SOME BOUNDS ON UNITARY DUALS OF CLASSICAL GROUPS -
NON-ARCHIMEDEN CASE

MARKO TADIC

ABSTRACT. We first give bounds for domains where the unitarizabile subquotients can
show up in the parabolically induced representations of classical p-adic groups. Roughly,
they can show up only if the central character of the inducing irreducible cuspidal represen-
tation is dominated by the square root of the modular character of the minimal parabolic
subgroup. For unitarizable subquotients supported by a fixed parabolic subgroup, or in a
specific Bernstein component, a more precise bound is given.

For the reductive groups of rank at least two, the trivial representation is always isolated
in the unitary dual (D. Kazhdan). Still, we may ask if the level of isolation is higher in the
case of the automorphic duals, as it is a case in the rank one. We show that the answer
is negative to this question for symplectic p-adic groups.

In honor of Freydoon Shahidi for his 70" birthday.

1. INTRODUCTION

Bounds on various parts of unitary duals of reductive groups over local fields can be
very important, in particular in the number theory. Let p be an irreducible cuspidal
representation of a Levi factor M of a parabolic subgroup P of a connected reductive group
over a non-archimedean local field F. In [28] we have proved that the set of all unramified
characters y of M such that Ind%(x) contains an irreducible unitarizable subquotient is a
compact subset of the set of all unramified characters of ME| (observe that this fact does not
hold for archimedean fields, already for SL(2,R)). In other words, this implies that the set
of such characters where irreducible unitarizable subquotients can show up is bounded (for
each fixed M and p). Two questions were left unanswered there. The first question is to
find good bounds for the region where the unitarizability can show up in a fixed Bernstein
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I This result is very easy to prove using Bernstein center (see [30]). Further, one can drop the condition
of cuspidality.
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componentﬂ, i.e. how far from the unitary axis we can have unitary subquotients (for
fixed p). The second question is if the set of all these regions where unitarizability can
show up is bounded when one fixes M, and let p to run over all the irreducible cuspidal
representations of M (i.e., if there exists a set of bounds which is bounded), and if it exists,
to find as precise common bound as possible.

A result in the direction of the first question was obtained by L. Clozel and E. Ullmo in [7]
for G = Sp(2n, F), M = A the maximal torus of G and p = 14, the trivial representation
of G, and for the subset of automorphic (unitarizable) representations in this (unramified)
Bernstein component. We shall briefly recall of their result. First we introduce some
notation.

On R? we shall consider two orderings. Let x = (z1,...,24),y = (y1,...,Y,) € R% Then
we write ‘ A
r<yy = YT <>y, Yie{l,..., g},
r<gy <= z; <y, Vie{l,...,q}.

Denote by Op the maximal compact subring of F', and by qr the cardinality of its residual
field. Fix an element wp which generates the maximal ideal in Op. Denote by | |r the
normalized absolute value on F (it is determined by the condition |wp'|r = qr). For
i=1,...,q, denote by b; = (1,...,1,@wp",1,...,1), where @y is placed at the i-th place.

We consider a maximal torus A in Sp(2q, F') consisting of the diagonal matrices in the
group (see the second section for more details regarding notation). Using an isomorphism
(21, xq) = (21, g, ;27 1), we identify (F*)? with the maximal torus. Denote
by P a minimal parabolic subgroup consisting of the diagonal matrices in Sp(2q, F).

Fix an irreducible representation 7 of Sp(2¢, F)). Then we can find a standard parabolic
subgroup P = M N of G such that the Levi factor M contains P,,;,, an irreducible unita-
rizable cuspidal representation p of M and a positive valued (unramified) character x of

M such that 7 is a subquotient of Indip (2'1’F)(X,0)7 and that holds

log,, (Ix(b1)[r) = -+ = log,,.(Ix(bg)|F) = 0.

Then the element (log, . (|x(b1)|r, - -,log,,.(Ix(bg)|r)) € (Rx0)? is uniquely determined by
7, and it will be denoted by

[I]-
Recall that for the trivial representation 1g,q 7y We have

H]‘SP@(LF)H = <Q7q - 17 ey 27 1)
Now we shall recall of Theorem 6.3 from [7] (we shall use logarithmic interpretation of it):
2Bernstein component of a non-unitary dual determined by p is the set of all equivalence classes of

irreducible subquotients of representations Ind%(yp) when x runs over the set of all unramified characters
of M.
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Theorem 1.1. (L. Clozel, E. Ullmo) Let k be a number field and v a place of k. Denote by
F the completion of k at v. Let m be a non-trivial irreducible unramified representation of
Sp(2q, F') which shows up as a tensor factor of an irreducible representation of the adelic
group Sp(2q, Ay) which is in the support of the representation Sp(2q,Ay) in the space of
the square integrable automorphic forms L*(Sp(2q, k)\Sp(2q, Ax)). Then

7]l <w(g—=140,g=2+0,...,146,6),
where 0 is the Ramanujan constant for SL(2, k)]

The proof of this theorem is based on a result proved by L. Clozel and E. Ullmo in [7],
claiming that restriction preserves automorphicity. Later in [6], using [24], L. Clozel avoids
use of the Ramanujan constant if ¢ > 2, showing that for ¢ > 2, 6 can be taken to be 0 in
the above estimate of ||7||.

In particular, if we drop in the above theorem the assumption that 7 is non-trivial, we
get obviously the estimate (¢,q — 1,...,2,1) for (unitarizable) automorphic unramified
irreducible representations, i.e.

7|l <w (@9 —1,...,2,1).

In other words, for automorphic representation in the unramified component the upper
bound is (¢,¢—1,...,2,1). In this paper we prove that for the above estimate we can avoid
assumption of automorphicity, and moreover, that this estimate holds for any irreducible
unitarizable representation (not only unramified). Actually, we prove a slightly stronger
result then this, since the estimate is for <,:

Theorem 1.2. Let F' be a local non-archimedean field of characteristic 0 and let ™ be an
irreducible unitarizable representation of G := Sp(2q, F'). Then

7l <s [|Lel]-

The equality holds if and only 7 is the trivial or the Steinberg representation.

The proof of the above theorem is a relatively easy consequence of [33] and a recent work
of J. Arthur and C. Moeglin, which we use to get estimate for the cuspidal reducibilityﬁ
The above theorem holds also for other classical groups (with slight modification; see the

third section). It would be interesting to know if such an estimate holds more generally
(for <,).

For particular M, we can often get much better estimates. They are in the following

3See [7] for more details.
Tt s possible that the above simple estimate is already known, but we do not know for it.
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Theorem 1.3. Suppose char(F) = 0 and let P be a standard parabolic subgrou;ﬂ of
Sp(2n, F) whose Levi factor M is isomorphic to

GL(p1, F)™ x ...GL(pg, F)™ x Sp(2q, F),

where p; # pj for i # j. Let |det|%p1 @ ... ® |det|¥p ® o be an irreducible cuspidal
representation of M, where p; are irreducible unitarizable cuspidal representations of gen-
eral linear groups, e; € R and o is an irreducible cuspidal representations of Sp(2q, F).
Suppose that the parabolically induced representation

Sp(2n, e e
[nde(2 F)<| det \Flpl ®R...R® ]det ]lﬁ“pk ® 0)
contains an irreducible unitarizable subquotient.

Denote by €, ¢e,, ... e , the subsequence of the sequence ey, e, ..., e consisting of all e;

» Eny;
such that p; is a representation of GL(py,, F'). After renumeration, we can assume |e}| >
leb| > - >|el, |. Then

z‘0|'

(lexl; leal, - len,,

for appropriate r, where
— . 2g+1
c=max {t € 1/2Z;t < 1/—Igio }.

For other classical groups the upper bound c is very similar (see the third section).

) <s(rr—1,...,¢+1,¢)

Consider the example where £k = 1, py = 2, n; = 5 and ¢ = 6 in the above theorem. The

above theorem gives the bound (%, %, g, %, g) In other words,

(1.1) ||m]] < (B3, 8 L9 9 T 7°5°2.0,0,0,0,0,0).
This is much sharper estimate then the one given by Theorem 1.2} which is (16,15,...,2,1).

If we want upper bound for specific Bernstein component, we need to have a data pa-
rameterizing the cuspidal representation o. We shall use Jordan blocks (see the third
section). Fix an irreducible square integrable representation o of some Sp(2¢, F') and fix a
self dual irreducible cuspidal representation p of a general linear group. For k € Z>4,
the square integrable representation attached by Bernstein-Zelevinsky to the segment
[| det |;(k_1)/2p, | det |57k_1)/2p] will be denoted by d(p, k) (see the third section). Then for
one parity of k € Zs1, the representation Ind(§(p, k) ® o) is always irreducibleﬂ For the
other parity we have reducibility, with finitely many exceptions. Denote by Jord(c) the
set of all such representations which are exceptions, when p runs over all the self dual

SParabolic subgroups that we shall consider in the paper will always contain all the upper triangular
matrices in the group, and they will be called standard

6Tt is even if Ind(| det |;/2p ® 1gp(o,r)) is irreducible. Otherwise it is odd.



BOUNDS ON UNITARY DUALS 5

irreducible cuspidal representations of general linear groupsﬂ. For a self dual irreducible
cuspidal representation p of a general linear group, denote by Jord,(o) the set of all k£ such
that there exist 0(p, k) € Jord(o).

The following theorem gives upper bounds for individual Bernstein components.

Theorem 1.4. Let char(F) = 0. Fiz an irreducible cuspidal representation o of Sp(2q, F')

and let py, . .., pr be irreducible unitarizable cuspidal representations of general linear groups
GL(p1, F),...,GL(px, F') respectively, such that p; % |det][;pj for any i # j and any
a € C. Let ny,ng,...,n; be positive integers and let B;;,1 < i < k,1 < j <n,; be a set of

complex numbers such that the representation of appropriate symplectic group, parabolically
induced by

[det [7p1 ® ... @ |det |2 pr @ ... @ | det [ o1 @ ... ® | det [ oy @0

contains an irreducible unitarizable subquotient. Fix some index i. After renumeration
we can assume that for real parts of complex exponents hold |[R(B;1)| > -+ > |R(Bin,)|-
Denote by X; the set of all unramified characters x of GL(p;, F') such that xp; is a self
dual representation. Then X; is a finite set. If X; # (), denote

_ 14max{card(Jordy,,;(0));x€X;}

i = 2
Then
(IRBi)|, - IR(Bin,)]) <s (ci+ni —1,...,¢:+ 1, ¢)
if X; # 0, and
(IRBD] - IR(Bin ) <5 (3,25, 1,5)
if X;=10.

The second topic of this paper is also devoted to bounding some parts of the unitary dual,
but in a different way. We shall explain this below. It is again related to the result of L.
Clozel and E. Ullmo which we have mentioned above.

Let us recall that D. Kazhdan introduced in [I0] property (T) for a locally compact group
G. This property means that the trivial representation is isolated in the unitary dual G
of G, i. e. in the set of all equivalence classes of the irreducible unitary representations
of G, supplied with a natural topology. He proved there that a simple group G(F') over
a locally compact non-discrete field F' of split rank different from one has property (T),
and he obtained some very interesting arithmetic consequences from that. Property (T)
has shown to be related to a number of interesting facts. There is a vast literature on this,
which we shall not discuss here. We shall mention only one result in that direction related
to the exception of rank one in the Kazhdan result.

7C. Meegain has shown that using the local Langlands correspondence for general linear groups, J ord,(o)
transfers to the admissible homomorphism of the Weyl-Deligne group attached by J. Arthur to o in [I]
(see [35] for a little bit more precise explanation, but still avoiding too much technical details).
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L. Clozel proved in [5] 7-conjecture, which is a weaker condition then property (T), but
holds for any rank. This weaker property tells that the trivial representation is isolated in
the automorphic dual of G(F'). More precisely, if F' is a completion of a number field k
at a place v, then the automorphic dual of G(k) at v is the support of the representation
G(k,) on the space L*(G(k)\G(A)) of the square integrable automorphic forms.

Now that one knows that the trivial representation is isolated in the automorphic dual,
further important question may be: how far is it from the other irreducible automorphic
representations (in other words, what is the quantitative level of isolation of the trivial
representation). Let us recall that such type of questions in rank one case are important
in the number theory. One may ask such question also in the higher ranks. Recall that
the trivial representation is not isolated in the unitary dual in rank one case, except in
several archimedean completions. In the higher ranks, the trivial representation is isolated
in both unitary and automorphic. Considering the rank one case, one may ask if the
level of isolation is higher in the automorphic dual then in the unitary dual in higher
ranks. Theorem [I.1] of L. Clozel and E. Ullmo for symplectic groups gives an estimate
in the automorphic case (for ¢ > 2, taking 6 = 0). Moreover, this estimate cannot be
improved in this case (for # = 0), since G. Mui¢ has proved in [22] that there exists an
irreducible unitarizable automorphic representation for which we have equality in their
theorem (this representation is the Aubert-Schneider-Stuhler involution of an irreducible
square integrable representation which is the ”closest” to the Steinberg representationﬁ).

In this paper we prove the following result:

Theorem 1.5. Let I be a local non-archimedean field of characteristic different from two
and let ™ be a non-trivial irreducible unramified representation of Sp(2q, F'), ¢ > 2. Then

7] <w (¢g—1,g—2,...,1,0)

and

17| <s (q—l,q—?,...,2,1,%).

The first inequality of the theorem tells that the trivial representation is not more isolated
in the automorphic dual than it is in the unitary dual (here we consider the ranks at least
two).

The proof of the above theorem is an elementary application of the classification of the
unramified unitary duals in [23] (this also reproves the result of L. Clozel and E. Ullmo,
and adds a new estimate there).

We are thankful to G. Mui¢ for discussions during writing of this paper, to L. Clozel for
some comments and to the referee for corrections.

8G. Savin has also told us of such an example.
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The contents of this paper is as follows. After introduction, in the second section we
introduce notation that shall be used in the paper. The third section is devoted to the
bounds where the unitarizability can show up. We recall of the unramified unitary dual of
p-adic symplectic groups in the fourth section, while the fifth section brings bounds for the
trivial representation from the rest of the unramified irreducible unitary representations.

2. NOTATION

We fix a local non-archimedean field F'. The normalized absolute value on F' is denoted by
| |F and the character g — |det|p, GL(n, F) — R* is denoted by v. For each irreducible
essentially square integrable representation ¢ of GL(n, F') there exist a unique e(0) € R and
a unique up to an equivalence (unitarizable) irreducible square integrable representation
d" of GL(n, F') such that

§ 2 g,

For smooth representations 7; of GL(n;, F') for i = 1,2, by m; X my is denoted the smooth
representation of GL(ny + ng, F') parabolically induced by

T & Ty

from appropriate maximal parabolic subgroup, which is standard with respect to the sub-
group of the upper triangular matrices (parabolic induction that we consider is normalized).

Fix an irreducible square integrable representation 7 of a general linear group and a positive
integer k. Then the representations

k—1)/2 k—1)/2—1

U 7 x rx ... xp kD2,

has a unique irreducible quotient, which is denoted by

u(T, k).

For an irreducible square integrable representation 7 of a general linear group there exists
an irreducible unitarizable cuspidal representation p of a general linear group and a positive
integer ¢ such that 7 is isomorphic to the unique irreducible subrepresentation of

0-1)/2 (t-1)/2—-1

V p XU px ... xy D2,

Then we write
P = 8([ 2, D)),

For an irreducible representation 7w of GL(n, F') there exist irreducible cuspidal represen-
tations pq, ..., pr of general linear groups such that 7 is isomorphic to a subquotient of
p1 X -+ X pg. The multiset of equivalence classes (p1, ..., px) is called the cuspidal support
of 7, and it is denoted by supp(mw).
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While in the case of general linear groups we follow mainly notation of [36], in the case of
the classical p-adic groups, we follow the notation of [32]. The n x n matrix having 1’s on
the second diagonal and all other entries 0 is denoted by .J,,. The identity matrix is denoted
by I,. For a 2n x 2n matrix S, denote

X _ 0 _Jn t O Jn
5= {Jn 0 S —J, 0’
where 'S is the transposed matrix of S. Then Sp(n, F) is the group of all 2n x 2n matrices
over F' which satisfy *S S = I, (we take Sp(0, F') to be the trivial group).

By O(m, F') is denoted the group of all m x m matrices X with entries in F which satisfy
"X X = I,. Denote SO(m, F) = O(m, F)NSL(m, F).

In the case of groups that we consider in this paper, we always fix the minimal parabolic
subgroup consisting of all upper triangular matrices in the group (denoted by Ppuin).

In the sequel, we denote by S, either the group Sp(n, F') or SO(2n + 1, F'). Parabolic
subgroups which contain the minimal parabolic subgroup which we have fixed will be
called standard parabolic subgroups.

Most of the results of the section 3. hold also for other classical groups considered in [19],
and also for unitary groups (also considered in [19]). When some statement of this paper is
specific for symplectic or split odd-orthogonal groups, it will be specified in the statement.

In the case of unitary groups, a separable quadratic extension F’ of F'is fixed. We denote
by 6 the non-trivial element of the Galois group of F” over F'. Whenever in the non-unitary
case appears a representations of GL(n, F'), we need to replace it with a representations
of GL(n, F"), and the contragredient representations 7 of a representation 7 of GL(n, F'),
with the representations g — 7(6(g)) of GL(n, F)}

The Jacquet module of a representation 7 of S,, for the standard maximal parabolic sub-
group whose Levi factor is a direct product of GL(k, F') and a classical group S,_g, is
denoted by

S(k) (71')

Each irreducible representation 7 of some classical group Sy is a subquotient of a represen-
tation of the form

PL X o X pp X O,
where p1,...,pr are irreducible cuspidal representations of general linear groups and o
is an irreducible cuspidal representation of some S,,. The representation o is called the
partial cuspidal support of 7 and it is denoted by

Teusp-

9We can handle the case of unitary groups uniformly, as we did in [19].
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If p; X ...--- X py is a representation of GL(p, F'), then the Jacquet module s, (7) will be
denoted by

SGL(T).

An irreducible cuspidal representation p of a general linear group is called a factor of 7 if
there exists an irreducible subquotient m ® 7,5, 0f sqr(7) such that p is in the cuspidal
support of m. Then the set of all factors of 7 is contained in

{plvﬁlap%ﬁ% s 7pkaﬁk}

(recall that our 7 is a subquotient of p; X ...+ X px x o). Further, for each 1 <1i < k, at
least one representation from {p;, p;} is a factor of 7.

Let p and o be unitarizable irreducible cuspidal representations of a general linear group
and of S, respectively. Then if v*p X o reduces for some a € R, then p = p. Further, if
p = p, then we have always reduction for unique « > 0 ([27]). This reducibility point will
be denoted by

®p,o-

A very non-trivial fact which follows from the recent work of J. Arthur and C. Moeglin is
that always a,, € (3)Z if char(F) = 0.

3. BOUNDING UNITARIZABILITY

The following proposition from [33] (Proposition 2.2 therd™¥) will be used several times in
this paper to get some bounds where the unitarizability can show up in the parabolically
induced representations (it was also used in [33] for similar purpose).

Proposition 3.1. Let m be an irreducible representation of a classical group S,.

(i) Let X be a set of irreducible cuspidal representations of general linear groups which
satisfies

1) v¥p §Z for any p e X.
2) XNX=40.
) There is no element in X U X which is a factor of .
) P X Teysp 15 trreducible for any p € X.
) pxp and p x p' are irreducible for any p € X and any factor p' of m.

(
(
(
(
(

10We only corrected the last sentence, which is not stated correctly in [33].
UHere X = {p;p € X}.
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Suppose that 0 is an irreducible representation of a general linear group whose cuspidal
support is contained in X. Then
0 x

18 1rreducible.

(ii) Suppose that we can find sets X andY of (equwalence classes of ) irreducible cuspidal
representations of general linear groups such that X U X UY UY contains all the factors
of 1, XN (Y UY) =0, and that hold conditions (1), (2) and (4) from (i). Further suppose
that px p' and px o' are irreducible for all p € XUX and p' € Y (i.e. that holds condition
(5) from (i) for all pe X UX and p' inY).

Then there exists an irreducible representation 6 of a general linear whose cuspidal support
is contained in X (i.e. each representation of the support), and there ezists an irreducible
representation ' of a classical group whose all factors are contained in Y UY , such that

T=0x7.
The partial cuspidal support of 7' is Teysp. Further, m determines 0 and @' as above up to

equivalence.

If X' is the set of all p € X which are factors of 7, then each representation from X' shows
up in the cuspidal support of 0.

We shall use it also in this paper to get some additional bounds.

Proposition 3.2. Let w be an irreducible unitarizable representation of a classical group
Sq. Let p be a factor of m. Suppose that pi,...,p, are all the factors T of ™ such that

T = pt.

(1) Let p* 2 p. Renumerate py,...,pn, n > 1, in a way that le(p))| < |e(p)] < --- <
le(pn)]. Then
le(p)] <5, 1<i<n

(2) Suppose p* = pv. Write the set of all le(pi)| > qpuro,, 1 < i< n, as
{ag, ..., ap},
where £ > 0 and a; < ay < -+ < ay. Then
o —a; 1 <1 foreach i=23,...,(,
if £ > 2. Further

(i) If apu s, = 0, then
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(it) If apu ..., > 3. then there exists index i such that

|€(p1>| S Oépuﬂrcusp'

Denote by
o =max{|e(p)];e(pi)] < Apinen, & 1 < i <nl.
Then holds
(a) ozl—oz;) LS life>1.
(b) Ozigaf,)ﬂmp—i-i; i=1,...,0

Proof. (1) Consider some p; such that p¢ % p¢. Then (i) of Theorem 3.2 from [33] and
Theorem 7.5 of [29] imply that 7 is a subquotient of a representation of the form

(3.2) u(B([r™ D208, YD) 1) 5 g X < X X T,
or of the form
(3.3)  vu(S([v 2o IR0 o) x v u(S ([ TR g D2 i) )

Xp;l e X 10] X WCUSp)
where all the representations p}, and p are irreducible and cuspidal, 0 < o < 3 Land py, is
in the cuspidal support of the first factor of . or the first two factors of .

Denote ¢y = ¢; 4+ ¢5. There can be more possibilities for above representations (3.2)) or
(3.3). In that case, we chose above representation with maximal possible /.

Suppose that py is coming from (3.2)). First consider the case when ¢ is even. Then the
absolute values of the exponents of cuspidal representations that show up in the cuspidal
support of the first factor of (3.2)) are containing the following sequence

Lo lo Lo
07171722 53— sy T % T T g T

(i.e. the exponents which are > 1 show up at least two times each, and the exponent

0 shows up at least once). Observe that if we denote the above sequence by fi,..., i,
then f; = or even indexes. Clearly, |51] = 0 < ; For odd i > 1 we obviously have

|Bz‘ - ’B@ 9 < b)

Obviously |e(px)| < Bk if k < £o. Therefore, then holds |e(py)] < £. If k > (o, then the
maximality of £, implies |e(py)| < |e(pg,)| < 2 < £. This completes the proof of the claim
of (1) in this case.

[
3
1=

Similarly goes the case when ¢ is odd. Then absolute values of the exponents that show
up in the case of the first factor of (3.2} E now contain the sequence

3 3 60_2__ bo _ 1 bo _
)99 99 )9 ’ 92

DO =
N | —
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Again we denote the above sequence by (i, ..., 5;, and now holds 5; = % if 7 is odd. For
even i we have as above |3;| = |8;_1| = % < % Now we finish the proof of (1) in this case
in the same way as in the previous case.

Suppose now that pj is in the cuspidal support of the first two factors in (3.3]). Consider
first the case of even /. In this case the first two factors of (3.3) give exponents which
contain the following sequence

a,l—oz,l+oz,2—oz,2+oz,...,%°—1—04,%0—1+a.

Observe that each term of the above sequence is less then the corresponding term of the
following sequence %, 1, %, 2,..., %0 — 1, %0 — % Now we end the proof in the same way as
in previous cases.

At the end consider the case of odd £y. In this case the first two factors of (3.3]) give the a
sequence of exponents that contains the following exponents

1 1 3 3 f-1 L1
-y tay—a 5024, = —a, =+
Again we use the sequence %,1,%,2,...,%@ — ,%0 — % in the same way as above, and

complete the proof.
(2) The first inequality in (2), a; — a;—1 < 1, is proved in Proposition 3.5 of [33].

Now we shall prove the first inequality in (ii). Suppose that for all p; holds |e(p;)| > v x...,
(we here assume ayu ., > 3). Denote

— 2
, {p e(pi) <0

Pi =
Pis e(pz) > 0.
Then by (ii) of Proposition , we can write 7 = 7 x 7/, where cuspidal support of
T is contained in {p},...,p.}, and no one of the representations of {p,...,p/,} or their

contragredients is a factor of ©’. Moreover, for any factor pu of 7’ we have u* 2 p*. We
denote the Hermitian contragredient 7 of m by 7. Since 7 is unitarizable, it is a Hermitian

representation, i.e. it holds 7 = 7. Thus 7 x 7’ =2 7t x 7/t =2 7 x 7'*.

Observe that a representation in the cuspidal support of 7 is of the form v*p*, with a > 0.

u U

Now the complex conjugate of v*p" is isomorphic to v“p vep" = ve*. From this
follows that 7 and 7 have the same cuspidal supports. Now the unicity claimed in (ii) of
Proposition implies 7 = 7 and 7' = 7"

Further, by (i) of Proposition [3.1| 7 x 7’ is irreducible for any o > 0. Also (v®7 x 7/)T =
(o)t x T 2 (127)T x 2 vOF xr 2 v x . Thus, v47 x 7, a > 0 is a family
of irreducible Hermitian representations. Since it is continuous family and for a = 0
we have unitarizability, the whole family consists of unitarizable representations (see the
construction (b) from the third section of [31]). This is impossible since this family is not
bounded (see [30]). Thus, |e(p;)| < pu r,,,, for at least one index 1.
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The proof of (a) goes in a similar way (we suppose that (a) does not hold, and then we can
construct complementary series which go to infinity, which is impossible). Now (b) follows
from (a), and the first inequality in (2) (; — ;-1 < 1).

For (i), we first prove o; < 1/2 (for the proof, we suppose «; > 1/2, and form as above com-
plementary series which go to infinity, which is impossible). After this, the first inequality
of (2) implies the rest of (i). O

From the last proposition we see that one of the key information for understanding where
unitarizability can show up in the parabolically induced representations is contained in
bounds that we can get on cuspidal reducibility points .., Now we shall turn our
attention to that reducibility points.

One could get a bound in the following way. If the reducibility point is strictly positive,
then we have a complementary series. The end of complementary series is a representation
of length two, and both irreducible subquotients are unitarizable. Therefore, they have
bounded matrix coefficients. Now using Casselman’s asymptotics of matrix coefficients,
one would get an explicit bound for the reducibility point. This bound may not be very
accurate. One can get much more accurate estimate using the recent work of J. Arthur
and C. Moeglin. We shall use this approach. The references to their work, what we shall
use, are now complete. A first general consequence of their work is that always

Xpreusy € (1/2)Z.

Now we shall recall of definition of Jordan blocks Jord(o) of an irreducible square integrable
representation o of S,. We give a slightly different (but equivalent) definition then C.
Moeeglin. In Jord(o) are irreducible selfdual square integrable representations of general
linear groups. Such a representation 7 = §(p, k) belongs to Jord(o) if and only if

dp, k) xo
is irreducible, and

dp,l) xo
is reducible for some [ of the same parity as k (C. Maeglin considers instead of a represen-
tation 7 = d(p, k), the pair (p, k) which parameterize the square integrable representation).
In the rest of this section we assume additionally that

char(F) = 0.
C. Moeglin has proved that for an irreducible square integrable representation o of S, holds
(34) Z knp - q*,
d(p,k)eJord(c)

where n, is determined by the condition that p is a representation of GL(n,, F'), and further
where ¢* is the dimension of the vector space on which the dual group *(S,)°? acts (for
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Sp(2q, F), it is ¢* = 2¢ + 1, and 2q in the case of SO(2n + 1, F)). For fixed p, k’s such
that d(p, k) € Jord(o) are always of the same parity.

Denote
max,(o) = max{k;d(p, k) € Jord(o)}

in the case if the set on the right hand side is non-empty. Otherwise, max,(o) is not

defined.

C. Moeglin has proved that if o is cuspidal and §(p, k) € Jord(o) is such that k > 3,
then §(p,k — 2) € Jord(c). Taking this into account, the equality (3.4) for cuspidal
representation o of S, becomes

max,(o)(max,(0)+2) (max,(0)+1)?2 %
(35) Zp;maxp(U)EZZ == 4a d T + Zp;maxp(a)el—f—QZ . P4 ) np=4¢q.

Now the basic assumption tells a,, = (max,(o) 4+ 1)/2 if max,(o) is defined (see [19]).
Then max,(0) = 2a,, — 1, and this implies

2 _ 1 2 %
Zp;ap,azl;ap,o€z(ap70 4)np + Zp;ap,021;aez Xpollp =G -

This directly implies the following

Lemma 3.3. Let p be an irreducible cuspidal self dual representation of GL(p, F') and let
o be an irreducible cuspidal representation of Sy such that o, > 1. Then

L'l .

W2 <l o € L
po — ) q* 1

? =+ 1 Oép’o— g Z

Definition 3.4. Let m be an irreducible representation of S,. Then m is a subquotient of
a representation of the form
pL X X p X0,

where p; are irreducible cuspidal representations of general linear groups and o is an irre-
ducible cuspidal representation of some S, such that e(py) > e(p2) > -+ > e(pr) > 0. The
n-tuple

e yeo., € , e Ry S, € Ry ,0,...,0

(e(p1) (p1), e(p2) (p2),-- - elpr) (pr) )

TV TV TV /
Np, —times Npy —times Npy —times qg—times

15 uniquely determined by w, and it is denoted by

Il

The trivial (one-dimensional) representation of a group G will be denoted by 1.

Below we shall restrict to the groups Sp(2n, F) and SO(2n+1, F') (but we expect that the
following statements also hold for general classical groups, what should be relatively easy
too check).
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Lemma 3.5. Let p be an irreducible selfual cuspidal representation of GL(p, F') and let
o be an irreducible cuspidal representation of Sp(2q, F) or SO(2q + 1, F). Consider the

subgroup X = {(a,1,1,...,1,1,a');a € F*} of Sy41. Denote e, := 6(5113{31_” X), where
Op . denotes the modular character of Pmmlﬂ. Then

min
Qpo < €.

Proof. Consider first the case of symplectic groups. Then ¢, = ¢+ 1. If a,, € Z, then
by Lemma holds %2),0 < % < 2g+1 < (q+ 1), which implies the inequality in the
lemma. If o, & Z, then by Lemma 3.3 holds (o2, — 3)p < 2¢ since o2, — 3 is even
number in that case. Thus osz < %q —I—% < (¢+1)?, which completes the proof in this case.

In the case of odd orthogonal groups we have e, = ¢ + % Now Lemma implies

az, < % + 1 <2¢+ 3 < (¢+ %)% which again implies the inequality in the lemma. O

Theorem 3.6. Suppose char(F) = 0. Let m be an irreducible unitarizable representation
of G=Sp(2n,F) or G=5S02n+1,F). Then
|7l <s [[1ell,

and the equality holds if and only if w is a twist by a character of the trivial representation
or a twist by a character of the Steinberg representation.

Proof. If 7 is cuspidal, the theorem obviously holds (in particular, the theorem holds for
n = 0). It remains to consider the case of non-cuspidal representation 7 of some S,, n > 1.

Let m be a (non-cuspidal) unitarizable irreducible subquotient of p; X ... X px X ¢ such
that e(p1) > e(p2) > -+ > e(pr) > 0. Fix some p;,, and let p}, ..., p}, be a subsequence of
all p; such that pi = pi (we continue to assume e(p}) > e(ph) > --- > e(py))-

Suppose p;, Z pi,- Then (1) of Proposition obviously implies
(?(ﬂl)? ce 7€(p/1)17\e(pl2>7 c 76(/)/2)17 te 76(p§¢’>7 c 76(/);#)1) s (

Vv Vv vV
n ; —times n ; —times n ; —times
Pl Py Py

N3
[\

for appropriate r.

Suppose now p;, = p;,. Since by the above lemma «a,, < e,, now (2) of Proposition
obviously implies

(\e(pll)v V ) e(pi)}a?(log)v V ) e(Plz)/a e 76(02/)7 v ) 6(10;4/)/7 07 e 70)
npll —times np/2 —times np;d —times q—times

<s(mr—1,...,e4+ 2,64+ 1,€)

12Recall that eq = ¢+1 in the case of the symplectic groups, and e, = q—i—% in the case of odd-orthogonal
groups.
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for appropriate r and € =1 (resp. € = 3) if S, = Sp(2n, F) (resp. S, = SO(2n+ 1, F)).
The two above relations directly imply the inequality of the theorem.

Regarding equality, let us first consider the symplectic case. To get the equality, in all above
inequalities we must have always equalities. This implies that we must have ¢ = 0, n,, =1
for all i, k = k' and p, = v1px. This further implies that we must have p; = ¥~ for
all the other indexes. At the corresponding induced representation we have precisely two
unitarizable subquotients by [4], the trivial and the Steinberg representation.

Similarly in the odd-orthogonal case, to get equalities at all the steps, we must have
q=0,n, =1forali k=F, p = v"/%1px, with »> = 1. This further implies
pi = VFTY27)1 o for all the other indexes. At the corresponding induced representation
we have precisely two unitarizable subquotients, the irreducible quotient and the irreducible
subrepresentation (besides [4], see also [9] and []]). O

It is evident from the proof of the above theorem that we can give much more accurate
upper bound if we know by which parabolic subgroup is supported irreducible unitary
representation. The following theorem is a result in that direction, which has the same
proof as the previous theorem:

Theorem 3.7. Assume char(F) = 0. Let m be an irreducible unitarizable representation
of S, supported by a parabolic subgroup whose Levi factor is isomorphic to

GL(p1, F)"™ x ...GL(py, F)"™ x S,

where p; # p; for i # j. Let m be an irreducible unitarizable subquotient of py X ... X py X o
(thenl =ny+---+ny). We can chose p;’s such that all e(p;) > 0. Fiz some indez iy, and
let pl, ... ,p;% be a subsequence of all p; which are representations of GL(p;,, F'). After a

renumeration, we can assume e(p}) > e(ph) > -+ > e(p;io)(z 0). Then

(e(p)),e(phy), ... ,e(p;%)) < (ryr—1,...,c+1,¢)

for appropriate r, where
c=max{t € (1/2)Z;t <, /;71 +1}.

Example 3.8. Consider an example of the symplectic group where k =1, py =2, ny =5
1311 975

and ¢ = 6. The above theorem gives the bound (%, 5,5, 5,3). In other words,
m|] <s (8,8, 4 189 1 1230,0,0,0,0,0).
This is much sharper estimate then given by Theorem|3.6, which gives the bound

7] <. (16,15,...,2,1).

At the end, the following theorem gives upper bounds for individual Bernstein components.
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Theorem 3.9. Let char(F) = 0. Fiz an irreducible cuspidal representation o of S,. Let
pi be irreducible unitarizable cuspidal representations of GL(p;, F'), i = 1,... k, such that
pi ¥ 1VPp; for any i # j and any B € C, and let ny, ... ,ng be positive integers.

Let B;;,1 <1 <k, 1 <j<mny; be aset of complex numbers such that the representation
l/ﬁl’lpl X ... X Vﬂl’"lpl X ...

S X V’Bk’lpl X ... X I/'Bk’"k‘pl X o

contains an irreducible unitarizable subquotient. Fix some index i. After a renumeration
we can assume that for real parts of complex exponents hold |R(B;1)| > -+ > |R(Bin;)
Denote by X; the set of all unramified characters x of GL(p;, F) such that xp; is a self
dual representation. Then X; is a finite set. If X; # 0, set

. 1 4+ max{card(Jord,,,(0)); x € X;}

’ 2
and then
(IRBi)|, - IRBim)|) <s (ci+ni —Lci+n;—2,....¢,+1,¢).
Further
(lﬁ(ﬁz,l)‘a ) ‘%(ﬂm%) ) Ss (%7 ni;17 R 17 %)
if X; = 0.

4. UNRAMIFIED UNITARY DUAL OF Sp(2n, F)

In this and the following section, F' denotes a local non-archimedean field satisfying
char(F') # 2.

The ring of integers in F' is denoted by Op. We fix an uniformizing element of Op and
denote it by @wr. The normalized absolute value on F' is denoted by | |p. Then |wp|r =

card(OF/wFOF)_l.

Using the determinant homomorphism, we identify characters of F* = GL(1,F) with
characters of GL(n, I'). If ¢ is a character of GL(n, F), then there exist a unique unitary
character " of GL(n, F) and e(p) € R such that

(¥)

o =Vp"

The subgroup of all diagonal matrices in Sp(2n, F') will be denoted by A. The mapping
diag(ay,...,an,a;t,....,a;7") = (ay,...,ay) is an isomorphism of A and (F*)", and using
this isomorphism we identify these two groups. The subgroup of all upper triangular
unipotent matrices in Sp(2n, F') will be denoted by N.

In GL(n, F) we fix the maximal compact subgroup GL(n,Op) and in Sp(2n, F) the max-
imal compact subgroup K., = Sp(2n, F) N GL(2n,Or). An irreducible representation
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(m, V) of GL(n, F) or Sp(2n, F) is called unramified if V' contains a non-trivial vector in-
variant for the action of the fixed maximal compact subgroup. Then the space of invariant
vectors for the maximal compact subgroup is one dimensional.

For the group G(F') of F-rational points of a reductive group G defined over F', we denote

—_—~—

the set of equivalence classes of irreducible smooth representations by G(F'). The subset

—_~—

of unitarizable classes in G(F') is denoted by G/(]?) If a maximal compact subgroup in GG
1

—_~—

is fixed, then we denote by G(F') the set of all unramified classes in G(F'). We denote by

—

1 —
G(F) the unramified classes in G(F'), and call it the unramified unitary dual.

—~—

If we have a smooth representation 7 of Sp(2n, F'), we denote by

S, ..., 1,1)(m)
——

n times
the (normalized) Jacquet module of m with respect to P,;, = AN. It is a representa-
tion of A, which we have identified with (F*)*. If 7 is an irreducible subquotient of

51,...,1, 1)(7r), using the above identification, we can write 7 as 71 ® - - - ® 73,, where 7; are
N——

n times

characters of F'*. Now we shall recall of some definitions from [2I] in the case of Sp(2n, F').

Definition 4.1. Let 7 be an irreducible unramified representation of Sp(2n, F'). Then m
is called negative if for any irreducible subquotient ¢ = p1 ® ... R @, of the Jacquet module
Sd1,...,1,1)(m) we have

———

e(p1) <0,
e(p1) +e(p2) <0,

e(pr) +e(pz) + ... +e(pn) <0.

Further, © will be called strongly negative if all the above inequalities are strict.

By
Jord, (n)
will be denoted the collection of all possible finite sets J := {(x1,m1), ..., (X&, mk)}ﬂ such
that x; are self dual unramified characters of F’* and m; are odd positive integers which
satisfy
S my=2n+ 1.

130ne possibility would be to write instead of pairs (x;, m;) unramified self dual characters y; o det,,,
of GL(my, F).
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There are precisely two self dual unramified characters of £, the trivial character 17x and
the non-trivial self dual unramified character, which we denote by sgnp.. For a self dual
unramified character y of F* and J = {(x1,m1),- .., (X, mz)} € Jord,,(n) we denote

J(x) = {mi;xi = x}-
If we write J(x) for J € Jord,,(n), then x will be always assumed to be unramified selfdual
character of F™*.

We denote by
Jordg, (n)

the set of all J € Jord., (n) such that J(sgnyx) has even cardinality.

Denote

- J(X), if x = sgnpx;
T = {J(X) U{-1}, ity = 1px.

To a character y of F'* and ry,r, € R such that ro — r; € Z, we attach representation

<[UT1X, yrsz — V(r2+r1)/2X 1GL(r27r1+1,F)

if ro > 71 (we use here Zelevinsky notation: ([v"'x,v™x]) is characterized as a unique
irreducible subrepresentation of 1™y x "1y x - - - x 1™y ). Otherwise, we take ([1™y, v"2y])
to be the trivial representation of the trivial group GL(0, F) (we consider formally this
group as 0 x 0 - matrices).

For J € Jordg,(n) write J(x) = {aéﬁ, a(;fzfl, . ,ag)()}, where

ag’l‘i > a(2>z<,3f1 > > a§><>

(if J(x) = 0 we take [, = 0). We define
o(J)

to be the unique irreducible unramified subquotient of

l
(X (XX (-2, V(aéi-‘ll—n/zx]))) ST

x \i=1

where the first product runs over (two) unramified selfdual characters of F'*.

G. Mui¢ in [21] has proved the following explicit classifications of the strongly negative and
the negative irreducible unramified representations:
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Theorem 4.2. (i) The mapping J — o(J) is a bijection from Jords,(n) on the set of all
equivalence classes of strongly negative irreducible unramified representations of Sp(2n, F).

(i1) Suppose J € Jords,(m) and suppose that 1y, ..., are unramified unitary characters
of GL(ny, F),...,GL(ny, F) respectively, such that ny + --- 4+ n;+m = n. Let w be the
unique unramified irreducible subquotient (actually subrepresentation) of

X oo Xy xa(J).

Then 7 is an irreducible negative unramified representation of G, (F'). Moreover, w deter-
mines J uniquely, and it determines characters i, ..., up to a permutation and changes
Wy <> ;. Further, each irreducible negative unramified representation of G, (F) is equiv-
alent to some representation w as above.

Remark 4.3. Sometimes is more convenient the following description of Jordg,(n). Since
there are exactly two selfdual unramified characters of F*, 1px and sgnpx (the non-trivial
unramified character of order two), to J € Jords,(n) we attach the ordered pair

(J(Xpx), J(sgnpx)),
where we consider J(1px) and J(sgnpx) as partitions. This pair determines J, and the
partitions satisfy the following properties.

For a partition p of n into sum of k positive integers we shall write =(p) = n and card(p) =
k. We shall write always members of partitions in descending order.

In this way, Jords,(n) (and irreducible unramified strongly negative representations of
Sp(2n, F)) are parameterized by pairs

(),
where both t and s are partitions into different odd numbers, which satisfy F(t) + F(s) =

2n+1 and card(s) € 27Z. The corresponding strongly negative representation will be denoted
by o(t,s).

From [23] we get the following description of the unramified unitary dual:

Theorem 4.4. (i) Let ¢; be unramified characters of GL(n;, F') such that e(¢;) > 0
for i = 1,...,m, and let 0,e4 be an irreducible negative unramified representation of
Sp(2(n—ny — -+ —ny), F) (we assume ny + -+ -+ + ny, < n). Denote

T=@1 X X POm X Opeg-

For any ¢ showing up among ¢, ..., ¢%, denote by e,(p) the multiset of exponents e(y;)
for those v such that ¢} = ¢, and suppose that the following conditions hold:

(1) ex(®) = exle). 1
(2) If either o # @, or ¢ = ¢ and V2@ X Lgy, p) reduces, then a < 1 for all o € e ().
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(3) If o= ¢ and Vip X Lsp0,r) ts irreducible, then all exponents in er(yp) are < 1. If
we write e, (p) = {a, ...,k f1,..., 0} in a way that

1
0<a1§~~-§ak§§<51§~-§ﬁz<17

then first 51 < --- < [, (we can have k =0 or 1 =0). Further

(a) i +Bj#1 foralli=1,....k, j=1,...,0 and o1 # 5 if k > 1.
(b) card({1 <i<k:o;>1—p}) is even if | > 0.

(c) card({lgigk:1—Bj>ai>1—ﬁj+1}) is odd for j=1,...,1—1.
(d) k+1is even if ¢ X 0peq Teduces.

Then 7 is an irreducible unitarizable unramified representations of Sp(2n, F).

(i1) If we have an irreducible unitarizable unramified representation ™ of Sp(2n, F), then
there exist p1, 2, ..., Pm, Oneg S in (i), which satisfy all the conditions in (i), such that

TE QL X o X Oy X Opeg-

Further, 0y,e, and the multiset (@1, ..., @) are uniquely determined by m up to equivalence.

To have an explicit classification, one needs to understand when vz x 1 Sp(0,F) and © X Tpeq
from above theorem reduce. Since in the above theorem ¢ is selfdual, we can write ¢ =
([p=P=D/2y 1y P=1/2y]) where p € Z+ and x is a selfdual unramified character of F*. Now
the reducibility is described by the following results of G. Mui¢ in [21]:

Proposition 4.5. Let
o= (v P PV,

where p € Zso and x is a selfdual unramified character of F*. Suppose that oy, is an
(unramified) irreducible subrepresentation of some

¢1><"'><¢S>QU(J)>

where 1; are unitary unramified characters of general linear groups and J € Jordg,(q),
q>0. Then

(1) Vip X Lsy(0,r) reduces if and only if p is even;

(2) ¢ X Opey Teduces if and only if p is odd, (x,p) ¢ J and ¢ & {¢1,...,Ys}.
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5. BOUNDING THE TRIVIAL REPRESENTATION FROM THE REST OF THE UNITARY DUAL
OF Sp(2n, F)

We continue to assume char(F') # 2, as we did in the previous section. Denote

Rl ={z = (z1,22,...,041,2¢) ERG 21 220> ... 11 > 24}
For z € R? we denote by
Ty
a unique y € Ri such that the sequences x1, 29, ..., Tq-1, 274 and y1, Y2, . .., Yg—1, Yq coincide

up to a permutation. For x € R? we denote
|| = (Jza], |22, . zg-1ls |2])-
We have defined two orderings on R%: = <, y if ZLI x; < Zgzl y; for all j € {1,...,q},

and v <; y if z; < y; for all j € {1,...,¢}. Then obviously hold the following simple
properties

T <4y & <,y — r+1 <,y+7vy,
<,y & o<y = v+ < y+v,
Ty = T <uY,

r <, |z, r < |z,

r <y Ty

The last inequality holds since the sum of the first j coordinates of x| is greater then or
equal to the sum of any j coordinates of z; (or z). Note that z <, x; does not hold in
general.

For z € R? and y € R? we denote

_— q+p
T Y = ($17$2a cee 7$q—1axq7y1ay2> ce 7yp—17yp) € R .

Lemma 5.1. (i) Let x € R{ and y € RY. Then x >,y implies x >, y,.
(i) For z,2" € R] and y,y’ € R} holds

r >, 7,y >y = (aZy), > (@Y.

Proof. (i) The assumption is that xy > z9 > ...,241 > 2, and 2; > y;, @ = 1,...,q.
Suppose that y; < y; for some 7 < j. Denote by y" € R? the element which one gets from y
switching positions of y; and y;. Now z; > x; > y;, and z; > y; > y,. This implies z >, /.
Further, if there are some i < j such that y; <y, one defines y” in analogous way as was
defined 3’ from y, and gets in the same way that x >, y”. Repeating this procedure as
long as it is possible (one can do it at most finitely many times), one will get = <, y™.
Since y; = y™ the proof of is complete.
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Denote z = xZy, 2’ = 2'_y'. Obviously, z >, 2. Let o be a permutation of {1,...,q+ p}

such that z) = (25(1), - -, Zo(g+p)). Denote 2" = (27 ,..., 2(,4,)). Observe that z >, 2/
implies z; > 2”. Now (i) obviously implies z; > zi’ . Since zi = zi’ , we get z) > zi. This
completes the proof of (ii). O

Let 7 be an unramified irreducible representation of GL(q, F'). Then 7 is a subquotient of
some

X1 X X Xo,
where x; are unramified characters of F'*. The sequence e(x1), ..., e(xx) is determined by
7 up to a permutation. We denote

e(m) := (e(x1), - -, e(Xq))-

Let 71, ..., 7 be irreducible unramified representations of general linear groups, and let m
be such a representation of a classical group. Then 7 X -+ X 7; X ¢ contains a unique
unramified irreducible subquotient. Denote it by #’. Then we define ||7; X --- X 7, X o] to
be ||7’||. Observe that

7 > xmxol| = (le(n)]= .= le(n)[Z[]o]]),.

For u,v € R such that v — u is a non-negative integer, we denote
[u,v]; = (v, —1,,...,u+1,u) € RV *

Proposition 5.2. Let m be a strongly negative unramified representation of Sp(2q, F).
Then

7l <s [1, 4l

where the equality holds if and only if w is the trivial representation of Sp(2q, F). If 7 is
a non-trivial strongly negative unramified representation, then

7| <« [0,¢ = 1],

Proof. By [21], # = Jord(a,b), for some partitions a and b into different odd positive
integers such that F(a) + F(b) = 2¢g + 1 and that the number of integers in b is even. We
shall prove the proposition by the induction with respect to the sum of numbers of integers
entering partitions a and b (obviously, this number is always odd). We shall denote this
number by m.

Consider first the case when that number is one. Then (a,b) = ((2¢ + 1),0) and 7 is the
trivial representation 1g,(aq, ). Obviously, ||Lspeqem || = [1, 4]y

We go now to the inductive step. Suppose now m > 3. Then at least one of partitions a
or b has at least 2 integers. We shall consider the case when a has at lest two integers (the
other case goes completely analogously).
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Write a = (a1, a2)"a’ in a way that a; > as. Then a;+as+ H(a’) + H(b) = 2¢+1. Define an
integer ¢’ by the requirement (a’) + -(b) = 2¢’ + 1. Now 7 is a non-trivial representation,
and we have

(ag—1) ar—
]| = [|Jord(a, b)[| = [[([v~"% Lps, 121 01)) % Jord(a',b)]|

2

= ([1, 220, [0, @2, | Tord(d!, b))y

2 2
Now using the above lemma and the inductive assumption, we get

[lml] < (L, 2520, [0, 52], 1),
= (11, 52, (11,200, @5,
Again using the above lemma we get
Il < [0,q = 1],
This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Proposition 5.3. Let 7 be a negative unramified representation of Sp(2q, F') which is not
strongly negative. Then at least one of the following two inequalities hold:

Il << [0,¢ = 1],

or
17l <o [2.0 21,3, L, 4

Proof. Observe that both right bounds are <; [1,¢|, (we shall use this evident fact below).

We shall prove the proposition by induction with respect to the rank ¢. By [2I], we can

write m = 3([—(0;—1), %](X)) x 7', where 7’ is a negative representation of Sp(2¢’, F') (then

2c¢+ ¢ = q), cis a positive integer and x is a unitary unramified character.

Consider first the case of odd ¢. Then

]| = (=T x, v T D) x|

c—1 - c—1 -
= (1,552, 20, 211w,
Now using the above lemma and the inductive assumption, we get

[l < (L, S52],_[0, 52T, L dl)y

([1, 20, (1, 7,7 [0, 552,
Again using the above lemma we get

7| <« [0,¢ = 1],

HMFor ¢ = 2 we take the right hand side of this inequality to be (%, %)
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Now consider the case of even ¢. Then
(=D (c—1)
7l = [K[v~"2 x,v 2z x]) x7')|
c—1 - c—1 -
= ([%7( 2 )]i_[%’ ( 2 )]i_HﬂJH)Jﬂ
Now using the above lemma we get

c—1 - c—1 -
Il <o (3,520, [3, 520, (L gy

(I3 “;”h‘[%, UL aLIG D).
Suppose ¢’ > 1. Then Lemma [5.1| obviously imples

H?THSs[ ¢— 2125 3)-

Observe
Therefore the second inequahty holds in thls case.

Suppose ¢ = 0. Then ¢ = 2¢ and we have

c—1 c—1 c—3 c—3
||7T||:((2)7(2)7(g)a(g)an-a;ga;%) (q_27q_3 73727%7

Therefore the second inequality holds also in this case.

This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Proposition 5.4. Let ¢ > 2 and let m be an irreducible unitarizable unramified represen-
tation of Sp(2q, F') which is not negative. Then the following inequality holds

7]l <s [1,g — 1,2 (3).
Further, if we write ||7|| = (x1,...,2,), then

T+, <qlg—1)/2.

Proof. Let ¢ be a positive integer and y a unitary character. Below we shall use the
following inequalities which follow from Lemma 5.1}

- 1 <, [1,%1]),, cisodd;
<asd = el S Sl s L E e
s[5, T]i)i’ ¢ is even;
c+1 1 1 c :
1 (1) (c-1) (1, <), "3, ¢ - 1]¢) , cis odd;
s <a<l = le* (v~ 2 x,v = X)) < - v
2 ([3,<2],7[L, ¢ —1]¢)¢, c is even.

In the case ¢ = 1 we take [1,0]; = [3, —1], to be the empty set.

Observe that the above estimates imply that for odd ¢ > 3 and 0 < a < 1 holds

(5.6) e (= x, v TN <, [3, 251
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We shall prove the proposition by induction with respect to the rank ¢g. Since 7 is not
negative, Theorem [4.4] implies that 7 is a member of a complementary series. We start
with a complementary series of the form

(c—1) (c—1) (c—1) (c—1) _

T=v*v 2 x,v z x|y xv¥{[v 2 x,v 2z x|) x7,

where 7’ is a unitarizable representation of Sp(2¢/, F') (then 2¢ + ¢’ = ¢q), ¢ is a positive
integer, x is a unitary unramified character and 0 < o < 1/2. We shall break analysis of
this complementary series into two possibilities. The first case is when ¢ is odd. Then by
Propositions and the inductive assumption we get

HWH <s ([%7 g]i:[%a %]i:[lv (C;Uh:[la (Cgl)]ii[:l? q/]i)i

The above inequality implies

7l <s [1,a =2, " (5. 3)
which is obvious if ¢ = 1, and for ¢ > 3 follows from
(13813, o 52 (1L, 520, <e ld' + L — 2],
The inequality ||7|| <, [1,¢—2],"(3,3) also implies that the second inequality in the
proposition holds.

N

Consider now the case of even c¢. Then analogously we have
C — C — c—1 - c—1 -
HWH <s ([17 §]J,_[17 §]¢_[%? ( 2 )]i_[%v ( 2 )]i_u?q/]i)i
Now from the above inequality we get again
7| <s [1.g =20, (5. 3)-

The above inequality also implies that the second inequality in the proposition holds.

The second possibility for the complementary series is that

A e e VR LS

/

where 7’ is an irreducible unitarizable unramified representation of Sp(2¢, F') (then ¢ +
/

¢ = q), ¢ is a positive integer, y is a self dual character of F*, 0 < a < 1/2 and
V%([y*(cgl)x,y(cgnxb X Lgpo,r) reduces. The last reducibility condition and Proposi-

tion imply that ¢ is an even number. Now the inductive assumption implies ||7|| <

(11, £, "3, %h:[l,q’h))y This further implies that ||7|| <, [1,¢ —2],"(1,3), which im-

plies the first inequality in the proposition. Further, ||r|| <, ([1,£],”[3 ﬂh:[l,q’h))y

2772
implies the second inequality if ¢ > 2 or if ¢ = 2 and ¢ > 2. For ¢ = 2 and ¢ = 2 one
directly sees that |[v*([v=2x, v2y]) x Lsp0,m|| = (3 + a,5 — a). Therefore, the second

equity holds also in this case.
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If the complementary series cannot be written in any of the above two forms, then Theorem
[4.4] implies that it must be a complementary series of the form

T=v"p X ...U%p X7,

where 7/ is an irreducible unitarizable unramified representation of Sp(2¢/, F'), ¢ is a
self dual character of some GL(c, F) such that vY/2¢ x 1g,r) is irreducible, and 0 <
x1,...,x, < 1 satisfy conditions of (3) from Theorem (we shall use these condi-
tions later). Observe that ¢’ + k¢ = ¢ and that ¢ must be odd by Proposition since
v/ 2px1 sp(o,) is irreducible. We shall consider four cases.

First consider the case ¢ = 1 and &k = 1. Now condition (d) of Theorem implies
that ¢ X T, is irreducible. If 7 = 1g,4-1),r), then 7" = m,e, and x X 7, would be
reducible since ¢ > 2 (see Proposition . Thus, 7 2 Lsp2(g-1),F)- Suppose ¢ > 3. Now
inductive assumption implies that [1,¢ —2],”(1,1) is an upper bound. This implies the
first inequality of the proposition. This implies also the second inequality in this case.

Suppose ¢ = 2. If 7,4 is a representation of Sp(2, F'), then mpeq 2 Lspag—1),7) = Lsp(e,F) as
we have observed above. This implies that 7., is a unitary principal series representation,
and then obviously both inequalities of the proposition hold. Suppose now that m,., is
a representation of Sp(0, F'). Then 7’ is a complementary series of Sp(2, F'), i.e. «' =
V*1px X 1gy0,r) With 0 < a < 1. This implies ¢ = sgnp« since k = 1. But then x X ¢, is
reducible, which is not the case. Thus, this case cannot happen. This completes the proof
of the case c=1and k = 1.

Consider now the case ¢ =1 and k£ > 2. Observe that by (c) of the classification Theorem
, at least one x; is < % Thus, [1,¢],-(1,...,1, %) is an upper bound, which obviously
implies the first inequality of the proposition. For the second one, observe that the above
inequality implies that an upper bound for the left hand side of the second equality is
(g —1)(g—2)/2+ 3/2. If ¢ > 2, then this is obviously < ¢(¢ — 1)/2, and therefore the
second equity also holds. Suppose that ¢ = 2. Then (b) of Theorem implies that
x1 + w9 < 1. This implies the second inequality in this case.

[t remains to prove the proposition when ¢ > 3 (recall, ¢ must be odd for the complementary
series that we consider). Consider first the case K = 1. Then using the inductive assumption
and ([5.6) we get a following upper bound

([17 q/]i:[%v 2c271]¢)¢_
Recall ¢ + ¢ = ¢. This obviously implies the first inequality. This inequality implies the
second inequality if ¢ > 1 (since ¢ > 2). It remains to consider the case ¢ = 0. But

then ¢ % 1gyo r) is reducible since ¢ is odd (see Proposition , and we cannot have
complementary series (by (d) of Theorem [£.4). This completes the proof for this case.

We are left with the last case ¢ > 2 and k£ > 2. Then we must have at least one exponent
between 0 and % by (c) of Theorem . Now we have an upper bound as above, except that
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we have k times [, 2¢-

5> 5] This obviously implies that the first inequality of the proposition
holds. One gets the second inequality from this upper bound since ¢/(¢’ +1)/2 + kc?/2 <

q(q — 1)/2 (one directly gets this using that ¢’ + kc = ¢ and k > 2). O

Now from Propositions [5.2] [5.3] and [5.4] directly follows Theorem [1.5]in the introduction.
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