(H))
((14c¢), (18h)). Equivalently, we require the twisted involutions to satisfy
wewo = “wy,.
In this case we call the pair (z,y) an at 1las parameter for G. We write
Z={(z,y) e X x X | -0, ="0,},

for the set of all atlas parameters. If z = e(g) € Z(G) and Yz = e(y) € YH
(with g and v regular and integrally dominant), we write

ZZ,VZ = Zg;"/ = {(x7y) e Z | _fL‘Q = Z? y2 = \/Z}

for the subset of parameters of infinitesimal cocharacter g and infinitesimal char-
acter v. If w € W is a &y-twisted involution, we define Yw = wwyq (a V€-twisted
involution, and write
vV,
Zw — Xw X \Y% X ’u)7
so that Z is the disjoint union over &-twisted involutions w of the subsets Z*.

We are now in a position to sharpen the Langlands classification Theorem 3.6,
by parametrizing each L-packet.

Theorem 3.11 ([1, Theorem 1.18]). In the setting of Definition 3.5, fix a regular and
integrally dominant infinitesimal character v € V9, and a regular integral dominant



Parameters for twisted representations 29

g € b (so that e(g) € Z(Q)). Then there is a natural bijection between irreducible
admissible representations of infinitesimal character v of strong real forms of G
having infinitesimal cocharacter g; and the set of pairs (x,y) € 2,4 of atlas
parameters of infinitesimal cocharacter g and infinitesimal character . In this bi-
Jection, the strong real form may be taken to be any representative & of the first
factor x. The Langlands parameter (Definition 3.5 may be taken to be (¢, ), with
V¢ any representative of the second factor y. We write

J(x,y,7)
for the irreducible module of infinitesimal character vy attached to (x,y).

The notation requires some explanation, because we have not even said of what
group J(x,y,y) is a representation. If £ is any representative of z, then 0 = int(§)
is a well-defined involutive automorphism of G, with fixed point group K¢ as in
(13b). Then J(z,y,) is an irreducible (g, K¢)-module. A different choice &’ of
representative of x gives rise to a (necessarily different, because K¢ is different)
(9, K¢/ )-module J'(z,y,). Part of what the theorem means is that these two dif-
ferent modules are identified by the canonical bijection of Proposition 3.1.

Corollary 3.12. Suppose (“€,7) is a Langlands parameter of type VH and regular
infinitesimal character . Fix a dominant regular infinitesimal cocharacter g as in
(16f). Then the union (over strong real forms of infinitesimal cocharacter g) of the
L-packets Ilve ,(§) (Theorem 3.6) may be identified with the set X, o of Proposition
3.4. (Here w is the twisted involution dual to the one for “€.) In particular, this L-
packet is either empty (if (1 — 0,,)(g — pV) does not belong to (1 — 0.,) X ), or has
a simply transitive action of

X2 /(14 0,) X..

Notice that if we consider real forms of infinitesimal cocharacter p¥ (which includes
the quasisplit real form), then this union of L-packets is never empty. This is consis-
tent with Langlands’ result that every L-packet is nonempty for the quasisplit real
form.

This classical corollary is the most familiar way of thinking about ambiguity in
the Langlands classification: starting with a Langlands parameter, and enumerating
the various (strong) real forms where it can give a representation. We are in fact
going to be interested mostly in the dual problem: starting with a strong real form of
type H and and an infinitesimal character v, and enumerating the various Langlands
parameters giving a representation. For example, if we start with a split maximal
torus, then the Langlands parameters in question just index the characters of the
split maximal torus of differential . These admit a simply transitive action of the
group (Z/27)™ of characters of the component group of the split torus.

Corollary 3.13. Suppose £ is a strong real form of type H and dominant regular
infinitesimal cocharacter g. Fix a dominant regular infinitesimal character v € bh*.
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Then the collection of Langlands parameters (V€,~y) of type VH aligned with & (Defi-
nition 3.10) may be identified with the set VX,:“’ of Proposition 3.4. (Here “w = wwq
is the twisted involution dual to w = we.) In particular, this set of parameters is ei-
ther empty (if (1 — V0w, ) (v — p) does not belong to (1 — Vv, ) X*), or has a simply
transitive action of

(X*)vevw/(l + vevw)X*.

We are going to need a slightly more precise understanding of how the paramet-
rization of representations in Theorem 3.11 actually works. So let us fix an atlas
parameter (z,y) (Definition 3.10) of (integrally dominant regular) infinitesimal
character v € h*. Choose a strong real form representative ¢ for x, so that what
we are seeking to construct is an irreducible (g, K¢)-module J(x,y,y). The con-
struction begins with the 0¢-stable Cartan subgroup H. The Cartan involution ¢
acts on H by 6, so

HNKe=H%. (20a)

By definition of at 1as parameter, y € VXVV“’; so by Corollary 3.9, y defines
C(y,~) = irreducible (h, H N K¢)-module of differential v — p. (20b)

We want to construct a (g, K¢ )-module using the character C(y, ). This is a large
and complicated problem, solved by work of Zuckerman reported in [14], but here
is a sketch. (Shorthand for this construction is cohomological induction, and we will
use that phrase to refer to it.)

Now we extend C(y, y) to a (b, H N K¢)-module by making n act trivially, and
then form the (dual to Verma) (g, H N K¢)-module

M (y,~) = Homy (U(g), C(y,v) @ C(2p)). (20c)

Here C(2p) is the representation of B on the top exterior power of the Lie algebra:
the sum of the positive roots. The weight of h by which we are “producing” is v+ p,
so this is the lowest weight of M (y, ). By the theory of Verma modules, M (y, )
has infinitesimal character . Now we apply the Zuckerman right derived functor
([8, (2.113)])

s
(F;;,f,‘gK&) (g, H N K¢)-modules — (g, K¢)-modules,  (20d)
with S = dim n N £, obtaining what is called the standard (g, K¢ )-module

S
19°(@,y,7) = (Iftx,) (M(y.7): (20¢)

This module has finite length, and has a unique irreducible quotient J(zx,y, ).
Proofs may be found in [8, Theorem 11.129].
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4 Twisting parameters

We want to consider the action of §y on representations. In terms of parameters, we
need to study the action of 6y on X (and Vg on YX). We do this in the setting of
Propositions 3.8 and 3.4.

Of course a dp-fixed representation of infinitesimal character -y can exist only if
the infinitesimal character -y is itself fixed by dg; that is, if and only if

Yoo(y) =z -y (some z € W). 21

Because of the integrally dominant condition (18b) that we impose on 7y (and which
is automatically inherited by 8o (7)), it follows that

z-R*(y) = R"(Yo(7)) C RT; (22)

here R™(7y) is the set of positive integral roots defined by ~. If y is integral (so that
R*(y) = R™), such a condition forces z = 1, i.e., Yo (7y) = . If v is not integral,
however, we can draw no such conclusion. Here is a convenient substitute.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose v € b*, and that V5, preserves the W orbit of ~y. Then this
orbit has an integrally dominant representative ~' with the property that

Yoo(7) =+

We omit the (elementary) proof. Because of this lemma, it is sufficient to study
representations of infinitesimal character represented by a Vdp-fixed integrally dom-
inant weight

Go(M) =7, (nBY)¢{0,-1,-2,...} (BERY(G H).  (23)

The situation for real forms is a bit more subtle, because the infinitesimal cochar-
acter is not an invariant of a real form, but merely a useful extra parameter that we
attach to the real form. Here is what we would like to know.

Desideratum 4.2. Suppose £ is a strong involution for G (see (13a)), of (dominant
regular integral) infinitesimal cocharacter g. Assume that the involution dg o ¢ © dg
is equivalent (that is, conjugate by G) to 6¢. Then there is a do-fixed regular integral
¢’, and a strong involution &’ of infinitesimal cocharacter ¢’, such that ¢ = 0.

Unfortunately this statement is false.

Example 4.3. Suppose G = SL(4), endowed with the trivial distinguished auto-
morphism &y (so that we are considering equal rank real forms) and the nontrivial
distinguished automorphism dy. On the diagonal torus,

do(ay, a2, a3, aq) = (a; ', a5 a3 arh).

Let w = exp(2mi/8) be a primitive eighth root of 1, and define
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¢ = diag(w,w,w,w’) = w[diag(1,1,1, —1)].
Then £2 = w?I = 41, a central element of order 4; and
Ke = S(GL(3) x GL(1)),

the complexified maximal compact subgroup for the real form SU(3, 1) of G. The
infinitesimal cocharacter of this strong real form is any weight of the form

9= (91,92, 93,91) € Q*,
ZQ;‘:O, g1 > g2 > g3 > ga,
exp(2mig;) = &;;

that is,

o 1/8 (mod Z) (¢g=1,2,3)
T5/8 (mod Z) (g =4),

These conditions are easily satisfied (for example by (17/8,9/8,1/8,—27/8)); but
it is easy to see that they cannot be satisfied by a §y-fixed g. The reason is that

50(9) = (7947 —3gs3, —g2, 791)-

If this is equal to g, then g3 = —go, which contradicts the requirements gs =
g2 = 1/8 (mod Z). On the other hand, dy o 8¢ o &y is conjugate to 8¢ (by a cyclic
permutation matrix).

One might hope that in this example none of the representations of SU(3,1)
is fixed by dg, and indeed none of the four discrete series representations is fixed;
but there is a spherical principal series representation (of infinitesimal character p)
which is fixed.

In any case, we are going to consider only cases when Desideratum 4.2 is true;
that is, we are going to consider only real forms of G of infinitesimal cocharacter g
satisfying

do(9) =g, (B.9) £{0,-1,-2,...} (B€R"(G H)). 24

In general there will be an extra twist by the central element z, (—I in the example),
satisfying 6o(£2) = z£2.

Suppose # € X, and £ € p~*(x). Then dp(z) = z if and only if 5o (&) = 1R
for some h € H (we cannot necessarily choose £ so that h = 1). This is equivalent
to

&(hdo)6~! = héy,

1.e.,
(% H)% = (H%  héy).
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Suppose & corresponds to £ € X, (H)/(1 + 6,)X.(H) by Proposition 3.4, and
¢ € X, (H) is arepresentative. Then x is do-fixed if and only if

Sol € £+ (14 6,)X.(H).

Here is a precise statement.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose g is an infinitesimal cocharacter as in (16f). Suppose
x € X has infinitesimal cocharacter g, and let w = w, be the underlying twisted
involution (14c¢). Assume

do(9) =9, do(w)=w. (24a)

Suppose that x corresponds via Proposition 3.4 10 { € X,(H)/(1 + 0,)X.(H).
Choose ¢ € X.(H) representing {, so x has a representative with unnormalized
torus part s1 = e((g — £)/2), or normalized torus part s = e((g — € — p¥)/2).

1. The class x is fixed by 0y if and only if
(6o —1)=(1+6,)t (somet € X.(H)). (24b)

2. The element t is uniquely defined by { up to adding X.(H)~ % if also ( is
modified in its coset, then t changes by (1 — 09) X (H).
3. The corresponding special representative

E=e(lg—20)/2)ouwéo (24c¢)

satisfies
00889 = e((1 = 02)t/2)€ = e(t/2)e(~t/2); (24d)
that is, £ is conjugate to its & twist using the element e(t/2) of H(2).
4. Condition (24d) is equivalent to
(" H)" = (H", e(~t/2)do). (24e)

Here is the version for VG.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose v is an infinitesimal character as in (18b). Suppose
y € VX has infinitesimal character +, and let w = w, be the underlying twisted
involution (18h). Assume

YSo(v) =7, o(w) = w. (25a)

Suppose that y corresponds via Proposition 3.8 to A€ X*(H)/(1+60,)X*(H).
Choose A € X*(H) representing )\, so y has a representative with unnormalized
torus part e((y — N)/2), and normalized torus part e((y — XA — p)/2).

1. The class vy is fixed by Vo if and only if

(Yoo —1)(N) = (1 + 0,1 (some T € X*(H)). (25b)
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2. The element T is uniquely defined by A up to adding X*(H)_v‘gv ;if also { is
modified in its coset, then t changes by (1 — 0¢) X *(H).
3. The corresponding special representative

Y€ =e((y = N)/2) 0w 6o (25¢)
satisfies
V80(Y6)“6y 1 = e((1="0,)7/2) = e(/2)"¢e(-7/2)6;  (25d)

that is, V€ is conjugate to its V0 twist using the element e(7/2) of VH(2).
4. Condition (24d) is equivalent to

(V‘SUVH)\/QVE — <Hv9y’e(_7-/2)v60>_ (256)

S Extended parameters

We now define parameters for (g, % K)-modules. Suppose (, \,7) is a dp-fixed
parameter. If £ € p~!(z) € X, then J(z, \,7) is a do-fixed (g, K¢)-module. As
discussed in the introduction this can be extended in two ways to give a (g, % K )-
module.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose (x,\,7) is a &y-fixed parameter. Choose hdy € (%0 H )%
as in Proposition 4.4. The two extensions of J(z,\,v) to a (g,% K¢)-module are
parametrized by the two extensions of the character X of H% to

(" H) = (H hdy),
whose values at hdy are the two square roots of \(hdg(h)).

We now begin to assemble the data—the extended parameters of Definition 5.4—
that we will use to construct one of the square roots required in Lemma 5.1. We will
consider representations with a fixed regular infinitesimal character, for real forms
with a fixed infinitesimal cocharacter. So fix an integrally dominant infinitesimal
character :

yEX (H)cCh®, (y,’a)¢Zeo (a€R(G H)) (262)
and an integral dominant infinitesimal cocharacter g:
geEX.(H)gCh, (g,a)€Zso (a€RT(G, H)). (26b)
We require (see Lemma 4.1 and Conjecture 4.2)

do(g) =g, "do(v) =1. (27)
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Definition 5.2. Suppose (z,y,7) is a parameter for a dp-fixed representation. De-
fine A € X*(H)/(1—0,)X*(H) ~ X*(H?) (from %) by Proposition 3.8. Choose
a preferred representative ¢ for x, and define ¢ € X, (H)/(1 + 0,)X.(H) cor-
responding to &, by Proposition 3.4. Choose a representative ¢ € X, (H) for /,
and choose ¢ € X, (H) satisfying (24b). Set h = e(t/2) so hdy € (°°H)% and
(h50)2 = héo(h) S HY . Define

e(z,y) = A(hdo(h)). (27a)
Lemma 5.3.

1. () = (=)0,
2. €(x,y) is independent of the choices of &, 1, {, and t (for fixed g and ).

Proof. The first statment is immediate. By (24b), ¢ is determined by £ up to adding
elements of X, (H)~%, and by £ up to (1 — 59) X, (H). Therefore

t is determined by z up to adding X, (H) ™% + (1 — 6o) X, (H).

We have

(_1)<A,(1+6U)t 1) (1£80)t)

1:|: 0y)T,t) (28)

(1)
= (- 1)((1i 30)At)
(-t

1
_ (—1) (O£

The second equality shows this sign is unchanged by adding to ¢ an element of (1 —
80)X.(H), and the last one shows it is unaffected by adding elements of X, (H )%
O

We need to choose a square root of e(x,y). Just as for the parameters (z,y)
for representations of real forms of G, it is helpful to symmetrize the picture with
respect to G and VG.

Definition 5.4. Fix v, g as in (26), and a {,-twisted involution w € W. Let § =
O = w& € Aut(H) and V0 = V0,0, = —16.

An extended parameter (for the twisted involution w and the specified infinitesi-
mal character and cocharacter) is a set

= (A’ 7-’ e? t)

where
1. A € X*(H) satisfies (1 — VO)A = (1 —0)(y — p);
2.0 € X,.(H) satisfies (1 — ) = (1 —0)(g — Vp);
3.7 € X*(H) satisfies (V6o — 1)\ = (1 + V0)7;
4.t € X, (H) satisfies (69 — 1)¢ = (1 + )t.

Associated to an extended parameter £ = (A, 7, ¢, t) are the following elements:
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(a) £(E) € X corresponds to A by Proposition 3.8;
(b) Y(F) € VX corresponds to £ by Proposition 3.4;
(©) z(E) =qr p(§(E)) € X, 2(E)? = e(g);

@ yY(E) =ar p(E(E)) € X, y(E)? = e(v);

(€) h(E)dy = e(t/2)dy € (H)% (ctf. (24e));

(f) Yh(E)"6o = e(1/2)V6o € (%VH) e (cf. (25¢)).

We say FE is an extended parameter for (x(E), y(E)).
Definition 5.5. Suppose (A, 7, £, t) is an extended parameter for (z,y). Define
2N 7,0, 1) = (e (A, (29)

By (28) we have
2\ T 0 1)? = e(x,y). (30)

Associated to (A, 7, ¢, t) is an extension of J(x,y,~y) defined as follows.

Definition 5.6. Suppose (A, 7,/,t) is an extended parameter for (z,y). Set & =
E\ 7,0, t) and h = h(\, T,£,t) = e(t/2). Define an extension of X to (% H )%
(see Lemma 5.1) by having it take the value z(\, 7, ¢,t) at hdy. This defines an ex-
tension of J(z,y,7) to a (g, % K¢)-module, denoted J, (A, 7, £, t). (The subscript z
refers to the particular formula chosen in Definition 5.5.)

We deal with the question of equivalence of parameters in the next section.

For later use we record precisely how these elements depend on the various
choices. Suppose we are given (x,y) € Z. Choose representatives ¢ for x and
V¢ for y by Propositions 3.4 and 3.8, respectively. That is

§=el(g—0)/2)owéo

Ve = e((7 — N)/2)" oy i GV

Then
? is determined by £ up to 2X %=

£ is determined by x up to (1 + 6,) X.
X is determined by V¢ up to 2(X*) %
\ is determined by y up to (1 + V6,) X ™.

(32)

It is helpful to write in addition

f=0—1l=(140,)

¢ = (V6 — A= (1+"0,) . 33

Because (for example) ¢ is evidently determined by f up to X %=, the corresponding
uniqueness statements are
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f is determined by & up to 2(1 — 8o) X %=
f is determined by z up to (1 — do)(1 + 0,) X
t is determined by £ up to (1 — §g) X% + X %=
t is determined by  up to (1 — 6g)(1 4 0,) X, + X%
¢ is determined by ¢ up to 2(1 — v50)(X*)V9’y
¢ is determined by y up to (1 — Vdp)(1 + V6,) X*
7 is determined by € up to (1 — V8)(X*) % + (X*)~ %

\%

7 is determined by y up to (1 — Vo) (1 + V8,) X* + (X*)~ .

(34)

Eventually we will want a parallel choice of square root of € related to the dual
group V@G. This is
C(/\v T, ev t) def Z<T’f> (_1)<T’Z>

35
= z(\, 7,4, t)(_1)<A,t>(_1)<r,e>_ (35)

6 Equivalences of extended parameters

In this section we record how to tell when two of the extended modules defined in
Definition 5.6 are equivalent.

Fix v and ¢ as usual, and suppose (z,y) is a do-fixed parameter. Choose two
extended parameters

E=(\T141t), E =\, 70 t) (36a)
for (x,y) (Definition 5.4). Set § = £(E), &' = £(E’), and define
K¢ = Centg(§), % K¢ = Cent g s, (£), (36b)

and similarly with primes. Because £ and &’ are assumed to be conjugate by G,
Proposition 3.1 provides a canonical identification

irreducible (g, K¢)-modules =~ irreducible (g, K¢/ )-modules (36¢)

(by twisting the action by Ad(g)). Exactly the same argument applies to irreducible
(g, % K¢)-modules.

Definition 6.1. We say E is equivalent to E' if J,(FE) and J,(E’) correspond by
this canonical identification.

Define sgn(E, E') = 1if J,(E) ~ J,(E’), or —1 otherwise.

In other words, if [ | denotes the image of a representation of an extended group
in the module M (see the Introduction or Section 7), then
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[J2(E)] = sgn(E, E")[J.(E")]. (36d)

The Langlands classification attaches to (§,y) an irreducible (g, K¢)-module
J(&,y). The construction of J(&,y,7) begins with a one-dimensional (b, H%)-
module C, . Cohomological induction produces a “standard” (g, K¢)-module
I1(¢,y,~), with unique irreducible quotient J (&, y, ). The nature of this construc-
tion makes it obvious that the identification of (36¢) carries I(£,y,~) to I(&',y,7),
and consequently J(&,y,v) to J(£',y,7).

Here is more detail on how the extended group representation of Definition 5.6
is constructed. First, the element e(¢/2)dy is a generator for the extended Cartan:

(H)% = (e(t/2)80, H’). (37a)

The one-dimensional module C, . extends to a one-dimensional (h, (% H)%)-
module by declaring

e(t/2)dg acts by the scalar z(\, 7, ¢, t). (37b)

Cohomological induction from this one-dimensional representation provides an ex-
tension of I(£,y,7) to a (g,% K¢)-module I,(\,7,4,t), and then J,(\,7,/,1)
is its unique irreducible quotient. Of course exactly the same words describe
J. (N, ).

So how do we decide whether these two modules are equivalent? According to
(32), we can find u € X,.(H) so that

0 =040+ 1)u

37
£ =4 (0 + 1)(60 — D (37¢)
It follows that
e(u/2)- € e(—u/2) = ¢ (37d)
If we define
to =1+ (0g — 1)u, (37e)

then (¢, t) is another choice of representative for  as in (26), and in fact conjugate
to (¢,t) by e(u/2):

e(u/2) - e(t/2)do - e(—u/2) = e(ta/2)dy. (37f)
Consequently,
b =def t/_tQ EX*_Q“"’, v :t-i-((So —1)u—|—i. (37g)

In exactly the same way, we find
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N=X+"0,+1)w  (somew € X*(H))
=174+ 6—-Dw+r (somerec X*(H) %) (37h)
¢ =06+ (V00— 1)(V0y + Dw.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose E = (\,7,{,t) and E' = (N, ¢',7',t') are extended
parameters for (x,y). Then

sgn(E, E') = (=1){(+700)mu) (_1)(ut’)
Here u and v are defined in (37c¢), (37g), and (37h).
Proof. We change the parameter (A, 7, ¢,t) to (X, ¢, 7/, ) in three steps:

E=\70t) = F=(\71/0 t)—

38
G =\ t) = E =\, 7,0, 1), (382)

In the first step we have conjugated by e(u/2). It follows easily that the ex-
tended representations correspond if and only if the scalars chosen for the actions
of e(t/2)dy and e(t2/2)d agree. That is,

sgn(E, F) = z(E)/z(F). (38b)

At the second step of (38a), we are keeping the group %0 K ¢+ the same, but changing
the representative of the extended Cartan from e(t2/2)dg to e(t'/2)dg. This gives an
equivalent extended parameter exactly if we multiply the scalar by

(_1)</\,t/_t2> _ (_1)0\,1').

Therefore
z(F)

z(G)
Finally, in the last step of (38a) the group and the extended Cartan representative
remain the same; all that may change is the scalar z. Therefore

sgn(F,G) = (=)™, (38¢)

sgn(G,E") = 2(G)/z(E"). (38d)

Combining (38b)—(38d), we find

sgn(E,E/) — Z(E) Z(F) (_1)(>\,71) Z(G) _ Z(E) (_1)(>\,11). (38e)

z(F) 2(G) 2B «(E)

It remains to compute z(E)/z(E’). We do this in two steps. First of all we have
from (29) ) )
2(B)/2(G) = i e (-, (380)

With « and 7 given by (37g) this gives
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2(E)/2(G) = i¢7(H0)[(A=do)wtil) (1) (Go—1)uti) (38g)
and a short computation using the identities gives

2(E)/2(G) = (_1)<( o+ 9y)nu>(_1)<(1+ 9y)77u>(_1)</\n¢>

= (=1){+70)mu) (1) (Na), (38h)
Next we compute
2(G)/2(E') = i{7= 71401 (L) (A=A (38i)
Using (37h) this gives
z(G)/z(E’) — i((véo—l)w+L,(1+9m)t’>(_1)((1+V9y)w,t'>
= (=1)%(1H0)t) (1) {et) (1) (@ (1402)) (38))
= (1)1,
Multiplying (h) and (i) gives
2(B)/2(B') = (=1) {1 00m ()9 (e, (38K)
Multiplying both sides by (—1)<M>> and using (38e) gives the result. a

6.1 Duality for extended parameters

We offer some remarks about duality in the sense of [15]. Define a group (called
YG(e(7))o in (18d)):

YG(7) = [Centvg(e()o O VH, (392)
a connected reductive group with root system

YR(y) ={a" € RY | (y,a") € L}, (39b)

the integral roots for the infinitesimal character . The adjoint action of the repre-
sentative

Ye=e((v—N)/2)Yoy," (39¢)

defines an involutive automorphism of ¥ G(7), so
va = Centv (\/5) (39(1)
€ G(7)

is a symmetric subgroup of VG (7). By symmetry, the parameter (y,z) defines an
irreducible (Vg(7), Y Kve)-module ¥ .J(z, y), with infinitesimal character g. (To be
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precise, we need to introduce a covering group related to the difference in p-shifts
between VG and ¥ G(), but we will overlook this technicality.) As in (24e), we find
that

vhv(SO = 6(7’/2)\/(50 (396)

is a representative for an extended Cartan. As in Definition 5.2 we need to take a
square root of
U(060)%) = (—1){e0+ 00T (396)

which by (28) is precisely the sign €(z, y) of Definition 5.2.

Therefore we may define an extended representation by making e(7/2)Ydg act
by any desired square root of e. It turns out that duality dictates choosing a different
square root than we did earlier; we choose ¢ as in (35):

(T t) =i ()T = (07 6 ) ()M (=D (39g)
Then define an extended representation V.J: (X, 7, £, t) by
e(1/2)Y 00 = C(\, 1,4, 1). (39h)

The point of this choice of sign is that it makes the next result hold. Recall that
if £, E' are parameters for (z,y), then sgn(E, E’) is defined by the identity

[JZ(E)] = Sgn(E? E/)[JZ(E/)L

and a formula for it is given in Proposition 6.2.

Proposition 6.3. Suppose E, E’ are extended parameters for (x,y). Then
()] = sen(E, B) [ (1)),
where sgn(E| E') is defined in Definition 6.1. Equivalently,
J(E) = J.(E') if and only if "J¢(E) =~ VJ(E'). (40)

The proof is identical to that of Proposition 6.2. What matters for us, and what is
by no means automatic, is that the sign is the same as the sign in Definition 6.1. We
deduce

Corollary 6.4. In the setting (26), there is a natural bijection from dg-fixed ex-
tended representations (of strong real forms of infinitesimal cocharacter g) of G,
of infinitesimal character v; to ¥ 6g-fixed representations of (strong real forms of in-
finitesimal cocharacter «y) of VG (7), of infinitesimal character g. The bijection sends

Jo (A7, 0, t) 10V T (N, T, 4, 8).

The fact that this map is well defined on equivalence classes is precisely (40). In
Section 11 we use this to extend the duality of [15] to the twisted setting.

The formulations of these results are designed to allow a theoretical analysis of
all possible parameters for extended representations. For computational purposes,
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one may simply want to ask when two given parameters are equivalent. To answer
that question using the results above requires calculating elements » and w by solv-
ing their defining equations (37c) and (37h). This is not enormously difficult, but
it is not necessary. We therefore conclude this section with a simpler formula for
sgn(E, E').

Proposition 6.5. Suppose E and E’ are extended parameters for (x,y). Then

sgn(E,E/) _ i((véofl))\,t'7t>+<7’7‘r,(5071)ﬁ')(71)(T,Z'fZ)Jr(A'fA,t')+<T,t’7t>

— (7 Bo= 1) =(r.(Bo=1)0) (_1)(mt'=0) ()N AL,

Here the two expressions on the right are automatically equal, and the powers of i
appearing are automatically even.

The proof is similar to the proofs of Propositions 6.2 and 6.3. We omit the details.

7 Hecke algebra action

Our goal is to compute the Hecke algebra action defined in [10]. We begin by sum-
marizing the definition of this Hecke algebra module. We then explain what extra
information is needed, beyond the formulas of [10, Sections 7.5-7.7], to carry out
the computation.

In Sections 7 through 9 we consider the case of integral infinitesimal character.
In Section 10 we discuss the modification necessary to treat the general case.

We start with our group G and a pair of commuting involutions dg, £y as in Sec-
tion 2. Fix a regular, integral infinitesimal character v € h*. As always we assume
v is integrally dominant as in Definition 3.5; since -y is integral this means +y is
dominant: Yo(y) € Zs for all &« > 0. Let H be the twisted Hecke algebra of [10,
Section 4], and set A = Z[q% , q’%]. Fix a strong involution ¢ inner to &, and set
K = K¢. Associated to 7y is an H-module M, defined in [10, Section 2.3]. In our
setting this is a quotient of the Grothendieck group over A of (g, % K')-modules with
infinitesimal character . Write [X] for the image in M of a (g, % K)-module X.
Let x be the non-trivial extension of the trivial representation of a one-dimensional
(g,% K)-module. In M we have the relation

[X]+[X®x]=0.

Therefore M has a basis consisting of one extension to (g, % K) of each irreducible
do-fixed (g, K')-module with infinitesimal character . Furthermore if J is irre-
ducible, and is not the extension of an irreducible (g, K')-module, then [J] = 0.
Associated to a dp-orbit £ of simple roots is a generator T}, of H. Suppose I is
a standard, dp-fixed (g, K)-module with infinitesimal character -y, and I is an ex-
tension of 7 to a (g, % K )-module. Then formulas for T, ([I]) given in [10, Sections
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7.5-7.7] are of the following form. There is a set {I; | 1 < i < n} (withn < 3) of
standard, do-fixed (g, K')-modules, such that the appropriate formula

T.([1]) = Zam (41)

of [10] holds for some choices of extension of each I; to a (g, %° K )-module E If we
choose each extension E arbitrarily, then (41) holds with a factor of £1 in front of
each term on the right. B

It is natural to ask if it is possible to choose the I; uniformly, so that the formulas
(41) hold for all I and . The fact that in the 2112 and 2r21 cases there is a term
with a negative sign is a hint that this might not be the case, and it turns out not to
be possible in general.

Instead, we carry over the Hecke module structure to our extended parameters,
and compute the Hecke operators in this setting, keeping the extra information of
which extensions (i.e., signs) appear in the formulas. This is straightforward except
when Kk isof type 2112f, 2r21f, 2Cior 2Cr.

Definition 7.1. Let M be the .A-module spanned by the extended parameters of
infinitesimal character v, modulo the relation

[E] = sgn(E, E')[E'].

By (36d) the map [J.(E)] — [E] is a well-defined .A4-module isomorphism. Using
this we carry over the #-module structure on M to define M as an H-module.

To interpret the formulas of [10, Sections 7.5-7.7] in terms of M we need the
notion of Cayley transform (defined only for certain particular ) and cross action
(defined for every k) of extended parameters (defined in that reference). The rows of
Tables 2—4 corresponding to Cayley transforms are labeled Cay, and those for cross
action crx.

In addition, when & is of type 2112, 2r21, 2Ci or 2Cr, the formulas in
[10] make use of one more transform, given (on the level of parameters for G) by
the cross action of just one of the two simple roots comprising x. On most parame-
ters, this cross action will not give a J-fixed parameter; like the Cayley transforms,
the definition makes sense only when « is of one of these four special types. The
corresponding rows of Table 3 are labeled crlx.

These formulas are given in Tables 2—4. Except in the cases noted above, this
gives the formulas for the Hecke algebra action (see Proposition 7.2).

Here are some notes for interpreting the tables. Always we start with a dy-fixed
representation of (¥ dg-fixed) infinitesimal character ~, for a strong real form of dg-
fixed infinitesimal cocharacter g, with atlas parameter (x,y). Let (A, 7, ¢, t) be an
extended parameter for (z,y) (Definition 5.4).

We also fix a v dg-orbit x on the set of simple roots, consisting of either
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one root {a = V() } (type 1); or
two roots {a, B = Vép()}, {a,BY) =0 (type 2); or (42a)
two roots {a, B = ()}, {a,BY) = -1 (type 3).

We will sometimes write
K =gra+p e X", k' =av+8Y e X, (42b)

in types 2 and 3. (The weight & is a root in type 3, but not in type 2.) Let

Sa type 1
Wk = § 8458 type 2 (42¢)

Sa885a = S, type 3.

Then W is a Coxeter group with these elements as Coxeter generators.

We will write (1, ) for the at 1as parameters defining (one of) the other d¢-
fixed representations appearing in the action of the Hecke algebra generator 7, on
(z,y), given by a (possibly iterated) cross action or Cayley transform. The point of
the tables is to calculate new extended parameters, denoted Fq = (A1, 71, 01,11),
for (21,y1) interms of E = (\, 7,4, t).

Write w,, X E for the cross action on E (described in the crx rows of Tables 2—4).
Write

wy X1 E (kof type 2112 or 2r21) (424d)

for the element extending s, X (A, £) defined in the crlx rows of Table 3. Finally,
write
cw(E)=E, or c.(E)={E.,E.} (42e)

for the (possibly multi-valued) Cayley transform defined by the Cay rows of Tables
2-4.
We will write

Yo =def <77av>7 Go =def <aag>7 (42f)

and similarly for A and /; these quantities are all integers. The Jq-fixed requirement
means that

Ya =8, YGa = 9B (types 2 and 3). (42g)

The dp-fixed requirement on A and ¢ is more subtle, and with the details depending
on the case. For example, we have

Ao+ 25 =200 — 1), Lo =13 (type 2C1). (42h)

A few (but not many) such conditions are recorded in the notes column.

The notes column of the tables includes additional notation peculiar to some
cases. For example, the case 111 corresponds to a discrete series in a block for A;
with two discrete series and just one principal series. This turns out to mean that the
root o must be trivial on the fixed points H%1 for the more split Cartan; and this in
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turn is equivalent to the existence of o € X*(H) so that
a=(1+ Vé’yl)a. (421)

That is the meaning of the note in the 1i1 row; the weight o (which one needs to
find by solving (42i) to implement the algorithm) appears in the formula for 7.
The terminology here is more compact than that of [10]. See Table 1.

Proposition 7.2. Suppose (x,y) is a do-fixed parameter, and E is an extended pa-
rameter for (x,y). Let & be a dg-orbit of simple roots.

Suppose k is not of type 2112, 2r21, 2Ci or 2Cr. Then the formulas for
the action of the Hecke operator T,; from [10] apply, using the Cayley transforms
and cross actions from Tables 24, to give a formula for T, ([E]).

This is a direct translation of the calculations of [10, Sections 7.5-7.7] to our
setting. We treat the excluded cases in the next two sections.

Example 7.3. Suppose « is a two-imaginary noncompact type I-I ascent for (x,y)
(in the terminogy of [10]), i.e., of type 2111 (in our terminology). Suppose F; is
an extended parameter for (z,y), and set Fs = w,, X Ey, and set ' = ¢, (F1), as
defined by Table 3. Then formula [10, (7.6)(e')] gives:

T.([E1]) = [Eo] + [E]

8 The 2112 case

If K is of type 2112f or 2r21f, then the formulas for the Hecke operator 7}, do
not carry over directly from [10, (7.6)(i"") and (j")]. We start with a special case.

Lemma 8.1. Suppose k is of type 2112 for Ey = (A, 7,4, t). Assume
Ta =73 =0
ta =t =0
ga_foz:gﬁ_éﬂzl
Ya — Ao =78 — Mg = L.

(43)

Let E, = w,, X1 Ey as given by Table 3. (Recall that this is a certain extension of the

parameter s X (A, £) for G. The Cayley transform c,;(Ey) is double-valued; write

cw(Eo) = {Fv, F{}, where the parameter for Fy is (A, 7, £,t), and Fj, = w,, x1 Fp.
The action of T}, on the space spanned by Ey, E}, Fy, F{, is
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T (Eo) = Eo + Fo + Fy
T.(Eq) = Eq + Fo — I
> / > (@4
Te(Fo) = (¢" = 1)(Eo + Ep) + (¢ = 2)Fo
Tu(Fy) = (¢* = 1)(Eo — Eg) + (¢° = 2) Fy.
Explicitly the extended parameters are:
Eo: (A1, 4,t) E,:(\ 1,0+ Y, t—5s) 4s)

Fo: (A1, 0,t) Fy: A +a,7—0,0,t)

with o and s given in Table 3.
When the parameters are in this form, this is simply a direct translation of the
proof of [10, (7.6)(i")].

Lemma 8.2. Suppose E is an extended parameter for (x,y), and K is of type 2112 £
for E. Set E' = w,, x1 E. Write ¢,(E) = ¢, (E") = {F, F'}. Possibly after switch-
ing E and E', and possibly also switching F and F', we can find Ey, E|,, Fy, F} as
in the previous lemma, such that E and Ey are extensions of the same parameter,
and similarly (E', E}), (F, Fy) and (F', F}).

Proof. Write E = (\, 7,4,t),s0 E' = (\, 7, + a,t — s). After replacing T with a
different solution of its defining equation:

T =T+ 780 + %(Ta + 73)a
where o — 8 = (14 Y0, )o, we can assume 7, = 73 = 0.

Since 2a¥,28Y and oV — Y are all in (1 + 6, ) X, aa¥ +b3Y isin (14 6,)X.
provided a+b € 27Z. By adding such a term to ¢ we can arrange that g, —¢,—1 =0
and gs—{—1 = 0 or 2. Make the corresponding change t — t+3(b—a)(a¥ —8Y).
If g3 — {3 — 1 = 2, replace E with E/ = w,, x1 E, and now we have

gafga*:l:gﬁfgﬁflio

Since g, = gp this implies ¢, = £g. Then Conditions (a) and (d) of Definition 5.4
imply Ay =%« —1= A3 —v8 —1=0andt, = tg = 0. Table 3 then says that
F = (A, 7,4,t) is one of the two Cayley transforms of E, and that our parameters
now have the form (45). a

Proposition 8.3. In the setting of the previous lemma we have

T.(E) = E +sgn(E, Eo)(sgn(F, Fy)F + sgn(F', F})F')

T.(E'") = E' + sgn(E', E)(sgn(F, Fy)F — sgn(F', F})F')

To(F) = (¢* — )sgn(F, Fo)(sgn(E, Eo)E + sgn(E', Eg)E') + (¢° — 2)F
To(F') = (¢° — V)sgn(F"', Fy)(sgn(E, Eo)E — sgn(E', Ey)E') + (¢* — 2)F'.

This formula is independent of the choice of Ey, E|,, Fy, F{.
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This is immediate.

9 The 2C1i case

Now we describe the Hecke algebra action in the 2C1i case. So fix a type 2 root
k = {«, 8}, and an extended parameter

E=(\ 1 0 0) (46a)

as in 5.4. Assume that  is of type 2C1 for E: that is, that o and J are complex roots
interchanged by

6, = Ad(e((g — 0)/2)0&0)- (46b)

This means in turn that
wéya = f, wépf = a. (46c)
Proposition 12.2 says that
owéoXa = X3g, owéoXp = Xa, (46d)
and therefore that
0,(Xo) = (1) X5, 0,(Xs) = (—1)% " Xp. (46e)
The requirement (27) implies that
Yo =78, Yo =Ygp- (46f)

Similarly, the requirements for an extended parameter to be dg-fixed imply among
other things that

)\a+)\5:2('ya—1), Aa — Ag = T8 — Ta, fazgg, to = —tg. (46g)
In particular, we can define a sign
€ =¢€(E) = (—1)% "t = (—1)95 45, (46h)

Writing
g=tDds (461)

for the eigenspace decomposition under 6,,, we get from (46e)
KXo +€Xg =gt X¢ €8, Xo — X =gt Xs €5, (46))

and also
0z(00) = 0§ (46k)
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The Weyl group element s, sg is represented by
op = 0405 € G =K. (46l)
Finally, the extended group % K is generated by K and the element
h =e(t/2)dy (46m)

(Definition 5.4(e)).
Table 3 constructs from F a second extended parameter:

Ei = (A, 71,01, t)
= (Sa)‘ + (’YQ - 1)(17 SaT — ()‘oz — Yo+ 1)04, (46n)
Sal + (ga — 1)a”, sat + (la — go + 1)a”).

The root  is of type 2Cr for the parameter £ . The element /1 is chosen so that the
corresponding Cartan involution (on all of G, not just H) is

Oy, = 0, 0,0 (460)

Proposition 9.1. Suppose we are in the setting (46).

1. Applying the formula in Table 3 to the 2Cxr parameter F1 gives exactly the same
parameter E with which we started.
2. The action of the Hecke algebra generator T,; ([10, 7.6(c")]) is

T.(E) =qFE + (_1>[(Ta+7ﬂ)/2](ga—€a—1)(q +1)E;.

Here the sign may be regarded as specifying a renormalization of Fy (whose
existence is asserted in [10]).
3. The corresponding formula for the case 2Cr is

To(E)) = (¢ — g = 1) By + (=1)re et =Dl 2l(g2 — ) B,

The sign is exactly the same as the one for T (E), written in terms of the pa-
rameter F.

Proof. The first assertion can be verified by applying the formulas for passing from
2C1i to 2Cr and from 2Cr to 2C1i in succession, then simplifying; we omit the
details.

For the second assertion, we need to understand representation-theoretically the
relationship between the extended parameters ' and F/, and how this relates to the
Hecke algebra action. For this question it is easiest to think of (g, K')-modules with
a fixed K; that is, to conjugate #,, back to 6., and to correspondingly change F;
into a parameter
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Ey = (A2, 72,02, t2)
= (>‘ - (7& - 1)avT + ()‘a — Yo + 1)0[, (473)
l— (ga - 1)04\/725 - (fa — o+ 1)O‘v)

related to the Borel subgroup
B’ =o0,Bo . (47b)

(The atlas decision to prefer E; to Es is just a bookkeeping convenience. Ev-
erything about representation theory, and also most things about perverse sheaves,
are calculated with a fixed Cartan involution, and so refer to the relationship be-
tween I and F». The atlas formulas for Hecke algebra actions index bases by
FE/; rather than Es, so we will occasionally mention E; below; but mostly we will
be concerned about E and FEs.)

The distinguished automorphism corresponding to dy for B’ is

5 = Ja500;1 = aaa,gléo. (47¢)
The generator for the extended Cartan defined by E5 is
ho = e(t2/2)6, = e(t/2)mf3_g“+1oaogl(50 = e(t/2)o 5 0o (47d)

(with o € K as in (461). Now we can start to talk about representation theory: that
is, about (g, K')-modules M and their extensions to (g, % K')-modules M’. Write

P=LUDB, B (47e)

for the parabolic subgroup with L generated by H and the simple roots a: and .
Then

M;=H;(u,M), M =H;u,M) @71)

are (I, LNK)- and (I, % (LN K))-modules respectively; and the relationship between
representations and parameters (which uses n-homology) factors through this con-
struction by means of the Hochschild—Serre spectral sequence. In this way (omitting
details) one can reduce the questions we are studying to the case

G=L, R={xa,x5}. 47g)

In the setting (47g), here is what the representation theory looks like. The group L
is locally SL(2) x SL(2), and K is approximately a “diagonal” copy of SL(2).
(More precisely, the “diagonal” copy is

o= (((8)-()e2) o). e

with € as in (46h). Furthermore K, and even its intersection with the derived group
of L, may be disconnected.
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Attached to E is an irreducible principal series (g, % K)-module I(F). The re-
striction of I(E) to % K is

] .
[(E) = Indso () (A5 + 2pn)- (471)

Here Ag is the character of H N K defined by the first term A in E, extended to
% (H N K) by making h (from (46m)) act by (29). The twist 2p,, is the character by
which % (H N K) acts on (the top exterior power of) n N s; that is, on the vector X,
from (46j).

The reason for the last twist is that for fundamental series modules M, the char-
acter of H N K in the parameter is a weight on H gip (norns) (n°P, M), specifically
appearing in the image of a natural map

Ho(n% ne, M) @ A7) (0P 08) = Hygin (norris) (0P, M).

The conclusion is that the weight of H N K on the parameter is equal to the n N ¢-
highest weight of the lowest K -type, minus 2p,,. The coroot for K is

o’ + Y, (47))
which acts on X by 2. The dimension of the lowest K -type is therefore
Aa+Ag +2+1=2v,+1; 47k)

the 1 comes from the p-shift in the Weyl dimension formula, and we have used (46g)
to convert \ to . In particular, we find that

I(E)|sL(2)x = sum of irreducibles of dimensions 2y, + 1, 274 +3,....  (47])

In the same fashion, attached to E, is a reducible principal series (g, % K)-
module (Es). The restriction of I(Fy) to K is

%0
I(Ep) = Indsy (yyr ) (A, )- (47m)

The reason for the absence of a twist on A, is that for principal series modules M,
for quasisplit groups, the parameter appears as a weight on Hy(n°P, M>); and for
(almost) spherical representations, this weight space is precisely the image of the
(almost) spherical vector. In particular,

I(Es2)|s0(2), = sum of irreducibles of dims 1, 3,.... (47n)

The principal series representation I(F5) has a unique irreducible quotient rep-
resentation J(Es):

J(E2)|sL(2), = sum of irreducibles of dims 1, 3,..., 27, — 1,

47
dim J(Fy) = 2. (“70)
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We get a short exact sequence

0 —I(E") — I(E2) — J(E2) — 0,

/ . : . (47p)
I(E')|sL(2), = sum of irreducibles of dims 27, + 1, 274 + 3.....

This extended parameter E' with I(E’) appearing as a composition factor of I(Es)
is the one on which the Hecke algebra action gives E1 (remember that this is essen-
tially just another label for E) with positive coefficient. (This is a consequence of
the Beilinson—Bernstein localization theory relating perverse sheaves to representa-
tions, and the perverse sheaf definition of the Hecke algebra action in [10].) So we
need to understand the relationship between the extended parameters F and F’.

Because the spherical composition factor J(E3) is a unique quotient of I(E5),
the spherical vector in I(F5) is cyclic. The action of X, carries highest weight
vectors for K to highest weight vectors for K; so we deduce

X ] (spherical vector in I(E5))
= highest weight vector for lowest K-type of I(E'). (48a)

Because o € SL(2)k acts trivially on the (one-dimensional) lowest K -type of
J(Es), the formula (47d) shows that

Apg,(h2) = action of e(t/2)dg on J(E2) lowest K -type. (48b)
It is easy to calculate
Ad(e(t/2)80)(Xa) = —e(=1)1s = (<L)t e,

Combining (48b) with (48a), we find that the

action of h = ¢e(t/2)dy on I(E’) lowest K-type

= A, (ha)(=€)™ (1) (48¢)

= Ag, (hy)(—1)Yea=ta=1)+ta)
Using the description of the parameter for E’ given before (47j), we get

Ag/(h) = Apg, (h2)(_1)('Ya_1)((ga_€a_1)+ta). (48d)

Now we compare this “desired” relationship between Ag/(h) and Ag, (hs) with
the actual relationship between Ag(h) and Ag, (he). We find (using (29) and the
formulas in Table 3 for F7)
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Ap(h) A (hs) = Ap(h)Ag) (h1)
_ mGe-10 (_1y )
= (7= [(rat70) /210 (B0~ 1) (€4 (ga—La—1)a)
(—1){ O+ Aa—Datt(la—ga—tatl)a’)
_ () /200 (50=1) (4 (ga—ta—1)a") (48)
i~ (7 (60=1)(ga—a~1)))
1){Oa= A Datt (fa —ga—tat1a¥)
<

(—
(_1) >‘7(Zoé_go<_ta+1)0‘v>.
There are four factors on the right. In the first,
(a, (60— 1)) =4y —Lg =0

by (46g). In the third, (o, V) = 2 contributes an even power of (—1), so can be
dropped. We are left with

AE(h)AEl(hg) — {[rat78)/2], (60— 1) ((ga—La—1)a")) ;= (7,(80—1) ((ga —la—1)a))
2
(_1)((’YQ7AG71)O‘¢>(_1)<)‘v(£a79a7toz+1)av>
= (=1)lFa*78)/2)(9a—ta=D](_1)[(Ta=75)/2}(ga—ta—1)
(_1)('\/(17)\0‘71)1‘/“(_1))\(y(€(,(7gaftu+l)

_ (71)70(9017[&71)(71)('\/(17)\&71)% (71>)\a(£afga7ta+1).

(48f)

Splitting the last factor between the first two gives

Ap(h)AG (ho) = (—1)PatTa)lga—ta=1)

(1)@= Dte. (48g)

Now use the first two formulas from (46g) to write Ay, = (Yo — 1) + (78 — 7a)/2.
We get

AE(h)AE;(hQ) = (,1)[(va71)+(7a+m)/2](gaféafl)(,1)(7(1*1)@

= (_1)(va—1)(ga—eu+ta—1)(_1)[(TQJFTﬁ)/m(ga_Zu_l). (48h)
The first factor here is exactly the one from (48d), so we deduce
Ag(h) = Ag (h)(,l)[(Taer)/Z][ga —la—1] (480)

The sign on the right has to appear in front of the [10] Hecke algebra formula for the
coefficient of Iy in T, /. This proves the second assertion of the proposition. For
the third, we just rewrite exactly the same formula in terms of the parameter E1; by
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the first assertion of the proposition, the formulas in Table 3 tell us how to do that.
We omit the algebraic details. a

We summarize the results of Sections 7-9.

Theorem 9.2. If the infinitesimal character -y is integral, then the action of H on M
(Definition 7.1) is given by Propositions 7.2, 8.3 and 9.1.

10 Nonintegral infinitesimal character

Suppose the infinitesimal character -y is not necessarily integral. As always we as-
sume it is integrally dominant (17). Set

"R(y) ={"ac "R | (y,"a) € Z} (49a)

as in (39b), and set
R(y) ={a € R|"a € R(y)}

R(y)" = RT N R(y). 0

We say o € Ris integral if « € R(~y). We say an integral root is simple (respectively
integral-simple) if it is simple for R (respectively R(v)™).
The Weyl group W () of R(7) satisfies

W(y)={weW|wy—~€ZR}. (49¢)

We now assume Ydp(y) = 7 (see Lemma 4.1), so Y8y acts on R(7y). Then Y4,
preserves both the simple and integral-simple roots, so the notions of integral and
integral-simple apply to a Vdg-orbit £ = {«, Ydp()} of roots. Let H(7) be the
Hecke algebra of [10, (4.7)] applied to (R(%), do).

Let M., be the module of Definition 7.1. The construction of [10] gives a rep-
resentation of H(-y) on M.,. (More precisely, the construction of [10] concerns ge-
ometry related by base change (to compare a base field of finite characteristic with
C) and Beilinson—Bernstein localization (to relate K -equivariant perverse sheaves
to (g, K')-modules) to the module of Definition 7.1. In order to make a parallel iden-
tification in the case of nonintegral infinitesimal character, one needs a discussion
like that in [1, Chapter 17]. We omit the details.)

Suppose k is a Vdg-orbit of roots that are integral (for ) and simple (for G).
Then the formulas of Tables 2—4 apply to give a formula for the action 7’, on M.
The technical issue we have to deal with here is what to do if « is integral-simple
(for ~y) but not simple (for G).

Definition 10.1. Let ZD be the set of integrally dominant elements of h*:

ID={yebh"|acR(n" = (v, a) >0}
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If v € b*, then ~y is W (~)-conjugate to a unique element of ZD. If v € ZD and
w € W, let w * 7 be the unique element of ZD which is W (w~) conjugate to w-y.

It is easy to see that w * v is the unique element satisfying
(a) wxyeID
(b) w * v is W-conjugate to y
(c) wxvy € wy+ZR.
Condition (c) is equivalent (in the presence of (a) and (b)) to

(¢) w=* X = zw) for some z € W (w).

Lemma 10.2. The map (w,~) — w * 7y is an action of W on ID. It satisfies:

1. Stabyw (7) = W(3)

2. The W -orbit of 7y under  is in bijection with W /W (~y);
3. w*y = zwy for some x € W (w~);

4. Suppose o is simple for R*. Then

R & a € R(v)
“ sa(7) o & R(y).

Proof. If x,y € W, then (xy) * A is the unique element satisfying conditions (a—c)
above with respect to zy. On the other hand = * (y * A) obviously satisfies (a) and
(b). Condition (c) holds as well:

z*(yx7y) €Ex(yx7y) +ZR
€ z(yy+ZR) +ZR = (zy)y+ ZR.

Assertions (1-3) are straightforward, and (4) is clear if « is integral for vy, so assume
this is not the case. Obviously s, (7) satisfies the conditions (b) and (c) for s, * 7,
and (a) follows from the fact that s, permutes Rt — {a}. We leave the details to
the reader. O

If ~y is integral, the formulas for the cross action in Tables 2—4 define an action of
W% on M. With a small change the same holds in general. To indicate the role of
~, write (A, 7, ¢, t,y) for an extended parameter.

Definition 10.3. Suppose # is a Vdp-orbit of simple roots. Suppose v € ZD and
(A, 7,£,t,7) is an extended parameter. Use the formulas for the cross action of x
from Tables 24, applied to (A, 7, ¢, t), to define (A1, 71, ¢1,¢1). Then define

Wx X ()‘77—76)157’7) = (Al + (wl@ * 7 - 7); Tlvglatlawn * ’Y)
Define the cross action of any element of W% by writing it as a product of w,.s.

If k is integral then w, * v = -y, and Definition 10.3 agrees with the definition
of the cross action in Tables 2—4. The main point is that even if « is not integral,
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the formula in Definition 10.3 gives a valid extended parameter. In particular the
relation

(1="01)(M\) = (1="01)(y — p)

holds exactly as in the integral case. What we need to know is that
(L ="00) (A1 + (we xy =) = (L= "01)(wy %7 = p)

which follows immediately. Furthermore in the integral case A\; € X *. In the non-
integral case it follows readily from the definitions that Ay 4+ (w, xy — ) € X*
(even though this doesn’t hold separately for A\; and w,; * v — 7).

Proposition 10.4. Suppose v € ID is not necessarily integral. Then the action of
H(7y) on M., is given by the formulas in Table 5, with the following changes.
Suppose & is integral-simple, w € W, and these satisfy: wk is integral, simple
(for RT), and the Cayley transform c,.(w X E) is defined by Tables 2-4. Then
define ¢ (E) to be
co(E) =w™ X cyr(w x E)

where the cross action is that of Definition 10.3.
On the other hand, suppose wk is of type 2111,2112,2r11,2r12 forwx E,
so wk x (w X E) is defined by Table 3. Define

1

we X E=w"" x [wk x (wx E)].

It is helpful to reformulate the action of W.

Lemma 10.5. Suppose E = (\, 7,/,t,7) is an extended parameter, and w € W.
Thenw x E = (N, 7/, 0/ t',w * ) where

N = wy —w(y — N+ (wp— p) — (wpe(z) — py (wzw)
' =wr — (Y6 — D) (wp,(x) — pr(wzw™1))/2
U'=g—wlg—0)+wp—"p)— (wpr(y) — pr(wyw™)

t' = wt — (8 — 1)(wpr(y) — pr(wyw™1))/2.

The proof is that these formulas agree with those Definition 10.3 when w = w,.
We omit the details.
To apply the proposition we need the following lemma.

Lemma 10.6. Suppose & is a Vog-orbit of integral-simple roots. Then there exists
w € W such that wk is simple, unless x = {a} is of length 1 and (the simple
factor of) G is locally isomorphic to SL(2n + 1,R).

This follows from the facts that the “quotient” root system R/do [12] consisting
of the restrictions of roots to H% is a (possibly non-reduced) root system, with
Weyl group W and in a reduced root system every root is conjugate to a simple
root. The excluded case in the lemma is type As,, in which case R/J is the non-
reduced system of type BC),, and a dp-fixed root restricts to twice a root.
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Extending Proposition 10.4 to this excluded case requires just a calculation in
SL(3,R), which we omit.

11 Duality

Definition 11.1. Let 7 be the anti-automorphism of H given by
qr(T) = —¢'T; " = =T+ (¢" = 1) (£ = length(x)). (50)

Suppose 7 is a representation of # on an .A-module V. The dual representation
7*, on Hom 4(V, A) is given by

(1) (M) () = A (7 (T )v)-

In the setting of Section 2 let H be the Hecke algebra for (G, dy) (see [10]
and Section 7). Let YA be the algebra given by the same construction applied to
(VG, Vo). If k is a dp-orbit of simple roots for G, then Vk is a Yg-orbit of simple
roots for V@G, and the map T}, — TV, induces a Hecke algebra isomorphism.

Fix (regular, rational) infinitesimal character « and (regular, integral) infinitesi-
mal character cocharacter g as in (26).

We now assume that -y is integral. Let M be the H-module of Definition 7.1,
applied to G, g, and . Recall M is spanned by equivalence classes [E], for E
an extended parameter with infinitesimal character v, and [I,(E)] — [E] is an
isomorphism of Hecke modules.

Let VM be the YH-module obtained by applying the same construction to VG, “dg
and g. If F is an extended parameter, write VE for the same parameter, viewed as
an extended parameter for YG. The map [I(VE)] — [VE] is an isomorphism of
YH-modules. Write [E]" € Hom 4(V, A) for the dual basis vector.

Proposition 11.2. The map [E] — (—1)"¢"E)[VE] is an isomorphism of H ~
VH-modules.

Proof. The statement is equivalent to the following assertion. For all «, and ex-
tended parameters F, F':

the coefficient of [E] in — T} ([F]) + (u/™) — 1)sgn(E, F) (51a)
is equal to
(—=1)4E)=4E)  the coefficient of [YF] in T, ([VE]). (51b)

In (a) sgn(E, F') is defined to be 0 if E, F’ are not extensions of the same parameter.

Up to signs, all of these formulas can be read off easily from the formulas for the
Hecke algebra action on parameters. See Table 5. The fact that the signs are correct
is due to the symmetry of Table 5. This is best illustrated by an example.
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Example 11.3. Suppose « is type 111 for an extended parameter F'. Then & is also
of type 111 for w, X F'. According to Table 5,

the coefficient of [w,, x F]in — T([F])is — 1. (52a)
We need to show this equals
—1(the coefficient of [VF] in T, ([Y(w, x F)]). (52b)
From the same line in Table 5, applied to VG, we know that
—(the coefficient of [VF] in TV, ([w, x VF]) = —1. (52¢)
So we need to know that
(we X F)Y =w, x 'F. (52d)

This identity reflects a symmetry of the tables. Here w,; X F'is a cross action of type
1i1, w, x VF is of type 1r1. Switching the roles of A <+ ¢, and 7 < ¢ interchanges
these two formulas.

The necessary symmetry holds for all Cayley transforms and cross actions; in
Table 5 the dual operations are listed on the same line. This completes the proof of
the proposition. a

12 Appendix

We collect a few technical results about the Tits group [13], which will be needed
for our study of parameters for representations in Section 3. We continue with the
notation of (11). For each simple root «, the pinning defines a canonical homomor-
phism

bat (SL(2),diag) — (G, H)  doa (8 (1)) ' (53a)

Similarly,

o (SL(2),diag) = (YG,VH)  ddav (8 é) — X, (53b)

It is sometimes convenient to define also
10 00

the first element (because o( H, ) = 2) “is” the coroot V. The second is a preferred
root vector for —a, characterized by the last of the three relations
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[Ha;Xa] = 2X,, [HaaX—a] =—2X_,, [XaaX—a] = H,. (53d)
In this way we get a distinguished representative

Oo =def Par (01 (1)) = eXp(g(Xa - X—a))

2
a

(53e)

02 =My =ger @’ (—1)

for the simple reflection s,. These representatives satisfy the braid relations (see
[13]) and therefore define distinguished representatives

Ow =def Cay oy """ Ty (W = Sy San - * * Sa, Teduced) (53f)

for each Weyl group element w. (That o, is independent of the choice of reduced
decomposition is a consequence of the fact that the o, satisfy the braid relations.)
If ~y is any distinguished (that is, pinning-preserving) automorphism of (G, B, H),
then

’}/(Uw) = Oy(w)- (53g)

The braid relations imply, for any w € W and simple root o

S Ows., length(ws,) = length(w) + 1 (53h)
Ows,Ma  length(ws,,) = length(w) — 1
and a similar result for o0, (with m,, on the left).
In exactly the same way, we get a distinguished representative in ¥ G:
VOw =def TayOay " Oay (W = Sa,Say * * * Sa, reduced). (531)

The main fact we need about these representatives is

Proposition 12.1. In the setting of (53),
Twoy-1 = (wp —p’)(~1)
= e((p’ —wp")/2)

- I e

BERT(G,H)
w™'B¢RY(G,H)

The proof is an easy induction on £(w). See [2, Lemma 5.4].

Proposition 12.2. In the setting (11), suppose w € W, «, 8 € II are simple roots,
and wo = . Write X, and Xg for the simple root vectors given by the pinning,
and o, € N(H) for the Tits representative of w defined in (53f). Then

0w0a0;1 =o0g

and
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Ad(0)(Xa) = X5, Ad(0w)(X_a) = X_s.

Proof. Since 8 = wa, spw = ws,. If length(ws,,) = length(sgw) = length(w) +
1, then the first case of (53h) implies

OwOa = Ows, = Oszuw = O0y-
If the lengths are decreasing, we see

OwOa = Ows, Ma
= Us;gwma
=MpBoRoywMa
= MpMszgwadplw
= ogo,, (since spgwa = —f3).
For the second statement we observe that Ad(c,,) (X, ) is some multiple of Xg. The

Tits group preserves the Z-form of g generated by the various X, so this scalar is
+1; we need to show it is 1. We compute

OwOa0," = ou(exp g(Xa —X_o))oyt

= exp(g Ad(0)(Xa — X_a)).
On the other hand, by what we just proved this equals
s
op = exp(5 (X — X_p)).
Setting these equal gives the two equalities in the second statement. ad

Corollary 12.3. In the setting (11), suppose w € W, «, B € II are simple roots,
and wa = —f3. Write X, and X g for the simple root vectors given by the pinning,
and o, € N(H) for the Tits representative of w defined in (53f). Then

-1 _
OwOa0, =08

and
Ad(oy)(Xa) = —X_pg, Ad(oy)(X_0n) = —Xp.

Proof. Let w' = ws,. The first assertion follows from the previous lemma applied
to o, using the fact that o,y = 0,0, (since w’ = ws, is a reduced expression).
As in the proof of the previous proposition we conclude that

xp( (Ad(0) (Xo = X)) = exp(5 (X5 — X_5)).

and in this case this implies Ad(oy,)(Xa) = —X_g and Ad(0,)(X_a) = —X5.
O
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Table 1 Types of roots, and their associated Cayley transforms

61

type terminology of [10] definition Cayley transform
1C+ complex ascent a complex, o > 0
1c- complex descent a complex, fa < 0
1i1 |imaginary noncpt type I ascent « imaginary, noncpt, type 1 y =y
. . . « imaginary, noncpt, type 2
1i2f |imaginary noncpt type II ascent 5 fixes both terms of 7* R =% = {v5, 45}
imagi 2
1i2s |imaginary noncpt type II ascent o Imaginary, noncpt, type

§ switches the two terms of v

lic cpt imaginary descent o cpt imaginary
« real, parity, type 1 1 o
1rlf 1 type I d t = =
* real type £ descen ¢ fixes both terms of v, Ve =Yoo = {7, 72}
1rls real type I descent “ real, parity, type |
& switches the two terms of v4
1r2 real type II descent « real, parity, type 2 Yo = Va
lrn real nonparity ascent « real, non-parity
2C+ two-complex ascent a, 8 complex, 0o > 0, 0 # B
2C- two-complex descent a, B complex, fa < 0, o # 3
2Ci two-semiimaginary ascent a, B complex, 0o = 8 Y =8q Xy =5 X7
2Cr two-semireal descent a, B complex, 0o = —f3 Ve =Sa XY =53 X7y
) two-imaginary noncpt «, 3 noncpt imaginary, type 1 8
2111 Ko (AQ
* type I-T ascent (v*)? single valued v ()
. two-imaginary noncpt a, B noncpt imaginary, type 1 K e B
2112f = =
* type I-II ascent (y*)# double valued, fixed by § v b} =0%)
2i12s two-imaginary noncpt «, 3 noncpt imaginary, type 1
type I-IT ascent (v*)? double valued, switched by &
) two-imaginary noncpt a, B noncpt imaginary, type 1 N . K o B0
2122 = = ’
* type II-II ascent (v*)# has 4 values v bifast =17
two-real a, [ real, parity, type 2
2r22 ! =
* type II-II descent (Yo ) g single valued Vr = (Ya)s
two-real «, 3 real, parity, type 2 1 2
2r21f = =
* type II-T descent (7a) g double valued, fixed by & Yr = {007k} = (va)s
2rals two-real a, [ real, parity, type 2
type II-I descent (Yo ) g double valued, switched by &
two-real «, 3 real, parity, type 2 1 o
2rll = = g
s type I-I descent (Ya ) g has 4 values ¥r = {07} = {(ve)s}
2rn two-real nonparity ascent a, [ real, nonparity
2ic two-imaginary cpt descent «, B cpt imaginary
3C+ three-complex ascent a, B complex fa > 0, O # 5
3C- three-complex descent a, B complex o < 0, o #
3Ci | three-semiimaginary ascent a, B complex, o = B Y= (sa X V)P N (s5 x 7)®
3Cr three-semireal descent a, B complex, 0o = —3 Ve = (Sa X ¥)g N (s X V)a
31 | three imaginary noncpt ascent a, B noncpt imaginary, type 1 Y =54 x Y8 =55 x ¥*
3r three-real descent a, (3 real, parity, type 2 Yo = Sa X Y8 = S8 X Ya
3rn three-real non-parity ascent a, [ real, nonparity
3ic three-imaginary cpt descent «, 3 noncpt imaginary
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Table 2 Cayley and cross actions on extended parameters:type 1

Ale=(r=p)c (Yoo =DA=(14Y0y)7 Lla=(9—p")a (J0o—1)t=(1+0z)t

type A1 5l /1 t1 notes
1Cerx  SaA+ (7o — Da SaT Sal+ (ga — 1)a¥ Sat

1ilerx A T L+ Y t

111 Cay A T —Tao £+ %O? t a=1+V0y)o
1i2f Cay A+« T Fa 0+ %D? t Te €Ven
1i2s Cay M+ [none] l+ %02 t To 0dd
1rlf Cay v,._.%o« T 0,0+ aV t— WQ< to even
1rls Cay A+ %Q T 0,0+ aV [none] to odd

1r2 crx A« T ¢ t

1r2Cay A+ 2e—2a=lg, T Y t—tas a¥ =s+40ys

2
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Parameters for twisted representations

c
ppo 97 <®3 >QHM§ |>djnm§ - N AN 2 et Ked 1137
<0 [4 [4 ¢
VO UaA2 92°°2 YO AT — AP =1 YO ¥ +7 7 d%._./\
g == +
ppo 3 + 3 [ouou] R L T ey staag
P T X
%HHQIT% — 0 z _ Q\ 14 +
- -
A = A0 s—1g T AO+7 L T gep g1z
UdAl 97 + 3 58941 0 o —or + X
of) to—d_o 7 7 0 — 1 0+ Y X[ 177
0)s("Tg + 1 g)sdy — e
(Ao)s( ) (A vc ) L L ke zzaz
= AP (A©)s72—1 Pr=v=r T X
7 7 Z PER% X0 zz3g
c
ppo 9L <®L ) >Qﬁ|$|§ + Qﬁmf - dimf - g+ vty KeD zz1Z
AO UOAD 1 0L o—Lf g MO g5 —0G — 2 40 ¥+ X X _
——p
ppo €1+ P2 ? N T=To—s + AP T=me—mE + 7 [ouou] Y'Y AeDsziTe
o', +o0= 4 + 0%
Q|~Q ) >QH\MN\§, 0Ty ¢ I »OnTKJ« %mOwNﬁHN
oA g1 ©y 0o —=p +7 091+ 1
570+ 5 = g — AP s—1 AP t7 + X XD erre
(©)o(Top+1) =" } A T=ry=es T APT=s=ep +1 (9)0FL — (0)0PL — 1 X & 1TTT
7 A+ L X XIOTTTZ
gy = Py AP(T + °6 — ©j) — 175 AP(T — ©b) + s O(T+ PL —PY)+ s (T — L)+ Y®s AeD 0z
gy ="1 AP(1+ 6 — ®7) + 1°s AO(1 = ) + 77 O(L+ %k —°Y) — 4% (1 - ") +\%s AedTor
1¥m AM(1T — ©6) 4+ 7%m 1¥m (T — L) 4+ Y¥m XI0 D7
sa0Uu 1] 1y T Ty adKy

2"+ 1) = 7(1 — %)

°[(Ad = 6) = "Iz

(g +T) =X(T = 09,) (I —L) ="

Z 3d4) :sa9joureaed papud)xa uo SUONIL SSOID puk AJ[AB) ¢ J[qBL
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Table 4 Cayley and cross actions on extended parameters: type 3

Me=(r=0t  Moo—DA=04+Y0,)7 La=(@g—p")a (So—1)=(1+0)t

type A1 5l 2 t1 notes
3C crx we A + (7 — 2)K Wy T wel + (gs — 2)KY Wt
A OR —1-A OR
_ T L v Yo « even
3ci Cay N T g bt (ga —1—ta)s t Yo —1— Aa odd
¢ OR —-1-7 OR
o oty o o even
3crCay A+ (7o —1—Aa)k T 04V t— Sk Geo —1— 4 0dd
3i Cay A T — TrQ &._‘Amglwlx%v»? t
3r Cay y+A<Q\H\sz T ¢ t—teaV




Parameters for twisted representations

Table 5 Action of Hecke operators

K-type(E) T.(E) K-type(E) T.(FE)
1C+ wy X B 1c- (g—1)E+q(wx x E)
1i1 we X B+ Ey 1r2 (¢—1DE—-we X E+(q—1)Ex
1i2f E+ EL + E? 1rlf (g—2)E+ (¢ — 1)(EL + E?)
1i2s —-F 1rls qF
lic qFE lrn —-FE
2C+ we X E 2C- (> —1)E+ ¢*(wx X E)
2ci | qE£(¢+1)Ex 2Cr (> —q—-1DE£(* —q)Ex
(see Section 9) (see Section 9)
2i22 E+EL +E? 2r1l | (> —2)E+ (¢ — 1)(EL + E2)
2i11 Wi X E+ B, 2r22 (2 —1)E —w. x E+ (¢> —1)E,
2112f |wx X E4+ EL &£ E2| 2r21f | (¢? —2)E + (¢ — 1)(£EL + E2)
(see Section 8) (see Section 8)
2i12s -E 2r21s ¢’E
2ic ¢*’E 2rn —-F
3C+ wy, X B 3C- (¢ —1DE+ ¢®(we X E)
3Ci gE+ (¢g+ 1)E. 3Cr (®—qg—1)E+(¢®—q)Ex
3i qE + (¢+ 1)Ex 3r (@®—q—1E+(¢° —q)Ex
3ic *E 3rn —-F
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