arXiv:1507.01042v2 [math.NT] 7 Jan 2016

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS

MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Abstract. We incorporate covers of quasisplit reductive groups into the Langlands program, defining an L-group associated to such a cover. We work with all covers that arise from extensions of quasisplit reductive groups by K_2 – the class studied by Brylinski and Deligne. We use this L-group to parameterize genuine irreducible representations in many contexts, including covers of split tori, unramified representations, and discrete series for double covers of semisimple groups over R. An appendix surveys torsors and gerbes on the étale site, as they are used in the construction of the L-group.

Contents

Introduction 2 Notation 7

Part 1. Covering groups and their L-groups 8 1. Covering groups 8 2. The dual group 11 3. The gerbe associated to a cover 22 4. The metaGalois group 38 5. L-groups, parameters, L-functions 45

Part 2. Genuine representations 60 6. Local fields 60 7. Spherical representations 69 8. Automorphic representations 71

Part 3. Parameters for split tori 74 9. A tale of two functors 74 10. Deligne’s construction 79 11. Weil parameters as splittings 83 12. Parameterization 85 13. The integral case 98 14. Global case 103 15. Split tori 108

Part 4. Other parameterizations 109 16. Spherical/Unramified parameterization 109 17. Sharp covers of anisotropic real tori 113

Date: September 28, 2017.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11F70; 22E50; 22E55. 1

2 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

18. Discrete series for covers of real semisimple groups 116

Appendix 128 19. Torsors, gerbes, and fundamental groups 128 References 136

Introduction

Constructions and conjectures. Let G be a quasisplit reductive group over a local or global field F . In [B-D], Brylinski and Deligne introduce objects called central extensions of G by K_2, and they express hope that for “a global field this will prove useful in the study of ‘metaplectic’ automorphic forms.” We pursue their vision in this paper, and elaborate below.

Let n be a positive integer and let μ_n denote the group of n^{th} roots of unity in F . Assume that μ_n has order n. Let G^′ be a central extension of G by K_2, in the sense of [B-D]. We call the pair G̃ := (G^′, n) a “degree n cover” of G. Fix a separable closure F̄/F and write Gal_F = Gal(F̄/F ). Fix an injective character ϵ: μ_n → C^× . Associated to G^′, Brylinski and Deligne associate three invariants, which we call Q, D, and f. The first is a Weyl- and Galois-invariant quadratic form on the cocharacter lattice of a maximal torus in G. The second is a central extension of this cocharacter lattice by G_m (in the category of sheaves of groups on F_{ét}). The third is difficult to describe here, but it reflects the rigidity of central extensions of simply-connected semisimple groups.

Part 1 of this article defines the L-group^LG̃ of such a cover G̃, from the three invariants Q, D, and f (as well as n, ϵ, and F̄ ). It is an extension of Gal_F by G̃∨, where G̃∨ is a pinned complex reductive group, on which Gal_F acts by pinned automorphisms. Unlike Langlands’ L-group, ours does not come equipped with a distinguished splitting – although a noncanonical splitting often exists. Throughout the construction of^LG̃, the arithmetically-inclined reader may replace C by any Z[1/n]-algebra Ω endowed with ϵ: μ_n → Ω^×, without running into much difficulty. The dual group G̃^∨ has been considered by other authors, and it appears in various forms in [FL10], [McN12], [Rei12], and [Ada+07]. We tabulate the dual groups; each comes equipped with a 2-torsion element τ_Q(−1) in its center Z̃^∨.

In our previous article [Wei14a], we limited our attention to split reductive groups, and constructed an L-group by bludgening Hopf algebras with two “twists.” The construction here is more delicate, and more general. The “first twist” of [Wei14a] is encoded here in the following way. The quadratic Hilbert symbol may be used to define a canonical 2-cocycle, yielding an extension μ_2 → ~Gal_F ↠ Gal_F which we call the metaGalois group. The metaGalois group may be of independent interest – one might look for its representations in nature, e.g., in the étale cohomology of a variety over Q(i) equipped with twisted descent data to Q. Pushing out the metaGalois group via the central 2-torsion element in G̃^∨ yields the first twist,

(0.1) Z̃^∨ → (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F ↠ Gal_F .

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 3

The “second twist” of [Wei14a] provided the greatest challenge there and here. There, it was defined by twisting the multiplication in a Hopf algebra. After attempting many reformulations (e.g., a Tannakian approach), we found the gerbe E_ϵ(G̃) on F_{ét}, which applies to covers of quasisplit groups and serves as the second twist here. It is a bit different from gerbes that typically arise in the Langlands program, and so we include an appendix with relevant background on torsors and gerbes. The étale fundamental group of this gerbe provides the second twist,

(0.2) Z̃^∨ → π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(G̃)) ↠ Gal_F .

The Baer sum of (0.1) and (0.2) gives an extension of Gal_F by Z̃^∨. Pushing out to G̃^∨ (respecting the Gal_F -action throughout) yields the L-group G̃^∨ →^LG̃ ↠ Gal_F ,

of Part 1. In addition to its construction, we verify that this L-group behaves well with respect to Levi subgroups, passage between global fields, local fields, and rings of integers therein, and that the L-group construction is functorial for a class of “well-aligned” homomorphisms.

The construction of the L-group allows us to consider Weil parameters. When F is a local or global field, we consider the set Φ_ϵ(G̃/F ) of G̃^∨-orbits of Weil parameters W_F →^LG̃. When O is the ring of integers in a nonarchimedean local field, we consider the set Φ_ϵ(G̃/O) of G̃^∨-orbits of unramified Weil parameters W_F →^LG̃. One could similarly define Weil-Deligne parameters, (conjectural) global Langlands parameters, etc.

In a set of unpublished notes, we constructed an L-group for split groups without using the gerbe discussed above. This “E_1 + E_2” construction has been studied further by Wee Teck Gan and Gao Fan in [GG14] and [Gao]. The construction of this paper agrees with the E_1 + E_2 construction for split tori, but we have not checked that the constructions agree for split reductive groups.

With the construction of the L-group complete, we turn our attention to representation theory in Part 2. The cover G̃ and character ϵ allow us to define ϵ-genuine irreducible representations of various sorts. The set Π_ϵ(G̃/•) is defined in three contexts.

F a local field: Brylinski and Deligne construct [B-D, §10.3] a central extension μ_n → G̃ ↠ G = G(F ), and we consider the set Π_ϵ(G̃/F ) of equivalence classes of irreducible admissible ϵ-genuine representations of G̃.

F a global field: Brylinski and Deligne construct [B-D, §10.4] a central extension μ_n → G̃_A ↠ G_A = G(A ), canonically split over G(F ), and we consider the set Π_ϵ(G̃/F ) of equivalence classes of ϵ-genuine automorphic representations of G̃_A .

O the integers in a nonarchimedean local field F : Brylinski and Deligne construct [B-D, §10.3, 10.7] a central extension μ_n → G̃ ↠ G = G(F ), canonically split over G^∘ = G(O). We consider the set Π_ϵ(G̃/O) of equivalence classes of irreducible G^∘-spherical representations of G̃.

Part 2 introduces these classes of representations, reviewing or adapting foundational results as needed. These include old results, such as the basic theory of admissible, unitary, and tempered representations, and results which are recent for covering groups, such as the Satake isomorphism and Langlands classification. Some new features arise for covering groups: we introduce the notion of “central

4 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

core character” which is a bit coarser than “central character.” We place irreducible representations into “pouches” which should be subsets of L-packets in what follows later.

The remainder of the paper is devoted to supporting the following “Local Langlands Conjecture for Covers” (LLCC), an analogue of the local Langlands conjectures (LLC). For the LLC, we refer to the excellent survey by Cogdell [Cog03].

Conjecture 0.1 (LLCC). When F is a local field, there is a natural finite-to-one parameterization, L_ϵ : Π_ϵ(G̃/F ) → Φ_ϵ(G̃/F ).

Such a conjecture is nearly meaningless, without defining the adjective “natural.” Naturality in the (traditional) local Langlands conjectures (LLC) includes compatibility with the bijective parameterizations for split tori (class field theory) and unramified representations (the Satake isomorphism), and with parabolic induction (the Langlands classification). In [Bor79, §10], it is suggested that naturality includes desiderata which specify how central characters and twisting by characters should correspond to various properties of and operations on Weil parameters. One could add to these desiderata today, specifying for example how the formal degree (of discrete series) should correspond to adjoint γ-factors for Weil parameters (see [HII08]), or how the contragredient operation should correspond to the Chevalley involution (see [AV12]).

For covers, we can make a similar list of desiderata for the LLCC. We expect a finite-to-one parameterization for covering groups, compatible with our results for split tori (described in Part 3), with the unramified case (described in Part 4), with parabolic induction (via the Langlands classification for covers) and central core characters and twisting by characters (described in Part 2), and with formal degrees and adjoint γ-factors.

Unlike the LLC, we have not attempted to characterize the image of our conjectural parameterization in this paper, i.e., we have not identified the “relevant” parameters for covering groups. The cases of split tori and discrete series for real groups should suggest a characterization in the future.

Part 3 focuses on the case of “sharp” covers of split tori. For such a sharp cover (over a local or global field, or in the unramified setting), we define a bijective parameterization L_ϵ : Π_ϵ(T̃/•) → Φ_ϵ(T̃/•).

This parameterization is natural for pullbacks of covers via isomorphisms, for isomorphisms of covers of a given split torus, and for Baer sums of covers. This case constrains and guides many others, and it occupies the largest part of this article. The “sharp” case quickly leads to the general case of split tori, where the parameterization may no longer be surjective.

Part 4 includes three more cases where a precise parameterization is possible. First is the spherical/unramified case. When G̃ is a cover of a quasisplit group over O, we define a bijective parameterization

L_ϵ : Π_ϵ(G̃/O) → Φ_ϵ(G̃/O).

This parameterization follows from the Satake isomorphism (for covering groups), the parameterization for sharp covers of split tori above, and careful tracking of the Weyl group actions.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 5

In [GG14], Gan and Gao have verified the LLCC for split tori and unramified representations of split reductive groups, in the context of the L-group given by the E_1 + E_2 construction.

Second, we consider an anisotropic torus T over R (i.e., T = T(R) is compact) and a sharp double cover T̃ of T. In this case, we define a bijective parameterization

L_ϵ : Π_ϵ(T̃/R) → Φ_ϵ(T̃/R).

This case – when T̃ is a torus in the oldest-fashioned sense and the representation theory is dead-simple – is interesting from the standpoint of parameterization. It validates our choice of gerbe, since the equivalence class of the gerbe must be exactly right to correspond to the correct lattice of characters.

Third, when G̃ is a double cover of a semisimple quasisplit group over R, we define a finite-to-one parameterization of discrete series,

L_ϵ : Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃/R) → Φ^{disc}_ϵ (G̃/R).

This is based on the Harish-Chandra parameterization of discrete series, our parameterization for anisotropic tori, and careful tracking of involutions in the Weyl group.

Further questions. As in the original Langlands conjectures, Conjecture 0.1 suggests directions for further investigation. Here are a few examples, within reach.

(1) (Inspired by recent work of Wee Teck Gan and Fan Gao [GG14] on P GL_2).

When G̃ is a cover of a split group with trivial first invariant (Q = 0), one can find a z-extension (in the sense of Kottwitz [Kot82]) H → G for which the pullback cover H̃ is isomorphic to the trivial cover. This identifies genuine representations of G̃ with ordinary representations of H satisfying a constraint on the central character. This identification should be reflected on the side of Weil parameters, and the LLCC for such covers G̃ should relate to the LLC for H.

(2) (Inspired by a conversation with Wee Teck Gan). When G is a group over C , there are nontrivial covers G̃, but the resulting covers of complex Lie groups split canonically. In this way, the genuine representations of G̃ correspond to ordinary representations of G. This should be reflected on the side of Weil parameters, and the LLCC for G̃ should relate to the LLC for G.

(3) (Inspired by the work of Adams and Vogan [AV12]). When G̃ is a cover of G, a group over a local field F , one may define an inverse cover G̃^{op} with respect to the Baer sum. If π is an ϵ-genuine representation of G̃, then the contragredient representation of π is naturally an ϵ-genuine representation of the inverse cover G̃^{op}. The dual groups of G̃ and G̃^{op} are the same, but the L-groups may not be. The contragredient should be reflected on the side of Weil parameters, extending the Chevalley involution of the dual group to a map connecting the L-group of G̃ with the L-group of the inverse cover G̃^{op}.

Much broader investigations are possible as well, given the L-group constructed in this paper. Even restricting to the local case, examples include: the study of pure inner forms (strong inner forms for real groups) and “stability” for covering

6 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

groups; endoscopy for covering groups; the completion of the local Langlands conjectures for covers of reductive groups over R; base change for covering groups; Langlands-Shahidi L-functions for covering groups (initiated by Fan Gao in [Gao] and Szpruch [Szp13b]); the parameterization of Iwahori-spherical and depth-zero representations; etc.

Philosophies. A few principles are helpful when considering any putative Langlands program for covering groups.

(1) There is no ϵ-genuine trivial (or Steinberg) representation for general covers, and so one should not expect a single distinguished splitting of the L-group.

(2) If some set of things is parameterized by cohomology in degree 2, then that set of things should be viewed as the set of objects in a 2-category.

(3) Things which “are trivial” (e.g., extensions, gerbes) can be isomorphic to trivial things in interesting ways.

Acknowledgments. The ideas of this paper have evolved over the past few years, and I am very grateful for the numerous mathematicians who discussed the constructions in various stages of completeness and correctness. The American Institute of Mathematics hosted a conference at which I spoke with Wee Teck Gan, Gordan Savin, Jeffrey Adams, Sergey Lysenko, Tamotsu Ikeda, Kaoru Hiraga, Tasho Kaletha and others. Their previous work, and our discussions at the conference and elsewhere, have been very helpful. I also appreciate the support of Harvard University during a short visit, where I gained insight from discussions with Dennis Gaitsgory, Dick Gross, and John Tate. During a visit to the University of Michigan, I gained from feedback from Stephen DeBacker, and learned about gerbes from James Milne. I appreciate the hospitality of the University of California, Berkeley, where I finished this paper during a summer visit.

In [GG14] and [Gao], Wee Teck Gan and Fan Gao have tested some of the conjectures of this paper, and they have gone further in developing the Langlands program for covering groups. I have greatly appreciated our frequent conversations. Their results provided constraints which kept the constructions of this paper on track.

Pierre Deligne has kindly corresponded with me in a series of letters, and his generosity on these occasions has been incredibly helpful. His ideas led me to a deeper understanding of the crucial questions, and his correspondence motivated me to pursue this project further.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 7

Notation F : A field, typically local or global. F̄ : A separable closure of F .

O: The ring of integers in F , in the nonarchimedean local case. A : The ring of adeles of F , in the global case. Fr: The geometric Frobenius automorphism. S: A connected scheme, typically Spec(F ) or Spec(O). s̄: The geometric point of S corresponding to F̄ . Gal_S : The absolute Galois group π^{ét}_1 (S, s̄). X: An algebraic variety over S, or sheaf on S_{Zar}. G_m: The multiplicative group.

X or X_F : The F -points X(F ) for such a variety. X: A scheme over Z.

μ_n: The group scheme over Z of n^{th} roots of unity. μ_n: The group μ_n(S), assumed to be cyclic of order n. S: A sheaf on S_{ét}.

S[U]: The sections of S over U (U → S étale). G: A local system on S_{ét}, of group schemes over Z. C: A category, with objects Ob(C). E: A gerbe on S_{ét}.

E[U]: The groupoid of sections of E over U. A: An abelian group. A_{[n]}: Its n-torsion subgroup. A_{/n}: The quotient A/nA.

8 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Part 1. Covering groups and their L-groups

1. Covering groups

Throughout this article, S will be a scheme in one of the following two classes: S = Spec(F ) for a field F , or S = Spec(O) for a discrete valuation ring O with fraction field F . In the latter case, we assume that O contains a field, or that O has finite residue field. We will often fix a positive integer n, and we will assume that μ_n = μ_n(S) is a cyclic group of order n. In Section 4, we will place further restrictions on S.

1.1. Reductive groups. Let G be a reductive group over S. We follow [SGA3] in our conventions, so this means that G is a smooth group scheme over S such that G_{s̄} is a connected reductive group for all geometric points s̄ of S. Assume moreover that G is quasisplit over S.

Let A be a maximal S-split torus in G, and let T be the centralizer of A in G. Then T is a maximal torus in G, and we say that T is a maximally split maximal torus. Let X and Y be the local systems (on S_{ét}) of characters and cocharacters of T. Let N be the normalizer of T in G. Let W denote the Weyl group of the pair (G, T), viewed as a sheaf on S_{ét} of finite groups. Then W[S] = N(S)/T(S) (see [SGA3, Exposé XXVI, 7.1]). Let B be a Borel subgroup of G containing T, defined over S. Let U be the unipotent radical of B.

Proposition 1.1. Assume as above that G is quasisplit, and S is the spectrum of a field or of a DVR. The group G(S) acts transitively, by conjugation, on the set of pairs (B, T) consisting of a Borel subgroup (defined over S) and a maximally split maximal torus therein.

Proof. As we work over a local base scheme S, [SGA3, Exposé XXVI, Proposition 6.16] states that the group G(S) acts transitively on the set of maximal split subtori of G (defined over S).

Every maximally split maximal torus of G is the centralizer of such a maximal split torus, and thus G(S) acts transitively on the set of maximally split maximal tori in G. The stabilizer of such a maximally split maximal torus T is the normalizer N(S). The Weyl group W[S] = N(S)/T(S) acts simply-transitively on the minimal parabolic subgroups containing T by [SGA3, Exposé XXVI, Proposition 7.2]. This proves the proposition. □ The roots and coroots (for the adjoint action of T on the Lie algebra of G) form local systems Φ and Φ^∨ on S_{ét}, contained in X and Y, respectively. The simple roots (with respect to the Borel subgroup B) and their coroots form local systems of subsets Δ ⊂ Φ and Δ^∨ ⊂ Φ^∨, respectively. In this way we find a local system on S_{ét} of based root data (cf. [Bor79, §1.2]),

Ψ = (X, Φ, Δ, Y, Φ^∨, Δ^∨) .

Write Y^{sc} for the subgroup of Y spanned by the coroots.

1.2. Covers. In [B-D], Brylinski and Deligne study central extensions of G by K_2, where G and K_2 are viewed as sheaves of groups on the big Zariski site S_{Zar}. These extensions form a category we call CExt_S (G, K_2). Such a central extension will be written K_2 → G^′ ↠ G in what follows. We add one more piece of data in the definition below.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 9

Definition 1.2. A degree n cover of G over S is a pair G̃ = (G^′, n), where

(1) K_2 → G^′ ↠ G is a central extension of G by K_2 on S_{Zar}; (2) n is a positive integer;

(3) For all scheme-theoretic points s ∈ S, with residue field f(s), #μ_n(f(s)) = n.

Define Cov_n(G) (or Cov_{n/S} (G) to avoid confusion) to be the category of degree n covers of G over S. The objects are pairs G̃ = (G^′, n) as above, and morphisms are those from CExt_S (G, K_2) (with n fixed).

If γ : S_0 → S is a morphism of schemes, then pulling back gives a functor γ^∗ : Cov_{n/S} (G) → Cov_{n/S0} (G_{S0} ). Indeed, a morphism of schemes gives inclusions of residue fields (in the opposite direction) and so Condition (3) is satisfied by the scheme S_0 when it is satisfied by the scheme S.

Central extensions K_2 → G^′ ↠ G are classified by a triple of invariants (Q, D, f). For fields, this is carried out in [B-D], and the extension to DVRs (with finite residue field or containing a field) is found in [Wei14b]. The first invariant Q: Y → Z is a Galois-invariant Weyl-invariant quadratic form, i.e., Q ∈ H^0_{ét}(S, Sym^2(X)^W). The second invariant D is a central extension of sheaves of groups on S_{ét}, G_m → D ↠ Y. The third invariant f will be discussed later.

A cover G̃ yields a symmetric Z-bilinear form β_Q : Y ⊗_ZY → n^{−1}Z,

β_Q(y_1, y_2) := n^{−1} · (Q(y_1 + y_2) − Q(y_1) − Q(y_2)) .

This defines a local system Y_{Q,n} ⊂ Y,

Y_{Q,n} = {y ∈ Y : β_Q(y, y^′) ∈ Z for all y^′ ∈ Y}.

The category of covers is equipped with the structure of a Picard groupoid; one may “add” covers via the Baer sum. If G̃_1, G̃_2 are two covers of G of degree n, one obtains a cover G̃_1 ∔ G̃_2 = (G^′_1 ∔ G^′_2, n).

When G̃ = (G^′, n) is a degree n cover of G, and H → G is a homomorphism of groups over S, write H̃ = (H^′, n) for the cover of H resulting from pulling back extensions by K_2.

In three arithmetic contexts, a cover G̃ yields a central extension of topological groups according to [B-D, §10.3, 10.4].

Global: If S = Spec(F ) for a global field F , then G̃ yields a central extension μ_n → G̃_A ↠ G_A , endowed with a splitting σ_F : G_F → G̃_A .

Local: If S = Spec(F ) for a local field F , then G̃ yields a central extension μ_n → G̃ ↠ G, where G = G(F ).

Local integral: If S = Spec(O), with O the ring of integers in a nonarchimedean local field F , then G̃ yields a central extension μ_n → G̃ ↠ G, where G = G(F ), endowed with a splitting σ^∘ : G^∘ → G.

Fix an injective character ϵ: μ_n → C^× . This allows one to define ϵ-genuine automorphic representations of G̃_A in the global context, ϵ-genuine admissible representations of G̃ in the local context, and ϵ-genuine G^∘-spherical representations of G̃ in the local integral context.

The purpose of this article is the construction an L-group associated to such a G̃ and ϵ. We believe that this L-group will provide a parameterization of irreducible ϵ-genuine representations in the three contexts above.

10 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

1.3. Well-aligned homomorphisms. Let G_1 ⊃ B_1 ⊃ T_1 and G_2 ⊃ B_2 ⊃ T_2 be quasisplit groups over S, endowed with Borel subgroups and maximally split maximal tori. Let G̃_1 = (G^′_1, n) and G̃_2 = (G^′_2, n) be covers (of the same degree) of G_1 and G_2, respectively. Write Y_1 and Y_2 for the cocharacter lattices of T_1 and T_2, and Q_1, Q_2 for the quadratic forms arising from the covers. These quadratic forms yield sublattices Y_{1,Q1 ,n} and Y_{2,Q2 ,n}.

Definition 1.3. A well-aligned homomorphism ι̃ from (G̃_1, B_1, T_1) to (G̃_2, B_2, T_2) is a pair ι̃ = (ι, ι^′) of homomorphisms of sheaves of groups on S_{Zar}, making the following diagram commute,

(1.1)

K_2 G^′_1 G_1

K_2 G^′_2 G_2 =ι^′ι

and satisfying the following additional axioms:

(1) ι has normal image and smooth central kernel; (2) ι(B_1) ⊂ B_2 and ι(T_1) ⊂ T_2. Thus ι induces a map ι: Y_1 → Y_2; (3) (ι, ι^′) realizes G^′_1 as the pullback of G^′_2 via ι; (4) The homomorphism ι satisfies ι(Y_{1,Q1 ,n}) ⊂ Y_{2,Q2,n}.

Remark 1.4. Conditions (1) and (2) are inspired by [Bor79, §1.4, 2.1,2.5], though more restrictive. By “normal image,” we mean that for any geometric point s̄ → S, the homomorphism ι: G_{1,s̄} → G_{2,s̄} has normal image. Condition (3) implies that for all y ∈ Y_1, Q_1(y) = Q_2(ι(y)). In other words, Q_1 is the image of Q_2 via the map ι^∗ : H^0_{ét}(S, Sym^2(X_2)) → H^0_{ét}(S, Sym^2(X_1)).

But Condition (3) does not imply Condition (4); one may cook up an example with G_1 = G_m and G_2 = G^2_m which satisfies (3) but not (4).

Proposition 1.5. The composition of well-aligned homomorphisms is well-aligned.

Proof. Suppose that (ι_1, ι^′_1) and (ι_2, ι^′_2) are well-aligned homomorphisms, with ι_1 : G_1 → G_2 and ι_2 : G_2 → G_3. Conditions (2), (3), and (4) are obviously satisfied by the composition (ι_2 ∘ι_1, ι^′_2 ∘ι^′_1). For condition (1), notice that the kernel of ι_2 ∘ι_1 is contained in the kernel of ι_1, and hence is central. The only thing left is to verify that ι_2 ∘ ι_1 has normal image. This may be checked by looking at geometric fibres; it seems well-known (cf. [Kot84, §1.8]). □ Inner automorphisms are well-aligned homomorphisms.

Example 1.6. Suppose that G̃ is a degree n cover of a quasisplit group G. Suppose that B_0 ⊃ T_0 and B ⊃ T are two Borel subgroups containing maximally split maximal tori. Suppose that g ∈ G(S), and write Int(g) for the resulting inner automorphism of G. As noted in [B-D, 0.N.4], Int(g) lifts canonically to an automorphism Int(g)^′ ∈ Aut(G^′). If B = Int(g)B_0 and T = Int(g)T_0, then the pair (Int(g), Int(g)^′) is a well-aligned homomorphism from (G̃, B_0, T_0) to (G̃, B, T).

While we focus on quasisplit groups in this article, the lifting of inner automorphisms allows one to consider “pure inner forms” of covers over a field.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 11

Definition 1.7. Let G̃ = (G^′, n) be a degree n cover of a quasisplit group G, over a field F . Let ξ ∈ Z^1_{ét}(F, G) be a 1-cocycle. The image Int(ξ) in Z^1_{ét}(F, Aut(G)) defines an inner form G_ξ of G. These are called the pure inner forms of G. On the other hand, we may consider the image Int(ξ)^′ in Z^1_{ét}(F, Aut(G^′)), which by [B-D, §7.1, 7.2] defines a central extension G^′_ξ of G_ξ by K_2. The cover G̃_ξ = (G^′_ξ, n) of G_ξ will be called a pure inner form of the cover G̃.

We have not attempted to go further in the study of inner forms for covers, but presumably one should study something like strong real forms as in [ABV92, Definition 1.12], and more general rigid forms as in [Kal13], if one wishes to assemble L-packets for covering groups.

The next example of a well-aligned homomorphism is relevant for the study of central characters of genuine representations.

Example 1.8. Let G̃ be a degree n cover of a quasisplit group G ⊃ B ⊃ T. Let H be the maximal torus in the center of G, with cocharacter lattice Y_H ⊂ Y. Let C be the algebraic torus with cocharacter lattice Y_H ∩ Y_{Q,n}, and ι: C → G the resulting homomorphism (with central image). Let C̃ denote the pullback of the cover G̃ via ι. Then ι lifts to a well-aligned homomorphism from C̃ to G̃.

The final example of a well-aligned homomorphism is relevant for the study of twisting genuine representations by one-dimensional representations of G.

Example 1.9. Let H denote the maximal toral quotient of G. In other words, H is the torus whose character lattice equals Hom(G, G_m). Let p: G → H denote the canonical homomorphism, and write ι: G → G × H for the homomorphism Id ×p. Write G̃ × H for the cover (G^′ × H, n).

The homomorphism ι realizes G̃ as the pullback via ι of the cover G̃ × H. A Borel subgroup and torus in G determines a Borel subgroup and torus in G × H. In this way, ι lifts to a well-aligned homomorphism of covers from G̃ to G̃ × H.

2. The dual group

In this section, fix a degree n cover G̃ of a quasisplit group G over S. Associated to G̃, we define the “dual group,” a local system on S_{ét} of affine group schemes over Z. We refer to Appendix §19, for background on such local systems. We begin by reviewing the Langlands dual group of G in a framework suggested by Deligne (personal communication).

2.1. The Langlands dual group. Choose, for now, a Borel subgroup B ⊂ G containing a maximally split maximal torus T. The based root datum of (G, B, T) was denoted Ψ, and the dual root datum,

Ψ^∨ = (Y, Φ^∨, Δ^∨, X, Φ, Δ) ,

is a local system of root data on S_{ét}.

This defines a unique (up to unique isomorphism) local system G^∨ on S_{ét} of pinned reductive groups over Z, called the Langlands dual group of G. The center of G^∨ is a local system on S_{ét} of groups of multiplicative type over Z, given by

Z^∨ = Spec (Z[Y/Y^{sc}]) .

See Example 19.2 for more on local systems and Spec in this context.

12 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

2.2. The dual group of a cover. Now we adapt the definition of the dual group to covers. The ideas here are the same as those of [Wei14a]. The ideas for modifying root data originate in [Lus93, §2.2] in the simply-connected case, in [FL10, Theorem 2.9] for the almost simple case, in [McN12, §11] and [Rei12] in the reductive case. This dual group is also compatible with [Ada+07] and the Hecke algebra isomorphisms of Savin [Sav04], and the most recent work of Lysenko [Lys].

Associated to the cover G̃ of degree n, recall that Q: Y → Z is the first Brylinski- Deligne invariant, and β_Q : Y ⊗ Y → n^{−1}Z a symmetric bilinear form, and Y_{Q,n} = {y ∈ Y : β_Q(y, y^′) ∈ Z for all y^′ ∈ Y} ⊂ Y.

Define X_{Q,n} = {x ∈ n^{−1}X : ⟨x, y⟩ ∈ Z for all y ∈ Y_{Q,n}} ⊂ n^{−1}X. For each root ϕ ∈ Φ, define constants n_ϕ and m_ϕ,

(2.1) n_ϕ = n GCD(n, Q(ϕ^∨))

, m_ϕ = Q(ϕ^∨) GCD(n, Q(ϕ^∨)) . Define modified roots and modified coroots by ϕ̃ = n^{−1}_ϕ ϕ, ϕ̃^∨ = n_ϕϕ^∨.

These define subsets Φ̃ = {ϕ̃ : ϕ ∈ Φ} ⊂ X_{Q,n} and Φ̃^∨ = {ϕ̃^∨ : ϕ^∨ ∈ Φ^∨} ⊂ Y_{Q,n}, as in [Wei14a]. Modifying the simple roots and their coroots, we have subsets Δ̃ ⊂ Φ̃ and Δ̃^∨ ⊂ Φ̃.

By [Wei14a, Construction 1.3], this defines a local system of based root data Ψ̃ on S_{ét}. Write Ψ̃^∨ for its dual, Ψ̃^∨ = (Y_{Q,n}, Φ̃^∨, Δ̃^∨, X_{Q,n}, Φ̃, Δ̃).

Write Y^{sc}_{Q,n} for the subgroup of Y_{Q,n} spanned by the modified coroots Φ̃^∨.

Define G̃^∨ to be the (unique up to unique isomorphism) local system on S_{ét} of pinned reductive groups over Z, associated to the local system of based root data Ψ̃∨. Its maximal torus is a local system on S_{ét} of split tori over Z, T̃^∨ = Spec (Z[Y_{Q,n}]) .

The center of G̃^∨ is a local system on S_{ét} of groups of multiplicative type over Z, Z̃^∨ = Spec (Z [Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n}]) .

We call G̃^∨ (endowed with its pinning) the dual group of the cover G̃.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that G̃_0 is another cover of G of degree n, with first Brylinski-Deligne invariant Q_0. If Q ≡ Q_0 modulo n, i.e. Q(y) − Q_0(y) ∈ nZ for all y ∈ Y, then the resulting modified root data are equal: Ψ̃^∨ = Ψ̃^∨_0 . Thus the dual groups are equal, G̃^∨ = G̃^∨_0 .

Proof. One checks directly that β_Q ≡ β_{Q0} modulo Z, from which it follows that Y_{Q,n} = Y_{Q0 ,n}, X_{Q,n} = X_{Q0,n}.

Similarly, one checks that the constants n_ϕ are equal, n GCD(n, Q_0(ϕ^∨)) = n GCD(n, Q(ϕ^∨)) . The result follows. □

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 13

The Weyl group of G̃^∨ with respect to T̃^∨ forms a local system W̃ on S_{ét} of finite groups, generated (locally on S_{ét}) by reflections s_{ϕ̃} for every ϕ̃ ∈ Φ̃. The action of W̃ on Y_{Q,n} is given by the formula s_{ϕ̃}(y) = y − ⟨ϕ̃, y⟩ϕ̃^∨ = y − ⟨ϕ, y⟩ϕ^∨. This identifies the root reflections s_{ϕ̃} with the root reflections s_ϕ, and hence identifies the Weyl group W̃ with the Weyl group W of G with respect to T (where both are viewed as local systems on S_{ét} of finite groups).

The dual group G̃^∨ comes with a distinguished 2-torsion element in its center, described here. From the quadratic form Q: Y → Z, observe that 2Q(y) = nβ_Q(y, y) ∈ nZ for all y ∈ Y_{Q,n}. Moreover, we have

Q(ϕ̃^∨) = n^2_ϕQ(ϕ^∨) = n_ϕm_ϕn ∈ nZ,

for all ϕ ∈ Φ. Of course, Q(ny) ∈ nZ as well, for all y ∈ Y_{Q,n}. We find a homomorphism of local systems of abelian groups on S_{ét}, n^{−1}Q: Y_{Q,n} Y^{sc}_{Q,n} + nY_{Q,n} →^1_2 Z/Z, y → n^{−1}Q(y) mod Z. Applying Spec yields a homomorphism of local systems on S_{ét} of diagonalizable group schemes over Z, τ_Q ∈ Hom(μ_2, Z̃^∨_{[n]}).

Thus τ_Q(−1) is a Galois-invariant 2-torsion element in the center of G̃^∨. If n is odd, then τ_Q(−1) = 1.

2.3. Well-aligned functoriality. Consider a well-aligned homomorphism ι̃: G̃_1 → G̃_2 of covers, each endowed with Borel subgroup and maximally split maximal torus. Here we construct a corresponding homomorphism of dual groups,

ι^∨ : G̃^∨_2 → G̃^∨_1 .

These dual groups are constructed, locally on S_{ét}, from root data:

Ψ̃^∨_1 = ( Y_{1,Q1 ,n}, Φ̃^∨_1 , Δ̃^∨_1 , X_{1,Q1,n}, Φ̃_1, Δ̃_1 ) ; Ψ̃^∨_2 = ( Y_{2,Q2 ,n}, Φ̃^∨_2 , Δ̃^∨_2 , X_{2,Q2,n}, Φ̃_2, Δ̃_2 ) . For the construction of ι^∨, it suffices to work locally on S_{ét}, on a finite étale cover over which G_1 and G_2 split. Condition (4) of Definition 1.3 gives a homomorphism ι: Y_{1,Q1 ,n} → Y_{2,Q2 ,n}, and its dual homomorphism ι^∗ : X_{2,Q2,n} → X_{1,Q1,n}. As ι has normal image, the coroots from Φ^∨_1 map to coroots from Φ^∨_2 . Condition (3) implies that the scaled coroots in Φ̃^∨_1 ⊂ Y_{1,Q1 ,n} map to scaled coroots in Φ̃^∨_2 ⊂ Y_{2,Q2 ,n}. Since the Borel subgroups are aligned, the simple scaled coroots in Δ̃^∨_1 map to simple scaled coroots in Δ̃^∨_2 . Dually, the map ι^∗ : X_{2,Q2,n} → X_{1,Q1,n} sends Φ̃_2 to Φ̃_1 and Δ̃_2 to Δ̃_1.

This allows us to assemble a homomorphism ι^∨ : G̃^∨_2 → G̃^∨_1 , (cf. [Bor79, §2.1, 2.5]). On tori, let ι^∨ : T̃^∨_2 → T̃^∨_1 be the homomorphism dual to the map of character lattices ι: Y_{1,Q1 ,n} → Y_{2,Q2 ,n}. Using the pinnings on G̃^∨_2 and G̃^∨_1 , and the map of

14 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

roots to roots, we obtain a homomorphism from the simply-connected cover G̃^∨_{2,sc} of the derived subgroup, G̃^∨_{2,der},

ι^∨_{sc} : G̃^∨_{2,sc} → G̃^∨_1 .

Let T̃^∨_{2,sc} be the pullback of T̃^∨_2 . The following diagram commutes.

T̃^∨_{2,sc} T̃^∨_2

G̃^∨_{2,sc} G̃^∨_1

ι^∨ι^∨sc

The homomorphism ι^∨sc descends to the derived subgroup G̃^∨_{2,der}, since it is trivial on the kernel of T̃^∨_{2,sc} → T̃^∨_2 . In this way, we have a pair of homomorphisms of groups over Z, ι^∨_{der} : G̃^∨_{2,der} → G̃^∨_1 , ι^∨ : T̃^∨_2 → T̃^∨_1 ⊂ G̃^∨_1 .

These homomorphisms agree on their intersection, giving the desired homomorphism ι^∨ : G̃^∨_2 → G̃^∨_1 .

Since modified coroots are sent to modified coroots, we find that ι^∨ sends Z̃^∨_2 to Z̃^∨_1 . The quadratic forms Q_1 and Q_2 induce two group homomorphisms:

n^{−1}Q_1 : Y_{1,Q1 ,n} Y^{sc}_{1,Q1 ,n} + nY_{1,Q1 ,n}

→^1_2 Z/Z, n^{−1}Q_2 : Y_{2,Q2 ,n} Y^{sc}_{2,Q2 ,n} + nY_{2,Q2,n} →^1_2 Z/Z. These define two homomorphisms of group schemes over Z, τ_{Q1} : μ_2 → Z̃^∨_{1,[n]}, τ_{Q2} : μ_2 → Z̃^∨_{2,[n]}.

As Q_2(ι(y)) = Q_1(y) for all y ∈ Y_1, ι^∨ ∘ τ_{Q1} = τ_{Q2} . In other words, the homomorphism ι^∨ : G̃^∨_2 → G̃^∨_1 sends the center to the center, and respects the 2-torsion elements therein, ι^∨(τ_{Q2} (−1)) = τ_{Q1} (−1).

Given a pair of well-aligned homomorphisms,

G̃_1^{(ι1,ι′1)} −−−−→ G̃_2^{(ι2,ι′2)}−−−−→ G̃_3, their composition is a well-aligned homomrphism (ι_3, ι^′_3) = (ι_2ι_1, ι^′_2ι^′_1) from G̃_1 to G̃_3 by Proposition 1.5.

This gives a commutative diagram of sheaves of abelian groups. Y_{1,Q1 ,n} Y_{2,Q2 ,n} Y_{3,Q3 ,n}. ι_1ι_3ι_2

We find such a commutative diagram for dual groups, in the opposite direction.

G̃^∨_3 G̃^∨_2 G̃^∨_1 .

ι^∨_2ι∨_3ι^∨_1

Let DGp^∗_S denote the category whose objects are local systems G^∨ on S_{ét} of group schemes over Z, endowed with central morphisms μ_2 → G^∨ (where μ_2 is viewed as the constant local system of group schemes). Morphisms in DGp^∗_S are morphisms of local systems of group schemes over Z, compatible with the central morphisms from μ_2.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 15

Let WAC_S (Well-Aligned-Covers) denote the category whose objects are triples (G̃, B, T) where G̃ is a cover of a reductive group G over S, B is a Borel subgroup of G, and T is a maximally split maximal torus of G contained in B. Morphisms in WAC_S are well-aligned homomorphisms of covers.

We have proven the following result.

Proposition 2.2. The construction of the dual group defines a contravariant functor from WAC_S to DGp^∗_S .

Theorem 2.3. Let G̃ be a degree n cover of a quasisplit group G over S. The dual group G̃^∨ is well-defined, up to unique isomorphism, by G̃ alone.

Proof. The construction of the dual group depends on the choice of Borel and torus B ⊃ T. So it suffices to construct a canonical isomorphism of dual groups G̃^∨ → G̃^∨_0 for any pair of choices B_0 ⊃ T_0 and B ⊃ T. Such “well-definedness” is discussed in more detail in [DL76, §1.1].

By Proposition 1.1, there exists g ∈ G(S) such that Int(g)T_0 = T and Int(g)B_0 = B. This automorphism Int(g) lifts to an automorphism of G^′ and defines a wellaligned isomorphism of covers, K2 G^′ G B0 T0

K_2 G^′ G B T

=Int(g)^′

Int(g)

As a well-aligned isomorphism of covers, this yields an isomorphism (of local systems on S_{ét} of reductive groups over Z)

Int(g)^∨ : G̃^{∨ ∼}−→ G̃^∨_0 .

If g^′ ∈ G(S) also satisfies Int(g^′)T_0 = T and Int(g^′)B_0 = B, then g^′g^{−1} ∈ N(S)∩B(S) = T(S). Thus g^′ = tg for some t ∈ T(S). Hence Int(g^′) = Int(t) Int(g), and so by Proposition 2.2,

Int(g^′)^∨ = Int(g)^∨ Int(t)^∨ : G̃^∨ → G̃^∨_0 .

But Int(t)^∨ = Id, since Int(t) leaves all relevant data unchanged. Thus Int(g^′)^∨ = Int(g)^∨. Hence we find a canonical isomorphism G̃^{∨ ∼}−→ G̃^∨_0 . □

2.4. Change of base scheme. Let G̃ be a degree n cover of a quasisplit group G ⊃ B ⊃ T over S, as before. Let γ : S_0 → S be a morphism of schemes, with S_0 = Spec(F_0) for some field F_0 or S_0 = Spec(O_0) for some DVR O_0 (with finite residue field or containing a field, as usual). Then γ gives rise to a pullback functor γ^∗ from sheaves on S_{ét} to sheaves on S_{0,ét}. Pullback via γ defines a degree n cover G̃_0 of a quasisplit group G_0 ⊃ B_0 ⊃ T_0 over S_0.

The cocharacter lattice Y_0 of T_0 is a sheaf on S_{0,ét}. It is naturally isomorphic to the pullback γ^∗Y, with Y the cocharacter lattice of T. Write N : γ^∗Y → Y_0 for the natural isomorphism. The quadratic form Q: Y → Z pulls back to a quadratic form γ^∗Q: γ^∗Y → Z. The compatibility of Brylinski-Deligne invariants with pullbacks implies that γ^∗Q = N^∗Q_0, with Q_0 the first Brylinski-Deligne invariant of G̃_0.

Remark 2.4. This compatibility follows straightforwardly from [B-D, §3.10]; if T̃ arises (after a finite étale U → S) from the cocycle attached to C ∈ X ⊗ X, then

16 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

T̃_0 arises from the pullback of this cocycle, i.e., from an element C_0 ∈ X_0 ⊗ X_0 with N^∗C_0 = γ^∗C. The quadratic form Q is given by Q(y) = C(y, y) and similarly Q_0(y) = C_0(y, y). Since N^∗C_0 = γ^∗C, we find that N^∗Q_0 = γ^∗Q.

In this way, we find that N restricts to an isomorphism from γ^∗Y_{Q,n} to Y_{0,Q0 ,n}, sending roots and coroots (the sheaves of sets γ^∗Φ̃, γ^∗Φ̃^∨ on S_{0,ét}) to the corresponding roots and coroots in Y_{0,Q0 ,n}. As B_0 = γ^∗B, simple roots and coroots are identified as well.

By our construction of the dual group, we find that N gives an isomorphism of local systems on S_{0,ét} of pinned reductive groups over Z,

N^∨ : γ^∗G̃^{∨ ∼}−→ G̃^∨_0 .

2.5. Parabolic subgroups. We keep the degree n cover G̃ of the quasisplit group G ⊃ B ⊃ T over S. Let P ⊂ G be a parabolic subgroup defined over S, containing B. Suppose that P = MN is a Levi decomposition defined over S, with N the unipotent radical of P and M a Levi factor containing T. Let B_M denote the Borel subgroup B ∩ M of M. Write M̃ = (M^′, n) for the cover of M arising from pulling back G̃.

The first Brylinski-Deligne invariant Q is the same for G̃ as for M̃, as it depends only upon the cover T̃ of their common maximal torus. Write Φ_M and Φ^∨_M for the roots and coroots of M; these are subsets of Φ and Φ^∨, respectively, and by agreement of the first Brylinski-Deligne invariant, Φ̃_M ⊂ Φ̃, Φ̃^∨_M ⊂ Φ̃^∨.

As B_M = B ∩ M, we have Δ̃_M ⊂ Δ̃ and Δ̃^∨_M ⊂ Δ̃^∨. We find a pair of local systems on S_{ét} of based root data, ( Y_{Q,n}, Φ̃^∨, Δ̃^∨, X_{Q,n}, Φ̃, Δ̃ ) , ( Y_{Q,n}, Φ̃^∨_M, Δ̃^∨_M, X_{Q,n}, Φ̃_M, Δ̃_M ) . The first root datum defines a local system G̃^∨ on S_{ét} of pinned reductive groups over Z. The second root datum defines a local system M̃^∨ on S_{ét} of pinned reductive Levi subgroups of G̃^∨.

Thus the dual group of M̃ is naturally a Levi subgroup of the dual group G̃^∨. Moreover, by agreement of the first Brylinski-Deligne invariants, the central 2- torsion element of M̃^∨ coincides with the central 2-torsion element τ_Q(−1) ∈ G̃^∨.

2.6. Weyl action on the dual torus. As before, keep the degree n cover G̃ of G. Write T̃ = (T^′, n) for the resulting cover of a maximally split maximal torus T. Assume here that T splits over a cyclic Galois cover of S. Suppose that w ∈ W[S] is an element of the Weyl group, represented by an element ẇ ∈ N[S] (here N is the sheaf on S_{ét} represented by the normalizer of T).

Then Int(ẇ): G̃ → G̃ defines a well-aligned homomorphism from T̃ to itself.

K_2 T^′ T

K_2 T^′ T

=Int(ẇ)

Int(w)

As such, Int(ẇ) defines a map of dual groups,

Int(ẇ)^∨ : T̃^∨ → T̃^∨.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 17

As Int(t)^∨ = Id for all t ∈ T(S), this homomorphism of dual groups depends only on the element w of the Weyl group, not on the chosen representative ẇ. Thus we write Int(w)^∨ : T̃^∨ → T̃^∨.

On the other hand the element w ∈ W[S] corresponds to a Galois-invariant element of the Weyl group of the dual group. From [Bor79, Lemma 6.2], there exists an element n^∨ ∈ G̃^∨[S] such that n^∨ normalizes T̃ and the resulting action of n^∨ on the character lattice Y_{Q,n} of T̃ coincides with the action of w on Y_{Q,n}. Such an element n^∨ is unique up to multiplication by elements of T̃^∨[S]. Since Int(w)^∨ and Int(n^∨) define the same action on Y_{Q,n}, we find that

Int(w)^∨ = Int(n^∨), as elements of Aut(T̃^∨).

2.7. Specific cases. Here we give many specific cases of covers, associated dual groups, and 2-torsion elements in their centers corresponding to τ_Q(−1).

2.7.1. Method for simply-connected groups. Let G be a simply-connected semisimple group over S, with Borel subgroup B containing a maximally split maximal torus T over S. Let S^′/S be a Galois cover over which T splits. If t is an integer, there exists a unique Weyl-invariant quadratic form Q_t with value t on all short coroots. This Q_t is a multiple of the Killing form.

Corresponding to Q_t, there is a unique, up to unique isomorphism, object G^{(t)} ∈ CExt_S (G, K_2) with first Brylinski-Deligne invariant Q_t (by [B-D, §7.3(i)] when working over a field or [Wei14b, §3.3.3] over a DVR). Write β_t for the resulting n^{−1}Z-valued bilinear form. Weyl-invariance of Q_t implies that

(2.2) β_t(ϕ^∨, y) = n^{−1}Q_t(ϕ^∨)⟨ϕ, y⟩, for all ϕ ∈ Φ, and all y ∈ Y.

(See the proof of Lemma 3.13 for a derivation.) It follows that, for any y ∈ Y,

(2.3) β_t(ϕ^∨, y) ∈ Z if and only if ⟨ϕ, y⟩ ∈ n_ϕZ.

Let Y = Y[S^′], X = X[S^′], and Δ = Δ[S^′] = {α_1, . . . , α_ℓ} a basis of simple roots corresponding to B. Since we assume G is simply connected, Y = ⨁_ℓ i=1 α^∨_i Z.

Write n_i = n_{αi} . From (2.3), we find a characterization of Y_{Q,n} = Y_{Q,n}[S^′]:

(2.4) y ∈ Y_{Q,n} if and only if ⟨α_i, y⟩ ∈ n_iZ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ.

This, in turn, can be used to tabulate dual groups. We provide tables here reference, noting that such information can also be found in the examples of [FL10, §2.4]. But we also include data on the central 2-torsion elements that we have not found in the literature. Our tabulation was greatly assisted by using SAGE [SAGE], especially the recently updated package which deftly handles root data.

The following tables only include split groups, and we write G̃^∨ = G̃^∨[S] for the dual group over S (a pinned reductive group scheme over Z). For quasisplit groups, one can view the dual group as a pinned reductive group scheme over Z endowed with Galois action by pinned automorphisms.

2.7.2. SL_{ℓ+1}. For G = SL_{ℓ+1}, the standard Borel subgroup and maximal torus, and system of roots α_1, . . . , α_ℓ, the Dynkin diagram is α_1α_2α_3α_ℓ

18 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Consider the cover G̃ of degree n arising from the quadratic form satisfying Q(ϕ^∨) = 1 for all ϕ ∈ Φ. Then n_i = n and α̃^∨_i = nα^∨_i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. Hence Y^{sc}_{Q,n} = nY = nα^∨_1 Z + · · · + nα^∨_ℓ Z. The Cartan matrix of G̃^∨ has entries C̃_{ij} = ⟨α̃_i, α̃^∨_j ⟩ = ⟨α_i, α^∨_j ⟩, and so G̃^∨ is isogenous to SL_{ℓ+1}. To determine the dual group up to isomorphism, it suffices to compute the order of the center, since the center of SL_{ℓ+1} is μ_{ℓ+1}. The order of the center is equal to the index #Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, and this is computable from (2.4). The results are given in Table 1.

Group G n SL_2 SL_3 SL_4 SL_5 SL_6 1 PGL_2 PGL_3 PGL_4 PGL_5 PGL_6 2^∗SL_2 PGL_3 SL_4/μ_2 PGL_5^∗SL_6/μ_3 3 PGL_2 SL_3 PGL_4 PGL_5 SL_6/μ_2 4 SL_2 PGL_3^∗SL_4 PGL_5 SL_6/μ_3 5 PGL_2 PGL_3 PGL_4 SL_5 PGL_6 6^∗SL_2 SL_3 SL_4/μ_2 PGL_5^∗SL_6 Table 1. Table of dual groups for degree n covers of SL_{ℓ+1}. Groups marked with ∗ have τ_Q(−1) nontrivial.

The dual groups G̃^∨ are consistent with the Iwahori-Hecke algebra isomorphisms found by Savin in [Sav04, Theorem 7.8]. In other words, the dual group G̃^∨ coincides with the Langlands dual group of SL_{ℓ+1}/Z_{[n]}, where Z_{[n]} is the n-torsion subgroup of the center of SL_{ℓ+1}.

The central 2-torsion elements τ_Q(−1) follow a somewhat predictable pattern. For covering degree 2, τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial for SL_2, SL_6, SL_{10}, SL_{14}, etc.. In covering degree 4, τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial for SL_4, SL_{12}, SL_{20}, etc.. In covering degree 6, τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial for SL_2, SL_6, SL_{10}, SL_{14}, etc.. In covering degree 8, τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial for SL_8, SL_{24}, etc.. In general, we suspect the following:

τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial for a degree 2^e · k (k odd) cover of SL_m if and only if m = 2^e · j for j odd.

To illustrate the quasisplit case, consider G = SU_3, a quasisplit special unitary group associated to a degree 2 Galois cover S^′/S. There is a unique degree n cover of G arising from the quadratic form taking values 1 at all coroots. The dual group of the degree 2 cover of G = SU_3 is identified with PGL_3, a pinned reductive group over Z, endowed with Gal(S^′/S)-action by outer automorphism corresponding to the nontrivial automorphism of the Dynkin diagram . Thus the dual group of the double-cover of SU_3 coincides with the Langlands dual group of the linear group SU_3.

2.7.3. Spin_{2ℓ+1}. For G = Spin_{2ℓ+1}, the Dynkin diagram has type B.

α_1α_2α_3α_{ℓ−1}α_ℓ

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 19

Let G̃ be the cover of degree n, associated to the quadratic form taking the value 1 at all short coroots. Thus Q(α^∨_i ) = 2 for all long coroots 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ − 1. If n is odd, then n_α = n for all coroots α^∨. If n is even, then n_i = n/2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ − 1 and n_ℓ = n. When n is even, short coroots become long and long become short, after modification. We find that the dual group is isogenous to Sp_{2ℓ} if n is odd, and is isogenous to Spin_{2ℓ+1} if n is even.

The centers of Sp_{2ℓ} and Spin_{2ℓ+1} are cyclic of order two. Thus the dual group can be identified by the order of its center.

Group G n Spin_7 Spin_9 Spin_{11} Spin_{13} Spin_{15} Spin_{17} 1 PGSp_6 PGSp_8 PGSp_{10} PGSp_{12} PGSp_{14} PGSp_{16} 2 SO_7 Spin_9 SO_{11}^∗Spin_{13} SO_{15} Spin_{17} 3 PGSp_6 PGSp_8 PGSp_{10} PGSp_{12} PGSp_{14} PGSp_{16} 4^∗Spin_7 Spin_9^∗Spin_{11} Spin_{13}^∗Spin_{15} Spin_{17} 5 PGSp_6 PGSp_8 PGSp_{10} PGSp_{12} PGSp_{14} PGSp_{16} 6 SO_7 Spin_9 SO_{11}^∗Spin_{13} SO_{15} Spin_{17} Table 2. Table of dual groups for degree n covers of Spin_{2ℓ+1}. Groups marked with ∗ have τ_Q(−1) nontrivial.

Table 2 describes the dual groups. Note that, in this case, the isogeny class of the dual group depends on the covering degree modulo 4. In covering degree 4k +2, we find that τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial for Spin_{8j+5} (corresponding to rank 4j + 2) for all positive integers j. In covering degree 4k, we find that τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial for Spin_{4j+3} for all positive integers j.

2.7.4. Sp_{2ℓ}. For G = Sp_{2ℓ}, the Dynkin diagram has type C. α_1α_2α_3α_{ℓ−1}α_ℓ

Let G̃ be the cover of degree n, associated to the quadratic form taking the value 1 at all short coroots. As in type B, we find that short coroots become long, and long become short, after modification when n is even. We find that the dual group is isogenous to Sp_{2ℓ} if n is even, and is isogenous to Spin_{2ℓ+1} if n is odd. As before, the dual group can be identified by the order of its center.

Group G n Sp_6 Sp_8 Sp_{10} 1 SO_7 SO_9 SO_{11} 2^∗Sp_6^∗Sp_8^∗Sp_{10} 3 SO_7 SO_9 SO_{11} 4 Sp_6 Sp_8 Sp_{10} 5 SO_7 SO_9 SO_{11} 6^∗Sp_6^∗Sp_8^∗Sp_{10} Table 3. Table of dual groups for degree n covers of Sp_{2ℓ}. Groups marked with ∗ have τ_Q(−1) nontrivial.

20 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

As Table 3 illustrates, the dual group of the degree n cover of Sp_{2ℓ} is the simplyconnected Chevalley group Sp_{2ℓ} when n is even, and the dual group is the adjoint group SO_{2ℓ+1} = Spin_{2ℓ+1}/μ_2 when n is odd. The central 2-torsion element τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial when the covering degree is 4k + 2 for some non-negative integer k. This is consistent (in covering degree 2) with expectations from the classical theta correspondence for metaplectic groups.

2.7.5. Spin_{2ℓ}. For G = Spin_{2ℓ}, ℓ ≥ 4, the Dynkin diagram has type D.

α_{ℓ−2}α_{ℓ−1} α_ℓ α_1α_2α_3

Let G̃ be the cover of degree n, associated to the quadratic form taking the value 1 at all coroots. By the same methods as in type A, we find that the dual group is isogenous to Spin_{2ℓ}.

If ℓ is odd, then the center of Spin_{2ℓ} is a cyclic group of order 4. In this case, the dual group is determined by the order of its center.

If ℓ is even, then the center of Spin_{2ℓ} is isomorphic to μ_2 × μ_2, and so the dual group is not a priori determined by the order of its center. But fortunately, the order of the center of the dual group always equals 1 or 4 when ℓ is even, and this suffices to identify the dual group.

Group G n Spin_8 Spin_{10} Spin_{12} Spin_{14} Spin_{16} Spin_{18} 1 PGO_8 PGO_{10} PGO_{12} PGO_{14} PGO_{16} PGO_{18} 2 Spin_8 SO_{10}^∗Spin_{12} SO_{14} Spin_{16} SO_{18} 3 PGO_8 PGO_{10} PGO_{12} PGO_{14} PGO_{16} PGO_{18} 4 Spin_8^∗Spin_{10} Spin_{12}^∗Spin_{14} Spin_{16}^∗Spin_{18} 5 PGO_8 PGO_{10} PGO_{12} PGO_{14} PGO_{16} PGO_{18} 6 Spin_8 SO_{10}^∗Spin_{12} SO_{14} Spin_{16} SO_{18} Table 4. Table of dual groups for degree n covers of Spin_{2ℓ}. Groups marked with ∗ have τ_Q(−1) nontrivial.

As Table 4 illustrates, the dual group of an odd-degree cover of Spin_{2ℓ} coincides with the Langlands dual group of the linear group Spin_{2ℓ}; this dual group is the adjoint group PGO_{2ℓ}. But the dual group of an even-degree cover of Spin_{2ℓ} depends on the parity of ℓ and the covering degree modulo 4. As in type A, these dual groups agree with expectations from the Hecke algebra isomorphisms of Savin [Sav04].

When the covering degree is a multiple of 4, the element τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial for Spin_{4j+2} for all j ≥ 2. Since Spin_{4j+2} has a unique central element of order two, this suffices to describe τ_Q. When the covering degree has the form 4k + 2, the element τ_Q(−1) is nontrivial for Spin_{8j+4} for all j ≥ 1. The center of the group Spin_{8j+4} is isomorphic to μ_2 × μ_2, which has three distinct 2-torsion elements. However, only one of these is invariant under the nontrivial outer automorphism

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 21

of the pinned Chevalley group Spin_{8j+4}. This one must be τ_Q(−1), since Q is invariant under this outer automorphism.

2.7.6. Exceptional groups. Let G be a simply-connected split simple group of type E_ℓ (with ℓ = 6, 7, 8), F_4, or G_2. Let G̃ be the cover of degree n, associated to the quadratic form taking the value 1 at all short coroots (all coroots in type E). As in types A and D, we find that the dual group is semisimple and isogenous to the Chevalley group of the same type as G. In types E_8, F_4, and G_2, the simply-connected group is centerless, and so G̃^∨ coincides with the simplyconnected Chevalley group of the same type.

The center of E_6 has order 3, and the center of E_7 has order 2. Hence the dual group G̃^∨ is determined by the order of its center. The dual groups are listed in Table 5. In type E, these dual groups agree with expectations from [Sav04]. The

Group G n E_6 E_7 E_8 F_4 G_2 1 E_6/μ_3 E_7/μ_2 E_8 F_4 G_2 2 E_6/μ_3^∗E_7 E_8 F_4 G_2 3 E_6 E_7/μ_2 E_8 F_4 G_2 4 E_6/μ_3 E_7 E_8 F_4 G_2 5 E_6/μ_3 E_7/μ_2 E_8 F_4 G_2 6 E_6^∗E_7 E_8 F_4 G_2 Table 5. Table of dual groups for degree n covers of exceptional groups. Groups marked with ∗ have τ_Q(−1) nontrivial.

central 2-torsion element is nontrivial for E_7, when the covering degree equals 4j +2 for some j ≥ 0.

2.7.7. GL_r. Suppose that G is split reductive, and the derived subgroup of G is simply-connected. Let T be a split maximal torus in G with cocharacter lattice Y . Then, for any Weyl-invariant quadratic form Q: Y → Z, there exists a cover G̃ with first Brylinski-Deligne invariant Q.

For example, when G = GL_r, there is a two-parameter family of such Weylinvariant quadratic forms. Write T for the standard maximal torus of diagonal matrices, and identify Y = Z^r in the usual way. For any pair of integers q, c, there exists a unique Weyl-invariant quadratic form Q_{q,c} satisfying

Q(1, −1, 0, . . . , 0) = q and Q(1, 0, . . . , 0) = 1 + c.

The n-fold covers ~GL^{(c)}_r studied by Kazhdan and Patterson [KP84, §0.1] can be constructed from Brylinski-Deligne extensions with first invariant Q_{1,c}. The proof of following result is left to the reader.

Proposition 2.5. Let G̃ be a degree n cover of G = GL_r with first Brylinski- Deligne invariant Q_{1,c}. If GCD(n, 1 + r + 2rc) = 1, then G̃^∨ is isomorphic to GL_r. If GCD(n, r) = 1, then the derived subgroup of G̃^∨ is isomorphic to SL_r and thus there exists an isogeny G̃^∨ → GL_r.

This may place the work of Kazhdan and Flicker [FK86] in a functorial context.

22 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

2.7.8. GSp_{2r}. For G = GSp_{2r}, and a standard choice of split maximal torus and Borel subgroup, we write e_0, . . . , e_r for a basis of Y , f_0, . . . , f_r for the dual basis of X, and the simple roots and coroots are α_1 = f_1 − f_2, . . . , α_{r−1} = f_{r−1} − f_r, α_r = 2f_r − f_0;

α^∨_1 = e_1 − e_2, . . . , α^∨_{r−1} = e_{r−1} − e_r, α^∨_r = e_r.

The Weyl group is S_r ⋉ μ^r_2, with S_r acting by permutation of indices 1, . . . , r (fixing e_0 and f_0), and elements w_j (for 1 ≤ j ≤ r) of order two which satisfy w_j (e_j ) = −e_j , w_j (e_i) = e_i for i ≠ j, 0, w_j (e_0) = e_0 + e_1.

Weyl-invariant quadratic forms on Y are in bijection with pairs (κ, ν) of integers. For any such pair, there is a unique Weyl-invariant quadratic form Q_{κ,ν} satisfying Q_{κ,ν} (e_0) = κ, Q_{κ,ν} (e_i) = ν for 1 ≤ i ≤ r.

The proof of following result is left to the reader.

Proposition 2.6. Let G̃ be a degree 2 cover of G = GSp_{2r}, with first Brylinski- Deligne invariant Q_{0,1}. Then the dual group G̃^∨ is isomorphic to GSp_{2r} if r is odd, and to PGSp_{2r} × G_m if r is even.

We find that that double-covers of GSp_{2r} behave differently depending on the parity of r; this phenomenon is consistent with the work of Szpruch [Szp13b] on principal series.

3. The gerbe associated to a cover

In this section, we construct a gerbe E_ϵ(G̃) on S_{ét} associated to a degree n cover G̃ of a quasisplit group G and an injective character ϵ: μ_n → C^× . Fix G̃, G, and ϵ throughout. Also, choose a Borel subgroup containing a maximally split maximal torus B ⊃ T; we will see that our construction is independent of this choice (in a 2-categorical sense).

We make one assumption about our cover G̃, which enables our construction and is essentially nonrestrictive.

Assumption 3.1 (Odd n implies even Q). If n is odd, then we assume Q: Y → Z takes only even values.

If G̃ does not satisfy this assumption, i.e., n is odd and Q(y) is odd for some y ∈ Y, then replace G̃ by (n+1) ˙×G̃ (its Baer sum with itself n+1 times). The first Brylinski-Deligne invariant becomes (n+1)Q, which is even-valued. By Proposition 2.1, the dual group G̃^∨ does not change since Q ≡ (n + 1)Q modulo n. Moreover, the resulting extensions of groups over local or global fields, e.g., μ_n → G̃ ↠ G, remain the same (up to natural isomorphism). Indeed, the Baer sum of G̃ with itself n + 1 times is naturally isomorphic to the pushout via the (n + 1)^{th} power map μ_n → μ_n, which equals the identity map.

We work with sheaves of abelian groups on S_{ét}, and great care is required to avoid confusion between those in the left column and the right column below. Define T̂ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, G_m), T̃^∨ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, C^× );

T̂_{sc} = Hom(Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, G_m), T̃^∨_{sc} = Hom(Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, C^× );

Ẑ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, G_m), Z̃^∨ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, C^× ).

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 23

Here C^× denotes the constant sheaf on S_{ét}. Thus, in the right column, we find the complex points of the dual groups, T̃^∨ = T̃^∨(C ), T̃^∨_{sc} = T̃^∨_{sc}(C ), Z̃^∨ = Z̃^∨(C ).

Composing with ϵ defines homomorphisms of local systems of abelian groups, T̂_{[n]} = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, μ_n)^ϵ−→ T̃^∨;

T̂_{sc,[n]} = Hom(Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, μ_n)^ϵ−→ T̃^∨_{sc}; Ẑ_{[n]} = Hom(Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, μ_n)^ϵ−→ Z̃^∨.

3.1. The gerbe associated to a cover of a torus. Associated to the cover T̃ = (T^′, n), the second Brylinski-Deligne invariant is a central extension of sheaves of groups on S_{ét}, G_m → D ↠ Y. The commutator of this extension is given in [B-D, Proposition 3.11], (3.1) Comm(y_1, y_2) = (−1)^{nβQ(y1,y2)}, for all y_1, y_2 ∈ Y. Pulling back via Y_{Q,n} → Y, we find an extension of sheaves of groups, (3.2) G_m → D_{Q,n} ↠ Y_{Q,n}. Proposition 3.2. D_{Q,n} is a commutative extension.

Proof. If n is even and y_1, y_2 ∈ Y_{Q,n}, then β_Q(y_1, y_2) ∈ Z and nβ_Q(y_1, y_2) ∈ 2Z. On the other hand, if n is odd, Assumption 3.1 implies that nβ_Q(y_1, y_2) = Q(y_1 + y_2) − Q(y_1) − Q(y_2) ∈ 2Z.

The commutator formula (3.1) finishes the proof. □ Let Spl(D_{Q,n}) denote the sheaf of splittings of the commutative extension (3.2).

In other words, Spl(D_{Q,n}) is the subsheaf of Hom(Y_{Q,n}, D_{Q,n}) consisting of homomorphisms which split (3.2).

Over any finite étale U → S splitting T, Y_{Q,n} restricts to a constant sheaf of free abelian groups. Thus Spl(D_{Q,n}) is a T̂-torsor on S_{ét}, which obtains a point over any such U. The equivalence class of this torsor is determined by its cohomology class [Spl(D_{Q,n})] ∈ H^1_{ét}(S, T̂).

Consider the Kummer sequence, T̂_{[n]} → T̂^n−↠ T̂. Write κ (for Kummer) for the connecting map in cohomology, κ : H^1_{ét}(S, T̂) → H^2_{ét}(S, T̂_{[n]}). This map in cohomology corresponds to the functor which sends a T̂-torsor to its gerbe of n^{th} roots (see 19.3.4 for details). We write^n √ Spl(D_{Q,n}) for the gerbe of n^{th} roots of the T̂-torsor Spl(D_{Q,n}). It is banded by the local system T̂_{[n]} and its equivalence class satisfies [ n √ Spl(D_{Q,n}) ] = κ[Spl(D_{Q,n})].

Finally we push out via the homomorphism of local systems, ϵ: T̂_{[n]} = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, μ_n) → Hom(Y_{Q,n}, C^× ) = T̃^∨.

Definition 3.3. The gerbe associated to the cover T̃ is defined by

E_ϵ(T̃) := ϵ_∗^n √ Spl(D_{Q,n}).

It is a gerbe on S_{ét} banded by the local system of abelian groups T̃^∨.

24 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Example 3.4. Suppose that T is a split torus. Then the exact sequence of sheaves G_m → D_{Q,n} ↠ Y_{Q,n} splits. Indeed, Y_{Q,n} is a constant sheaf of free abelian groups, and Hilbert’s Theorem 90 gives a short exact sequence

(3.3) G_m[S] → D_{Q,n}[S] ↠ Y_{Q,n}[S].

Since Y_{Q,n}[S] is a free abelian group, this exact sequence splits, and any such splitting defines an S-point of the torsor Spl(D_{Q,n}). An S-point of Spl (D_{Q,n}), in turn, neutralizes of the gerbe^n √ Spl (D_{Q,n}).

Thus when T is a split torus, the gerbe E_ϵ(T̃) is trivial. Any splitting of the sequence (3.3) defines a neutralization of E_ϵ(T̃).

3.2. The gerbe of liftings. Recall that Y^{sc}_{Q,n} denotes the subgroup of Y_{Q,n} spanned by the modified coroots Φ̃^∨, and T̂_{sc} = Hom(Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, G_m). The inclusion Y^{sc}_{Q,n} → Y_{Q,n} corresponds to a surjective homomorphism,

p: T̂ → T̂_{sc}.

The extension G_m → D_{Q,n} ↠ Y_{Q,n} pulls back via Y^{sc}_{Q,n} → Y_{Q,n} to an extension,

G_m → D^{sc}_{Q,n} ↠ Y^{sc}_{Q,n}.

A splitting of D_{Q,n} pulls back to a splitting of D^{sc}_{Q,n}, providing a map of torsors,

p^∗ : Spl(D_{Q,n}) → Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n}),

lying over p: T̂ → T̂_{sc}. Taking n^{th} roots of torsors gives a functor of gerbes, n√ p^∗ :^n √ Spl(D_{Q,n}) →^n √ Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n}),

lying over p: T̂_{[n]} → T̂_{sc,[n]} (see Appendix 19.3.4).

Recall that T̃^∨ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, C^× ) and T̃^∨_{sc} = Hom(Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, C^× ). Define E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃) := ϵ_∗^n √ Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n}) by analogy to E_ϵ(T̃) = ϵ_∗^n √ Spl (D_{Q,n}). Pushing out via ϵ, the functor^n √ p^∗ yields a functor of gerbes

p = ϵ_∗^n √ p^∗ : E_ϵ(T̃) → E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃),

lying over the homomorphism p: T̃^∨ → T̃^∨_{sc}.

In the next section, we define the Whittaker torsor, which gives an object w neutralizing the gerbe E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃). We take this construction of w for granted at the moment.

Definition 3.5. Define E_ϵ(G̃) to be the gerbe p^{−1}(w) of liftings of w via p (see 19.3.3). In other words, E_ϵ(G̃) is the category of pairs (e, j) where e is an object of E_ϵ(T̃) and j : p(e) → w is an isomorphism in E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃). This is a gerbe on S_{ét} banded by Z̃^∨ = Ker(T̃^{∨ p}−→ T̃^∨_{sc}).

The cohomology classes of our gerbes now fit into a sequence [ E_ϵ(G̃) ] [ E_ϵ(T̃) ] [ E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃) ] = 0

∈

∈

∈

H^2_{ét}(S, Z̃^∨) H^2_{ét}(S, T̃^∨) H^2_{ét}(S, T̃^∨_{sc})

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 25

Remark 3.6. The construction of this gerbe relies on the (soon-to-be-defined) Whittaker torsor in a crucial way. We view this as a good thing, since any putative Langlands correspondence should also connect the existence of Whittaker models to properties of the Langlands parameter (cf. [Vog93]).

3.3. The Whittaker torsor. Now we construct the object w neutralizing the gerbe E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃) over S. Let U denote the unipotent radical of the Borel subgroup B ⊂ G, and let U be the sheaf of groups on S_{ét} that it represents. Let G_a denote the additive group scheme over S, and G_a the sheaf of groups on S_{ét} that it represents. Recall that Δ ⊂ Φ denotes the subset of simple roots corresponding to the Borel subgroup B.

For S^′ → S finite étale and splitting T, and α ∈ Δ[S^′], write U_α for the onedimensional root subgroup of U_S′ associated to ϕ. Let U_α be the associated sheaf of abelian groups on S^′_{ét}. Write Hom^∗(U_α, G_a) for the sheaf (on S^′_{ét}) of isomorphisms from U_α to G_{a,S}′ . The sheaf Hom^∗(U_α, G_a) naturally forms a G_m-torsor on S^′_{ét}, by the formula

[h ∗ ξ](u) = h^{−1} · ξ(u) for all h ∈ G_m, ξ ∈ Hom^∗(U_α, G_a).

Definition 3.7. The Whittaker torsor is the subsheaf Whit ⊂ Hom(U, G_a) consisting of those homomorphisms which (locally on S_{ét}) restrict to an isomorphism on every simple root subgroup. The sheaf Whit is given the structure of a T̂_{sc}-torsor as follows: for a Galois cover S^′ → S splitting T, we have

T̂_{sc}[S^′] = Hom(Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, G_m)[S^′] = Hom ⨁ α∈Δ[S^′] Zα̃^∨, G_m [S^′] ≡ ∏ α∈Δ[S^′] G_m[S^′].

Similarly, we can decompose the Whittaker sheaf

Whit[S^′] ≡ ⨁ α∈Δ[S^′] Hom^∗(U_α, G_a)[S^′].

The G_m-torsor structure on Hom^∗(U_α, G_a) yields (simple root by simple root) a T̂_{sc}- torsor structure on Whit. Although we have defined the torsor structure locally on S_{ét}, the action descends since the Gal(S^′/S)-actions are compatible throughout.

The third Brylinski-Deligne invariant of G̃ is a homomorphism f : D_Q → D of groups on S_{ét}. G^m D^Q Y^{sc}

G_m D Y =f

Here D_Q is a sheaf on S_{ét} which depends (up to unique isomorphism) only on the Weyl- and Galois-invariant quadratic form Q: Y^{sc} → Z. This is reviewed in [Wei14b, §1.3, 3.3], and characterized in [B-D, §11] when working over a field.

Consider a Galois cover S^′ → S splitting T as before. For any η ∈ Whit[S^′], and any simple root α ∈ Δ[S^′], there exists a unique element e_{η,α} ∈ U_α[S^′] such that η(e_{η,α}) = 1. From these, [B-D, §11.2] gives elements [e_{η,α}] ∈ D_Q[S^′] lying over the simple coroots α^∨ ∈ Y^{sc}[S^′].

26 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Remark 3.8. When S = Spec(F ) this follows directly from [B-D, §11.2]. When S = Spec(O), S^′ = Spec(O^′), η ∈ Whit[S^′], and F^′ is the fraction field of O^′, we find elements e_{η,α} ∈ U_α[F^′]; as η gives an isomorphism from U_α to G_a (as sheaves of groups on O^′_{ét}), it follows that e_{η,α} ∈ U_α[O^′] as well. The map e → [e] of [B-D, §11.1] similarly makes sense over O^′ as well as it does over a field; since we assume G is a reductive group over O, split over O^′, every root SL_2 over F^′ arises from one over O^′. Thus the results of [B-D, §11.2] apply in the setting of S = Spec(O) as well as in the setting of a field.

Using the elements [e_{η,α}] ∈ D_Q[S^′] lying over the simple coroots α^∨, define

ω(η)(α̃^∨) := r_αf([e_{η,α}])^{nα} ∈ D^{sc}_{Q,n}[S^′], lying over α̃^∨ = n_αα^∨ ∈ Y^{sc}_{Q,n}[S^′],

where the sign r_α is defined by r_α := (−1)^{Q(α∨)nα(nα −1)2} . The map ω(η): α̃^∨ → r_αf([e_{η,α}])^{nα} extends uniquely to a splitting of the sequence

(3.4) Gm[S^′] D^{sc}_{Q,n}[S^′] Y^{sc}_{Q,n}[S^′]. ω(η) As (Y^{sc}_{Q,n})_S′ is a constant sheaf, this gives an element ω(η) ∈ Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n})[S^′]. Allowing η to vary, and appyling Galois descent (cf. [B-D, Proposition 11.7]), we find a map of sheaves on S_{ét}, ω : Whit → Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n}).

To summarize, ω is the map that sends a nondegenerate character η of U to the splitting ω(η), which (locally on S_{ét}) sends each modified simple coroot α̃^∨ to the element r_αf([e_{η,α}])^{nα} of D_{Q,n}.

Remark 3.9. For the purposes of this paper, there is some flexibility in the choice of signs r_α. The signs here are defined in such a way that our hypotheisized local Langlands correspondence for covers matches what is known for covers of SL_2, e.g., metaplectic correspondences of Shimura and Waldspurger.

Both Whit and Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n}) are T̂_{sc}-torsors, and the following proposition describes how ω interacts with the torsor structure.

Proposition 3.10. Let ν : T̂_{sc} → T̂_{sc} be the homomorphism corresponding to the unique homomorphism Y^{sc}_{Q,n} → Y^{sc}_{Q,n} which sends α̃^∨ to −n_αQ(α^∨)α̃^∨ for all simple roots α. Then ω lies over ν, i.e., the following diagram commutes.

T̂_{sc} × Whit Whit

T̂_{sc} × Spl(Dsc_{Q,n}) Spl (Dsc_{Q,n}) ∗ν × ωω ∗

Proof. We must trace through the action of T̂_{sc} = Hom(Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, G_m); we work over a finite étale cover of S over which T splits in what follows. Then, for any simple root α ∈ Δ, and any element h ∈ G_m, there exists a unique element h_α ∈ T̂_{sc} such that for all β ∈ Δ,

h_α(β̃^∨) = { 1 if β ≠ α; h if β = α.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 27

If η ∈ Whit then [h_α ∗ η](e_{hα∗η,α}) = 1 and so η(e_{hα∗η,α}) = h. Therefore, e_{hα∗η,β} = { e_{η,β} if β ≠ α; h ∗ e_{η,α} if β = α. If β ≠ α, then ω(h_α ∗ η)(β̃^∨) = r_β f([e_{hα∗η,β} ])^{nβ} = r_β f([e_{η,β}])^{nβ} = ω(η)(β̃^∨). On the other hand, in the case β = α we compute using [B-D, Equation (11.2.1)], ω(h_α ∗ η)(α̃^∨) = r_αf([e_{hα∗η,α}])^{nα} = r_αf ([h ∗ e_{η,α}])^{nα} = r_αf ( h^{−Q(α∨)} · [e_{η,α}] )_{nα} = r_αh^{−nαQ(ϕ∨α )} · f ([e_{η,α}])^{nα} = h^{−nαQ(ϕ∨α )} · ω(η)(α̃^∨). This computation demonstrates that the diagram commutes as desired. □ Now let μ: T̂_{sc} ↠ T̂_{sc} be the homomorphism corresponding to the unique homomorphism Y^{sc}_{Q,n} → Y^{sc}_{Q,n} which sends α̃^∨ to −m_αα̃^∨ for all α ∈ Δ. As Q(α^∨)n_α = m_α · n, we find that ν = n ∘ μ, where n denotes the n^{th}-power map.

Let μ_∗Whit denote the pushout of the T̂_{sc}-torsor Whit, via μ. Since ν factors through μ, we find that ω : Whit → Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n}) factors uniquely through ω̄ : μ_∗Whit → Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n}), making the following diagram commute.

T̂_{sc} × (μ_∗Whit) μ_∗Whit

T̂_{sc} × Spl(Dsc_{Q,n}) Spl(Dsc_{Q,n}) ∗n × ω̄ω̄ ∗

The pair (μ_∗Whit, ω̄) is therefore an object of the category^n √ Spl (D^{sc}_{Q,n})[S]; it

neutralizes the gerbe^n √ Spl (D^{sc}_{Q,n}). In particular, [_n√ Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n}) ] = 0.

Write w = (μ_∗Whit, ω̄) for this object. Pushing out via ϵ, we view w as an S-object of E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃). This completes the construction of the gerbe E_ϵ(G̃) = p^{−1}(w) associated to the cover G̃ and character ϵ.

Example 3.11. Suppose that Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n} is torsion-free and a constant sheaf (equivalently, the center of G̃^∨ is connected and constant as a sheaf on S_{ét}). Then the following short exact sequence splits: Y^{sc}_{Q,n} → Y_{Q,n} ↠ Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n}. Given such a splitting, write Y^{cent}_{Q,n} ⊂ Y_{Q,n} for the image of Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n} via the splitting. The identification Y_{Q,n} = Y^{sc}_{Q,n} ⊕ Y^{cent}_{Q,n} corresponds to an isomorphism T̂^∼−→ T̂_{sc} × Ẑ. Let D^{cent}_{Q,n} be the pullback of D_{Q,n} to Y^{cent}_{Q,n} . From Example 3.4, the short exact sequence G_m → D^{cent}_{Q,n} ↠ Y^{cent}_{Q,n} splits, providing an object of n √ Spl(D^{cent}_{Q,n} ).

Chasing diagrams gives a map of object sets, n √ Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n})[S] ×^n √ Spl(D^{cent}_{Q,n} )[S] →^n √ Spl(D_{Q,n})[S].

28 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

A splitting of D^{cent}_{Q,n} gives an object of^n √ Spl (D^{cent}_{Q,n} )[S] and w provides an object of n √ Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n})[S]. Hence the gerbe E_ϵ(G̃) is neutral when Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n} is torsion-free and a constant sheaf.

3.4. Well-aligned functoriality. Consider a well-aligned homomorphism ι̃: G̃_1 → G̃_2 of covers, each endowed with Borel subgroup and maximally split maximal torus, i.e., a morphism in the category WAC_S . Fix ϵ as before. We have constructed gerbes E_ϵ(G̃_1) and E_ϵ(G̃_2) associated to G̃_1 and G̃_2, banded by Z̃^∨_1 and Z̃^∨_2 , respectively. We have constructed a homomorphism of dual groups ι^∨ : G̃^∨_2 → G̃^∨_1 in Section 2.3, which (after taking C -points) restricts to ι^∨ : Z̃^∨_2 → Z̃^∨_1 . Here we construct a functor of gerbes i : E_ϵ(G̃_2) → E_ϵ(G̃_1), lying over ι^∨ : Z̃^∨_2 → Z̃^∨_1 .

Well-alignedness give a commutative diagram in which the first row is the pullback of the second.

K_2 T^′_1 T_1

K_2 T^′_2 T_2 =ι^′ι

This gives a commutative diagram for the second Brylinski-Deligne invariants. After pulling back to Y_{1,Q1 ,n} and Y_{2,Q2 ,n}, we get a commutative diagram of sheaves of abelian groups on S_{ét}, in which the top row is the pullback of the bottom.

G_m D_{1,Q1 ,n} Y_{1,Q1 ,n}

G_m D_{2,Q2 ,n} Y_{2,Q2 ,n} =ι^′ ι

(Assumption 3.1 is in effect, so Q_1 and Q_2 are even-valued if n is odd.)

We have homomorphisms of sheaves of abelian groups,

ι: Y_{1,Q1 ,n} → Y_{2,Q2 ,n}, Y^{sc}_{1,Q1 ,n} → Y^{sc}_{2,Q2 ,n}, Y_{1,Q1,n} Y^{sc}_{1,Q1,n} → Y_{2,Q2 ,n} Y^{sc}_{2,Q2 ,n} . Applying Hom(•, G_m) yields homomorphisms of sheaves of abelian groups,

ι̂: T̂_2 → T̂_1, T̂_{sc,2} → T̂_{sc,1}, Ẑ_2 → Ẑ_1.

A splitting of D_{2,Q2,n} pulls back to a splitting of D_{1,Q1 ,n} (call this pullback map ι^∗), giving a commutative diagram of sheaves on S_{ét}.T̂2 × Spl (D2,Q_2,n) Spl(D2,Q_2 ,n)

T̂_1 × Spl (D_{1,Q1,n}) Spl(D_{1,Q1 ,n}) ∗ι̂ × ι^∗ι^∗ ∗

This defines a functor of gerbes n√ ι^∗ :^n √ Spl(D_{2,Q2 ,n}) →^n √ Spl(D_{1,Q1 ,n}),

lying over ι̂: T̂_{2,[n]} → T̂_{1,[n]}. Pushing out via ϵ yields a functor of gerbes,

i: E_ϵ(T̃_2) → E_ϵ(T̃_1).

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 29

The same process applies to ι: Y^{sc}_{1,Q1 ,n} → Y^{sc}_{2,Q2 ,n}, giving a functor of gerbes, i^{sc} : E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃_2) → E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃_1). By pulling back in stages, we find a square of gerbes and functors, and a natural isomorphism S: p_1 ∘ i^∼=⇒ i^{sc} ∘ p_2 making the diagram 2-commute.

E_ϵ(T̃_2) E_ϵ(T̃_1)

E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃_2) E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃_1)

ip2 p1 i^{sc}

If U_1 and U_2 are the unipotent radicals of B_1 and B_2, respectively, then pulling back gives a map ι^∗ : Whit_2 → Whit_1. Condition (1) of well-alignedness states that Ker(ι) is contained in the center of G_1, and so simple root subgroups in U_1 map isomorphically to simple root subgroups in U_2. Compatibility of quadratic forms Q_1 and Q_2 implies compatibility in the constants n_α, m_α, and r_α for simple roots, and so we find a commutative diagram (μ^2)^∗Whit^2 Spl(D^{sc}2,Q2 ,n)

(μ_1)_∗Whit_1 Spl(D^{sc}_{1,Q1 ,n})

ω̄_2 ι^∗ ι^∗ω̄1

Write w_1 for the object ((μ_1)_∗Whit_1, ω̄_1) of E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃_1), and similarly w_2 for the object ((μ_2)_∗Whit_2, ω̄_2) of E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃_2). The commutative diagram above gives an isomorphism f : i^{sc}(w_2)^∼−→ w_1 in E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃_1).

If (e, j) is an object of E_ϵ(G̃_2) = p^{−1}_2 (w_2), i.e., e is an object of E_ϵ(T̃_2) and j : p_2(e) → w_2 is an isomorphism, then we find a sequence of isomorphisms,

i(j): p_1(i(e))^S−→ i^{sc}(p_2(e))^j−→ i^{sc}(w_2)^f−→ w_1.

In this way (i(e), i(j)) becomes an object of E_ϵ(G̃_1) = p^{−1}_1 (w_1). This extends to a functor of gerbes, i : E_ϵ(G̃_2) → E_ϵ(G̃_1), lying over ι^∨ : Z̃^∨_2 → Z̃^∨_1 .

Given a pair of well-aligned homomorphisms, G̃_1^{ι̃1}−→ G̃_2^{ι̃2}−→ G̃_2,

with ι̃_3 = ι̃_2 ∘ ι̃_1, we find three functors of gerbes.

E_ϵ(G̃_3) E_ϵ(G̃_2) E_ϵ(G̃_1).

i_2i_3i_1

lying over three homomorphisms of sheaves,

Z̃^∨_3 Z̃^∨_2 Z̃^∨_1 .

ι^∨_2ι∨_3ι^∨_1

The functoriality of pullbacks, pushouts, taking n^{th} roots of torsors, etc., yields a natural isomorphism of functors:

(3.5) N(ι_1, ι_2): i_3^∼=⇒ i_1 ∘ i_2.

We can summarize these results using the language of “weak functors” [Stacks, Tag 003G]. We have given all the data for such a weak functor, and a reader who wishes to check commutativity of a few diagrams may verify the following.

30 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Proposition 3.12. The construction of the associated gerbe defines a weak functor from WAC_S (the category of triples (G̃, B, T) and well-aligned homomorphisms), to the 2-category of gerbes on S_{ét}, functors of gerbes, and natural isomorphisms thereof.

3.5. Well-definedness. The construction of the associated gerbe E_ϵ(G̃) depended on the choice of Borel subgroup B and maximally split maximal torus T. Now we demonstrate that E_ϵ(G̃) is well-defined independently of these choices, in a suitable 2-categorical sense.

Consider another choice B_0 ⊃ T_0. Our constructions, with these two choices of tori and Borel subgroups, yield two dual groups G̃^∨_0 and G̃^∨ and two gerbes E_ϵ(G̃) and E_{0,ϵ}(G̃).

Let Y_0 and Y be the cocharacter lattices of T_0 and T, respectively, and Φ^∨_0 , Φ^∨ the coroots therein. The Borel subgroups provide systems of simple coroots Δ^∨_0 and Δ^∨, respectively (sheaves of sets on S_{ét}). Similarly we have character lattices X_0, X, roots Φ_0, Φ, and simple roots Δ_0, Δ. The cover G̃ yields quadratic forms Q: Y → Z and Q_0 : Y_0 → Z. The second Brylinski-Deligne invariant gives extensions G_m → D ↠ Y and G_m → D_0 ↠ Y_0.

By Proposition 1.1, there exists g ∈ G(S) such that Int(g)T_0 = T and Int(g)B_0 = B. This automorphism Int(g) lifts to an automorphism of G^′. This defines a wellaligned isomorphism of covers. K2 G^′ G B0 T0

K_2 G^′ G B T

=Int(g)^′

Int(g)

This well-aligned isomorphism of covers yields an equivalence of gerbes,

Int(g): E_ϵ(G̃) → E_{0,ϵ}(G̃),

lying over Int(g)^∨ : Z̃^∨ → Z̃^∨_0 .

Suppose that g^′ ∈ G(S) also satisfies Int(g^′)T_0 = T and Int(g^′)B_0 = B. As in the proof of Theorem 2.3, g^′ = tg for a unique t ∈ T(S) and Int(g^′) = Int(t) Int(g).

This gives a natural isomorphism of functors,

N(g^′, g): Int(g^′)^∼=⇒ Int(g) ∘ Int(t)

Our upcoming Proposition 3.15 will provide a natural isomorphism Int(t)^∼=⇒ Id. Assuming this for the moment, we find a natural isomorphism Int(g^′)^∼=⇒ Int(g). This demonstrates that the gerbe E_ϵ(G̃) is well-defined in the following 2-categorical sense:

(1) for each pair i = (B, T) consisting of a Borel subgroup of G and a maximally split maximal torus therein, we have constructed a gerbe E^i_ϵ(G̃);

(2) for each pair i = (B, T), j = (B_0, T_0), we have constructed a family P (i, j) of gerbe equivalences Int(g): E^i_ϵ(G̃) → E^j_ϵ (G̃), indexed by those g which conjugate i to j;

(3) for any two elements g, g^′ which conjugate i to j, there is a distinguished natural isomorphism of gerbe equivalences from Int(g^′) to Int(g).

Once we define the natural isomorphism Int(t)^∼=⇒ Id, we will have defined E_ϵ(G̃) uniquely up to equivalence, the equivalences being defined uniquely up to unique

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 31

natural isomorphism (we learned this notion of well-definedness from reading various works of James Milne). Defining the natural isomorphism requires some computation and is the subject of the section below.

3.5.1. The isomorphism Int(t)^∼=⇒ Id. For what follows, define δ_Q : Y → n^{−1}X to be the unique homomorphism satisfying (3.6) ⟨δ_Q(y_1), y_2⟩ = β_Q(y_1, y_2) for all y_1, y_2 ∈ Y. The constants m_ϕ and n_ϕ arise in the following useful result. Lemma 3.13. For all ϕ ∈ Φ, we have δ_Q(n_ϕϕ^∨) = δ_Q(ϕ̃^∨) = m_ϕϕ. Proof. For all ϕ ∈ Φ, and all y ∈ Y, we have (3.7) ⟨δ_Q(ϕ̃^∨), y⟩ = β_Q(n_ϕϕ^∨, y).

Weyl-invariance of the quadratic form (applying the root reflection for ϕ) implies β_Q(ϕ^∨, y) = β_Q(−ϕ^∨, y − ⟨ϕ, y⟩ϕ^∨) = −β_Q(ϕ^∨, y) + β_Q(ϕ^∨, ϕ^∨)⟨ϕ, y⟩. Adding β_Q(ϕ^∨, y) to both sides and dividing by two, we find that β_Q(ϕ^∨, y) = n^{−1}Q(ϕ^∨)⟨ϕ, y⟩. Substituting into (3.7) yields ⟨δ_Q(ϕ̃^∨), y⟩ = n_ϕβ_Q(ϕ^∨, y) = ⟨n_ϕn^{−1}Q(ϕ^∨) · ϕ, y⟩. Since this holds for all y ∈ Y, we have δ_Q(ϕ̃^∨) = n_ϕn^{−1}Q(ϕ^∨) · ϕ = m_ϕ · ϕ. □ Consider the homomorphisms of sheaves of abelian groups on S_{ét}, T^{δQ}−−→ T̂^p−↠ T̂_{sc}, obtained by applying Hom(•, G_m) to the homomorphisms Y^{sc}_{Q,n} → Y_{Q,n}^{δQ}−−→ X. An object of E_ϵ(G̃) is a triple (H, h, j) where

• H^h−→ Spl(D_{Q,n}) is an n^{th} root of the T̂-torsor Spl(D_{Q,n}). • j : p_∗H → μ_∗Whit is an isomorphism in the gerbe E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃) = ϵ_∗^n √ Spl (D^{sc}_{Q,n}).

Thus j = τ^∨ ∧ j_0 where j_0 : p_∗H → μ_∗Whit is an isomorphism in the gerbe^n √ Spl(D^{sc}_{Q,n}) and τ^∨ ∈ T̃^∨_{sc}. See 19.3.2 for a general description of morphisms in gerbes obtained by pushing out.

Given H^h−→ Spl (D_{Q,n}) and t̂ ∈ T̂, write t̂ ∘ h: H → Spl (D_{Q,n}) for the map obtained by composing h with the automorphism t̂ of the T̂-torsor Spl(D_{Q,n}).

Similarly, given j = τ^∨ ∧ j_0, with p_∗H^{j0}−→ μ_∗Whit, τ^∨ ∈ T̃^∨_{sc}, and given t̂_{sc} ∈ T̂_{sc}, write t̂_{sc} ∘ j for τ^∨ ∧ (t̂_{sc} ∘ j_0). Here t̂_{sc} ∘ j_0 : p_∗H → μ_∗Whit is the map obtained by composing j with the automorphism t̂_{sc} of the T̂_{sc}-torsor μ_∗Whit. Similarly, write j ∘ t̂_{sc} for τ^∨ ∧ (j_0 ∘ t̂_{sc}). Since j_0 is an isomorphism of T̂_{sc}-torsors, we have j ∘ t̂_{sc} = t̂_{sc} ∘ j.

The following result describes the functor Int(t) explicitly.

32 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Lemma 3.14. For all t ∈ T(S), the equivalence of gerbes Int(t): E_ϵ(G̃) → E_ϵ(G̃) sends an object (H, h, j) to the object (H, δ_Q(t)^{−n} ∘ h, p(δ_Q(t))^{−1} ∘ j).

Proof. We work locally on S_{ét} throughout the proof. The action Int(t) of t on the extension G_m → D_{Q,n} ↠ Y_{Q,n} is given by [B-D, Equation 11.11.1], which states (in different notation) that

Int(t)d = d · δ_Q(y)(t)^{−n} = d · y ( δ_Q(t)^{−n} ) , for all d ∈ D_{Q,n} lying over y ∈ Y_{Q,n}. We find that Int(t) is the automorphism of the extension D_{Q,n} determined by the element δ_Q(t)^{−n} ∈ T̂ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, G_m). Hence the functor Int(t): E_ϵ(T̃) → E_ϵ(T̃) sends (H, h) to (H, δ_Q(t)^{−n} ∘ h). It remains to see how Int(t) affects the third term in a triple (H, h, j).

Conjugation by t gives a map of torsors Whit → Whit. Let j^′_0 be the map which makes the following triangle commute: p_∗H μ_∗Whit

μ_∗Whit

j_0j^{′0}Int(t)

We have Int(t)(H, h, τ^∨ ∧ j_0) = (H, δ_Q(t)^{−n} ∘ h, τ^∨ ∧ j^′_0) and must describe j^′_0.

Take an element η = (η_α : α ∈ Δ) ∈ Whit (decomposed with respect to the basis of simple roots Δ). Conjugation by t yields a new element Int(t)η satisfying

Int(t)η(u) = η(t^{−1}ut), for all u ∈ U.

Decomposing along the simple root subgroups,

Int(t)η = (α(t) ∗ η_α : α ∈ Δ) ∈ Whit,

where [a ∗ η_α](e) = η_α(a^{−1}e) for any a ∈ G_m.

Comparing to the action of T̂_{sc} on Whit, we find that Int(t)η = θ(t) ∗ η, where θ : T → T̂_{sc} denotes the homomorphism dual to the homomorphism of character lattices sending α̃^∨ ∈ Y^{sc}_{Q,n} to α ∈ X.

In the quotient T̂_{sc}-torsor μ_∗Whit, the action is given by Int(t)η̄ = μ(θ(t)) · η̄, for all η̄ ∈ μ_∗Whit. More explicitly, μ ∘ θ : T̂_{sc} → T is the homomorphism dual to the map of character lattices sending α̃^∨ to −m_αα. By Lemma 3.13, we have μ(θ(t)) = p(δ_Q(t))^{−1} (recall that p corresponds to the inclusion Y^{sc}_{Q,n} → Y_{Q,n}). It follows that j^′_0 = Int(t) ∘ j_0 = p(δ_Q(t))^{−1} ∘ j_0. This yields the result:

Int(t)(H, h, j) = (H, δ_Q(t)^{−n} ∘ h, p(δ_Q(t))^{−1} ∘ j). □ Proposition 3.15. Let (H, h, j) be an object of the category E_ϵ(G̃). Then, for all t ∈ T(S), the morphism δ_Q(t)^{−1} : H → H defines an isomorphism from Int(t)(H, h, j) to (H, h, j). As objects vary, this defines a natural isomorphism A(t): Int(t) ⇒ Id of functors from E_ϵ(G̃) to itself. For a pair of elements t_1, t_2 ∈ T(S), we have a

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 33

commutative diagram of functors and natural isomorphisms. Int(t_1t_2) Int(t_1) ∘ Int(t_2)

Id Id

=A(t^1 t^2)

A(t_1 ) ∘ A(t_2 ) =

Proof. As H^h−→ Spl(D_{Q,n}) is an n^{th} root of the torsor Spl (D_{Q,n}), we have δ_Q(t)^{−n} ∘ h = h ∘ δ_Q(t)^{−1}. As j = τ^∨ ∧ j_0, with j_0 an isomorphism of T̂_{sc}-torsors, we have p(δ_Q(t)^{−1}) ∘ j = j ∘ p(δ_Q(t)^{−1}).

Hence the isomorphism δ_Q(t)^{−1} : H → H defines an isomorphism

Int(t)(H, h, j) = (H, δ_Q(t)^{−n} ∘ h, p(δ_Q(t)^{−1}) ∘ j) = (H, h ∘ δ_Q(t)^{−1}, j ∘ p(δ_Q(t)^{−1}))

δ_Q(t)^{−1} −−−−−→ (H, h, j). As their definition depends only on t, these isomorphisms δ_Q(t)^{−1} form a natural isomorphism A(t): Int(t) ⇒ Id. As δ_Q(t_1t_2)^{−1} = δ_Q(t_1)^{−1}δ_Q(t_2)^{−1}, we find an equality of functors Int(t_1t_2) = Int(t_1) ∘ Int(t_2), and the commutative diagram of the proposition. □

3.6. Change of base scheme. Let G̃ be a degree n cover of a quasisplit group G ⊃ B ⊃ T over S, as before. Let γ : S_0 → S be a morphism of schemes as in Section 2.4. Then γ gives rise to a pullback functor γ^∗ from sheaves on S_{ét} to sheaves on S_{0,ét}, and from gerbes on S_{ét} to gerbes on S_{0,ét}.

Assuming that μ_n(S) and μ_n(S_0) are cyclic groups of order n, we may identify these groups via γ : μ_n(S) → μ_n(S_0), and a character ϵ: μ_n → C^× corresponds to a character ϵ_0 : μ_n(S_0) → C^× .

Pullback via γ defines a degree n cover G̃_0 of a quasisplit group G_0 ⊃ B_0 ⊃ T_0 over S_0. We have constructed gerbes E_ϵ(G̃) and E_{ϵ0} (G̃_0) associated to this data, banded by Z̃^∨ and Z̃^∨_0 , respectively. We also consider the pullback gerbe γ^∗E_ϵ(G̃), banded by γ^∗Z̃^∨, and recall from Section 2.4 that there is a natural isomorphism N^∨ : γ^∗Z̃^∨ → Z̃^∨_0 .

Similarly, we find isomorphisms of sheaves on S_{0,ét},

(1) N̂ : γ^∗T̂^∼−→ T̂_0 (from N : γ^∗Y_{Q,n}^∼−→ Y_{0,Q0 ,n}); (2) N^∨ : γ^∗T̃^∨_{sc}^∼−→ T̃^∨_{0,sc};

(3) N : γ^∗D_{Q,n}^∼−→ D_{0,Q0,n} (the construction of the second Brylinski-Deligne invariant is compatible with pullbacks);

(4) N : γ^∗Whit^∼−→ Whit_0 (since B_0 = γ^∗B).

From these observed isomorphisms, we find that the pullback of étale sheaves from S_{ét} to S_{0,ét} defines a functor

N^′ : E_ϵ(G̃) → γ_∗E_{ϵ0} (G̃_0)),

given on objects by N^′(H, h, j) = (γ^∗H, γ^∗h, γ^∗j). For example, if H is a T̂-torsor, then γ^∗H, a priori a γ^∗T̂-torsor, becomes a T̂_0-torsor via N̂.

34 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

From [Gir71, Chapitre V, Proposition 3.1.8], such an equivalence of gerbes N^′ determines a unique, up to unique natural isomorphism, equivalence of gerbes, N: γ^∗E_ϵ(G̃) → E_{ϵ0} (G̃_0),

lying over the natural isomorphism of bands N^∨ : γ^∗Z̃^∨ → Z̃^∨_0 . In this way, the construction of the gerbe associated to a cover is compatible with change of base scheme.

3.7. Parabolic subgroups. Return to the degree n cover G̃ of a quasisplit group G ⊃ B ⊃ T over S. Let P ⊂ G be a parabolic subgroup defined over S, containing B. As in Section 2.5, we consider a Levi decomposition P = MN and resulting cover M̃. Fix ϵ: μ_n → C^× as before.

Consider the gerbes E_ϵ(G̃) and E_ϵ(M̃). An object of E_ϵ(G̃) is a triple (H, h, j), where (H, h) is an n^{th} root of the torsor Spl(D_{Q,n}), j = τ^∨ ∧ j_0, τ^∨ ∈ T̃^∨_{sc}, and j_0 : p_∗H → μ_∗Whit is an isomorphism of T̂_{sc}-torsors.

Restriction of characters via U ⊃ U_M = U ∩ M provides a homomorphism of sheaves from Whit to Whit_M (the Whittaker torsor for M). The inclusion Y^{sc}_M ⊂ Y^{sc} of coroot lattices provides a homomorphism of sheaves of abelian groups T̂_{sc} ↠ T̂_{M,sc}, where

T̂_{sc} = Hom(Y^{sc}, G_m), T̂_{M,sc} = Hom(Y^{sc}_M, G_m).

Similarly, it provides a homomorphism T̃^∨_{sc} ↠ T̃^∨_{M,sc}, where T̃^∨_{sc} = Hom(Y^{sc}, C^× ), T̃^∨_{M,sc} = Hom(Y^{sc}_M, C^× ).

Define τ^∨_M to be the image of τ^∨ under this homomorphism.

The constants defining μ: T̂_{sc} → T̂_{sc} are the same as those defining the corresponding map, μ_M : T̂_{M,sc} → T̂_{M,sc}. We find a commutative diagram.

T̂_{sc} × μ_∗Whit μ_∗Whit

T̂_{M,sc} × (μ_M)_∗Whit_M (μ_M)_∗Whit_M ∗ ∗

Composing j_0 : p_∗H → μ_∗Whit with the map to (μ_M)_∗Whit_M defines a map j_{M,0} : H → (μ_M)_∗Whit_M.

This defines a functor of gerbes, i: E_ϵ(G̃) → E_ϵ(M̃), (H, h, τ^∨ ∧ j_0) → (H, h, τ^∨_M ∧ j_{M,0}),

lying over ι^∨ : Z̃^∨ → Z̃^∨_M.

3.8. Weyl action on the gerbe associated to the cover of the torus. We keep the degree n cover G̃ of a quasisplit group G ⊃ B ⊃ T over S. Let ẇ ∈ N[S] represent an element of the Weyl group w ∈ W[S]. As in Section 2.6, Int(ẇ) defines a well-aligned homomorphism from T̃ to itself.K2 T^′ T

K_2 T^′ T

=Int(ẇ)

Int(w)

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 35

This defines an equivalence of gerbes on S_{ét}, Int(ẇ): E_ϵ(T̃) → E_ϵ(T̃),

lying over the homomorphism Int(w)^∨ : T̃^∨ → T̃^∨.

Given two such representatives ẇ, ẅ ∈ N[S] for w, there exists a unique t ∈ T(S) such that ẅ = ẇ ·t. The natural isomorphism of functors A(t) : Int(t)^∼=⇒ Id, defined in Proposition 3.15, yields a natural isomorphism Int(ẅ)^∼=⇒ Int(ẇ).

In this way, there is an equivalence of gerbes Int(w): E_ϵ(T̃) → E_ϵ(T̃), defined uniquely up to unique natural isomorphism.

For what follows later, it will be useful to describe the functor Int(ẇ) explicitly. So consider an object H^h−→ Spl(D_{Q,n}) of E_ϵ(T̃). Thus H is a T̂-torsor on S_{ét}, and h is a map of sheaves on S_{ét} satisfying h(τ̂ ∗ a) = τ̂^n ∗ h(a), for all a ∈ H, τ̂ ∈ T̂.

The well-aligned homomorphism Int(ẇ): T̃ → T̃ yields a commutative diagram when we take the second Brylinski-Deligne invariant.

G_m D_{Q,n} Y_{Q,n}

G_m D_{Q,n} Y_{Q,n}

=Int(ẇ)

Int(w)

If s ∈ Spl(D_{Q,n}), define ẇ(s) ∈ Spl(D_{Q,n}) by ẇ(s) = Int(ẇ) ∘ s ∘ Int(w)^{−1}.

Allowing s to vary, this gives a map of sheaves on S_{ét}, ẇ : Spl (D_{Q,n}) → Spl (D_{Q,n}) which satisfies ẇ(τ̂ ∗ s) = w(τ̂) ∗ ẇ(s). The functor Int(ẇ): E_ϵ(T̃) → E_ϵ(T̃) sends (H, h) to (^wH, ẇ ∘ h), where^wH is the T̂-torsor on S_{ét} which coincides with H as sheaves of sets on S_{ét}, and in which the torsor structure is twisted: τ̂ ∗_w x := w^{−1}τ̂ ∗ x. An explicit description of ẇ : Spl(D_{Q,n}) → Spl (D_{Q,n}) seems unwieldy, in general.

But in a special case, we may describe ẇ(s) explicitly. For this special case, define T_d to be the maximal S-split torus in T; its cocharacter lattice Y_d coincides with Y[S]. Write X_d for the character lattice of this split torus, and Φ_d for the subset of X_d consisting of the roots of G relative to T_d. Write W_d for the Weyl group of the relative root system; it can be identified with W[S]. If β ∈ Φ_d is a relative root, then define w_β to be the corresponding reflection in W_d. We refer to the seminal paper of Borel and Tits for the results stated here about relative root systems; for example, the following is a result of [BT65, Théorème 5.3]: W_d = ⟨w_β : β ∈ Φ_d and 2β ∉ Φ_d⟩.

Suppose that β ∈ Φ_d and 2β ∉ Φ_d hereafter, i.e., β is non-multipliable. Let {α_1, . . . , α_ℓ} be the absolute roots (in Φ[U] for some Galois cover U → S) whose

36 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

restrictions to T_d coincide with β. These roots are pairwise orthogonal, and form a single Galois orbit. Let S^′/S be the étale cover corresponding to the finite Galois module {α_1, . . . , α_ℓ}. As the roots α_1, . . . , α_ℓ lie in the same Galois orbit, the associated constants n_{α1} , . . . , n_{αℓ} are equal, and we write n_β for their common value. Write q_β for the common value of Q(α^∨_1 ), . . . , Q(α^∨_ℓ ).

Define β^∨ = ∑_ℓ i=1 α^∨_i for the resulting cocharacter of T_d, and define β̃^∨ = n_β β^∨.

The structure theory of quasisplit groups provides a homomorphism defined over S, with finite kernel, Res_S′_{/S} SL_2 → G. Composing with the natural embedding SL_2 → Res_S′_{/S} SL_2, we find a homomorphism with finite kernel,

r_β : SL_2 → G.

The standard coroot t → diag(t, t^{−1}) of SL_2 maps to the cocharacter β^∨ ∈ Y_d.

The cover G̃ = (G^′, n) pulls back via r_β to a cover (SL^′_2, n) of SL_2, defined uniquely up to unique isomorphism by the integer Q(β^∨) = ℓq_β . The second Brylinski-Deligne invariant for SL^′_2, an extension D_{ℓqβ} , fits into a commutative diagram. G^m D^{ℓqβ} Z

G_m D Y = a → a · β^∨

Let U_∗ be the locally closed subscheme of SL_2 obtained from the closed subgroup of upper-triangular unipotent matrices, by deleting the identity section. Let U^−_∗ be the analogous scheme of lower-triangular unipotent matrices. If e ∈ U_∗(S), then there exists e^− ∈ U^−_∗ (S) such that ẇ_β := r_β (ee^−e) represents the relative root reflection w_β (cf. [Deo75, §1.8]). This provides an element [e] ∈ D lying over β^∨ by the construction of [B-D, §11.2] (the construction for SL_2 is in [B-D], and apply the inclusion D_{ℓqβ} → D). Raising to the n_β power yields an element [e]^{nβ} ∈ D_{Q,n} lying over β̃^∨ ∈ Y_{Q,n}.

The following lemma is a slight adaptation of [B-D, Equation 11.11.2].

Lemma 3.16. Suppose that ẇ = r_β (ee^−e) and d ∈ D_{Q,n} lies over y ∈ Y_{Q,n}. Then

Int(ẇ)d = d · ℓ∏ i=1 ( [e_i]^{−nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩} · (−1)^{qβ ε(−nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩)} ) . Here ε(N) = N(N + 1)/2. The elements [e_i] ∈ D are described in the proof.

Proof. Extending scalars to the étale cover S^′/S, we have an isomorphism ( Res_S′_{/S} SL_2 ) S^′ ∼=^ℓ ∏ i=1 SL_{2,S}′ . The natural embedding SL_2 → Res_S′_{/S} SL_2 is identified with the diagonal embedding, after extending scalars to S^′.

In this way, we may write e = ∏_ℓ i=1 e_i and e^− = ∏_ℓ i=1 e^−_i , where e_i and e^−_i commute with e_j and e^−_j for i ≠ j. In this way, w_β = ∏ w_{αi} and the latter product consists of commuting reflections in W[S^′]. Write ẇ_i = e_ie^−_i e_i, and note that ẇ_β = ∏ ẇ_i (a product of commuting elements of G(S^′)). Tracing through the construction of [B-D, §11.1], we find that [e] = ∏_ℓ i=1[e_i], where the latter product

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 37

consists of commuting elements of D, with [e_i] lying over α^∨_i . Define β̃ = ∑_ℓ i=1 α̃_i in what follows.

[B-D, Equation 11.11.2] gives a formula for each 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, Int(ẇ_i)d = d · [e_i]^{−⟨αi,y⟩} · (−1)^{qβ ε(−⟨αi,y⟩)}. Since α_i = n_βα̃_i for all i, we have (3.8) Int(ẇ_i)d = d · [e_i]^{−nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩} · (−1)^{qβ ε(−nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩))}. Since ⟨α_i, α^∨_j ⟩ = 0 for i ≠ j, repeated application of this equation yields

Int(ẇ)d = d · ℓ∏ i=1 ( [e_i]^{−nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩} · (−1)^{qβ ε(−nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩)} ) . □ Now, if s ∈ Spl(D_{Q,n}), and ẇ_β = r_β (ee^−e) as above, then we say that s is aligned with ẇ_β if s(α̃^∨_i ) = [e_i]^{nβ} for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ.

Theorem 3.17. For ẇ_β = r_β (ee^−e) as before, and s ∈ Spl (D_{Q,n}) aligned with ẇ_β , we have ẇ_β (s) = {∏_ℓ i=1 α̃_i(−1)^{n/2} ∗ s if q_β is odd;

s if q_β is even.

(By Assumption 3.1, q_β odd implies n is even. Each α̃_i ∈ X_{Q,n} is viewed as a cocharacter of T̂ here.)

Proof. From the formula (3.8), we compute [ẇ_β (s)](y) = Int(ẇ_β )s(Int(w_β )^{−1}y)

= Int(ẇ_β )s y − ∑ j ⟨α̃_j , y⟩α̃^∨_j = Int(ẇ_β )s(y) · ∏ j Int(ẇ_β )s(α̃^∨_j )^{−⟨α̃j ,y⟩}

= s(y) · ℓ∏ i=1 [e_i]^{−nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩} · (−1)^{qβ ε(−nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩)}

· ℓ∏ j=1 ( s(α̃^∨_j )^{−⟨α̃j ,y⟩} · ℓ∏ i=1 ( [e_i]^{nβ ⟨α̃j ,y⟩⟨α̃i,α̃∨j ⟩} · (−1)^{−qβ ⟨α̃j ,y⟩ε(−nβ ⟨α̃i,α̃∨j ⟩)} ) )

= s(y) · ℓ∏ i=1 (−1)^{qβ ϵ(−nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩)−qβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩ε(−2nβ )}. In the last line, we use the fact that s(α̃^∨_i ) = [e_i]^{nβ} for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, and we use the orthogonality relation ⟨α̃_j , α̃^∨_i ⟩ = 0 for i ≠ j, and ⟨α̃_j , α̃^∨_j ⟩ = 2.

For all N ∈ Z, ε(2N) = N modulo 2, and ε(−N) − N = ε(N) modulo 2. Hence ε(−n_β⟨α̃_i, y⟩)−⟨α̃_i, y⟩ε(−2n_β) = ε(−n_β⟨α̃_i, y⟩)−n_β ⟨α̃_i, y⟩ = ε(n_β ⟨α̃_i, y⟩), modulo 2. We find that [ẇ_β (s)](y) = s(y) · ℓ∏ i=1 (−1)^{qβ ·ε(nβ ⟨α̃i,y⟩)}.

38 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

If q_β is even, then the exponent of (−1) is even and ẇ_β (s) = s as claimed.

If q_β is odd, then n is even and n_β is even. Moreover, n is a multiple of 4 if and only if n_β is a multiple of 4. We find that ℓ∏ i=1 (−1)^{qβ ϵ(nβ ⟨α̃i ,y⟩)} = ℓ∏ i=1 (−1)^{nβ ⟨α̃i ,y⟩/2} = ℓ∏ i=1 (−1)^{n⟨α̃i,y⟩/2}. This is precisely the evaluation of y at ∏ i α̃_i(−1)^{n/2} ∈ T̂_{[2]} = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, μ_2). □

4. The metaGalois group

We now specialize to three classes of base scheme of arithmetic interest.

Global: S = Spec(F ) for a global field F ; Local: S = Spec(F ) for a local field F ;

Local integral: S = Spec(O) for the ring of integers O in a nonarchimedean local field F .

Choose a separable closure F̄/F in all three cases, and write Gal_F = Gal(F̄/F ) for the resulting absolute Galois group. In the local integral case, the separable closure F̄/F provides a geometric base point s̄ for Spec(O) as well, and define Gal_O = π^{ét}_1 (Spec(O), s̄). This is a profinite group, topologically generated by a geometric Frobenius element Fr; thus we write Gal_O = ⟨Fr⟩_{prof} .

When S = Spec(F ) for a local or global field, or S = Spec(O) for the ring of integers in a nonarchimedean local field, write Gal_S for Gal_F or Gal_O accordingly.

4.1. Construction of the metaGalois group. The metaGalois group will be a profinite group fitting into a central extension,

μ_2 → ~Gal_S ↠ Gal_S .

When F has characteristic two, we define the metaGalois group ~Gal_F to be the trivial extension Gal_F ×μ_2. The metaGalois group ~Gal_O will not be defined when O has residual characteristic 2, reflecting the idea that metaGalois representations cannot be “unramified at 2” (though one might propose an alternative notion of “minimally ramified”).

4.1.1. Local fields. When F is a local field (with 2 ≠ 0) the quadratic Hilbert symbol defines a symmetric nondegenerate Z-bilinear form Hilb_2 : F^×_{/2} × F^×_{/2} → μ_2.

The abelianized Galois group Gal^{ab}_F is defined, up to unique isomorphism, from F alone. When F is nonarchimedean, we normalize the valuation so that val(F^×) = Z, and we normalize the reciprocity map of local class field theory to send a geometric Frobenius element to an element of valuation 1. The reciprocity map gives a surjective homomorphism rec_{F/2} : Gal^{ab}_F ↠ F^×_{/2}.

Composing the Hilbert symbol with rec_{F/2} defines a function

h: Gal^{ab}_F × Gal^{ab}_F → μ_2, and it is straightforward to verify that h is a (bimultiplicative) continuous symmetric 2-cocycle. This incarnates a commutative extension

μ_2 → ~Gal^{ab}_F ↠ Gal^{ab}_F

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 39

of profinite groups. Concretely, ~Gal^{ab}_F = Gal^{ab}_F ×μ_2 as sets, and (γ_1, ϵ_1) · (γ_2, ϵ_2) := (γ_1γ_2, ϵ_1ϵ_2 · h(γ_1, γ_2)) .

The pullback of this extension to Gal_F will be called the metaGalois group of F , written ~Gal_F . It is a central extension of Gal_F by μ_2, μ_2 → ~Gal_F ↠ Gal_F .

4.1.2. The local integral case. Suppose that F is a nonarchimedean nondyadic (i.e., val(2) = 0) local field. Then the quadratic Hilbert symbol satisfies Hilb_2(u, v) = 1 for all u, v ∈ O^×.

Write I ⊂ Gal_F for the inertial subgroup, so that rec_F (I) = O^×. The cocycle h is trivial when restricted to I × I. Thus γ → (γ, 1) gives a canonical splitting σ^∘ : I → ~Gal_F . The natural map Gal_F ↠ Gal_O identifies Gal_O with Gal_F /I. Define ~Gal_O = ~Gal_F /σ^∘(I) to obtain a commutative diagram with exact rows.

μ_2 ~Gal_F Gal_F

μ_2 ~Gal_O Gal_O =

We call ~Gal_O the metaGalois group of O. If γ ∈ Gal_F lifts Fr, then every element of ~Gal_O is equal to (γn̂, ±1) (mod σ∘(I)) for some n̂ ∈ Ẑ. In this way, a Frobenius lift provides an isomorphism from ~Gal_O to the group with underlying set ⟨γ⟩_{prof} × μ_2 and multiplication given by (γ^{n̂1} , ϵ_1) · (γ^{n̂2} , ϵ_2) = ( γ^{n̂1+n̂2} , ϵ_1ϵ_2 · (−1)^{n̂1n̂2(q−1)/2} ) , where q is the cardinality of the residue field of O.

4.1.3. Global fields. When F is a global field (with 2 ≠ 0 as before), the Hilbert symbol defines a symmetric Z-bilinear form, Hilb_2 : A^×_{/2} × A^×_{/2} → μ_2, obtained as the product of local Hilbert symbols. This defines a continuous symmetric 2-cocycle, from which we get a commutative extension, (4.1) μ_2 → ~A^×_{/2} ↠ A^×_{/2} .

Global quadratic reciprocity for the Hilbert symbol (Hilb_2(u, v) = 1 for all u, v ∈ F^×) provides a canonical splitting σ_F : F^×_{/2} → ~A^×_{/2} . Taking the quotient yields a commutative extension,

(4.2) μ_2 → ~A ×_{/2} σ_F (F^×_{/2}) ↠ A^×_{/2} F^×_{/2} . The global reciprocity map of class field theory gives an surjective homomorphism, rec_{F/2} : Gal^{ab}_F ↠ A^×_{/2} /F^×_{/2} ≡ (A^× /F^×)_{/2}.

40 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Pulling back (4.2) via rec_{F/2} yields a commutative extension,

μ_2 → ~Gal^{ab}_F ↠ Gal^{ab}_F .

Pulling back via Gal_F ↠ Gal^{ab}_F defines the metaGalois group of F ,

μ_2 → ~Gal_F ↠ Gal_F .

4.1.4. Compatibilities. If v ∈ V is a place of a global field F , then an embedding F̄ → F̄_v of separable closures determines an injective homomorphism ι_v : Gal_{Fv} → Gal_F . As the global Hilbert symbol is the product of local ones, we find a homomorphism ι̃_v realizing ~Gal_{Fv} as the pullback of the extension ~Gal_F .

μ_2 ~Gal_{Fv} Gal_{Fv}

μ_2 ~Gal_F Gal_F =ι̃_vι_v

For local and global fields F , a choice of separable closure F̄/F entered the construction of the metaGalois group. Suppose that F̄_0 is another separable closure of F . Every F -algebra isomorphism ι: F̄_0^∼−→ F̄ yields an isomorphism ι: Gal(F̄_0/F )^∼−→ Gal(F̄/F ). The resulting isomorphism Gal(F̄_0/F )^{ab ∼}−→ Gal(F̄/F )^{ab} does not depend on ι.

The separable closure F̄_0 yields a cocycle h_0 : Gal(F̄_0/F )^{ab} ×Gal(F̄_0/F )^{ab} → μ_2, and thus a metaGalois group ~Gal(F̄_0/F ). Since the defining cocycles h_0 and h factor through abelianized Galois groups, the isomorphism ι: Gal(F̄_0/F ) → Gal(F̄/F ) lifts canonically to an isomorphism of metaGalois groups.

μ_2 ~Gal(F̄_0/F ) Gal(F̄_0/F )

μ_2 ~Gal(F̄/F ) Gal(F̄/F ) = ι̃ ι

4.2. The Brauer class. When F is a local or global field, the metaGalois group is an extension μ_2 → ~Gal_F ↠ Gal_F . As such, it has a cohomology class in the Brauer group. [ ~Gal_F ] ∈ H^2_{ét}(F, μ_2) = Br(F )_{[2]}.

This Brauer class is often trivial – the metaGalois group often splits, though it rarely has a canonical splitting.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that F is a nondyadic (i.e., val(2) = 0) nonarchimedean local field. Then [ ~Gal_F ] is the trivial class.

Proof. The projection ~Gal_F → ~Gal_O identifies the metaGalois group of F with the pullback of the metaGalois group of O. μ2 ~GalF GalF

μ_2 ~Gal_O Gal_O = ⟨Fr⟩_{prof} =

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 41

But every extension of Ẑ by μ_2 splits (though not canonically); hence the metaGalois group splits and its Brauer class is trivial. □

Proposition 4.2. Over R, the metaGalois group is a nonsplit extension, so [ ~Gal_R ] is the unique nontrivial class in the Brauer group Br(R).

Proof. Let σ denote complex conjugation, Gal_R = Gal(C /R) = {Id, σ}. The meta- Galois group is a cyclic group of order 4 sitting in an extension

μ_2 → ~Gal_R ↠ Gal_R .

Indeed, the cocycle h satisfies h(σ, σ) = Hilb_2(−1, −1) = −1. Thus

(σ, 1) · (σ, 1) = (Id, −1) ∈ ~Gal_R.

Hence (σ, 1) is an element of order 4 and [ ~Gal_R ] is nontrivial. □

Proposition 4.3. Let F_2 be a dyadic nonarchimedean local field of characteristic zero. Then [ ~Gal_{F2} ] is trivial if [F_2 : Q_2 ] is even, and is nontrivial if [F_2 : Q_2 ] is odd.

Proof. Let d = [F_2 : Q_2 ]. By approximation, there exists a global field F such that F ⊗_Q Q_2 is isomorphic to F_2 as an F -algebra. Indeed, the primitive element theorem allows us to write F_2 = Q_2 (z) for z ∈ F_2 a root of a monic irreducible polynomial P ∈ Q_2 [X]. This gives an isomorphism of Q_2 -algebras from Q_2 [X]/(P ) to F_2. A small change in the coefficients of P will not change the isomorphism class of the field Q_2 [X]/(P ), by Krasner’s lemma. Hence, by density of Q in Q_2 , we may assume that P ∈ Q[X]. As P is monic irreducible over Q_2 , it is monic irreducible over Q. The field F = Q[X]/(P ) satisfies the condition that F ⊗_Q Q_2 is isomorphic to F_2 as an F -algebra.

The global metaGalois group ~Gal_F has a Brauer class β_F with local components β_{F,v} satisfying

• β_{F,v} is trivial when F_v has odd residual characteristic (by Proposition 4.1); • β_{F,2} = [ ~Gal_{F2} ] at the unique place of even residual characteristic;

• β_{F,v} is nontrivial at all real places (by Proposition 4.2); • (Parity condition) β_{F,v} is nontrivial at a set of places of even cardinality.

We have d = [F_2 : Q_2 ] = [F : Q] = r_1 + 2r_2, where r_1 is the number of real places, and r_2 the number of complex places. It follows that d is even if and only if r_1 is even. The parity condition on the global Brauer class implies that r_1 is even if and only if β_{F,2} is the trivial class. □

Corollary 4.4. Let F be a global field, with 2 ≠ 0 in F . Then the Brauer class of ~Gal_F is that of the unique quaternion algebra which is ramified at all real places and all dyadic places of odd degree over Q_2 .

Proof. This follows directly from the previous three propositions, and the localglobal compatibility of the metaGalois group. □ In particular, the Brauer class [ ~Gal_Q ] is that of the quaternion algebra^{(−1,−1)}_Q

ramified only at 2 and ∞. If F is a global field of characteristic p ≠ 2, then [ ~Gal_F ] is the trivial class.

42 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

4.3. Splitting by additive characters. The metaGalois group may be a nonsplit extension of Gal_S by μ_2, and even when it splits, it rarely splits canonically. However, an additive character suffices to split the metaGalois group after pushing out via μ_2 → μ_4. In the three cases of interest, define a G_m[S]-torsor Ψ_S as follows.

• When F is local, let Ψ_F be the set of nontrivial continuous homomorphisms from F to C^× . If u ∈ F^×, ψ ∈ Ψ_F , write [u ∗ ψ](x) = ψ(u^{−1}x). In this way, Ψ_F is a F^×-torsor.

• When F is global, let Ψ_F be the set of nontrivial continuous homomorphisms from A /F to C^× . If u ∈ F^×, ψ ∈ Ψ_F , write [u ∗ ψ](x) = ψ(u^{−1}x). In this way, Ψ_F is a F^×-torsor.

• When F is local nonarchimedean, with ring of integers O, let Ψ_O be the set of nontrivial continuous homomorphisms from F/O to C^× . If u ∈ O^×, ψ ∈ Ψ_O, write [u ∗ ψ](x) = ψ(u^{−1}x). In this way, Ψ_O is a O^×-torsor.

Define here μ_4 = μ_4(C ) = {1, −1, i, −i}. When F is a local field (with 2 ≠ 0), and ψ ∈ Ψ_F , the Weil index is a function w_F (•, ψ): F^×_{/2} → μ_4 which satisfies

(4.3) w_F (uv, ψ) w_F (u, ψ)w_F (v, ψ)

= Hilb_2(u, v).

Our w_F (u, ψ) is defined to be γ(ux^2)/γ(x^2) in Weil’s notation from [Wei64, §29] and is written γ_F (u, ψ) in [RR93, §A.3] and elsewhere. From [RR93, Proposition A.11], the local Weil indices are trivial on O^× at all nondyadic places.

When F is a global field and ψ ∈ Ψ_F , the Weil index is the function

w_F (•, ψ): A^×_{/2} → μ_4

defined as the product of local Weil indices. The global Weil index is trivial on F^× by [Wei64, §II.30, Proposition 5]. As the global Hilbert symbol Hilb_2 : A^× ×A^× → μ_2 is defined as the product of local Hilbert symbols, the formula (4.3) holds in the global setting too.

Write ~Gal^{(4)}_S for the pushout of ~Gal_S via the inclusion μ_2 → μ_4 (when S = Spec(F ) or S = Spec(O) as usual). μ_2 ~Gal_S Gal_S

μ_4 ~Gal^{(4)}_S Gal_S ι =s(ψ)?

The splittings of ~Gal^{(4)}_S , if they exist, form a Hom(Gal_S , μ_4)-torsor. In what follows, if u ∈ G_m[S], define χ_u : Gal_S → μ_2 to be the quadratic character associated to the étale extension F [ √ u] (in the local or global case) or O[ √ u] (in the nondyadic local integral case).

Proposition 4.5. For each additive character ψ ∈ Ψ_S , the Weil index provides a splitting s(ψ): Gal_S → ~Gal^{(4)}_S . Moreover, this system of splittings satisfies

s(u ∗ ψ) = χ_u ∗ s(ψ) for all u ∈ G_m[S].

The splittings s(ψ) are described in three cases below.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 43

4.3.1. Local fields. When F is a local field, the pushout ~Gal^{(4)}_S can be identified with the product Gal_F ×μ_4 as a set, with multiplication given by

(γ_1, ζ_1) · (γ_2, ζ_2) = ( γ_1γ_2, ζ_1ζ_2 · Hilb_2(rec_{F/2}(γ_1), rec_{F/2}(γ_2)) ) . For ψ ∈ Ψ_F , (4.3) provides a splitting s(ψ): Gal_F → ~Gal^{(4)}_F , s(ψ)(γ) = ( γ, w_F (rec_{F/2}(γ), ψ) ) , for all γ ∈ Gal_F .

If u ∈ F^×, then [RR93, Corollary A.5] states that w_F (a, u ∗ ψ) = Hilb_2(a, u) · w_F (a, ψ). Since Hilb_2(rec_{F/2} γ, u) = χ_u(γ), we find s(u ∗ ψ) = χ_u ∗ s(ψ).

4.3.2. The local integral case. When F is a nonarchimedean, nondyadic local field, the local Weil index is trivial on O^×. Given a character ψ ∈ Ψ_O ⊂ Ψ_F , the splitting s(ψ): Gal_F → ~Gal^{(4)}_F coincides with the canonical splitting σ^∘ on inertia, s(ψ)(γ) = σ^∘(γ) = (γ, 1), for all γ ∈ I.

It follows that s(ψ) descends to a splitting of ~Gal^{(4)}_O at nondyadic places.

μ_4 ~Gal^{(4)}_O Gal_O . s(ψ) If u ∈ O^×, write ū for its image in the residue field F_q . As before, we have s(u ∗ ψ) = χ_u · s(ψ). But now, the quadratic character χ_u is restricted to Gal_O = ⟨Fr⟩_{prof} ; we have χ_u(Fr) = ū^{(q−1)/2} ∈ μ_2.

In other words, χ_u is the character of Gal_O which sends Fr to the Legendre symbol of the reduction of u.

4.3.3. Global fields. In the global setting, pushing out via μ_2 → μ_4 gives a short exact sequence

(4.4) μ_4 → ~A^×_{/2}^{(4)} ↠ A^×_{/2} .

The middle term is given by ~A^×_{/2}^{(4)} = A^×_{/2} × μ_4 as a set, with multiplication given by (u_1, ζ_1) · (u_2, ζ_2) = (u_1u_2, ζ_1ζ_2 · Hilb_2(u_1, u_2)).

A character ψ ∈ Ψ_F provides a splitting of the extension (4.4), s_A (ψ)(u) = (u, w_F (u, ψ)) for all u ∈ A^×_{/2} .

Since w_F (u, ψ) = 1 for all u ∈ F^×, this splitting restricts to the canonical splitting σ_F : F^×_{/2} → ~A^×_{/2} . Thus s_A (ψ) descends and pulls back to a splitting s(ψ): Gal_F → ~Gal^{(4)}_F . If u ∈ F ×, then our local results and local-global compatibility imply that s(u ∗ ψ) = χ_u · s(ψ).

44 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

4.4. Restriction. Suppose that F^′/F is a finite separable extension with F^′ ⊂ F̄ . In the local integral case, suppose that F^′/F is unramified and let O^′ be the ring of integers in F^′. Write S^′ = Spec(F^′) in the cases of local or global fields, and write S^′ = Spec(O^′) in the local integral case. We have defined metaGalois groups for S and S^′.

(4.5) μ_2 ~Gal_S′ Gal_S′

μ_2 ~Gal_S Gal_S =?

The inclusion F^′ ⊂ F̄ gives an inclusion of Galois groups Gal_S′ → Gal_S , but a natural inclusion of metaGalois groups is not obvious. In particular, the cocycle defining ~Gal_S does not restrict to the cocycle defining ~Gal_S′ .

Fortunately, a beautiful insight of Wee Teck Gan gives such an inclusion of metaGalois groups, using a “lifting theorem” of Edward Bender [Ben73]. We explain this insight here.

In the case of local fields, consider a nonzero element u ∈ F^′, and the “trace form” (cf. [Ser84]) F^′ → F given by x → Tr_F ′_{/F} (ux^2). Viewing this as a quadratic form on a finite-dimensional F -vector space F^′, it has a Hasse-Witt invariant (an element of {±1}). Define

HW(u) =

Hasse-Witt invariant of x → Tr_F ′_{/F} (ux^2) Hasse-Witt invariant of x → Tr_F ′_{/F} (x^2) . This function depends only on the square class of u.

Bender’s theorem [Ben73, Theorem 1] states that

Hilb_F ′_{,2}(u, v) =

HW(u) HW(v) HW(uv) · Hilb_{F,2}(N_F ′_{/F} u, N_F ′_{/F} v).

Let ι: Gal_F ′ → Gal_F be the canonical inclusion, so that rec_F (ι(γ)) = N_F ′_{/F} rec_F (γ) for all γ ∈ Gal_F ′ .

Proposition 4.6. Let F be a local field (with 2 ≠ 0 as usual). Then the function ι̃: ~Gal_F ′ → ~Gal_F , given by

ι̃(γ, ±1) = (ι(γ), ± HW(rec_F ′ γ))

is a group homomorphism completing the commutative diagram (4.5).

Proof. Consider any γ_1, γ_2 ∈ Gal_F ′ and define u_1 := rec_F ′ (γ_1), u_2 := rec_F ′ (γ_2). Thus rec_F (ι(γ_1)) = N_F ′_{/F} u_1 and rec_F (ι(γ_2)) = N_F ′_{/F} u_2. For all ϵ_1, ϵ_2 ∈ {±1}, we compute

ι̃ ((γ_1, ϵ_1) · (γ_2, ϵ_2)) = ι̃ (γ_1γ_2, ϵ_1ϵ_2 Hilb_F ′_{,2} (rec_F ′ (γ_1), rec_F ′ (γ_2))) = (ι(γ_1γ_2), ϵ_1ϵ_2 Hilb_F ′_{,2}(u_1, u_2) · HW(u_1u_2)) = ( ι(γ_1)ι(γ_2), ϵ_1ϵ_2 Hilb_{F,2}(N_F ′_{/F} u_1, N_F ′_{/F} u_2) HW(u_1) HW(u_2) ) = (ι(γ_1), ϵ_1 HW(u_1)) · (ι(γ_2), ϵ_2 HW(u_2)) = ι̃(γ_1, ϵ_1) · ι̃(γ_2, ϵ_2). □

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 45

In the local integral case, when O is the ring of integers in a nondyadic nonarchimedean field, HW(u) = 1 for all u ∈ O^×. From this it follows that ι̃: ~Gal_F ′ → ~Gal_F descends to an injective homomorphism.μ_2 ~Gal_{O′} Gal_{O′}

μ_2 ~Gal_O Gal_O =ι̃ ι

In the global case, when F is a number field, we note that ∏ v HW_v (u) = 1 for all u ∈ F^× (here HW_v denotes the invariant as the place v). From this it follows that the injective homomorphisms ι̃_v : ~Gal_F ′_v → ~Gal_{Fv} yield a injective homomorphism globally. μ^2

~Gal_{F ′} Gal_{F ′}

μ_2 ~Gal_F Gal_F =ι̃ ι

Taken together, these inclusions ι̃: ~Gal_S′ → ~Gal_S allow one to canonically “restrict” metaGalois representations (representations of ~Gal_S ).

5. L-groups, parameters, L-functions

5.1. L-groups. We use the term “L-group” to refer to a broad class of extensions of Galois groups by complex reductive groups. Unlike Langlands, Vogan, and others, we do not assume that our L-groups are endowed with a conjugacy class of splittings. Our L-groups are more closely related to the “weak E-groups” of [Vog93, Definition 3.24]. But we maintain the letter “L” since our L-groups are still connected to Lfunctions.

The other difference between our L-groups and those in the literature is that (for reasons which will become clear) we consider our L-groups as objects of a 2- category. A base scheme S and geometric point s̄ → S will be fixed as in the previous section.

Definition 5.1. An L-group is a pair (G^∨,^LG), where G^∨ is a complex linear algebraic group (not necessarily connected) and^LG is an extension of locally compact groups G^∨ →^LG ↠ Gal_S ,

for which the conjugation action of any element of^LG on G^∨ is complex-algebraic.

Remark 5.2. For complex linear algebraic groups, we do not distinguish between the underlying variety and its C -points. Thus we say G^∨ is a complex linear algebraic group, and also view G^∨ as a locally compact group.

Of course, Langlands’ L-group^LG = Gal_F ⋉G^∨ (associated to a reductive group G over a field F ) is an example. When V is a finite-dimensional complex vector space, the direct product Gal_S ×GL(V ) is an L-group. Since we don’t assume G^∨ to be connected, our metaGalois group ~Gal_S is an L-group.

46 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Definition 5.3. Given two L-groups,

G^∨_1 →^LG_1 ↠ Gal_S , G^∨_2 →^LG_2 ↠ Gal_S , an L-morphism^Lρ:^LG_1 →^LG_2 will mean a continuous group homomorphism lying over Id: Gal_S → Gal_S , which restricts to a complex algebraic homomorphism ρ^∨ : G^∨_1 → G^∨_2 . An L-equivalence will mean an invertible L-morphism.

In other words, an L-morphism fits into a commutative diagram, with the middle column continuous and the left column complex-algebraic.

G^∨_1^LG_1 Gal_S

G^∨_2^LG_2 Gal_S ρ^{∨L}ρ=

Definition 5.4. Given two L-morphisms^Lρ,^Lρ^′ :^LG_1 →^LG_2, a natural isomorphism^Lρ^∼=⇒^Lρ^′ will mean an element a ∈ Z^∨_2 (the center of G^∨_2 ) such that

Lρ^′(g) = a ·^Lρ(g) · a^{−1} for all g ∈^LG_1.

In particular, note that^Lρ and^Lρ^′ coincide on G^∨_1 when they are naturally isomorphic.

While the axioms for a 2-category are not satisfied if one looks at all L-groups, L-morphisms, and natural isomorphisms, this does define a 2-category of L-groups, L-equivalences, and natural isomorphisms.

In many cases of interest (e.g., when^LG_2 arises as the L-group of a split reductive group), the only natural isomorphism is the identity. However, in some nonsplit cases, e.g.,^LG_2 = Gal_S ⋉SL_3(C ), the Langlands L-group of a quasisplit G = PGU_3, a nontrivial element a ∈ Z^∨_2 does not lie in the center of^LG_2. Such an element a may determine a nonidentity natural isomorphism.

An L-representation of an L-group^LG will mean a pair (ρ, V ), where V is a finitedimensional complex vector space, and ρ:^LG → GL(V ) is a continuous homomorphism whose restriction to G^∨ is complex algebraic. Giving an L-representation of LG is the same as giving an L-morphism^Lρ:^LG → Gal_S ×GL(V ).

5.2. Parameters. Write W_S for the Weil group. When S = Spec(F ) for a local or global field, this Weil group W_S is W_F defined as in [AT09]; when S = Spec(O), we define W_S to be the free cyclic group ⟨Fr⟩ ∼= Z generated by a geometric Frobenius Fr. In all cases, the Weil group is endowed with a continuous homomorphism W_S → Gal_S with dense image.

Let G^∨ →^LG ↠ Gal_S be an L-group. A Weil parameter is a continuous homomorphism ϕ: W_S →^LG lying over W_S → Gal_S , such that ϕ(w) is semisimple for all w ∈ W_S (see [Bor79, §8.2]). The reader may follow [Bor79] and [GR10] to define Weil-Deligne parameters in this general context, when working over a local field.

Write Par(W_S ,^LG) for the set of^LG-valued Weil parameters. It is endowed with an action of G^∨ by conjugation: if g ∈ G^∨ and ϕ is a parameter, then define g ϕ(w) = ϕ(g^{−1}wg). Two parameters are called equivalent if they are in the same G^∨-orbit.

Composition with an L-morphism^Lρ:^LG_1 →^LG_2 defines a map, Lρ: Par(W_S ,^LG_1) → Par(W_S ,^LG_2).

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 47

Moreover, this map is equivariant, in the sense that for all g_1 ∈ G^∨_1 and all parameters ϕ ∈ Par(W_S ,^LG_1), we have

Lρ (^{g1} ϕ) =^{ρ∨ (g1 )}

(_L ρ(ϕ) ) . Thus the L-morphism ρ descends to a well-defined map of equivalence classes Lρ: Par(W_S ,^LG_1) G^∨_1 − conjugation → Par(W_S ,^LG_2) G^∨_2 − conjugation . Next, consider a natural isomorphism of L-morphisms ρ^∼=⇒ ρ^′, with ρ, ρ^′ :^LG_1 → LG_2. We find two maps of parameter spaces, Lρ,^Lρ^′ : Par(W_S ,^LG_1) → Par(W_S ,^LG_2), and an element a ∈ Z^∨_2 such that^Lρ^′ is obtained from^Lρ by conjugation by a.

It follows that^Lρ and^Lρ^′ induce the same map on equivalence classes,

Lρ =^Lρ^′ :

Par(W_S ,^LG_1) G^∨_1 − conjugation → Par(W_S ,^LG_2) G^∨_2 − conjugation . Suppose that an L-group^LG is defined up to L-equivalence, and the L-equivalence defined up to unique natural isomorphism. Then the set of equivalence classes of parameters Par(W_S ,^LG) G^∨ − conjugation is uniquely defined up to unique isomorphism.

Remark 5.5. Refinements of the Langlands parameterization for quasisplit groups suggest that one should look not only at equivalence classes of (Weil or Weil- Deligne) parameters, but also irreducible representations of the component group of the centralizer of a parameter. Or, following Vogan [Vog93], one can look at G^∨-equivariant perverse sheaves on a suitable variety of parameters. The fact that conjugation by a ∈ Z^∨_2 commutes with the conjugation action of G^∨_2 implies that conjugation by a preserves not only the equivalence class of a Weil parameter for LG_2, but also the equivalence class of such a refined parameter. If an L-group is defined up to L-equivalence, and the L-equivalence defined up to unique natural isomorphism, then the set of equivalence classes of refined parameters is uniquely defined up to unique isomorphism.

5.3. L-functions. Let G^∨ →^LG ↠ Gal_S be an L-group, and ϕ: W_S →^LG a Weil parameter (or we may take ϕ to be a Weil-Deligne parameter in the local case). Let (ρ, V ) be an L-representation of^LG. Then ρ ∘ ϕ: W_S → GL(V ) is a Weil representation (or Weil-Deligne representation in the local case). As such we obtain an L-function (as defined by Weil and discussed in [Tat79, §3.3]), L(ϕ, ρ, s) := L(ρ ∘ ϕ, s). Choosing an additive character ψ as well gives an ϵ-factor (see [Tat79, §3.4], based on work of Langlands and Deligne), ϵ(ϕ, ρ, ψ, s) := ϵ(ρ ∘ ϕ, ψ, s).

48 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

In the local integral case S = Spec(O), we have W_S = ⟨Fr⟩, and we define the L-functions and ϵ-factors to be those coming from the unramified representation of W_F by pullback.

In the setting of Langlands L-groups, a zoo of L-representations arises from complex algebraic representations of G^∨, yielding well-known “standard” L-functions, symmetric power and exterior power L-functions, etc..

But in our very broad setting, we limit our discussion to adjoint L-functions, as these play an important role in representation theory and their definition is “internal.” Consider any L-morphism ρ:^LH →^LG of L-groups.

H^{∨ L}H Gal_S

G^{∨ L}G Gal_S ρ^{∨L}ρ=

For example, we might consider the case where H^∨ is a Levi subgroup of G^∨ (as arises in the Langlands-Shahidi method, [Sha81]).

Let g^∨ be the complex Lie algebra of G^∨. The homomorphism^Lρ followed by conjugation gives an adjoint representation:

Ad_ρ :^LH → GL (g^∨) .

Suppose we have a decomposition of g^∨ as a representation of^LH,

(5.1) g^∨ = h⨁ i=0 g^∨_i .

For example, when H^∨ is a Levi subgroup of a parabolic P^∨ ⊂ G^∨, we may decompose g^∨ into h^∨ and the steps in the nilradical of the Lie algebra of P^∨ and its opposite.

A decomposition (5.1) gives representations Ad_i :^LH → GL (g^∨_i ). When ϕ: W_S → LH is a Weil parameter, we obtain L-functions L(ϕ, Ad_i, s) := L(Ad_i ∘ ϕ, s). In particular, when^LH =^LG, and ρ = Id, we write Ad for the adjoint representation of^LG on g^∨. This yields the adjoint L-function L(ϕ, Ad, s) for any Weil parameter ϕ: W_S →^LG. When H^∨ is a Levi subgroup of a parabolic in G^∨, and Ad_i arises from a step in the nilradical of the parabolic, we call L(ϕ, Ad_i, s) a Langlands-Shahidi L-function.

Remark 5.6. The importance of such L-functions for covering groups is suggested by recent work of D. Szpruch [Szp13a], who demonstrates that the Langlands-Shahidi construction of L-functions carries over to the metaplectic group. But it is not clear how to extend the Langlands-Shahidi method to other covering groups, where uniqueness of Whittaker models often fails. The thesis work of Gao Fan [Gao] takes some promising steps in this direction. The general machinery of adjoint L-functions also suggests an analogue, for covering groups, of the Hiraga-Ichino-Ikeda conjecture [HII08, Conjecture 1.4] on formal degrees (see Ichino-Lapid-Mao [ILM14]). It is also supported by the simpler observation that theta correspondence for the metaplectic group ~Sp_{2n} provides a definition of adjoint L-functions independently of choices of additive characters.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 49

5.4. The L-group of a cover. Now we define the L-group of a cover. Let G̃ be a degree n cover of a quasisplit group G over S. Fix an injective character ϵ: μ_n → C^× . Choose a separable closure F̄/F , yielding a geometric base point s̄ → S and the absolute Galois group Gal_S = π^{ét}_1 (S, s̄).

Recall the constructions of the previous three sections.

• G̃^∨ denotes the dual group of G̃, a local system on S_{ét} of pinned reductive groups over Z, with center Z̃^∨. It is endowed with a homomorphism τ_Q : μ_2 → Z̃^∨.

• E_ϵ(G̃) is the gerbe associated to G̃, a gerbe on S_{ét} banded by Z̃^∨ = Z̃^∨(C ). • μ_2 → ~Gal_S ↠ Gal_S is the metaGalois group.

Define Z̃^∨ = Z̃^∨_{s̄} = Z̃^∨_{s̄} (C ). This is the center of the complex pinned reductive group G̃^∨ = G̃^∨_{s̄} = G̃^∨_{s̄} (C ). Note that Gal_S acts by pinned automorphisms on G̃^∨.

Pushing out ~Gal_S via τ_Q : μ_2 → Z̃^∨ defines an L-group,

(5.2) Z̃^∨ → (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_S ↠ Gal_S .

From Theorem 19.7, the fundamental group of the gerbe E_ϵ(G̃) at the base point s̄ is an L-group, well-defined up to L-equivalence, and the L-equivalence well-defined up to unique natural isomorphism, (5.3) Z̃^∨ → π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(G̃), s̄) ↠ Gal_S .

Remark 5.7. The extensions (5.2) and (5.3) play the role of the first and second twist in [Wei14a]. In fact (5.2) is canonically isomorphic to the first twist in the split case; the extension (5.3) may not coincide with the second twist under some circumstances, and the construction here is more general than [Wei14a] in both cases.

The Baer sum of (5.2) and (5.3) is an L-group which will be called^LZ̃, Z̃^∨ →^LZ̃ ↠ Gal_S .

The L-group of G̃ is defined to be the pushout of^LZ̃ via the inclusion Z̃^∨ → G̃^∨, G̃^∨ →^LG̃ ↠ Gal_S .

More explicitly, this pushout is in the Gal_S -equivariant sense. In other words,

LG̃ =

G̃^∨ ⋊^LZ̃ ⟨(z, z^{−1}) : z ∈ Z̃^∨⟩ , where the semidirect product action^LZ̃ → Aut(G̃^∨) is given by projection^LZ̃ → Gal_S followed by the action Gal_S → Aut(G̃^∨).

By construction,^LG̃ is well-defined by G̃ and ϵ up to L-equivalence, and the equivalence defined uniquely up to unique natural isomorphism. To describe^LG̃ on the nose (not “up to L-equivalence”), one must choose a geometric base point z̄ for the gerbe E_ϵ(G̃) over s̄.

5.5. Well-aligned functoriality. Our notation here follows that of Section 3.4: consider a well-aligned homomorphism ι̃: G̃_1 → G̃_2 of covers, each endowed with Borel subgroup and maximally split maximal torus, i.e., a morphism in the category WAC_S . Fix ϵ as before. We have constructed gerbes E_ϵ(G̃_1) and E_ϵ(G̃_2) associated to G̃_1 and G̃_2, banded by Z̃^∨_1 and Z̃^∨_2 , respectively. We have constructed a

50 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

homomorphism of dual groups ι^∨ : G̃^∨_2 → G̃^∨_1 in Section 2.3, which (after taking C -points) restricts to ι^∨ : Z̃^∨_2 → Z̃^∨_1 . This homomorphism ι^∨ is compatible with the 2-torsion elements, i.e. ι^∨ ∘ τ_{Q2} = τ_{Q1} . In Section 3.4, we constructed a functor of gerbes i : E_ϵ(G̃_2) → E_ϵ(G̃_1), lying over ι^∨ : Z̃^∨_2 → Z̃^∨_1 .

Define Z̃^∨_1 = Z̃^∨_{1,s̄}(C ) and Z̃^∨_2 = Z̃^∨_{2,s̄}(C ). These are the centers of the complex pinned reductive groups G̃^∨_1 = G̃^∨_{1,s̄}(C ) and G̃^∨_2 = G̃^∨_{2,s̄}(C ).

The compatibility ι^∨ ∘ τ_{Q2} = τ_{Q1} defines an L-morphism,

(5.4)

Z̃∨_2 (τ_{Q2} )_∗ ~Gal_S Gal_S

Z̃^∨_1 (τ_{Q1} )_∗ ~Gal_S Gal_S =

The functor of gerbes i : E_ϵ(G̃_2) → E_ϵ(G̃_1) defines an L-morphism, well-defined up to unique natural isomorphism.

(5.5)

Z̃∨_2 πét_1 (E_ϵ(G̃_2), s̄) Gal_S

Z̃^∨_1 π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(G̃_1), s̄) Gal_S =

Applying Baer sums to (5.4) and (5.5) yields an L-morphism,

Z̃∨_2 LZ̃_2 Gal_S

Z̃∨_1 LZ̃_1 Gal_S =

Pushing out yields an L-morphism, well-defined up to natural isomorphism,

G̃∨_2 LG̃_2 Gal_S

G̃^∨_1^LG̃_1 Gal_S ι^{∨L}ι=

In this way, the construction of the L-group is contravariantly functorial for well-aligned homomorphisms.

5.6. Local-global compatibility. Suppose that γ : F → F_v is the inclusion of a global field F into its localization at a place. Let G̃ be a degree n cover of a quasisplit group G over F , and let ϵ: μ_n → C^× be an injective character. Let F̄ → F̄_v be an inclusion of separable closures, inducing an inclusion Gal_{Fv} → Gal_F of absolute Galois groups. Write S = Spec(F ) and S_v = Spec(F_v ), and s̄ → S and s̄_v → S_v for the geometric base points arising from F̄ → F̄_v .

Write G̃_v for the pullback of G̃ via Spec(F_v ) → Spec(F ). Similarly, write Q_v for its Brylinski-Deligne invariant. The results of Section 2.4 identify G̃^∨ = G̃^∨_{s̄} (C ) with the corresponding dual group for G̃_v (relative to the separable closure F̄_v ). Thus we simply write G̃^∨ for their dual groups and Z̃^∨ for the centers thereof.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 51

The results of Sections 2.4 and 4.1.4 together provide an L-morphism, unique up to unique natural isomorphism.

(5.6)

Z̃∨ (τ_{Qv} )_∗L ~Gal_{Fv} Gal_{Fv}

Z̃∨ (τ_Q)_∗L ~Gal_F Gal_F =

The results of Section 3.6 and following Theorem 19.7 give an L-morphism, unique up to unique natural isomorphism.

(5.7)

Z̃∨ πét_1 (E_ϵ(G̃_v), s̄_v ) Gal_{Fv}

Z̃∨ πét_1 (E_ϵ(G̃), s̄) Gal_F =

Applying Baer sums to (5.6) and (5.7), and pushing out via Z̃^∨ → G̃^∨, yields an L-morphism, unique up to unique natural isomorphism. G̃∨ LG̃_v Gal_{Fv}

G̃∨ LG̃ Gal_F =

In this way, we identify the L-group of G̃_v with the pullback of the L-group of G̃, via the inclusion of Galois groups Gal_{Fv} → Gal_F .

5.7. Parabolic subgroups. Return to a degree n cover G̃ of a quasisplit group G over S, and let P ⊂ G be a parabolic subgroup defined over S. As before, consider a Levi decomposition P = MN and the resulting cover M̃. Fix ϵ: μ_n → C^× .

Compatibility of the dual groups from Section 2.5 gives inclusions Z̃^∨ → Z̃^∨_M → M̃^∨ → G̃^∨, where Z̃^∨ denotes the center of G̃^∨, and Z̃^∨_M denotes the center of M̃^∨. As these inclusions are compatible with the 2-torsion elements in Z̃^∨ and Z̃^∨_M , we find an L-morphism.

(5.8)

Z̃∨ (τ_Q)_∗L ~Gal_F Gal_S

Z̃∨_M (τ_{QM} )_∗L ~Gal_F Gal_S

=

Section 3.7 provided a functor of gerbes i: E_ϵ(G̃) → E_ϵ(M̃), lying over Z̃^∨ → Z̃^∨_M. This defines an L-morphism of étale fundamental groups, up to unique natural

52 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

isomorphism.

(5.9)

Z̃∨ πét_1 (E_ϵ(G̃), s̄) Gal_S

Z̃^∨_M π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(M̃), s̄) Gal_S

=

Applying Baer sums to (5.8) and (5.9) yields an L-morphism, uniquely defined up to unique natural isomorphism.

Z̃∨ LZ̃ Gal_S

Z̃^∨_M^LZ̃_M Gal_S

=

The universal property of pushouts yields an L-morphism.

M̃ ∨ LM̃ Gal_S

G̃∨ LG̃ Gal_S =

This L-morphism is well-defined up to conjugation by Z̃^∨_M .

As a special case, when P = B = TU, we find an L-morphism

T̃ ∨ LT̃ Gal_S

G̃∨ LG̃ Gal_S =

A principal series parameter for G̃ is a Weil parameter ϕ: W_S →^LG̃, which factors through a Weil parameter W_S →^LT̃ via the L-morphism above. By [Raj04, Theorem 2], principal series parameters exist, i.e., there exist Weil parameters W_S →^LT̃ .

5.8. The Weyl-group action on the L-group of a cover of torus. We keep the degree n cover G̃ of a quasisplit group G ⊃ B ⊃ T over S. As before, Z̃^∨ = Z̃_{s̄}(C ) and similarly T̃^∨ = T̃_{s̄}(C ) and G̃^∨ = G̃_{s̄}(C ). Write Ñ^∨ for the normalizer of T̃^∨ in G̃^∨. Define W = W_{s̄}, a finite group endowed with Gal_S -action. As a group endowed with Gal_S -action, W is identified with W̃^∨ = Ñ^∨/T̃^∨. Assume in this section (as in Section 2.6) that T splits over a cyclic Galois cover of S.

For convenience, write O^×_{s̄} = G_{m,s̄}; thus O^×_{s̄} = F̄^× if F is a local or global field, and O^×_{s̄} is endowed with an action of Gal_S .

Choose a geometric base point z̄ = (H, h, j) ∈ E_ϵ(G̃)_{s̄}. Such a geometric base point defines a geometric base point x̄ = (H, h) ∈ E_ϵ(T̃)_{s̄}, and a commutative

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 53

diagram Z̃^∨ π1(Eϵ(G̃), z̄) GalS

T̃^∨ π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄) Gal_S =

Taking the Baer sum with (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_S , we find an L-morphism Z̃∨ LZ̃_{z̄} Gal_S

T̃^{∨ L}T̃_{x̄} Gal_S =

Here we place z̄ and x̄ in subscripts to emphasize the dependence on geometric base point. We must be careful here to discuss L-morphisms “on the nose” and not just up to natural isomorphism.

This L-morphism identifies^LT̃_{x̄} with (^LZ̃_{z̄} ⋉ T̃^∨)/⟨(u, u^{−1}) : u ∈ Z̃^∨⟩. As described in the previous section, the universal property of pushouts yields an Lmorphism, T̃^{∨ L}T̃x̄ GalS

G̃∨ LG̃_{z̄} Gal_S =

In this way, we find a chain of subgroups,^LZ̃_{z̄} →^LT̃_{x̄} →^LG̃_{z̄} lying over Gal_S . The inclusion^LT̃_{x̄} →^LG̃_{z̄} is an inclusion of semidirect products,

LT̃_{x̄} =^L Z̃_{z̄} ⋉ T̃ ∨ ⟨(u, u^{−1}) : u ∈ Z̃^∨⟩ → LZ̃_{z̄} ⋉ G̃∨ ⟨(u, u^{−1}) : u ∈ Z̃^∨⟩ =^LG̃_{z̄} .

For all ζ ∈^LZ̃_{z̄}, g^∨ ∈ G̃^∨, we write [ζ, g^∨] for the corresponding element of^LG̃_{z̄}.

Let ẇ ∈ N[S] represent an element of the Weyl group w ∈ W[S] = W^{GalS} . Let w^∨ denote the element of W̃^∨ corresponding to the element w. There exists a Gal_S - invariant representative n^∨ ∈ Ñ^∨ for w^∨ (by [Bor79, Lemma 6.2]). Conjugation by n^∨ gives an L-morphism Int(n^∨):^LT̃_{x̄} →^LT̃_{x̄}.

The Gal_S -invariant representative n^∨ of w^∨ is unique up to multiplication by (T̃^∨)^{GalS} . Hence the L-morphism Int(n^∨) depends only on w^∨, which in turn depends only on w. Therefore we write Int(w^∨) instead of Int(n^∨), as we describe the L-morphism below.

(5.10)

T̃ ∨ LT̃_{x̄} Gal_S

T̃^{∨ L}T̃_{x̄} Gal_S

Int(w^∨)

Int(w^∨) =

Proposition 5.8. For all w ∈ W[S], and all ζ ∈^LZ̃_{z̄} ⊂^LT̃_{x̄}, we have Int(w^∨)ζ = ζ.

54 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Proof. We compute directly, writing γ for the image of ζ in Gal_S , and n^∨ for a Gal_S -invariant representative of w^∨ in Ñ^∨.

Int(w^∨)ζ = Int(n^∨)[ζ, 1] (in the group^LG̃_{z̄}),

= [1, n^∨] · [ζ, 1] · [1, (n^∨)^{−1}],

= [1, n^∨] · [ζ, 1] · [1, (n^∨)^{−1}] · [ζ, 1]^{−1}[ζ, 1],

= [1, n^∨] · [1,^γ (n^∨)^{−1}] · [ζ, 1], = [ζ, 1] = ζ (since n^∨ is Gal_S -invariant). □ The previous proposition describes the automorphism Int(w^∨) of^LT̃_{x̄}. For any element [ζ, t^∨] ∈^LT̃_{x̄}, we find that Int(w^∨)[ζ, t^∨] = [ζ, Int(w^∨)t^∨].

There is another action of the Weyl group on^LT̃_{x̄}, arising as in Sections 2.6 and 3.8 from the well-aligned homomorphism Int(ẇ).K2 T^′ T

K_2 T^′ T

=Int(ẇ)

Int(w)

From Section 5.5, the well-aligned homomorphism defines an L-equivalence lying over Int(w)^∨, up to natural isomorphism.

(5.11)

T̃ ∨ LT̃_{x̄} Gal_S

T̃ ∨ LT̃_{x̄} Gal_S

Int(w)^∨

L Int(ẇ) =

From Section 2.6, we know that Int(w^∨) = Int(w)^∨, as automorphisms of the dual torus T̃^∨. The rest of this section will be devoted to demonstrating that the L-morphism Int(w^∨) in (5.10) is naturally isomorphic to the L-morphism^L Int(ẇ) in (5.11). For this, we must describe^L Int(ẇ) in much more detail.

The well-aligned homomorphism Int(ẇ) gives an equivalence of gerbes,

Int(ẇ): E_ϵ(T̃) → E_ϵ(T̃),

lying over the homomorphism Int(w)^∨ : T̃^∨ → T̃^∨. This equivalence sends the object x̄ = (H, h) to the object Int(ẇ)x̄ = (^wH, ẇ ∘ h). The latter object is described in Section 3.8.

Suppose that ρ̇: x̄ → Int(ẇ)x̄ is an isomorphism in the gerbe E_ϵ(T̃). Then Int(ẇ) and the isomorphism ρ̇ define an L-equivalence we call I(ẇ, ρ̇),

T̃ ∨ π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄) Gal_S

T̃ ∨ π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄) Gal_S

Int(w)^∨ I(ẇ, ρ̇) =

Explicitly, if ϕ: x̄ →^γx̄ is an element of π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄) lying over γ ∈ Gal_S , I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ =^γρ̇^{−1} ∘ Int(ẇ)ϕ ∘ ρ̇.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 55

I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ fits into the commutative diagram below.x̄ γx̄

Int(ẇ)x̄ Int(ẇ)^γx̄ ρ̇I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ γ ρ̇ Int(ẇ)ϕ

On the right side of the diagram, we use the fact that γ(ẇ) = ẇ, and therefore

Int(ẇ)^γx̄ =^γ (Int(ẇ)x̄) .

Proposition 5.9. Allowing ẇ to vary over representatives for w in N[S], and allowing ρ̇ to vary over isomorphisms from x̄ to Int(ẇ)x̄, the family of L-equivalences I(ẇ, ρ̇) defines an L-equivalence I(w) up to unique natural isomorphism. T̃ ∨ π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄) Gal_S

T̃ ∨ π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄) Gal_S

Int(w)^∨ I(w)=

Proof. We first vary representatives of w. If ẇ, ẅ ∈ N[S] are two representatives of w ∈ W[S], then the unique element t ∈ T[S] satisfying ẅ = ẇt determines a natural isomorphism of functors A(t): Int(ẅ) ⇒ Int(ẇ), according to Proposition 3.15.

If ρ̇: x̄ → Int(ẇ)x̄ is an isomorphism, define ρ̈: x̄ → Int(ẅ)x̄ by ρ̈ = A(t)^{−1}_{x̄} ∘ ρ̇, as in the commutative triangle below. Int(ẅ)x̄

x̄ Int(ẇ)x̄

A(t)_{x̄} ρ̇ρ̈

Naturality of A(t) implies that the following diagram commutes. Int(ẅ)x̄ Int(ẅ)^γx̄

Int(ẇ)x̄ Int(ẇ)^γx̄

Int(ẅ)ϕ

A(t)_{x̄}A(t)γ_{x̄} =^γ A(t)_{x̄}

Int(ẇ)ϕ

It follows that

I(ẅ, ρ̈)ϕ =^γρ̈^{−1} ∘ Int(ẅ)ϕ ∘ ρ̈

=^γρ̇^{−1} ∘^γ A(t)_{x̄} ∘ Int(ẅ)ϕ ∘ A(t)^{−1}_{x̄} ∘ ρ̇

=^γρ̇^{−1} ∘ Int(ẇ)ϕ ∘ ρ̇ = I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ.

Hence I(ẅ, ρ̈) = I(ẇ, ρ̇).

Next, we consider varying the isomorphism ρ̇ while keeping ẇ fixed. Consider another isomorphism ρ̆: x̄ → Int(ẇ)x̄. There exists a unique τ^∨ ∈ T̃^∨ such that

56 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

ρ̆ = ρ̇ ∘ τ^∨. It follows that^γρ̆ = ρ̇ ∘ γ(τ^∨). Therefore, I(ẇ, ρ̆)ϕ =^γρ̆^{−1} ∘ Int(ẇ)ϕ ∘ ρ̆ = 1 γ(τ^∨)

∘^γρ̇^{−1} ∘ Int(ẇ)ϕ ∘ ρ̇ ∘ τ^∨ = τ^∨ γ(τ^∨) ∘ (_γ ρ̇^{−1} ∘ Int(ẇ)ϕ ∘ ρ̇ )

= τ^∨ γ(τ^∨) ∘ I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ. Therefore, τ^∨ defines a natural isomorphism from the L-equivalence I(ẇ, ρ̇) to the L-equivalence I(ẇ, ρ̆).

Hence, as ẇ and ρ̇ vary, the L-equivalence I(ẇ, ρ̇) varies by uniquely-determined natural isomorphism. Thus we find an L-equivalence I(w) defined uniquely up to unique natural isomorphism. □ The following lemma will allow us to study I(ẇ, ρ̇), in an important special case.

As we work in the geometric fibre throughout, recall that T̃^∨ = T̃^∨_{s̄} , and define H = H_{s̄}, Spl(D_{Q,n}) = Spl(D_{Q,n})_{s̄}, and T̂ = T̂_{s̄}. Define Φ = Φ_{s̄} for the set of absolute roots. Write Y_{Q,n} = Y_{Q,n,s̄}, so that T̂ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, O^×_{s̄} ), T̃^∨ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, C^× ).

Lemma 5.10. Suppose that ẇ = r_β (ee^−e) arises from a relative root β, for which 2β is not a root, as in Theorem 3.17. Then there exists a pair (ρ̇, ȧ), with ρ̇ an isomorphism x̄^∼−→ Int(ẇ)x̄ in the gerbe^n √ Spl(D_{Q,n}), and ȧ ∈ H = H_{s̄}, such that ρ̇(ȧ) = ȧ.

Proof. Since we work in the geometric fibre, there exists a splitting σ ∈ Spl(D_{Q,n}) such that σ is aligned with ẇ (aligned as in Theorem 3.17). Moreover, h: H → Spl(D_{Q,n}) is surjective (Definition 1.2(3) implies that T̂^n−→ T̂ is surjective), so there exists a ∈ H such that h(a) = σ.

Let ρ: x̄ → Int(ẇ)x̄ be any isomorphism. We find that ρ: H →^wH satisfies σ = h(a) = ẇ(h(ρ(a)). There exists a unique r ∈ T̂ such that ρ(a) = r ∗ a. From this it follows that σ = ẇ(h(r ∗ a)) = ẇ(r^n ∗ σ) = w^{−1}(r)^n ∗ ẇ(σ). Let {α_1, . . . , α_ℓ} denote the roots in Φ which restrict to the relative root β.

Define β̃ : O^×_{s̄} → T̂ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, O^×_{s̄} ) by

β̃(u)(y) =^ℓ ∏ i=1 u^{⟨α̃i,y⟩}. Since w = ∏ w_{αi} (orthogonal root reflections), w(β̃(u)) = β̃(u)^{−1} Theorem 3.17 gives the formula ẇ(σ) = β̃(±1) ∗ σ, where the sign is −1 if and only if q_β and n/2 are both odd. Hence σ = w^{−1}(r^n) ∗ β̃(±1) ∗ σ. Since w(β̃(±1)) = β̃(±1), we have r^n = β̃(±1).

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 57

Let ξ ∈ O^×_{s̄} be an element satisfying ξ^n = ±1 (the same sign as above). Here we use the fact that n is coprime to the characteristics of all residue fields of prime ideals in S. Thus β̃(ξ)/r ∈ T̂_{[n]}. Choose a square root √ ξ of ξ in O^×_{s̄} . (In characteristic 2, we have −1 = 1, and we may take ξ = 1 and √ ξ = 1.)

View β̃(ξ)/r as an automorphism of Int(ẇ)x̄ in^n √ Spl (D_{Q,n}) and define ρ̇ = (β̃(ξ)/r) ∘ ρ, ȧ = β̃( √ ξ) ∗ a. Then we find

ρ̇(ȧ) = ρ̇ ( β̃( √ ξ) ∗ a ) = β̃( √ ξ)^{−1} ∗ ρ̇(a) = β̃( √ ξ)^{−1} ∗ β̃(ξ) r ∗ ρ(a) = β̃( √ ξ)^{−1} · β̃(ξ) ∗ a = β̃( √ ξ)^{−1} · β̃(ξ) · β̃( √ ξ)^{−1} ∗ ȧ = ȧ. □ The functor of gerbes E_ϵ(G̃) → E_ϵ(T̃) sends z̄ to x̄ and induces an L-morphism,

Z̃∨ π_1(E_ϵ(G̃), z̄) Gal_S

T̃ ∨ π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄) Gal_S =

In this way we view π_1(E_ϵ(G̃), z̄) as a subset of π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄).

Proposition 5.11. Suppose that ϕ: z̄ →^γz̄ is an element of π_1(E_ϵ(G̃), z̄) lying over γ ∈ Gal_S . Suppose that ẇ = r_β (ee^−e) arises from a relative root β as in the previous lemma, and choose ρ̇: x̄ → Int(ẇ)x̄ and ȧ ∈ H_{s̄} as in that lemma. Then I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ = ϕ. Proof. We continue to work in the geometric fibre throughout this proof. Note that ȧ ∈ H and every point of H can be expressed as τ̂ ∗ ȧ for some τ̂ ∈ T̂ . Since ρ̇(ȧ) = ȧ, we have for all τ̂ ∈ T̂ , ρ̇(τ̂ ∗ ȧ) = w^{−1}(τ̂) ∗ ȧ. Since ρ̇ intertwines h and ẇ ∘ h, we find that h(ȧ) = ẇ(h(ρ̇(ȧ))) = ẇ(h(ȧ)).

Now we consider an isomorphism ϕ: z̄ →^γz̄ in the gerbe E_ϵ(G̃). Such an isomorphism can be written as a contraction ϕ = t^∨ ∧ ϕ_0, where ϕ_0 : x̄ →^γx̄ is an isomorphism in^n √ Spl (D_{Q,n}) and t^∨ ∈ T̃^∨ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, C^× ).

The object^γz̄ is equal to (^γ H,^γ h,^γ j), where^γ H is the torsor with the same underlying sheaf of sets H, and torsor structure given by τ̂ ∗_γ a = γ^{−1}(τ̂) ∗ a for all a ∈ H.

The isomorphism ϕ_0, viewed as a morphism of T̂ -torsors from H to^γ H lying over γ : T̂ → T̂ , satisfies ϕ_0(ȧ) = f̂ ∗ ȧ for some f̂ ∈ T̂ . For all τ̂ ∈ T̂ ,

ϕ_0(τ̂ ∗ ȧ) = γ^{−1}(τ̂) ∗ f̂ ∗ ȧ.

58 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

The isomorphism ϕ = t^∨ ∧ ϕ_0 is therefore determined by the element

t^∨ ∧ f̂ ∈ T̃^∨ ∧_{T̂[n]} T̂ = T̃ ∨ × T̂ ⟨(ϵ(ζ), ζ^{−1}) : ζ ∈ T̂_{[n]}⟩ . Recall that j : p_∗H → μ_∗Whit is an isomorphism in the gerbe E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃). Since ϕ is an isomorphism in E_ϵ(G̃), the following diagram commutes in E^{sc}_ϵ (T̃).

p_∗H μ_∗Whit

p_∗^γ H μ_∗Whit jp^∗ϕγ γ j

The commutativity of this diagram is equivalent to the fact that t^∨ ∧ f̂ ∈ Ker ( p: T̃^∨ ∧_{T̂[n]} T̂ → T̃^∨_{sc} ∧_{T̂sc,[n]} T̂_{sc} ) . Note that T̂ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, F̄^×) and T̃^∨ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, C^× ), and they are contracted over T̂_{[n]} = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, μ_n) via ϵ. The map p is given by restricting homomorphisms from Y_{Q,n} to Y^{sc}_{Q,n}. Recall that {α_1, . . . , α_ℓ} are the roots restricting to the given relative root β.

Since t^∨ ∧ f̂ ∈ Ker(p), there exist ζ_i ∈ μ_n for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, such that t^∨(α̃^∨_i ) = ϵ(ζ_i)^{−1}, f̂(α̃^∨_i ) = ζ_i.

For each y ∈ Y_{Q,n} the simple root reflection acts by w_{αi} (y) = y − ⟨α̃_i, y⟩α̃^∨_i . Therefore, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, we have w_{αi} (t^∨) = t^∨ · α̃_i(ϵ(ζ_i))^{−1}, w_{αi} (f̂) = f̂ · α̃_i(ζ_i).

Here α̃_i(ζ_i) denotes the element of T̂_{[n]} = Hom(Y_{Q,n}, μ_n) given by α̃_i(ζ_i)(y) = ζ^{⟨α̃i ,y⟩}_i , and similarly α̃_i(ϵ(ζ_i)) is an element of T̃^∨_{[n]}.

Hence, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, we have w_{αi} (t^∨ ∧ f̂) = t^∨ · α̃_i(ϵ(ζ_i))^{−1} ∧ f̂ · α̃_i(ζ_i) = t^∨ ∧ f̂.

As w = ∏_ℓ i=1 w_{αi} , we have w(t^∨ ∧ f̂) = t^∨ ∧ f̂.

Now we compute I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ_0(ȧ) = [_γ ρ̇^{−1} ∘ Int(ẇ)ϕ_0 ∘ ρ̇ ] (ȧ) = ρ̇^{−1} (ϕ_0 (ρ̇(ȧ))) = ρ̇^{−1} (ϕ_0(ȧ)) = ρ̇^{−1} ( f̂ ∗ ȧ ) = w(f̂) ∗ ȧ = w(f̂) · f̂^{−1} ∗ ϕ_0(ȧ).

Therefore, I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ_0 = w(f̂) f̂ ∗ ϕ^0.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 59

Since ϕ = t^∨ ∧ ϕ_0, we compute I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ = I(ẇ, ρ̇)(t^∨ ∧ ϕ_0) = w(t^∨) ∧ I(ẇ, ρ̇)ϕ_0 = w(t^∨) ∧ ( w(f̂) f̂ ∗ ϕ^0 )

= t^∨ w(t^∨) t^∨ ∧ ( w(f̂) f̂ ∗ ϕ^0 )

= t^∨ ∧ ϕ_0 = ϕ.

The last step follows from the identity w(t^∨) ∧ w(f̂) = t^∨ ∧ f̂. □ Remark 5.12. The notation may be difficult to follow in the above argument. In the contraction of torsors T̃^∨ ∧_{T̂[n]} Hom(x̄,^γx̄), we have

τ^∨_1 ∧ (û_1 ∗ ϕ_0) = τ^∨_2 ∧ (û_2 ∗ ϕ_0)

whenever τ^∨_1 ∧ u_1 = τ^∨_2 ∧ u_2 in T̃^∨ ∧_{T̂[n]} T̂ .

Theorem 5.13. For any w ∈ W^{GalS} , the L-morphism^L Int(ẇ):^LT̃ →^LT̃ is naturally isomorphic to the L-morphism Int(w^∨).

Proof. Suppose first that ẇ = r_β (ee^−e), and ρ̇ is chosen as in the previous proposition. Then the L-morphism

I(ẇ, ρ̇): π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄) → π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), x̄)

restricts to the identity on π_1(E_ϵ(G̃), z̄).

The Weyl action on (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F is also trivial, and so we find that the L-morphism

L Int(ẇ):^LT̃_{x̄} →^LT̃_{x̄}

restricts to the identity on^LZ̃_{z̄}. (Strictly speaking,^L Int(ẇ) is only defined up to natural isomorphism; but fixing ρ̇ defines^L Int(ẇ) on the nose.)

The semidirect product decomposition,

LT̃_{x̄} =^L Z̃_{z̄} ⋉ T̃ ∨ ⟨(u, u^{−1}) : u ∈ z̃^∨⟩ , implies that there is a unique L-morphism from^LT̃_{x̄} to itself which acts as the identity on^LZ̃_{z̄} and acts via Int(w^∨) = Int(w)^∨ on T̃^∨. Proposition 5.8 implies that L Int(ẇ) is naturally isomorphic to Int(w^∨).

Since W^{GalS} is generated by relative root reflections (for relative roots β such that 2β is not a relative root), we find that^L Int(ẇ) is naturally isomorphic to Int(w^∨) for all w ∈ W^{GalS} . □

60 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Part 2. Genuine representations

In this part, we review basic facts about the ϵ-genuine representations (admissible and automorphic) of covering groups G̃. Most of these facts are corollaries of previous works by many authors, consolidated and organized for convenience. However, a new feature of representation theory is the organization of representations into pouches based on their character. As we review features of the ϵ-genuine representation theory, we introduce corresponding features of L-groups.

6. Local fields

Let F be a local field, and let G be a quasisplit reductive group over F . Let n be a positive integer and let G̃ = (G^′, n) be a degree n cover of G over F (Definition 1.2). Fix an injective character ϵ: μ_n → C^× .

The cover G̃ yields a short exact sequence (6.1) K_2(F ) → G^′(F ) ↠ G(F ).

Define G = G(F ). The Hilbert symbol provides a homomorphism Hilb_n : K_2(F ) → μ_n. (When F ∼= C , the Hilbert symbol is trivial; otherwise the Hilbert symbol is surjective). Pushing out (6.1) via Hilb_n yields a central extension of groups (6.2) μ_n → G̃ ↠ G. As a topological group, G̃ is described in [B-D, Construction 10.3]. When F is nonarchimedean, G̃ is a totally disconnected locally compact group. When F is archimedean, G̃ is a real-reductive group in the sense of Harish-Chandra. When F ∼= C , the Hilbert symbol is trivial, and the extension G̃ → G splits canonically.

Let K be a maximal compact subgroup of G, and let K̃ denote its preimage in G̃. Then K̃ is a maximal compact subgroup of G̃. Define Π(K̃) to be the set of equivalence classes of continuous irreducible finite-dimensional representations of K̃ on complex vector spaces (the irreps of K̃).

Definition 6.1. Suppose that F is nonarchimedean. An admissible representation of G̃ is a pair (π, V ) where V is a complex vector space and π : G̃ → GL(V ) is a group homomorphism, such that

(1) For all [χ] ∈ Π(K̃), the (K̃, [χ])-isotypic subspace V_{[χ]} is finite-dimensional; (2) As a representation of K̃, V = ⨁ [χ]∈Π(K̃) V[χ]. When F is archimedean, write g for the complexified Lie algebra of G̃; this is naturally identified with the complexified Lie algebra of G.

Definition 6.2. Suppose that F is archimedean. An admissible representation of G̃ will mean an admissible (g, K̃)-module V . In particular, V decomposes as a direct sum of finite-dimensional K̃-isotypic representations, V = ⨁ [χ]∈Π(K̃) V[χ] as

in the nonarchimedean case.

In both nonarchimedean and archimedean cases, an admissible representation V of G̃ is called ϵ-genuine if for all ζ ∈ μ_n and all v ∈ V , we have π(ζ)v = ϵ(ζ) · v. Note that μ_n ⊂ K̃, so an admissible representation is ϵ-genuine if and only if all of its K̃-isotypic components are ϵ-genuine. Define Π_ϵ(G̃) (or Π_ϵ(G̃/F ) in case of confusion) to be the set of equivalence classes of irreducible admissible ϵ-genuine representations of G̃.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 61

In the nonarchimedean case, write H_ϵ(G̃) for the convolution algebra H_ϵ(G̃) = {f ∈ C^∞_c (G̃) : f(ζg̃) = ϵ(ζ) · f(g̃) for all ζ ∈ μ_n, g̃ ∈ G̃}. Here we fix a Haar measure on G̃, and convolution is given by [f_1 ∗ f_2](g) = ∫ G f_1(x) · f_2(x^{−1}g)dx.

As f_1 and f_2 are “ϵ-genuine functions,” the integrand is a well-defined function on G = G̃/μ_n. In the archimedean case, write H_ϵ(G̃) for the convolution algebra of ϵ-genuine, left and right K̃-finite distributions on G̃ supported on K̃. In both cases, we have a faithful functor from the category of admissible ϵ-genuine representations of G̃ to the category of (nondegenerate) H_ϵ(G̃)-modules.

6.1. Unitary, discrete series, and tempered representations. Definition 6.3. A unitary representation of G̃ is a pair (π, V̂ ), where V̂ is a separable Hilbert space, and π : G̃ → U(V̂ ) is an action of G̃ on V̂ by unitary transformations, such that the resulting map G̃ × V̂ → V̂ is continuous.

A unitary representation (π, V̂ ) of G̃ is called irreducible if the only closed G̃- invariant subspaces of V̂ are 0 and V̂ . Write Π^{unit}_ϵ (G̃) for the set of equivalence classes of irreducible ϵ-genuine unitary representations of G̃.

The following theorem combines a few fundamental results, essentially due to Harish-Chandra. See [Wal88] for proofs in the (more difficult) archimedean case. Theorem 6.4. If (π, V̂ ) is an irreducible unitary representation of G̃, then the subspace V ⊂ V̂ of K̃-finite vectors inherits the structure of an irreducible admissible representation of G̃. This defines an injective function, Π^{unit}_ϵ (G̃) → Π_ϵ(G̃).

Definition 6.5. Suppose that (π, V̂ ) is an irreducible unitary ϵ-genuine representation of G̃. For all v_1, v_2 ∈ V̂ , the matrix coefficient m_{v1,v2} : G̃ → C is the function m_{v1,v2} (g) = ⟨v_1, π(g)v_2⟩. We say that (π, V̂ ) is a discrete series (respectively, tempered) representation if for all K̃-finite vectors v_1, v_2 ∈ V̂ ,

m_{v1 ,v2} ∈ L^2(G̃/Z(G̃)), (resp., L^{2+ϵ}(G̃/Z(G̃)) for all ϵ > 0).

Write Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) (respectively Π^{temp}_ϵ (G̃)) for the set of equivalence classes of discrete series (resp. tempered) ϵ-genuine unitary representations of G̃.

In this way, we organize the irreducible admissible ϵ-genuine representations of G̃ in a nested fashion.

Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) ⊂ Π^{temp}_ϵ (G̃) ⊂ Π^{unit}_ϵ (G̃) ⊂ Π_ϵ(G̃).

This mirrors the familiar “uncovered” case, where there are inclusions, Π^{disc}(G) ⊂ Π^{temp}(G) ⊂ Π^{unit}(G) ⊂ Π(G).

62 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

6.2. Tori. In previous papers [Wei09] [Wei15], we have studied the ϵ-genuine representations of covers of tori over local and global fields. Here we review the main results over local fields. Let T be a torus over a local field F , and let T̃ be a degree n cover of T. The resulting central extension μ_n → T̃ ↠ T is a “Heisenberg” type group, and its irreducible representations are therefore determined by their central character. Let Z(T̃ ) denote the center of T̃ . For any [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(T̃), let χ_{[π]} be its central character. Then we have

χ_{[π]} ∈ Hom_ϵ(Z(T̃ ), C^× ),

the set of ϵ-genuine continuous homomorphisms.

Theorem 6.6. The map [π] → χ_{[π]} gives a bijection Π_ϵ(T̃)^∼−→ Hom_ϵ(Z(T̃ ), C^× ).

Proof. A proof of this analogue of the Stone von-Neumann theorem can be found in [Wei09, Theorem 3.1] and [Ada+07, Proposition 2.2] (for the archimedean case). □ Let Y be the cocharacter lattice of T. Let Q be the first Brylinski-Deligne invariant of the cover T̃, and define Y_{Q,n} = {y ∈ Y : n^{−1}B_Q(y, y^′) ∈ Z for all y^′ ∈ Y }, as in [Wei09]. Write T_{Q,n} for the F -torus with cocharacter lattice Y_{Q,n}. The inclusion Y_{Q,n} → Y corresponds to an isogeny T_{Q,n} → T, and we define C^†(T ) = Im(T_{Q,n}(F ) → T(F )). Define C(T̃ ) for the preimage of C^†(T ) in T̃ . The group C(T̃ ) is called the central core of T̃ .

The following result is contained in [Wei09, Theorem 1.3].

Theorem 6.7. C(T̃ ) is a finite-index subgroup of Z(T̃ ). If T is split then C(T̃ ) = Z(T̃ ).

Let T̃_{Q,n} be the pullback of the cover T̃ to T_{Q,n}. Then T̃_{Q,n} is abelian and C(T̃ ) = Im(T̃_{Q,n} → T̃ ). If [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(T̃), then define ω_π ∈ Π_ϵ(T̃_{Q,n}) to be the pullback of the central character of π to T̃_{Q,n}. The character ω_π is called the central core character of [π].

Definition 6.8. If [π_1], [π_2] ∈ Π_ϵ(T̃), we say that [π_1] and [π_2] belong to the same pouch if they share the same central core character. In other words, pouches for covers of tori are the fibres of the central core character map

ω : Π_ϵ(T̃) → Π_ϵ(T̃_{Q,n}).

If T is split, then the pouches are singletons. The image of ω is a subject for another paper.

On the L-group side, note that the map T̃_{Q,n} → T̃ is well-aligned. Hence it corresponds to an L-morphism, T̃^{∨ L}T̃ GalF

T̃ ∨_{Q,n} LT̃_{Q,n} Gal_F =

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 63

Here the dual groups T̃^∨ and T̃^∨_{Q,n} are both equal to Hom(Y_{Q,n}, C^× ), the homomorphism T̃^∨ → T̃^∨_{Q,n} is the identity, and the above diagram is an L-isomorphism. Hence there is a natural bijection of Weil parameters,

Lω : Π_ϵ(T̃) → Π_ϵ(T̃_{Q,n}).

6.3. Central core character. An element g ∈ G is called regular semisimple if it is semisimple and the neutral component of its centralizer Z^∘_G(g) is a maximal torus in G. In this case, g is certainly an element of this maximal torus since it centralizes the maximal torus. Write G^{reg} for the locus of regular semisimple elements of G = G(F ); this is a dense open subset of G. Define G̃^{reg} to be the preimage of G^{reg} in G̃.

Let S = Z^∘(G) be the neutral component of the center of G, i.e., the maximal torus contained in the center of G. Let S̃ the degree n cover of S obtained by pulling back G̃. If T is any maximal torus of G, then S ⊂ T. The cocharacter lattice of S is naturally identified with the sublattice Y^W of Weyl-invariants in Y . Define Y^W_{Q,n} = Y_{Q,n} ∩ Y^W , and let S_{Q,n} be the F -torus with cocharacter lattice Y^W_{Q,n}. The inclusion Y^W_{Q,n} → Y^W corresponds to an F -isogeny S_{Q,n} → S, and we define C^†(G) = Im(S_{Q,n}(F ) → S(F )).

Definition 6.9. The central core of G̃ is the preimage C(G̃) of C^†(G) in G̃.

Alternatively, pulling back G̃ yields a cover S̃_{Q,n} and a continuous map S̃_{Q,n} → S̃. The central core of G̃ is the image:

C(G̃) = Im ( S̃_{Q,n} → S̃ ) . Note that

Y^W_{Q,n} ⊂ (Y^W )_{Q,n} = {y_1 ∈ Y^W : B_Q(y_1, y_2) ∈ nZ for all y_2 ∈ Y^W }.

It follows that C^†(G) ⊂ C^†(S), and so C(G̃) ⊂ C(S̃).

Proposition 6.10. The central core C(G̃) is a finite-index subgroup of Z(G̃).

Proof. Suppose that g ∈ G^{reg}, and let T = Z^∘_G(g) denote the neutral component of its centralizer (a maximal F -torus in G). Since Y^W_{Q,n} ⊂ Y_{Q,n} ⊂ Y , we find that C(G̃) ⊂ Z(T̃ ), by Theorem 6.7. Hence if g̃ ∈ G̃^{reg} is a lift of g, then g̃ ∈ T̃ , and so C(G̃) commutes with g̃. Since C(G̃) commutes with every regular semisimple element g̃ ∈ G̃^{reg}, the density of G̃^{reg} in G̃ implies that C(G̃) ⊂ Z(G̃).

Since the isogeny S_{Q,n} → S has degree coprime to the characteristic of F , the image C^†(G) has finite index in S. We find a chain of subgroups of G and finiteindex inclusions C^†(G) ⊂ S ⊂ Z(G). Writing Z^†(G) for the image of Z(G̃) in G, we have C^†(G) ⊂ Z^†(G) ⊂ Z(G) and therefore C^†(G) has finite index in Z^†(G). Thus C(G̃) has finite index in Z(G̃). □

Definition 6.11. For any [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃), let ω_π be the pullback of the central character of [π] to S̃_{Q,n}. The character ω_π ∈ Π_ϵ(S̃_{Q,n}) is called the central core character of [π].

64 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

In this way, the central core character provides a map,

ω : Π_ϵ(G̃) → Π_ϵ(S̃_{Q,n}).

Observe that the map S̃_{Q,n} → G̃ is well-aligned. Therefore, it induces an Lmorphism,

G̃∨ LG̃ Gal_F

S̃∨_{Q,n} LS̃_{Q,n} Gal_F =

Hence there is a natural map of Weil parameters, generalizing the case of tori,

Lω : Π_ϵ(G̃) → Π_ϵ(S̃_{Q,n}).

6.4. Characters and pouches. Just as we partitioned Π_ϵ(T̃) into pouches, we can partition Π_ϵ(G̃) into pouches using the character distribution (occasionally assuming char(F ) = 0). When [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃), the character of [π] is a conjugationinvariant distribution Tr[π] on G̃. Let Θ_π denote the restriction of [π] to G̃^{reg}, i.e., to test functions supported in the regular locus. The following theorem in harmonic analysis is a result of many extensions to a deep result of Harish-Chandra.

Theorem 6.12. Θ_π coincides, after choice of Haar measure, with a smooth (real analytic in the archimedean case, locally constant in the nonarchimedean case) function on G̃^{reg}. In other words, there exists a smooth function Θ_π : G̃^{reg} → C such that for every test function f ∈ C^∞_c (G̃^{reg}) we have

Tr[π](f) = ∫ G̃reg Θ_π(x)f(x)dx. Proof. The key ideas are in the work of Harish-Chandra for semisimple groups at first; see [HC55]. The idea extends in a straightforward way for real-reductive groups in the Harish-Chandra class (including our covering groups); see [Wal88, §8.4.1] for a treatment. For a large class of p-adic groups, see Clozel [Clo87]; the extension to covering groups requires no new ideas. In characteristic p, we refer to Gopal Prasad’s appendix to [AD04] and the treatment of Bushnell and Henniart [BH96, Corollary A.11]. □

Theorem 6.13. Suppose that F has characteristic zero. If [π_1], [π_2] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃) and Θ_{π1} = Θ_{π2} , then [π_1] = [π_2]. In other words, the character distribution, restricted to the regular locus, determines the isomorphism class of a genuine irreducible representation.

Proof. The character Tr[π] determines the equivalence class [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃). This result follows from [Kna01, §X.1, Theorem 10.6] when F is archimedean, and from [BZ76, Corollary 2.20] when F is nonarchimedean. In characteristic zero, it is known [Li12, Corollaire 4.3.3] that the character distribution Tr[π] is locally integrable, and determined by the function Θ_π: for all test functions f ∈ C^∞_c (G̃) (not necessarily supported on the regular locus!),

Tr[π](f) = ∫ G̃reg Θ_π(x)f(x)dx. □

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 65

Remark 6.14. If F has characteristic p ≠ 0, the local integrability of characters is an open question (see Rodier [Rod85] and Lemaire [Lem04] for two cases where the characters are proven locally integrable). For this reason, in characteristic p, we do not know whether each equivalence class [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃) is determined by Θ_π.

Definition 6.15. Suppose that x̃ ∈ G̃^{reg}, mapping to x ∈ G^{reg}. Let T = Z^∘_G(x) be the maximal torus centralizing x. We say that x̃ is genuinely supportive if x̃ ∈ Z(T̃ ). Let G̃^{greg} denote the set of genuinely supportive elements of G̃^{reg}.

Proposition 6.16. If [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃) then Θ_π is supported on G̃^{greg}.

Proof. Θ_π is a conjugation-invariant function on G̃^{reg}. If x̃ ∈ G̃^{reg} and x̃ is not genuinely supportive, then there exists t ∈ T ⊂ Z_G(x) and ζ ∈ μ_n such that Int(t)x̃ = ζ · x̃, and 1 ≠ ζ.

It follows that Θ_π(x̃) = Θ_π(Int(t)x̃) = ϵ(ζ) · Θ_π(x̃). Hence Θ_π(x) = 0. □ For purposes of parameterization, it seems appropriate to place irreducible representations in the same “pouch” if their characters agree on a locus called the “regular core.”

Definition 6.17. Suppose that x̃ ∈ G^{reg}, mapping to x ∈ G^{reg}. Let T = Z^∘_G(x). We say that x̃ is in the regular core of G if x̃ ∈ C(T̃ ), the central core of T̃ . Define G̃creg to be the regular core of G̃.

Write G^{creg} for the image of G̃^{creg} in G. Since C(T̃ ) ⊂ Z(T̃ ), we find that C(G̃) ∩ G̃^{reg} ⊂ G̃^{creg} ⊂ G̃^{greg}.

The following definition generalizes Definition 6.8 from tori to reductive groups.

Definition 6.18. Suppose that [π_1], [π_2] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃). We say that [π_1] and [π_2] belong to the same pouch if Θ_{π1} and Θ_{π2} (functions on G̃^{reg} by Theorem 6.12) coincide on G̃^{creg}.

Lemma 6.19. Assume that F has characteristic zero. Suppose that [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃). Then there exists g̃ ∈ G̃^{creg} such that Θ_π(g̃) ≠ 0.

Proof. From [Li12, Théorème 4.3.2], in characteristic zero, there exists an open neighborhood 0 ∈ U ⊂ g_F in the Lie algebra of G on which the local character expansion of Harish-Chandra and Howe is valid:

Θ_π(exp(X)) = ∑ O c_O(π) · μ̂_O(X), for all X ∈ U ∩ g^{reg}_F .

Here g^{reg} denotes the regular semisimple locus. We use the fact that the cover G̃ → G splits over an open subgroup, and any two such splittings coincide on a (possibly smaller) open subgroup. This allows us to interpret exp(X) as an element of G̃, when X is close to 0 ∈ g_F .

On the other hand, for any maximal torus T ⊂ G, the subgroup C(T̃ ) is open of finite index in T̃ . There are finitely many G(F )-conjugacy classes of F -rational maximal tori in G. It follows that for a sufficiently small open neighborhood 0 ∈ U ⊂ g_F , exp(U ∩ g^{reg}) ⊂ G̃^{creg}.

Hence, if Θ_π(g̃) = 0 for all G̃^{creg}, then we find that c_O(π) = 0 for all nilpotent orbits O. But this cannot occur; the character Θ_π of an irreducible admissible representation cannot vanish in a neighborhood of the identity. □

66 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Proposition 6.20. Suppose that F has characteristic zero. If [π_1] and [π_2] belong to the same pouch in Π_ϵ(G̃), then the central core character of [π_1] equals the central core character of [π_2].

Proof. Fix an element g̃ ∈ G̃^{creg} for which Θ_{π1} (g̃) ≠ 0. If c̃ ∈ C(G̃), we claim that c̃ · g̃ ∈ G̃^{creg} as well. Indeed, since c̃ ∈ C(G̃) and C(G̃) ⊂ Z(G̃), we find that T = Z^∘_G(g̃) = Z^∘_G(c̃ · g̃). In particular, c̃ · g̃ ∈ G̃^{reg}. Since g̃ ∈ C(T̃ ) and c̃ ∈ C(G̃) ⊂ C(T̃ ), we find that c̃ · g̃ ∈ C(T̃ ). Thus c̃ · g̃ ∈ G̃^{creg} as claimed.

We now find that ω_{π1} (c̃) · Θ_{π1} (g̃) = Θ_{π1} (c̃ · g̃) = Θ_{π2} (c̃ · g̃) = ω_{π2} (c̃) · Θ_{π2} (g̃) = ω_{π2} (c̃) · Θ_{π1} (g̃).

Hence ω_{π1} (c̃) = ω_{π2} (c̃). □ 6.5. Twisting. Let ξ : G → C^× be a smooth homomorphism. Then ξ pulls back to a smooth character of G̃ as well. When [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃), the twist [ξ · π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃) as well. This gives an action Tw : Hom(G, C^× ) × Π_ϵ(G̃) → Π_ϵ(G̃).

It is possible that [π] = [ξ · π], even if ξ is nontrivial.

Definition 6.21. Let ξ : G → C^× be a smooth homomorphism. We say that ξ is genuinely trivial if ξ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G^{greg}. We say that ξ is core-trivial if ξ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G^{creg}.

Proposition 6.22. Assume that F has characteristic zero. Suppose that [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃) and ξ ∈ Hom(G, C^× ) is genuinely trivial. Then [π] = [ξ · π]. Proof. If ξ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G^{greg}, then Θ_π(g̃) = Θ_π(g̃) · ξ(g) = Θ_{ξ·π}(g̃) for all g̃ ∈ G̃^{greg} mapping to g ∈ G^{greg}. But Θ_π and Θ_{ξ·π} are supported on G̃^{greg}, and so we find that Θ_π = Θ_{ξ·π}. Hence [π] = [ξ · π] by Theorem 6.13. □ Proposition 6.23. Suppose that [π] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃) and ξ ∈ Hom(G, C^× ) is core-trivial. Then [π] and [ξ · π] belong to the same pouch.

Proof. This follows almost from the definition; if ξ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G^{creg} then Θ_π(g̃) = Θ_π(g̃) · ξ(g) = Θ_{ξ·π}(g̃) for all g̃ ∈ G̃^{creg} mapping to g ∈ G^{creg}. Hence [π] and [ξ · π] belong to the same pouch. □ On the dual group side, let Z^∨ = Hom(Y/Y^{sc}, C^× ) denote the center of the dual group G^∨. If η ∈ H^1(W_F , Z^∨), then one may associate a character ξ ∈ Hom(G, C^× ). Let Z̃^∨ = Hom(Y_{Q,n}/Y^{sc}_{Q,n}, C^× ) denote the center of the dual group G̃∨. Then restriction gives a Galois-equivariant homomorphism Z∨ → Z̃∨, and thus a homomorphism H^1(W_F , Z^∨) → H^1(W_F , Z̃^∨).

Twisting a^LG̃-valued Weil parameter by a Z̃^∨-valued cocycle, we find a map L Tw : H^1(W_F , Z^∨) × Φ_ϵ(G̃) → Φ_ϵ(G̃).

We might expect η ∈ H^1(W_F , Z^∨) to correspond to a core-trivial character ξ ∈ Hom(G, C^× ), if its image in H^1(W_F , Z̃^∨) is trivial.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 67

6.6. Langlands classification. Let B be a Borel subgroup of G, defined over F . Let A be a maximal F -split torus in G, whose centralizer T is a maximal torus in B. Let Φ_F = Φ_F (G, A) be the resulting set of relative roots, and Φ^+_F the positive roots determined by B, and Δ_F the simple positive roots therein. Our treatment of the Langlands classification closely follows Ban and Jantzen [BJ13], who extend the Langlands classification to coverings of p-adic groups.

A standard parabolic will mean an F -parabolic subgroup of G containing B. If P = MN is a standard parabolic subgroup of G, write Δ_{F,M} ⊂ Δ_F for the corresponding set of simple roots. Let A_M be the maximal split torus contained in the center of M, a subgroup of A. Define a^∗_M = Hom_F (M, G_m) ⊗_ZR. Restriction of a character from M to A_M extends to an identification of real vector spaces,

a^∗_M = Hom_F (M, G_m) ⊗_ZR ≡ Hom(A_M , G_m) ⊗_ZR.

An inclusion of standard Levi subgroups L ⊂ M gives an inclusion A_M ⊂ A_L. The identifications above yield R-linear maps,

r^L_M : a^∗_L ↠ a^∗_M , i^L_M : a^∗_M → a^∗_L.

Write a^∗ = Hom(A, G_m) ⊗ R. We find an injective linear map i_M : a^∗_M → a^∗ and a surjective linear map r_M : a^∗ ↠ a^∗_M . The relative Weyl group W_F = W_F (G, A) acts on a^∗, and there is a unique-up-to-scaling W_F -invariant inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ on a^∗.

If ν = ξ ⊗ r ∈ a^∗_M is a basic tensor, and m̃ ∈ M̃ lies over m ∈ M, define exp(ν)m̃ = |ξ(m)|^r. This extends to give a homomorphism

exp: a^∗_M → Hom(M̃, R^×_{>0} ).

Elements exp(ν) ∈ Hom(M̃, R^×_{>0} ) are unramified characters of M̃.

Within the real vector space a^∗_M , define an open cone,

(a_M )^∗_+ = {ν ∈ a^∗_M : ⟨ν, r_M (α)⟩ > 0 for all α ∈ Δ_F − Δ_{F,M} }.

Now, fix a standard parabolic subgroup P = MN. The central extension K_2 → G^′ ↠ G splits uniquely over N, and thus we have a canonical splitting N → Ñ. Pulling back G̃ to covers P̃ and M̃, we find a semidirect product structure P̃ = M̃ ⋉ N. The adjoint action of M̃ on N has the same modular character δ_P as the adjoint action of M on N.

Suppose that (σ, Ĥ) is an ϵ-genuine irreducible unitary representation of M̃. Choose ν ∈ a^∗_M , so exp(ν): M̃ → R^×_{>0} is an unramified character. Let H be the subset of Ĥ consisting of smooth vectors. Define

I^∞(P̃, σ, ν) = {f : G̃ → H : f is smooth, and f(nm̃g̃) = δ_P (m̃)^{1/2}σ(m̃) exp(ν)(m̃) for all n ∈ N, m̃ ∈ M̃, g̃ ∈ G̃}. Let I(P̃, σ, ν) denote the space of K-finite vectors therein. We find that I(P̃, σ, ν) is an ϵ-genuine admissible representation of G̃. This is a result of Ban and Jantzen [BJ13, §3] in the nonarchimedean case, and follows from Borel and Wallach [BW00, §III.3.2] in the archimedean case.

68 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Theorem 6.24 (Langlands classification). If σ is an ϵ-genuine irreducible tempered representation of M̃ and ν ∈ (a_M )^∗_+, then the admissible representation I(P̃, σ, ν) has a unique irreducible quotient, which we call J(P̃, σ, ν). This J(P̃, σ, ν) is an ϵ-genuine irreducible admissible representation of G̃.

If π is an ϵ-genuine irreducible admissible representation of G̃, then there exists a unique triple (P, [σ], ν), where P = MN is a standard parabolic subgroup of G, [σ] is an equivalence class of ϵ-genuine irreducible tempered representations of M̃, and ν ∈ (a_M )^∗_+ such that π is equivalent to J(P̃, σ, ν).

Proof. For covering groups in the nonarchimedean case, this is the main result of Ban and Jantzen [BJ13, Theorem 1.1]. Their restrictions on the characteristic of F are unnecessary here as we work with covers G̃ coming from central extensions of G by K_2 rather than general topological extensions. Ban and Jantzen rely on the uniqueness of a splitting of Ñ → N, whereas we can exploit the uniqueness of a splitting of N^′ → N in the algebraic category.

Indeed, for the canonical splitting can: N → Ñ, and every m ∈ M, we have

Int(m)^{−1} ∘ can ∘ Int(m) = can,

since both arise from algebraic splittings of K_2 → N^′ ↠ N. This suffices to demonstrate that [BJ13, Lemma 2.7, Proposition 2.11] hold in arbitrary characteristic, for our class of covers.

Similarly, if U ⊂ G is any unipotent subgroup, and a ∈ G centralizes U, then the canonical splitting can: U → Ũ satisfies

Int(a) ∘ can = can .

This suffices to demonstrate that [BJ13, Lemma 2.13] holds in arbitrary characteristic, for our class of covers. Thus the main results of [BJ13] hold in arbitrary characteristic, for the nonarchimedean covering groups considered in this paper.

In the archimedean case, we refer to Borel and Wallach [BW00, IV, Corollary 4.6, Theorem 4.11] (based on earlier work of Harish-Chandra, Casselman, Miličić and Langlands). □ On the L-group side, a Weil parameter ϕ ∈ Φ_ϵ(G̃) is called tempered if its image is bounded, i.e., if the closure of its image in^LG̃ is compact. Recall from Section 5.7 that a parabolic subgroup P = MN yields an embedding of L-groups,

M̃ ∨ LM̃ Gal_F

G̃∨ LG̃ Gal_F =

This arises by pushing out an embedding of L-groups,

Z̃∨ LZ̃ Gal_F

Z̃∨_M LZ̃_M Gal_F =

Within Z̃^∨_M , let Z̃^∨_{M,hyp} be the subgroup of hyperbolic elements – those whose eigenvalues are positive real numbers. The following result gives a Langlands classification for parameters.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 69

Proposition 6.25. For all ϕ ∈ Φ_ϵ(G̃), there exists a unique triple (P, ϕ_M , η), where P = MN is a standard parabolic subgroup of G, ϕ_M ∈ Φ^{temp}_ϵ (M̃) is a tempered Weil parameter, and η ∈ H^1(W_F , Z̃^∨_{M,hyp}), such that ϕ is equivalent to η ∗ ϕ_M (the parameter obtained by twisting ϕ_M by η, then including^LM̃ →^LG̃).

Proof. The proof in the uncovered setting, sketched in various sources, and treated thoroughly by Silberger and Zink in [SZ14] carries over without significant changes. □ 7. Spherical representations

Now suppose that O the ring of integers in a nonarchimedean local field F , with residue field F_q . Let G be a quasisplit reductive group over O. Let A be a maximal O-split torus in G, and let T be the centralizer of A; then T is a maximal O-torus in G. Let B = TU be an O-Borel subgroup of G containing T. For convenience, let E/F be an unramified extension over which T splits, and let Fr be a generator of Gal(E/F ) which corresponds to the geometric Frobenius automorphism over F_q . Let Y be the cocharacter lattice of T, viewed as a Z[Fr]-module. Let X be the character lattice of T. Let W be the (absolute) Weyl group of G with respect to T. Note that Y^{Fr} is the group of cocharacters of the split torus A.

Let G̃ = (G^′, n) be a degree n cover of G over O; such covers are studied in [Wei14b]. The requirement that G̃ is defined over O implies that n divides q − 1. This “tameness” gives an exact sequence,

K_2(O) → K_2(F )^{Hilbn}−−−−↠ μ_n.

Define G^∘ = G(O) and G = G(F ). Pushing out G^′(F ) via Hilb_n, the central extension μ_n → G̃ ↠ G is endowed with a splitting over the hyperspecial maximal compact subgroup G^∘ ⊂ G. We view G^∘ as a subgroup of G̃ throughout. Similarly, we write T^∘ = T(O) and T = T(F ), and we find a central extension μ_n → T̃ ↠ T endowed with a splitting over T^∘. Define W^∘ = N_G∘ (T^∘)/T^∘. The inclusion N_G∘ (T^∘) → N_G(T)(O) yields an identification of W^∘ with W^{Fr}.

Fix an injective character ϵ: μ_n → C^× as usual. Suppose that (π, V ) is an irreducible admissible ϵ-genuine representation of G̃. We say that (π, V ) is spherical if the space of G^∘-fixed vectors V^{G∘} is nonzero. Define Π_ϵ(G̃/O) to be the set of equivalence classes of spherical irreducible admissible ϵ-genuine representations of G̃. 7.1. Hecke algebras. The ϵ-genuine spherical Hecke algebra, denoted H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) is the space of compactly supported functions f : G̃ → C which satisfy

f(ζk_1g̃k_2) = ϵ(ζ) · f(g̃) for all ζ ∈ μ_n, k_1, k_2 ∈ G^∘, g̃ ∈ G̃.

Here, we fix the Haar measure on G̃ for which G^∘ has measure 1. Then H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) is a subalgebra of H_ϵ(G̃),

H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) = char(G^∘) ∗ H_ϵ(G̃) ∗ char(G^∘).

When (π, V ) is a smooth ϵ-genuine spherical representation of G̃, the set V^{G∘} of G^∘-fixed vectors forms a module over the Hecke algebra H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘). In this way, Π_ϵ(G̃/O) is identified with the set of equivalence classes of irreducible H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘)- modules.

70 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

The support of H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) is

{g̃ ∈ G̃ : f(g̃) ≠ 0 for some f ∈ H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘)}.

Similarly, we may define the spherical Hecke algebra H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘), its support, and the set of its irreducible modules Π_ϵ(T̃/O).

The support of H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) is a set of the form μ_nG^∘ΛG^∘, for some subset Λ ⊂ G̃. The Cartan decomposition gives

G = G^∘Y^{Fr}G^∘;

in the sense that for any choice of uniformizing parameter ϖ, every element of G can be expressed as k_1y(ϖ)k_2 for some y ∈ Y^{Fr}. In this way, the support of H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) corresponds to a W^∘-stable subset of Y^{Fr}. We call this subset of Y^{Fr} the combinatorial support of H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘). Similarly, the support of H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘) is determined by its combinatorial support, a subset of Y^{Fr}.

The supports of H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) and H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘) are given by Mcnamara [McN12, Theorem 10.1], and by Wen Wei Li in [Li14, §3.2].

Proposition 7.1. The combinatorial supports of H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) and H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘) coincide. They equal Y^{Fr}_{Q,n}.

From [Li14, Lemma 3.2.3], it is known that the Hecke algebra H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘) is commutative. It is (noncanonically) isomorphic to a polynomial ring over C in r variables, where r is the rank of A. The support of H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘) is contained in the centralizer of T^∘ in T̃ (see [Wei15, §3.2]). It follows that W^∘ = N_G∘ (T^∘)/T^∘ acts on H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘) by the rule

wf(t̃) := f(ẇ^{−1}t̃ẇ) for all w ∈ W^∘ represented by ẇ ∈ N_G∘ (T^∘).

The Satake isomorphism is a ring homomorphism from the spherical Hecke algebra of an unramified p-adic reductive group to the corresponding Hecke algebra of a maximal torus. For covering groups, this has been considered by McNamara [McN12] and Wen Wei Li [Li14].

Write δ : T̃ → R^×_{>0} for the modular character for the adjoint action of T̃ on U. Suppose that f ∈ H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘). Define the Satake transform of f, a function Sf : T̃ → C , by [Sf](t̃) = δ(t̃)^{−1/2} ∫ U f(ut̃)du. From [Li14, Proposition 3.2.5], we have the following result.

Theorem 7.2. The Satake transform is a ring isomorphism from H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) to H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘)^{W ∘} .

Corollary 7.3. The Hecke algebra H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘) is a finitely-generated commutative C -algebra. If (π, V ) is an irreducible ϵ-genuine spherical representation of G̃, then V^{G∘} is one-dimensional.

Corollary 7.4. The Satake isomorphism defines a bijection,

Π_ϵ(G̃/O) ≡ Hom(H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘), C )^{S∗}−−→ Hom(H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘)^{W ∘} , C ) ≡ Π_ϵ(T̃/O)/W^{Fr}.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 71

In other words, the Satake isomorphism gives a bijection from the set of equivalence classes of ϵ-genuine spherical irreps of G̃ to the W^{Fr}-orbits on the set of equivalence classes of ϵ-genuine spherical irreps of T̃ . In applying the Satake isomorphism, the W^{Fr} action arises from the W^∘ action on the Hecke algebra. This coincides with another action described below.

For w ∈ W^{Fr}, conjugation by w defines a homomorphism Int(w): G → G, which restricts to a homomorphism Int(w): T → T. For any representative ẇ ∈ N_G(T)(O), we find a well-aligned homomorphism of covers from T̃ to itself, as in Section 2.6. K2 T^′ T

K_2 T^′ T

=Int(ẇ)

Int(w)

Pulling back via Int(ẇ), we find a map, Int(ẇ)^∗ : Π_ϵ(T̃/O) → Π_ϵ(T̃/O). Explicitly, if (π, V ) is an ϵ-genuine spherical irrep of T̃ , then Int(ẇ)^∗(π, V ) = (π ∘ ẇ^{−1}, V ), where

[π ∘ ẇ^{−1}](t̃) := π(ẇ^{−1}t̃ẇ).

If ẅ = ẇτ for some τ ∈ T^∘, then

π ∘ ẅ^{−1}(t̃) = π(ẅ^{−1}t̃ẅ) = π(τ^{−1}ẇ^{−1}t̃ẇτ) = π(τ)^{−1}[π ∘ ẅ^{−1}](t̃)π(τ).

Hence π(τ) gives an equivalence of representations from (π∘ẇ^{−1}, V ) to (π∘ẅ^{−1}, V ). Therefore, we find a well-defined map (independent of representative),

Int(w)^∗ : Π_ϵ(T̃/O) → Π_ϵ(T̃/O).

This gives an action of W^{Fr} on Π_ϵ(T̃/O) which coincides with the action obtained from the W^∘ action on the Hecke algebra H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘).

8. Automorphic representations

Now let F be a global field, V the set of places of F , and G a quasisplit reductive group over F . Write G_F = G(F ), G_v = G(F_v ) for all v ∈ V, and G_A = G(A ), where A denotes the ring of adeles of F .

Let G̃ = (G^′, n) be a degree n cover of G over F . We may assume (see [B-D, §10.4]) that G and G^′ are defined over the ring O_S of S-integers in F , for some finite subset S ⊂ V.

In this way, for every place v ∈ V, we find a central extension of locally compact groups, μ_n → G̃_v ↠ G_v , endowed with splittings G^∘_v = G_v (O_v ) → G̃_v for all v ∈ V − S. Define G̃_A to be the restricted direct product of the extensions G̃_v , with respect to the compact open subgroups G^∘_v (defined at almost all places). ⨁ v∈V μ_n → G̃_A ↠ G_A .

72 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Pushing out via the product map ⨁ v∈V μ_n → μ_n yields a central extension G̃_A as in the diagram below. ⨁ v∈V μ_n G̃_A G_A

μ_n G̃_A G_A Π =

As explained in [B-D, §10.4], μ_n → G̃_A ↠ G_A is a central extension of locally compact groups, split canonically over G_F . Write Z̃_A for the center of G̃_A . Then G_F is discrete in G̃_A and Z̃_A G_F \G̃_A has finite volume with respect to a G̃_A -invariant measure.

8.1. Admissible and unitary representations. Our approach to the admissible and automorphic representations of G̃_A coincides with the toral case in [Wei15, §4], based on Flath [Fla79] and Borel-Jacquet [BJ79]. Let A_{fin} be the finite adeles. Write G̃_{A fin} for the restricted direct product of G̃_v with respect to the compact open subgroups G^∘_v , where the product is indexed by only the nonarchimedean places v ∈ V_{fin}. Then G̃_{A fin} is a totally disconnected locally compact group, a central extension as below. ⨁ v∈V_{fin} μ_n → G̃_{A fin} ↠ G_{A fin} .

Let K̃_{fin} be an open compact subgroup of G̃_{A fin} .

Define the ϵ-genuine Hecke algebra,

H_{fin,ϵ} = {f ∈ C^∞_c (G̃_{A fin} ) : f((ζ_v ) · g̃) = ∏ v∈V_{fin} ϵ(ζ_v ) · f(g̃) for all (ζ_v ) ∈ ⨁ v∈V_{fin} μ_n, g̃ ∈ G̃_{A fin} }. As in [Fla79, Example 2], the Hecke algebra H_{fin,ϵ} is isomorphic to the tensor product of the ϵ-genuine Hecke algebras H_{v,ϵ} = H_ϵ(G̃_v ) with respect to the system of idempotents char(G^∘_v ) at almost all places. An admissible ϵ-genuine representation of G̃_{A fin} is a representation (π, V ) of G̃_{A fin} such that

π((ζ_v )g̃) = ∏ v∈V_{fin} ϵ(ζ_v ) · π(g̃), for all (ζ_v ) ∈ ⨁ v∈V_{fin} μ_n, g̃ ∈ G̃_{A fin} , and which decomposes as a direct sum of irreducible representations of K̃_{fin}, each occurring with finite multiplicity.

The commutativity of the spherical Hecke algebras H(G̃_v , G^∘_v) at almost all places implies the factorization of irreducible admissible representations. The following is adapted from [Wei15, Proposition 4.1], and is a direct result of [Fla79, Theorem 2].

Proposition 8.1. For every irreducible admissible ϵ-genuine representation π_{fin} of G̃_{A fin} , there exists a unique family of equivalence classes ([π_v ])_{v∈Vfin} of irreducible

admissible ϵ-genuine representations of each G̃_v , such that π_v is spherical for almost all v ∈ V_{fin} and π_{fin} is isomorphic to the restricted tensor product of representations ⨂ v∈V_{fin} πv with respect to some choice of nonzero spherical vectors at almost all

places.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 73

At the archimedean places v ∈ V_∞, we have Lie groups μ_n → G̃_v ↠ G_v ; for each such place, choose a maximal compact subgroup K_v with pullback K̃_v ⊂ G̃_v . Let g_v denote the complexified Lie algebra of G_v. The admissible ϵ-genuine representations of G̃_v (i.e. admissible ϵ-genuine (g_v, K̃_v)-modules) may be identified with the admissible modules over H_{v,ϵ} = H_ϵ(G̃_v ) – the algebra of ϵ-genuine, left and right K̃_v-finite distributions on G̃_v with support in K̃_v. Define H_{∞,ϵ} = ⨂_{v∈V∞} H_{v,ϵ}.

An ϵ-genuine admissible representation of G̃_A is an admissible module over the Hecke algebra H_{A,ϵ} := H_{fin,ϵ} ⊗ H_{∞,ϵ}.

A unitary representation of G̃_A will mean a continuous representation of G̃_A by unitary operators on a Hilbert space. As in [Wei15, §4], following [Fla79, Theorem 4] and Moore [Moo65, Lemma 6.3], the unitary representations of G̃_A can be factored as Hilbert space tensor products of unitary representations at all places (spherical almost everywhere). We summarize the results in the following theorem.

Theorem 8.2. The restricted tensor product gives a bijection between two sets:

• the set of families ([π_v ])_{v∈V} , where [π_v] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃/F_v) for all v ∈ V and [π_v ] ∈ Π_ϵ(G̃/O_v) for almost all v ∈ V_{fin};

• the set of irreducible admissible ϵ-genuine representations of G̃_A . Similarly, in the unitary setting, we find a bijection between two sets:

• the set of families ([π_v ])_{v∈V} , where [π_v ] ∈ Π^{unit}_ϵ (G̃/F_v) for all v ∈ V and [π_v ] ∈ Π^{unit}_ϵ (G̃/O_v) for almost all v ∈ V_{fin};

• the set of irreducible admissible ϵ-genuine unitary representations of G̃_A .

8.2. Automorphic representations.

Definition 8.3. An ϵ-genuine automorphic central character (ϵ-genuine ACC, for short) for G̃_A is a continuous homomorphism χ: Z̃_A → C^× such that χ is trivial on G_F ∩ Z̃_A and the restriction of χ to μ_n coincides with ϵ.

Proposition 8.4. Every ϵ-genuine ACC χ: Z̃_A → C^× extends uniquely to a continuous character G_F Z̃_A → C^× which is trivial on G_F .

Proof. Multiplication gives a surjective continuous homomorphism, G_F × Z̃_A ↠ G_F Z̃_A . Since G_F ×Z̃_A is a σ-compact locally compact topological group, the open mapping theorem implies that the multiplication map above is an open map. Hence Z̃_A (the image of the open subgroup {1} × Z̃_A under multiplication) is an open subgroup of G_F Z̃_A . Thus the inclusion Z_A → G_F Z_A induces a topological isomorphism of locally compact abelian groups, Z̃_A G_F ∩ Z̃_A ∼−→ G_F · Z̃_A G_F . The result follows immediately. □ The following definition is lifted with slight adaptation from [BJ79, §4.2] (and generalizes [Wei15, Definition 4.9]

Definition 8.5. A function f : G̃_A → C is an ϵ-genuine automorphic form if it satisfies the following conditions.

(1) f(ζγg̃) = ϵ(ζ) · f(g̃) for all γ ∈ G_F , ζ ∈ μ_n, and g̃ ∈ G̃_A .

74 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

(2) Pulling back, f is locally constant on G̃_{A fin} and smooth on G̃_v for all v ∈ V_∞. (3) There is a simple element ξ = ξ_{fin} ⊗ ξ_∞ ∈ H_{fin,ϵ} ⊗ H_{∞,ϵ} such that f ∗ ξ = f. (4) For every y ∈ G̃_A and every place v ∈ V_∞, the function G̃_v → C , x → f(x·y) has moderate growth.

(5) The span of {f ∗ ξ : ξ ∈ H_{fin} ⊗ H_∞} is an admissible representation of G̃_A . The space of ϵ-genuine automorphic forms will be written AF_ϵ(G̃_A ).

Definition 8.6. An ϵ-genuine automorphic representation of G̃_A is an irreducible admissible subquotient of AF_ϵ(G̃_A ). Define Π_ϵ(G̃/F ) to be the set of equivalence classes (as admissible representations of G̃_A ) of ϵ-genuine automorphic representations of G̃_A .

By Schur’s Lemma, every ϵ-genuine automorphic representation of G̃_A has an ϵ-genuine automorphic central character. If χ is an ϵ-genuine ACC, then we also write χ for its extension to G_F · Z̃_A . If χ is unitary, define L^2_χ(G_F \G̃_A ) to be the unitary representation of G̃_A , induced (in the sense of Blattner [Bla61]) from the unitary character χ of G_F · Z̃_A . Let L^{2,cusp}_χ (G_F \G̃_A ) be the cuspidal subspace, discussed for example in the work of Moeglin and Waldspurger [MW95].

An L^2 automorphic representation of G̃ with central character χ is an irreducible unitary subrepresentation of L^2_χ(G_F \G̃_A ). An automorphic representation is called cuspidal if it lies within L^{2,cusp}_χ (G_F \G̃_A ). Define Π^{unit}_χ (G̃/F ) to be the set of equivalence classes (as unitary representations of G̃_A ) of L^2 automorphic representations of G̃ with central character χ. Let Π^{cusp}_χ (G̃/F ) be the subset consisting of cuspidal automorphic representations.

From the work of Harish-Chandra, Gelfand, and Piatetski-Shapiro, see also [MW95, §I.2.18], the cuspidal automorphic spectrum decomposes as nicely as possible.

Proposition 8.7. Let χ be a unitary ϵ-genuine ACC. Then L^{2,cusp}_χ (G_F \G̃_A ) decomposes discretely into Hilbert space direct sum of ϵ-genuine unitary irreps, each with finite multiplicity.

L^{2,cusp} χ (G_F \G̃_A ) ∼= ^⨁ π∈Π^{cusp}_ϵ (G̃/F ) m_π · [π]. Part 3. Parameters for split tori

9. A tale of two functors

Here we consider the simplest case in which we can give a one-to-one parameterization of irreducible genuine representations by Weil parameters: the case of sharp covers of split tori over local fields. This case underlies more difficult cases to follow.

Here F will denote a local field, and T a split torus over F . Fix a separable closure F̄/F . Let Y be the cocharacter lattice of T, and X the character lattice. We identify T = T(F ) with Y ⊗ F^×; for y ∈ Y and u ∈ F^×, we write u^y for y ⊗ u ∈ T . Similarly, we write T^∨ = X ⊗ C^× for the complex dual torus; for x ∈ X and z ∈ C^× , we write z^x instead of x ⊗ z.

Let n be a positive integer for which μ_n = {ζ ∈ F^× : ζ^n = 1} has n elements. Fix an injective character ϵ: μ_n → C^× .

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 75

Let Cov_n(T) be the category of covers T̃ = (T^′, n) of T of degree n over F , as in Definition 1.2. Each such cover yields a quadratic form Q: Y → Z (its first Brylinski-Deligne invariant) and hence a lattice Y_{Q,n} ⊂ Y . Let Cov^♯_n(T) be the full subcategory whose objects are those extensions (T^′, n) for which Y = Y_{Q,n}, and for which Q is even-valued if n is odd. These are the sharp covers of degree n, and they form a Picard groupoid.

If α : S^∼−→ T is an isomorphism of split tori, then pulling back gives an equivalence of Picard groupoids α^∗ : Cov^♯_n(T) → Cov^♯_n(S).

9.1. The functor of genuine characters. Suppose that T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T) is a sharp degree n cover of T over F . Let Q: Y → Z be its first Brylinski-Deligne invariant. The sharp cover T̃ defines a short exact sequences of locally compact abelian groups (the construction of [B-D, §10.3], abelian by [Wei09, Proposition 4.1]), μ_n → T̃ ↠ T. Define Π(T) = Hom(T, C^× ) (continuous homomorphisms). Recall that

Π_ϵ(T̃) = Hom_ϵ(T̃, C^× ), the set of continuous ϵ-genuine homomorphisms (those that restrict to ϵ on μ_n). Then Π_ϵ(T̃) is a Π(T)-torsor by twisting.

A morphism f : T̃_1 → T̃_2 in Cov^♯_n(T) yields an isomorphism f : T̃_1 → T̃_2 (an isomorphism of extensions of T by μ_n). The map χ → χ ∘ f gives a morphism of Π(T)-torsors from Π_ϵ(T̃_2) to Π_ϵ(T̃_1).

Proposition 9.1. The construction above defines a contravariant additive functor of Picard groupoids, Π_ϵ : Cov^♯_n(T) → Tors(Π(T)).

Proof. The only thing to check is compatibility with Baer sums. If T̃ = T̃_1 ∔ T̃_2 is the Baer sum of two objects of Cov^♯_n(T), then the resulting extension μ_n → T̃ ↠ T is the Baer sum of T̃_1 and T̃_2. If t ∈ T , then the elements of T̃ lying over t are given by pairs (t̃_1, t̃_2) ∈ T̃_1 × T̃_2 lying over t, modulo the relation (t̃_1ζ, t̃_2) = (t̃_1, ζt̃_2) for all ζ ∈ μ_n.

If χ_1 ∈ Π_ϵ(T̃_1) and χ_2 ∈ Π_ϵ(T̃_2), then define χ(t̃_1, t̃_2) = χ_1(t̃_1) · χ_2(t̃_2).

Since both χ_1 and χ_2 are ϵ-genuine, χ(t̃_1ζ, t̃_2) = χ(t̃_1, ζt̃_2), and so χ descends to an ϵ-genuine character of T̃ . The map (χ_1, χ_2) → χ defines a function Π_ϵ(T̃_1) × Π_ϵ(T̃_2) → Π_ϵ(T̃). Checking compatibility with twisting by Π(T), this defines an isomorphism of Π(T)-torsors,

Π_ϵ(T̃_1) ∔ Π_ϵ(T̃_2)^∼−→ Π_ϵ(T̃_1 ∔ T̃_2).

This isomorphism defines an additive structure on the functor Π_ϵ. □ If α : S^∼−→ T is an isomorphism of split tori, and T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T), and S̃ = α^∗T̃, then we find a commutative diagram of locally compact abelian groups with exact rows. μ_n S̃ S

μ_n T̃ T =α̃α

76 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Pulling back characters gives a group isomorphism α^∗ : Π(T) → Π(S). Pushing out torsors via α^∗ gives an equivalence of Picard groupoids, which we also write α^∗ : Tors(Π(T)) → Tors(Π(S)). Pulling back genuine characters gives a bijection α̃^∗ : Π_ϵ(T̃) → Π_ϵ(S̃). Allowing covers to vary, these bijections define a natural isomorphism α̃^∗ : α^∗ ∘ Π_ϵ ⇒ Π_ϵ ∘ α^∗ making the following diagram 2-commute.

(9.1)

Cov^♯_n(T) Tors(Π(T))

Cov^♯_n(S) Tors(Π(S))

Π_ϵ α^∗α^∗ Π_ϵ

9.2. The functor of Weil parameters. Since T is a split torus over F , and Y = Y_{Q,n}, the L-group of T (see Section 5.4) is a central extension of locally compact groups, T^∨ →^LT̃ ↠ Gal_F , with T^∨ = X ⊗ C^× . Since T is split, the L-group is well-defined up to unique isomorphism, without specifying a base point in the associated gerbe.

Define Φ(T) = Hom(W_F , T^∨), the abelian group of Weil parameters for T. Define Φ_ϵ(T̃) to be the set of Weil parameters from W_F to^LT̃ . Then Φ_ϵ(T̃) is naturally a torsor for Φ(T).

A morphism f : T̃_1 → T̃_2 in Cov^♯_n(T) is automatically a well-aligned isomorphism. It induces an equivalence of L-groups, by Section 5.5.

T^{∨ L}T̃_2 Gal_F

T^{∨ L}T̃_1 Gal_F

=^Lf=

Composition with^Lf defines an isomorphism of Φ(T)-torsors, from^LT̃_2-valued parameters to^LT̃_1-valued parameters.

Proposition 9.2. This defines a contravariant additive functor of Picard groupoids,

Φ_ϵ : Cov^♯_n(T) → Tors(Φ(T)).

Proof. We have described such a functor Φ_ϵ, at the level of objects and morphisms. To check that Φ_ϵ respects the additive structure, we must see how the construction of the L-group behaves for the Baer sum of two covers. So consider two objects T̃_1 and T̃_2 of Cov^♯_n(T), and write T̃ for their Baer sum. Write D_1, D_2, D for the second Brylinski-Deligne invariants of T̃_1, T̃_2 and T̃, respectively. The construction of the second Brylinski-Deligne invariant respects Baer sums, and so we find extensions of sheaves on F_{ét}, G_m → D_i ↠ Y, for i = 1, 2, and D = D_1 ∔ D_2. The Hom(Y, G_m)-torsor of splittings Spl(D) is naturally identified with the contraction of the torsors Spl(D_1) and Spl (D_2). This gives an equivalence from the gerbe of n^{th} roots of Spl(D) to the contraction of gerbes, n√ Spl(D)^∼−→^n √ Spl(D_1) ∔^n √ Spl(D_2).

If z_1, z_2 are base points (over some finite Galois F^′/F ), objects of^n √ Spl(D_1) and n√ Spl(D_2) respectively, then we find a base point z = z_1 ∧ z_2 of^n √ Spl(D).

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 77

This defines a map, for all γ ∈ Gal_F Hom(z_1,^γ z_1) × Hom(z_2,^γ z_2) → Hom(z,^γ z).

Assembling these, we find an isomorphism of extensions of Gal_F by T^∨, (9.2) π_1(E_ϵ(T̃), z̄)^∼−→ π_1(E_ϵ(T̃_1), z̄_1) ∔ π_1(E_ϵ(T̃_2), z̄_2).

Let Q, Q_1, Q_2 be the first Brylinski-Deligne invariants of T̃, T̃_1, T̃_2, respectively. Then Q = Q_1 + Q_2. This gives an isomorphism of extensions of Gal_F by T^∨, (9.3) (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F^∼−→ (τ_{Q1} )_∗ ~Gal_F ∔ (τ_{Q2} )_∗ ~Gal_F .

Taking the Baer sums of (9.2) and (9.3), we find an L-equivalence of L-groups, LT̃^∼−→^LT̃_1 ∔^LT̃_2,

This L-equivalence defines an isomorphism of Φ(T)-torsors, from the^LT̃ -valued Weil parameters Φ_ϵ(T̃) to the contraction of Φ(T)-torsors Φ_ϵ(T̃_1) ∔ Φ_ϵ(T̃_2). This defines the additive structure on the functor Φ_ϵ as required. □ If α : S^∼−→ T is an isomorphism of split tori, and T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T), and S̃ = α^∗T̃, then we find a well-aligned isomorphism, K_2 S^′ S

K_2 T^′ T =α^′α

This defines an equivalence of L-groups, T^{∨ L}T̃ Gal_F

S^{∨ L}S̃ Gal_F α^{∨L}α=

The isomorphism α^∨ : T^∨ → S^∨ gives a group isomorphism α^∨ : Φ(T) → Φ(S). Composition with^Lα gives a bijection^Lα : Φ_ϵ(T̃) → Φ_ϵ(S̃). Allowing covers to vary, these bijections define a natural isomorphism^Lα : α^∨ ∘ Φ_ϵ ⇒ Φ_ϵ ∘ α^∨ making the following diagram 2-commute.

(9.4)

Cov^♯_n(T) Tors(Φ(T))

Cov^♯_n(S) Tors(Φ(S))

Φ_ϵ α^∗α^∨ Φ_ϵ

9.3. The goal. Class field theory gives a group isomorphism (the simplest case of [Lan97]), L: Π(T)^∼−→ Φ(T).

Indeed, if rec: W^{ab}_F^∼−→ F^× is the isomorphism of class field theory (normalized so that a geometric Frobenius corresponds to a uniformizing parameter, in the

78 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

nonarchimedean case), then L is the isomorphism given by composing the sequence of isomorphisms,

L: Π(T) = Hom(T, C^× ) = Hom(Y ⊗ F^×, C^× )

can_Y −−−→ Hom(F^×, X ⊗ C^× ) rec^∗−−→ Hom(W

F , X ⊗ C^× ) = Hom(W_F , T^∨) = Φ(T).

Here and later, can_Y : Hom(Y ⊗ F^×, C^× )^∼−→ Hom(F^×, X ⊗ C^× ) is the natural isomorphism arising from the duality of X and Y .

The goal for the next few sections is the construction of a natural isomorphism L_ϵ : L ∘ Π_ϵ ⇒ Φ_ϵ of additive functors, which makes the following diagram of Picard groupoids and additive functors 2-commute.

(9.5)

Tors(Π(T))

Cov^♯_n(T) ⇓ L_ϵ?

Tors(Φ(T)) L Π_ϵ

Φ_ϵ

Here we abuse notation slightly, and write L not only for the isomorphism Π(T)^∼−→ Φ(T), but also for the equivalence of Picard groupoids given by pushing out via L, Tors(Π(T))^∼−→ Tors(Π(Φ(T))).

This pushout isomorphism L is naturally isomorphic to the functor which sends an Π(T)-torsor V to the Φ(T)-torsor with underlying set V and action given by

ϕ ∗ v = L^{−1}(ϕ) ∗ v for all v ∈ V, ϕ ∈ Φ(T).

In this way, viewing L as the identity map on underlying sets, the natural isomorphism L_ϵ will give a bijection from Π_ϵ(T̃) to Φ_ϵ(T̃), for any cover T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T).

We will also prove that L_ϵ is compatible with pullbacks, in the following sense. If α : S → T is an isomorphism of split tori, and and T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T), and S̃ = α^∗T̃, then L is compatible with pullbacks in the sense that the following diagram of groups and isomorphisms commutes. Π(T) Φ(T)

Π(S) Φ(S) Lα^∗α^∗ L

We will find a commutative diagram of additive functors and natural isomorphisms.

(9.6) α^∗ ∘ L ∘ Π_ϵ α^∗ ∘ Φ_ϵ

L ∘ α^∗ ∘ Π_ϵ

L ∘ Π_ϵ ∘ α^∗ Φ_ϵ ∘ α^∗ L_ϵ Lα α̃^∗Lϵ

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 79

In other words, given an ϵ-genuine character of a cover T̃ , we may proceed in two directions: first, we may parameterize it by a^LT̃ -valued Weil parameter, and then push that parameter to find a^LS̃-valued Weil parameter. Second, we may pull back the character to find an ϵ-genuine character of the cover S̃, and then parameterize by an^LS̃-valued Weil parameter. The resulting^LS̃-valued Weil parameters will be the same, according to the diagram above.

Thus L_ϵ : L ∘ Π_ϵ^∼=⇒ Φ_ϵ will parameterize ϵ-genuine characters by Weil parameters, for sharp covers of split tori. Formulating L_ϵ as a natural isomorphism of additive functors means that our parameterization of ϵ-genuine representations will be compatible with morphisms of covers, Baer sums, twisting, and pullbacks (via isomorphisms of tori). The proof requires some intermediate steps, and we will proceed through two more functors and three natural isomorphisms, according to the roadmap below.

(9.7) L ∘ Πϵ rec^∗ ∘Π^D_ϵ rec^∗ ∘Φ^A_ϵ Φϵ. D P A 10. Deligne’s construction

Here we utilize an idea of Deligne (personal communication) which relates the genuine characters of one extension to splittings of a “dual” extension. This provides a natural isomorphism from the functor can_Y ∘Π_ϵ to a functor Π^D_ϵ which will be easier to work with later. We fully credit Deligne with the elegant idea of this construction, and we take responsibility for any sloppiness in exposition.

10.1. Dual extensions. We give a very general construction here; suppose that J and C are locally compact abelian groups (with composition written multiplicatively), and X and Y are finite-rank free abelian groups in duality as before. There is a group isomorphism, Ext(Y ⊗ J, C) ∼= Ext(J, X ⊗ C), where Ext denotes the group of isomorphism classes of extensions (of locally compact abelian groups). This follows from the fact that Ext distributes over finite direct sums. We can beef this up to an equivalence of Picard groupoids as follows: Let Ext(Y ⊗ J, C) be the Picard groupoid of extensions of locally compact abelian groups, and E an object therein, C → E ↠ Y ⊗ J. Tensoring with X yields an extension of locally compact abelian groups, X ⊗ C → X ⊗ E ↠ X ⊗ Y ⊗ J. Pulling back via the canonical inclusion ι: Z → X ⊗ Y yields an extension X ⊗ C → ι^∗(X ⊗ E) ↠ J. Proposition 10.1. This defines an equivalence of Picard groupoids, D_Y = ι^∗(X ⊗ •): Ext(Y ⊗ J, C) → Ext(J, X ⊗ C). Proof. We begin by checking that the construction D_Y gives a bijection on isomorphism classes. Choosing a Z-basis {y_1, . . . , y_r} of Y , and dual basis {x_1, . . . , x_r} of X yields group isomorphisms Ext(Y ⊗J, C) ∼= ⨁_r i=1 Ext(J, C) and Ext(J, X ⊗C) ∼= ⨁_r i=1 Ext(J, C).

80 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

The canonical map ι: Z → X ⊗ Y satisfies ι(1) = ∑_r i=1 x_i ⊗ y_i. It follows that the construction gives a commutative diagram.Ext(Y ⊗ J, C) Ext(J, X ⊗ C) ⨁_r i=1 Ext(J, C) ⨁_r i=1 Ext(J, C). D_Y ∼ ∼ ⨁ D_Z

But the functor D_Z is (naturally isomorphic to) the identity functor on the category Ext(J, C). Thus the bottom row of the commutative diagram is an isomorphism, and so the top row is an isomorphism.

To demonstrate that D_Y is an equivalence of categories, we trace through an automorphism of an extension C → E ↠ Y ⊗ J. Such an automorphism is given by an element a ∈ Hom(Y ⊗ J, C) (a continuous homomorphism). With respect to the chosen basis, a = ∏ ξ^{xi}_i for some family of homomorphisms ξ_i : J → C. In other words, a(j^y) = ∏ i ξ_i(j)^{⟨xi,y⟩}. If e ∈ E lies over j^y ∈ Y ⊗ J, then the automorphism η_a ∈ Aut(E) is given by η_a(e) = e · ∏ i ξ_i(j)^{⟨xi,y⟩}. The resulting automorphism of X ⊗ C → X ⊗ E ↠ X ⊗ Y ⊗ J is characterized by η_{a,X} (x ⊗ e) = (x ⊗ e) · ∏ i ξ_i(j)^{⟨xi,y⟩·x}, if x ∈ X, and e ∈ E lies over j^y ∈ Y ⊗ J. Thus in the pullback via ι: Z → X ⊗ Y , we find that the automorphism of D_Y E := ι^∗(X ⊗ E) is given by

D_Y η_a(j̃) = j̃ · ∏ i ξ_i(j)^{⟨xi ,yi⟩·xi} = j̃ · ∏ i ξ_i(j)^{xi} , for all j̃ ∈ D_Y E lying over j ∈ J.

The automorphism group of E is canonically identified with Hom(Y ⊗J, C). The automorphism group of D_Y E is canonically identified with Hom(J, X ⊗ C). The computations above demonstrate that the functor D_Y coincides on automorphism groups with the canonical isomorphism,

D_Y = can_Y : Hom(Y ⊗ J, C)^∼−→ Hom(J, X ⊗ C).

Therefore D_Y is an equivalence of Picard groupoids. Compatibility with Baer sums is left to the reader. □ The equivalence D_Y depends functorially on C and J as well. For example, if j : J_1 → J_2 is a homomorphism of locally compact abelian groups, then a natural isomorphism makes the square below 2-commute.

(10.1)

Ext(Y ⊗ J_2, C) Ext(J_2, X ⊗ C)

Ext(Y ⊗ J_1, C) Ext(J_1, X ⊗ C)

D_Y j^∗ j^∗ D_Y

Here the vertical arrows are additive functors given by pullback via j.

The equivalence D_Y also depends functorially on Y , at least for isomorphisms. Let α : Y_1 → Y_2 be an isomorphism of finite-rank free abelian groups, and write

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 81

α^∨ : X_2 → X_1 for the dual isomorphism. Then a natural isomorphism makes the square below 2-commute.

(10.2)

Ext(Y_2 ⊗ J, C) Ext(J, X_2 ⊗ C)

Ext(Y_1 ⊗ J, C) Ext(J, X_1 ⊗ C)

D_Y α^∗ α^∨_∗ D_Y

10.2. Genuine characters and splittings. Now consider an extension of locally compact abelian groups, μ_n → E ↠ Y ⊗ J, Pushing out via ϵ: μ_n → C^× yields a commutative diagram μ_n E Y ⊗ J

C^× ϵ_∗E Y ⊗ J ϵ =

Giving an ϵ-genuine character of E is the same, by the universal property of pushouts, as giving a splitting of the bottom row of this diagram. In this way, we find an isomorphism of Hom(Y ⊗ J, C^× )-torsors,

(10.3) Hom_ϵ(E, C^× )^∼−→ Spl(ϵ_∗E).

Applying the functor D_Y = ι^∗(X ⊗ •) to ϵ_∗E yields an extension X ⊗ C^× → D_Y ϵ_∗E ↠ J. A splitting of ϵ_∗E is the same as an isomorphism from ϵ_∗E to the trivial extension (i.e., zero object) in the Picard groupoid Ext(Y ⊗J, C^× ). Since D_Y is an equivalence of Picard groupoids, it defines a bijection, (10.4) D_Y : Spl(ϵ_∗E)^∼−→ Spl(D_Y ϵ_∗E). Assembling (10.3) and (10.4), we have a bijection, (10.5) Hom_ϵ(E, C^× )^∼−→ Spl(D_Y ϵ_∗E), which intertwines the Hom(Y ⊗J, C^× )-action on Hom_ϵ(E, C^× ) with the Hom(J, X ⊗ C^× ) action on Spl(D_Y ϵ_∗E), the intertwining passing through the isomorphism can_Y .

10.3. A natural isomorphism. If μ_n → T̃ ↠ T arises from a sharp cover T̃ as before, then define^DT̃ = D_Y ϵ_∗T̃ . This is an extension of locally compact abelian groups, X ⊗ C^× →^DT̃ ↠ F^×. Define Π^D_ϵ (T̃) = Spl(^DT̃ ). We have described a bijection,

D : Π_ϵ(T̃) = Hom_ϵ(T̃, C^× )^∼−→ Spl(^DT̃ ) = Π^D_ϵ (T̃).

Define Π^D(T) = Hom(F^×, X ⊗ C^× ), so can_Y : Π(T) → Π^D(T) is an isomorphism. We find that Π^D_ϵ (T̃) is naturally a Π^D(T)-torsor. Moreover, D intertwines the Π(T)-torsor structure on Π_ϵ(T̃) with the Π^D(T)-torsor structure on Π^D_ϵ (T̃), via can_Y .

82 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Putting everything together, we find the following diagram of Picard groupoids and additive functors, made 2-commutative by D : can_Y ∘Π_ϵ ⇒ Π^D_ϵ .

Cov^♯_n(T) Ext(Y ⊗ F^×, μ_n) Tors(Π(T))

Ext(F^×, X ⊗ C^× ) Tors(Π^D(T))

Π_ϵ

Π^D_ϵ D_Y ϵ_∗ Hom_ϵ(•, C^× ) can_Y Spl

For reference, we trace an object T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T) through this diagram.

T̃ T̃ Hom_ϵ(T̃, C^× )

DT̃ Spl

(_D T̃ ) Π_ϵ

Π^D_ϵ

Compressing the diagram down a bit, we find that D : can_Y ∘Π_ϵ ⇒ Π^D_ϵ is a natural isomorphism of additive functors, making the following diagram of Picard groupoids and additive functors 2-commute.

(10.6)

Tors(Π(T))

Cov^♯_n(T) ⇓ D

Tors(Π^D(T))

can_Y Π_ϵ

Π^D_ϵ

Composing with rec^∗, and recalling that L = rec^∗ ∘ can_Y , we have constructed a natural isomorphism

(10.7) D : L ∘ Π_ϵ =⇒ rec^∗ ∘Π^D_ϵ .

The natural isomorphism D is compatible with pullbacks in the following way. Suppose that α : S → T is an isomorphism of split tori, T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T) and S̃ is the pullback of T̃. The following diagram of additive functors and natural isomorphisms

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 83

commutes.

(10.8) α^∗ ∘ L ∘ Π_ϵ α^∗ ∘ rec^∗ ∘Π^D_ϵ

L ∘ α^∗ ∘ Π_ϵ

L ∘ Π_ϵ ∘ α^∗ rec^∗ ∘Π^D_ϵ ∘ α^∗ D Dα̃ α̃^∗D

Indeed, rec^∗ and L are compatible with pullback. From (10.2), the construction of the “dual extension” is compatible with pullback. In particular, α induces an isomorphism^Dα̃ :^DT̃ →^DS̃ lying over α^∨ : T^∨ → S^∨.

Given an ϵ-genuine character of T̃ , we may proceed in two directions: first, one can construct a splitting of^DT̃ , and then push via^Dα̃ to find a splitting of^DS̃. Second, we can pull back to find an ϵ-genuine character of S̃, and use that to construct a splitting of^DS̃. The above diagram states that the resulting splitting of^DS̃ will be the same.

11. Weil parameters as splittings

The natural isomorphism D : can_Y ∘Π_ϵ ⇒ Π^D_ϵ relates genuine characters to splittings of a central extension. Here we define a natural isomorphism which relates Weil parameters to splittings of another central extension.

Begin with the L-group T^∨ →^LT̃ ↠ Gal_F . Since H^2(Gal_F , C^× ) = 0, this extension splits. While there is no canonical splitting of^LT̃ , the splitting over the commutator subgroup [Gal_F , Gal_F ] is canonical; indeed, two splittings of^LT̃ differ by an element of Hom(Gal_F , T^∨), and such a homomorphism is trivial on [Gal_F , Gal_F ] since T^∨ is abelian. From this observation, we get an extension of abelian groups,

(11.1) T^∨ →^LT̃/[Gal_F , Gal_F ] ↠ Gal^{ab}_F .

Let^AT̃ be the pullback of (11.1) via F^{× rec−1}−−−→ W^{ab}_F → Gal^{ab}_F ,

T^∨ →^AT̃ ↠ F^×.

(A stands for abelian.) Define Φ^A_ϵ (T̃) = Spl(^AT̃ ), viewed as a Hom(F^×, T^∨)-torsor.

Proposition 11.1. Every Weil parameter ϕ: W_F →^LT̃ descends uniquely to a homomorphism W^{ab}_F →^AT̃ . This defines a bijection,

A: Φ_ϵ(T̃) → Φ^A_ϵ (T̃), which intertwines the Φ(T) = Hom(W_F , T^∨)-torsor structure on the left with the Π^D(T) = Hom(F^×, T^∨)-torsor structure on the right, via the reciprocity isomorphism rec^∗ : Π^D(T)^∼−→ Φ(T).

Proof. Let σ : Gal_F →^LT̃ be any splitting and write σ^′ : W_F →^LT̃ for its pullback via the canonical map W_F → Gal_F . If ϕ ∈ Φ_ϵ(T̃) is a Weil parameter, then both σ^′ and ϕ are homomorphisms from W_F to^LT̃ , and there exists a unique function τ : W_F → T^∨ such that ϕ(w) = σ(w) · τ(w), for all w ∈ W_F .

Since T^∨ is contained in the center of^LT̃ , we find that τ : W_F → T^∨ is a homomorphism. Hence ϕ = σ · τ sends the commutator subgroup of W_F to the image

84 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

of [Gal_F , Gal_F ] in^LT̃ . Thus ϕ descends uniquely to a homomorphism W^{ab}_F →^AT̃ . Pulling back via the reciprocity isomorphism rec^{−1} : F^{× ∼}−→ W^{ab}_F yields a homomorphism A(ϕ): F^× →^AT̃ as claimed. This homomorphism A(ϕ) is a splitting of^AT̃ , and the construction of A(ϕ) from ϕ is compatible with twisting by Φ(T) throughout. □ The construction of the L-group gives an additive functor of Picard categories, Cov^♯_n(T) → CExt(Gal_F , T^∨) (the latter category is a Picard groupoid with one isomorphism class, since H^2(Gal_F , T^∨) is trivial). The construction of^AT̃ from the (split) extension^LT̃ comes from another additive functor of Picard categories, CExt(Gal_F , T^∨) → Ext(F^×, T^∨). Here Ext(F^×, T^∨) is the Picard groupoid of extensions of locally compact abelian groups. It can be proven that every such extension splits. Finally we apply the additive functor of splittings Spl,

Spl: Ext(F^×, T^∨) → Tors(Hom(F^×, T^∨)).

Recall that Π^D(T) denotes Hom(F^×, T^∨). As the composition of three additive functors, Φ^A_ϵ is an additive functor,

Φ^A_ϵ : Cov^♯_n(T) → Tors(Π^D(T)).

The bijection ϕ → A(ϕ), from the set of Weil parameters to Spl(^AT̃ ), gives a natural isomorphism of additive functors, A: Φ_ϵ^∼=⇒ rec^∗ ∘Φ^A_ϵ .

(11.2)

Tors(Φ(T))

Cov^♯_n(T) ⇓ A

Tors(Π^D(T))

Φ_ϵ

Φ^A_ϵrec∗

The natural isomorphism A is compatible with pullbacks in the following way. Suppose that α : S → T is an isomorphism of split tori, T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T) and S̃ is the pullback of T̃. Then we find the L-morphism^Lα̃ :^LT̃ →^LS̃. This descends to a morphism of extensions^Aα̃ as below. T^{∨ A}T̃ F^×

S^{∨ A}S̃ F^×

α^{∨A}α̃=

In this way, α yields a bijection^Aα : Spl(^AT̃ ) → Spl(^AS̃).

The following diagram of additive functors and natural isomorphisms commutes.

(11.3) α^∗ ∘ Φ_ϵ α^∗ ∘ rec^∗ ∘Φ^A_ϵ

Φ_ϵ ∘ α^∗ rec^∗ ∘Φ^A_ϵ ∘ α^∗ A Lα̃^Aα̃ A

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 85

Given a Weil parameter valued in^LT̃ , we may proceed in two directions: first, one can push via^Lα̃ to find a Weil parameter valued in^LS̃, which descends to a splitting of^AS̃. Second, one can descend the original parameter to find a splitting of^AT̃ , and then push via^Aα̃ to find a splitting of^AS̃. The above diagram states that the resulting splitting of^AS̃ will be the same.

12. Parameterization

With (10.7) and (11.2), we have now constructed additive functors and natural isomorphisms as below:

L ∘ Π_ϵ rec^∗ ∘Π^D_ϵ rec^∗ ∘Φ^A_ϵ Φ_ϵ D A The real work comes here, as we define a natural isomorphism of functors Π^D_ϵ ⇔ Φ^A_ϵ linking the middle terms. For this, we will define isomorphisms P(T̃):^DT̃^∼−→^AT̃ , in the category of extensions of F^× by T^∨.

A morphism j : T̃_1 → T̃_2 in Cov^♯_n(T) yields two morphisms in Ext(F^×, T^∨).

Dj :^DT̃_2 →^DT̃_1,^Aj :^AT̃_2 →^AT̃_1.

We will demonstrate that our isomorphisms P are compatible with morphisms in Cov^♯_n(T), i.e., the following diagram commutes for all j : T̃_1 → T̃_2.

DT̃_2 DT̃_1

AT̃_2^AT̃_1 DjP( T̃_2 )P(T̃_1 ) A j

This will provide a natural isomorphism of torsors

Π^D_ϵ (T̃) = Spl(^DT̃ )^{P(T̃)}−−−→ Spl(^AT̃ ) = Φ^A_ϵ (T̃).

In the work that follows, we frequently refer to extensions which are “incarnated” by bimultiplicative cocycles, so we fix some terminology here. Suppose that J and C are locally compact abelian groups. A bimultiplicative cocycle θ : J × J → C is a continuous function which factors through J ⊗_Z J → C. (The usual 2-cocycle identity follows from this). Such a cocycle allows one to define a central extension C → J ×_θ C ↠ J, where J ×_θ C = J × C as sets, and multiplication is given by

(j_1, c_1) · (j_2, c_2) = (j_1j_2, c_1c_2 · θ(j_1, j_2)).

We often write c instead of (1, c), viewing C as a subgroup of J ×_θ C. But we typically write s(j) = (j, 1), using the letter s for the section (not often a homomorphism) from J to J ×_θ C.

For a bimultiplicative cocycle θ, induction gives a formula for powers,

(12.1) (j, 1)^g = (j^g, 1) · θ(j, j)^{g(g−1)2} for all j ∈ J, g ∈ Z_{>0}.

86 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

12.1. Incarnated covers. Suppose that T̃ = (T^′, n) is a sharp cover incarnated by C ∈ X ⊗ X as in [B-D, §3]. We often utilize an ordered basis B = (y_1, . . . , y_r) of Y and dual basis (x_1, . . . , x_r) of X in what follows. Write C = ∑ i,j c^{ij}_B x_i ⊗ x_j with respect to this basis. Thus T^′ = T ×_{θC} K_2 (as sheaves of sets on F_{Zar}), where θ_C : T × T → K_2 is the bimultiplicative cocycle (a map of sheaves of sets),

θ_C (t_1, t_2) = ∏ i,j {x_i(t_1), x_j (t_2)}^{cijB} .

Note that the right side depends on C, but not on the choice of basis. Hence T^′ depends only on C and not on the choice of basis.

The isomorphism class of T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T) is determined by the associated quadratic form Q(y) = C(y, y). If C_0 ∈ X ⊗ X, and C_0(y, y) = C(y, y) for all y ∈ Y , define A = C − C_0, the alternating bilinear form represented by the matrix (a^{ij}_B ), a^{ij}_B = c^{ij}_B − c^{ij}_{B,0}. Write T̃_0 for the degree n cover incarnated by C_0. Associated to A is an isomorphism ι_{B,A} : T̃_0 → T̃ given by ι_{B,A}(t, κ) = t, κ · ∏ i<j {x_i(t), x_j (t)}^{aijB} .

For any element û = ∏ i u^{xi}_i ∈ X ⊗ F^×, define an automorphism j_û ∈ Aut(T̃) by j_û(t, κ) = ( t, κ · ∏ i {x_i(t), u_i} ) . From [B-D, §3], it suffices to study incarnated covers and morphisms as above.

Proposition 12.1. The category Cov^♯_n(T) is equivalent to its full subcategory whose objects are the covers incarnated by elements of X ⊗ X. Every morphism in this full subcategory can be expressed as the composition of a morphism ι_{B,A} (for some alternating form A) and an automorphism of type j_û (for some û ∈ X ⊗ F^×).

Proof. The isomorphism classes in Cov^♯_n(T) are in bijection with quadratic forms Q: Y → Z such that Y = Y_{Q,n} and such that Q is even-valued if n is odd. Since every quadratic form Q: Y → Z can be written as Q(y) = C(y, y) for some C ∈ X ⊗ X, we find that every isomorphism class contains an incarnated cover.

The proposition now follows, since the category Cov^♯_n(T) is a groupoid, the isomorphisms of type ι_{B,A} link all objects within the same isomorphism class, and the automorphism group of each object is identified with X ⊗ F^× by [B-D, §3]. □

12.2. The extension^DT̃ . For T̃ a sharp cover incarnated by C ∈ X ⊗ X, every ordered basis B of Y yields a section of^DT̃ . We describe this here, and track the dependence on basis and the effect of morphisms of covers.

First, T̃ yields an extension C^× → ϵ_∗T̃ ↠ T , with ϵ_∗T̃ = T ×_{θC,ϵ} C^× and incarnating cocycle

θ_{C,ϵ}(t_1, t_2) = ∏ i,j Hilb^ϵ_n(x_i(t_1), x_j (t_2))^{cijB} .

Hereafter we write Hilb^ϵ_n = ϵ ∘ Hilb_n : F^× × F^× → μ_n(C ).

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 87

An element of T = Y ⊗ F^× can be written uniquely as ∏ i u^{yi}_i with u_i ∈ F^× for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Similarly, an element of T^∨ = X ⊗ C^× can be written uniquely as ∏ i z^{xi}_i with z_i ∈ C^× for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r.

To construct^DT̃ , we first tensor with X to obtain X ⊗ C^× → X ⊗ ϵ_∗T̃ ↠ X ⊗ Y ⊗ F^×. The basis B determines a section s^⊗_B : X ⊗ Y ⊗ F^× → X ⊗ ϵ_∗T̃ = X ⊗ (T ×_{θC,ϵ} C^× ),

s^⊗_B r∏ i=1 r∏ j=1 u^{xi⊗yj} ij = r∏ i=1 r∏ j=1 u^{yj}_{ij} , 1 an element of ϵ_∗T̃ x_i ∈ X ⊗ ϵ_∗T̃.

Define a bimultiplicative cocycle θ^⊗_B : (X ⊗ Y ⊗ F^×) × (X ⊗ Y ⊗ F^×) → X ⊗ C^× , θ^⊗_B ( u^{xi⊗yj} , v^{xk ⊗yℓ} ) = { Hilb^ϵ_n(u, v)^{cjℓB xi} , if i = k; 1 otherwise.

The section s^⊗_B defines a group isomorphism,

σ^⊗_B : (X ⊗ Y ⊗ F^×) ×_θ⊗_B (X ⊗ C^× ) → X ⊗ ϵ_∗T̃,

characterized by σ^⊗_B (u^{xi⊗yj} , t^∨) = t^∨ · s^⊗_B (u^{xi⊗yj} ) for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r, u ∈ F^×.

Recall that^DT̃ = ι^∗(X ⊗ϵ_∗T̃ ), where ι: Z → X ⊗Y sends 1 to ∑ i x_i ⊗y_i. Define θ_B : F^× × F^× → X ⊗ C^× to be the pullback of θ^⊗_B via ι. Thus θ_B(u, v) = θ^⊗_B ∏ i u^{xi⊗yi} , ∏ j v^{xj ⊗yj} = ∏ i,j θ^⊗_B ( u^{xi⊗yi} , v^{xj ⊗yj} )

= ∏ i θ^⊗_B ( u^{xi⊗yi} , v^{xi⊗yi} )

= ∏ i Hilb^ϵ_n(u, v)^{ciiB xi} = ∏ i Hilb^ϵ_n(u, v)^{Q(yi)xi} .

(12.2)

Pulling back σ^⊗_B via ι gives a group isomorphism,

σ_B : F^× ×_{θB} T^{∨ ∼}−→^DT̃, characterized by σ_B(u, t^∨) = t^∨ · s^⊗_B (ι(u)) for all u ∈ F^×.

Lemma 12.2. For all u, v ∈ F^×, we have θ_B(u, v) = r∏ i=1 Hilb^ϵ_n(u, v)^{Q(yi )xi} = τ_Q(Hilb_2(u, v)).

In particular, θ_B is independent of basis.

Remark 12.3. If char(F ) = 2, then n is odd, so τ_Q(±1) = 1, and one should interpret the lemma as θ_B(u, v) ≡ 1 since the quadratic Hilbert symbol is not defined.

88 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Proof. Recall that τ_Q : μ_2 → T^∨ = X⊗C^× is dual to the homomorphism Y →^1_2 Z/Z given by y → n^{−1}Q(y). Thus τ_Q can be expressed using the basis B, τ_Q(−1) = ∏ i e^{2πin−1 Q(yi)·xi} . Since T̃ is a sharp cover, Y = Y_{Q,n}, and so 2Q(y) ∈ nZ for all y ∈ Y . If n is odd (in particular if char(F ) = 2), this implies that Q(y_i) ∈ nZ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r, and so θ_B(u, v) = 1 = τ_Q(Hilb_2(u, v)) as claimed.

If n is even, then Hilb_2(u, v) = Hilb_n(u, v)^{n/2} and so

Hilb^ϵ_n(u, v)^{Q(yi)} = Hilb_2(u, v)^{2Q(yi)/n} = { Hilb_2(u, v), if n^{−1}Q(y_i) ∉ Z; 1, if n^{−1}Q(y_i) ∈ Z. The result follows from our previous computation of θ_B(u, v) in (12.2). □ Hereafter, we write simply θ rather than θ_B. Thus σ_B gives an isomorphism in Ext(F^×, T^∨), σ_B : F^× ×_θ T^∨ →^DT̃.

The cocycle θ(u, v) = τ_Q(Hilb_2(u, v)) is independent of basis, but the isomorphism σ_B depends on the basis.

We trace through morphisms of extensions here. First, consider an element û = ∏ ℓ u^{xℓ}_ℓ ∈ X ⊗ F^× = Aut(T̃). This defines an automorphism of ϵ_∗T̃ , given by j_û(t, z) = ( t, z · ∏ ℓ Hilb^ϵ_n(x_ℓ(t), u_ℓ) ) . On the other hand, for any extension E ∈ Ext(F^×, T^∨), û defines an automorphism j^∨_û ∈ Aut(E) by (12.3) j^∨_û (e) = e · ∏ ℓ Hilb^ϵ_n(v, u_ℓ)^{xℓ} , for all e ∈ E lying over v ∈ F^×.

In particular, the automorphism j^∨_û coincides with^Dj_û on the extension^DT̃ . If E_1, E_2 ∈ Ext(F^×, T^∨), and η : E_1 → E_2 is a morphism of extensions, then j^∨_û ∘ η = η ∘ j^∨_û . From this, we directly obtain compatibility of σ_B with automorphisms.

Proposition 12.4. The isomorphisms σ_B are compatible with automorphisms j_û, i.e., the following diagram commutes. F^× ×^θ T^{∨ D}T̃

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ D}T̃ σ_B j^∨_ûj^∨_û =^Dj_û σ_B

Next we consider a morphism ι_{B,A} : T̃_0 → T̃, given by two elements C_0, C ∈ X ⊗ X with C(y, y) = C_0(y, y) for all y ∈ Y . The matrix (a^{ij}_B ) is defined by a^{ij}_B = c^{ij}_B − c^{ij}_{B,0}, and the morphism of covers ι_{B,A} induces an isomorphism ι_{B,A} : ϵ_∗T̃_0 → ϵ_∗T̃ , ι_{B,A}(t, z) = t, z · ∏ i<j Hilb^ϵ_n(x_i(t), x_j (t))^{aijB} .

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 89

Write σ_{0,B} : F^× ×_θ T^∨ →^DT̃_0 for the isomorphism defined analogously to σ_B. Proposition 12.5. The isomorphisms σ_B and σ_{0,B} fit into a commutative diagram.

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ D}T̃

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ D}T̃_0 σ_B =^Dι_{B,A} σ_{0,B}

Proof. It suffices to check that the diagram commutes for elements of the form (u, 1) ∈ F^× ×_θ T^∨. Observe that the vertical map^Dι_{B,A} is the restriction of a homomorphism [X ⊗ ι_{B,A}]: X ⊗ ϵ_∗T̃_0 → X ⊗ ϵ_∗T̃ , [X ⊗ ι_{B,A}] ( ∏ ℓ (t_ℓ, 1)^{xℓ} ) = ∏ ℓ t_ℓ, ∏ i<j Hilb^ϵ_n(x_i(t_ℓ), x_j (t_ℓ))^{aijB} x_ℓ . If (u, 1) ∈ F^× ×_θ T^∨, then

σ_B(u, 1) = s^⊗_B ( ∏ ℓ u^{xℓ⊗yℓ} ) = ∏ ℓ (u^{yℓ} , 1)^{xℓ} ∈ X ⊗ ϵ_∗T̃. Similarly, σ_{0,B}(u, 1) = ∏ ℓ (u^{yℓ} , 1)^{xℓ} ∈ X ⊗ ϵ_∗T̃_0.

Thus we find Dι_{B,A}(σ_{0,B}(u, 1)) = [X ⊗ ι_{B,A}] ( ∏ ℓ (u^{yℓ} , 1)^{xℓ} )

= ∏ ℓ u^yℓ , ∏ i<j Hilb^ϵ_n(x_i(u^{yℓ} ), x_j (u^{yℓ} ))^{aijB} x_ℓ

= ∏ ℓ (u^{yℓ} , 1)^{xℓ} = σ_B(u, 1).

The simplification of the inner product is based on the following observation: x_i(u^{yℓ} ) = 1 unless i = ℓ and x_j (u^{yℓ} ) = 1 unless j = ℓ, but the product is indexed by only those i, j with i < j. □

12.3. Change of basis. If B^′ = (y^′_1, . . . , y^′_r) is another ordered basis of Y , then we find another isomorphism, σ_B′ : F^× ×_θ T^∨ →^DT̃ . Consider the change of basis matrix (g_{ij} ) ∈ GL_r(Z), so that x^′_i = ∑ j g_{ij} x_j and ∑ i g_{ij} y^′_i = y_j . For what follows, define Δ_{ij} = c^{ii}_B′ g_{ij} (g_{ij} − 1) 2 , Γ^{kℓ}_j = c^{kℓ}_B′ g_{kj} g_{ℓj} , χ(u) = Hilb^ϵ_n(u, u) for all u ∈ F^×.

(12.4)

Proposition 12.6. Define the automorphism f_{B,B}′ ∈ Aut(F^× ×_θ T^∨), in the category Ext(F^×, T^∨), f_{B,B}′ (u, t^∨) = u, t^∨ · ∏ j χ(u)(^{∑i Δij +∑k<ℓ Γkℓj} )^{xj} .

90 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

This fits into a commutative diagram in Ext(F^×, T^∨).

F^× ×_θ T^∨

DT̃

F^× ×_θ T^∨ σ_B f_{B,B}′σB^′

Proof. There exists a unique isomorphism f_{B,B}′ making the diagram above commute, given by f_{B,B}′ (u, t^∨) = (u, δ(u)t^∨), where δ(u) = s^⊗_B (ι(u)) · s^⊗_B′ (ι(u))^{−1}. Now we compute s^⊗_B′ (ι(u)) = s^⊗_B′ ( ∏ i u^{x′i⊗y′i} ) ,

= r∏ i=1 (u^{y′i} , 1)^{x′i} , (noting that (u^{y′i} , 1) ∈ ϵ_∗T̃ = T ×_{θC,ϵ} C^× )

= r∏ i=1 (u^{y′i} , 1)^{∑rj=1 gij xj} ,

= r∏ i,j=1 (u^{y′i} , 1)^{gij xj} , = ∏ j ∏ i ( u^{gij y′i} , 1 )_{xj} · ∏ i,j χ(u)^{Δij ·xj} , by (12.1)

= ∏ j ( ∏ i u^{gij y′i} , 1 )_{xj} · ∏ i,j χ(u)^{Δij ·xj} · ∏ j ∏ k<ℓ χ(u)^{Γkℓj xj} , = ∏ j (u^{yi} , 1)^{xj} · ∏ j χ(u)(^{∑i Δij +∑k<ℓ Γkℓj} )^{xj} ,

= s^⊗_B ∏ j u^{xj ⊗yj} · ∏ j χ(u)(^{∑i Δij +∑k<ℓ Γkℓj} )^{xj} , = s^⊗_B (ι(u)) · ∏ j χ(u)(^{∑i Δij +∑k<ℓ Γkℓj} )^{xj} . The proposition follows immediately. □

12.4. Parameters. We begin with the same data, a degree n sharp cover T̃ of a split torus T over F , incarnated by C ∈ X ⊗ X, and an ordered basis B = (y_1, . . . , y_r) of the cocharacter lattice Y . The second Brylinski-Deligne invariant of T̃ is an extension G_m → D ↠ Y of sheaves on F_{ét}, and we can describe D in terms of C ∈ X ⊗ X. Tracing through the construction of the second Brylinski-Deligne invariant [B-D, §3.12], consider T^′(F ((υ))) for a formal parameter υ. This fits into a short exact sequence K_2(F ((υ))) → T^′(F ((υ))) ↠ T(F ((υ))).

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 91

This extension is incarnated by the bimultiplicative cocycle θ_υ satisfying θ_{B,υ}(f^{yi} , g^{yj} ) = {f, g}^{cijB} , for all f, g ∈ F ((υ)), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r. Pushing out via the tame symbol ∂ : K_2(F ((υ))) → K_1(F ) = F^×, and pulling back via Y → T(F ((υ))), y → υ^y, we find the extension F^× → D[F ] ↠ Y . This extension is incarnated by the bimultiplicative cocycle θ_{B,D} satisfying θ_{B,D}(y_i, y_j ) = ∂{υ, υ}^{cijB} = (−1)^{cijB} . This construction applies equally well over a finite Galois extension of F . Thus the basis B determines an isomorphism σ_{B,D} : Y ×_{θB,D} G_m → D, of extensions of sheaves of groups on F_{ét}. Sharpness of T̃ implies that D is a sheaf of abelian groups on F_{ét}.

The choice of basis B gives a splitting of D: since Y is a constant sheaf of free abelian groups, there exists a unique splitting d_B : Y → D which satisfies d_B(y_i) = σ_{B,D} (y_i, 1), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Thus the choice of basis trivializes the Hom(Y, G_m) = T̂-torsor Spl (D). This trivialization, in turn, neutralizes the gerbe of n^{th} roots^n √ Spl(D) over F . Explicitly, define z_B ∈^n √ Spl(D)[F ] by z_B = (T̂, h_B) with h_B : T̂ → Spl(D) given by (12.5) h_B(â) = â^n ∗ d_B.

This neutralizes the pushout E_ϵ(T̃), and we find an isomorphism in CExt(Gal_F , T^∨), (12.6) λ_B : Gal_F ×T^∨ → π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(T̃), z_B), The Baer sum with (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F yields an isomorphism in CExt(Gal_F , T^∨), (12.7) λ_B : (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F →^LT̃_{zB} .

Here^LT̃_{zB} denotes the L-group with respect to the base point z_B. Note that (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F = Gal_F ×T^∨ as sets, with multiplication given by the cocycle, (γ_1, γ_2) → τ_Q (Hilb_2(rec γ_1, rec γ_2)) .

From (12.7), taking the quotient by [Gal_F , Gal_F ], and pulling back via F^× → W^{ab}_F → Gal^{ab}_F , we find an isomorphism in Ext(F^×, T^∨), (12.8) λ_B : F^× ×_θ T^∨ →^AT̃_{zB} , where we recall that θ(u, v) = τ_Q(Hilb_2(u, v)). For what follows, it helps to describe λ_B : F^× ×_θ T^∨ →^AT̃_{zB} in more detail. For an element (u, 1) ∈ F^× ×_θ T^∨, take the following steps:

• Choose γ ∈ W_F ⊂ Gal_F such that rec(γ) = u.

• Since z_B is defined over F , Hom(z_B,^γ z_B) = Hom(z_B, z_B). Thus we have an element Id_{B,γ} ∈ Hom(z_B,^γ z_B) ⊂ π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(T̃), z_B).

• We also have an element (γ, 1) ∈ (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F lying over γ ∈ Gal_F . Hence ((γ, 1), Id_{B,γ} ) ∈^LT̃_{zB} = (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F ∔ π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(T̃), z_B).

• λ_B(u, 1) is the image of ((γ, 1), Id_{B,γ} ) in the quotient^AT̃_{zB} .

92 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

As in Proposition 12.4, the isomorphisms λ_B are compatible with automorphisms of covers. If û ∈ X⊗F^×, then we have the resulting automorphism j_û ∈ Aut(T̃). As before, let j^∨_û denote the automorphism of any extension in Ext(F^×, T^∨) associated to û. Since j_û is well-aligned, we also get an automorphism of the L-group^LT̃_{zB} , which descends to an automorphism^Aj_û of^AT̃_{zB} .

Proposition 12.7. For all û ∈ X ⊗ F^×, j^∨_û =^Aj_û, making the following diagram commute.

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ A}T̃_B

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ A}T̃_B λ_B j^∨_ûj^∨_û =^Aj_û λ_B

Proof. We trace the automorphism j_û through the construction of^LT̃_{zB} . It has no effect on (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F . On the other hand, the automorphism j_û corresponds to the automorphism of G_m → D ↠ Y ,

d → d · û(y), for all d ∈ D lying over y ∈ Y.

Here and later, û ∈ X ⊗ F^× = Hom(Y, F^×), so û(y) ∈ F^×.

If s ∈ Spl(D), then j^∗_û(s) = û^{−1} ∗ s is the pullback of s via j_û. (See Section 3.4 for conventions on well-aligned functoriality). From this, j_û gives an equivalence of gerbes^n √ j^∗_û :^n √ Spl(D) →^n √ Spl(D), which sends the base point z_B = (T̂, h_B) to z^′_B = (T̂, û ∘ h_B). Here û ∘ h_B : T̂ → Spl (D) satisfies

(12.9) [û ∘ h_B](â) = â^nû^{−1} ∗ d_B.

Choose any isomorphism ρ: z_B → z^′_B in^n √ Spl(D)[F̄ ]. Concretely, ρ: T̂ → T̂ must be a map of T̂-torsors, so there exists τ̂ ∈ T̂ such that ρ(â) = τ̂ ∗ â, for all â ∈ T̂. Moreover, since ρ intertwines h_B and û ∘ h_B, (12.5) and (12.9) imply that τ̂^n = û.

Now, for any f ∈ π^{ét}_1 (^n √ Spl (D), z_B) = Hom(z_B, z_B), define an isomorphism f^′ ∈ π^{ét}_1 (^n √ Spl(D), z^′_B) by the rule f^′(â) = f(â) for all â ∈ T̂. (Here we note that z_B = (T̂, h_B) and z^′_B = (T̂, û ∘ h_B), so f and f^′ are both given by functions from T̂ to itself). Then f^′ is the image of f, under the equivalence of gerbes^n √ j_û.

Define

ρf ∈ π^{ét}_1 (^n √ Spl (D), z_B) =^γ ρ^{−1} ∘ f^′ ∘ ρ ∈ Hom(z_B,^γ z_B).

Then we compute

ρf(â) =^γ ρ^{−1}(f^′(ρ(â))) =^γ ρ^{−1}(f^′(τ̂ ∗ â)) = τ̂ γ(τ̂) ∗ f(â). Pushing out via ϵ and taking the Baer sum with (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_F , we find that f →^ρf induces an automorphism^Lj_û of the extension

T^∨ →^LT̃_{zB} ↠ Gal_F ,

given by

Lj_û(f) = ϵ (_n√ û γ(^n √ û) ) · f.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 93

for all f lying over γ ∈ Gal_F . For u_ℓ ∈ F^× and γ ∈ W_F ⊂ Gal_F , the relationship between the Artin symbol and Hilbert symbol gives γ^n √ u_ℓ n√ u_ℓ = Hilb_n(u_ℓ, rec γ) = Hilb_n(rec γ, u_ℓ)^{−1}.

Hence,^Lj_û descends to an automorphism^Aj_û of the extension T^∨ →^AT̃_{zB} ↠ F^×, given by_A j_û(e) = e · ∏ ℓ Hilb^ϵ_n(v, u_ℓ)^{xℓ} ,

for all e ∈^AT̃_{zB} lying over v ∈ F^×. Hence^Aj_û = j^∨_û as defined in (12.3). □ Next, as in Proposition 12.5, consider two elements C_0, C ∈ X ⊗ X such that C_0(y, y) = C(y, y) for all y ∈ Y . Let A = C−C_0, giving an isomorphism ι_{B,A} : T̃_0 → T̃ of the incarnated covers. Write D_0, d_{0,B}, z_{0,B},^AT̃_{0,z0,B} , etc., for the analogues of D, d_B, z_B,^AT̃_{zB} , using C_0 instead of C.

Proposition 12.8. The homomorphism^Aι_{B,A} :^AT̃_{zB} →^AT̃_{0,z0,B} , induced by the well-aligned isomorphism ι_{B,A}, fits into a commutative square.

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ A}T̃_{zB}

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ A}T̃_{0,z0,B} λ_B =^A ι_{B,A} λ_{0,B}

Proof. The isomorphism ι_{B,A} : T̃_0 → T̃ gives an isomorphism of extensions below.

G_m D_0 Y

G_m D Y =ι_{B,A}=

Using the presentation of D_0 and D by cocycles from C_0 and C, respectively, we find that ι_{B,A}(y, 1) = y, ∏ i<j (−1)^{⟨xi,y⟩·⟨xj ,y⟩·aijB} , for all y ∈ Y . Recall that the basis B gave splittings of D_0 and D respectively, satisfying d_0(y_i) = (y_i, 1) and d(y_i) = (y_i, 1). Since ι_{B,A}(y_i, 1) = (y_i, 1), we find that ι_{B,A} ∘ d_0 = d.

We may use ι_{B,A} to pull back splittings of D to splittings of D_0. We find that this map of T̂-torsors ι^∗_{B,A} : Spl(D) → Spl(D_0) sends the trivialization d to the trivialization d_0. It follows that ι^∗_{B,A} gives a functor of gerbes, ι^∗_{B,A} :^n √ Spl(D) →^n √ Spl(D_0) which sends the base point z_B to the base point z_{0,B}. As both are base points defined over F , we find that ι^∗_{B,A} sends the identity morphism Id_{B,γ} ∈ Hom(z_B,^γ z_B) = Hom(z_B, z_B) to the corresponding identity morphism Id_{0,B,γ} ∈ Hom(z_{0,B},^γ z_{0,B}).

94 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

It follows that^Aι_{B,A} sends λ_B(u, 1) to λ_{0,B}(u, 1) for all u ∈ F^×. The proposition follows. □

12.5. Change of basis. If B^′ = (y^′_1, . . . , y^′_r) is another basis, then we find from it another splitting d_B′ : Y → D characterized by d^′_B(y^′_i) = (y^′_i, 1). This provides another trivialization of the torsor Spl(D), and thus another object z_B′ = (T̂, h_B′ ) of^n √ Spl(D)[F ].

An isomorphism ι: z_B → z_B′ in^n √ Spl(D)[F̄ ] produces an isomorphism^Lι:^LT_{zB} → LT_{zB′} in CExt(Gal_F , T^∨), and any two such isomorphisms ι_1, ι_2 produce the same isomorphism^Lι_1 =^Lι_2. It follows that there is a unique automorphism r_{B,B}′ of F^× ×_θ T^∨ in the category Ext(F^×, T^∨), which makes the following diagram commute. F^× ×^θ T^{∨ A}T^{zB} F^× ×_θ T^{∨ A}T_{zB′} λ_B r_{B,B}′^A ιλB^′

Consider the change of basis matrix (g_{ij} ) ∈ GL_r(Z), so that x^′_i = ∑ j g_{ij} x_j and ∑ i g_{ij} y^′_i = y_j . Define Δ_{ij} , Γ^{kℓ}_j , and χ as in (12.4).

Proposition 12.9. The automorphism r_{B,B}′ ∈ Aut(F^× ×_θ T^∨) satisfies r_{B,B}′ (u, t^∨) = u, t^∨ · ∏ j χ(u)(^{∑i Δij +∑k<ℓ Γkℓj} )^{·xj} .

Proof. Giving an isomorphism ι: z_B → z_B′ is the same as giving a morphism f : T̂ → T̂ of T̂-torsors, f(â) = ê·â, satisfying d_{B′} = ên ∗d_B. This condition on ê is equivalent to the following, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r.

ê(y_j )^n = d_B(y_j )^{−1} · d_B′ (y_j ),

= (y_j , 1)^{−1} · d_B′ ( ∑ i g_{ij} y^′_i ) , = (y_j , 1)^{−1} · ∏ i (y^′_i, 1)^{gij} , = (y_j , 1)^{−1} · ∏ i (g_{ij} y^′_i, 1) · (−1)^{Δij} ,

= (y_j , 1)^{−1} · ( ∑ i g_{ij} y^′_i, 1 ) · ∏ i (−1)^{Δij} · ∏ k<ℓ (−1)^{Γkℓj} , = ∏ i (−1)^{Δij} · ∏ k<ℓ (−1)^{Γkℓj} . In other words, giving a morphism ι: z_B → z_B′ (defined over F̄ ) is the same as giving an element ê ∈ T̂[F̄ ] = X ⊗ F̄^× satisfying

(12.10) ê^n = ∏ j (−1)(^{∑i Δij +∑k<ℓ Γkℓj} )^{·xj} .

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 95

Now consider an element (u, 1) ∈ F^× ×_θ T^∨. Let γ ∈ W_F be an element such that rec(γ) = u, and Id_{B,γ} ∈ Hom(z_B,^γ z_B) the resulting element of π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(T̃), z_B). Similarly, let Id_B′_{,γ} ∈ Hom(z_B′ ,^γ z_B′ ) be the resulting element of π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(T̃), z_B′ ) The following diagram of objects and morphisms in^n √ Spl (D) commutes.

z_B^γ z_B = z_B

z_B′^γ z_B′ = z_B′ Id_{B,γ} ê^γ ê (^γ ê/ê) · Id_B′_{,γ}

Here we label morphisms among z_B and z^′_B by elements of T̂, since all morphisms are morphisms of T̂-torsors from T̂ to itself. Projecting from^LT̃_{zB} to^AT̃_{zB} , we find that Aι ( λ^A_B(u, 1) ) = γê ê · λ^A_B′ (u, 1). The relationship between the Artin symbol and Hilbert symbol gives ϵ ( γ(^n √ −1) n√ −1 ) = Hilb^ϵ_n(−1, u) = Hilb^ϵ_n(u, u) = χ(u),

since rec(γ) = u. Hence equation (12.10) yields

Aι(λ^A_B (u, 1)) = λ^A_B′ (u, 1) · ∏ j χ(u)(^{∑i Δij +∑k<ℓ Γkℓj} )^{·xj} . The proposition follows. □

12.6. Isomorphism of functors. For each basis B of Y , and each cover T̃ of T incarnated by C, we have constructed isomorphisms σ_B : F^× ×_θ T^∨ →^DT̃ and λ_B : F^× ×_θ T^∨ →^AT̃ . Here we write^AT̃ rather than^AT̃_{zB} , since^AT̃ is defined up to unique isomorphism by T̃ without reference to base point.

There exists a unique isomorphism P_B in Ext(F^×, T^∨) which makes the following diagram commute. DT̃

F^× ×_θ T^∨

AT̃ P_B σ_B λ_B

Theorem 12.10. If B and B^′ are two bases of Y , then P_B = P_B′ .

Proof. Propositions 12.6 and 12.9 imply that the change of basis functions f_{B,B}′ and r_{B,B}′ coincide, yielding P_B′ = λ_B′ ∘ σ^{−1}_B′ = λ_B ∘ r_{B,B}′ ∘ (σ_B ∘ f^{−1}_{B,B}′ )^{−1} = λ_B ∘ r_{B,B}′ f_{B,B}′ ∘ σ^{−1}_B = λ_B ∘ σ^{−1}_B = P_B.

96 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Here we use the fact that r_{B,B}′ and f_{B,B}′ not only coincide, but they have order 1 or 2 (the character χ has values in ±1). Thus r_{B,B}′ f_{B,B}′ = Id in Aut(F^× ×_θ T^∨). □ From this theorem, we write simply P :^DT̃^∼−→^AT̃ without reference to a basis. Recall that Π^D_ϵ (T̃) = Spl(^DT̃ ), and Φ^A_ϵ (T̃) = Spl(^AT̃ ). Thus P defines an isomorphism of Π^D(T)-torsors,

P(T̃): Π^D_ϵ (T̃)^∼−→ Φ^A_ϵ (T̃).

Theorem 12.11. Allowing the cover to vary, the system of isomorphisms P defines a natural isomorphism of additive functors,

P : Cov^♯_n(T)^∼=⇒ Tors(Π^D(T)).

Proof. It suffices to work with the full subcategory of Cov^♯_n given by the incarnated covers – those that arise from elements C ∈ X ⊗ X. We have constructed isomorphisms P : Π^D_ϵ (T̃)^∼−→ Φ^A_ϵ (T̃) for each such incarnated cover T̃. For naturality, recall that all morphisms among incarnated covers are composites of automorphisms j_û for û ∈ X ⊗ F^× and isomorphisms ι_{B,A} for alternating forms A ∈ X ⊗ X.

Consider first an automorphism j_û and a fixed cover T̃. In the diagram below, Proposition 12.4 gives the commutativity of the top face and Proposition 12.7 the bottom face. Front and back faces commute by the definition of P. Hence the right face commutes.

DT̃

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ D}T̃

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ A}T̃

AT̃ P σ_Bλ^{BD}jû P j^∨_û σB λ_B^A jû

Next consider C_0, C ∈ X ⊗ X such that C_0(y, y) = C(y, y), and let A = C − C_0. This gives an isomorphism ι_{B,A} : T̃_0 → T̃. In the diagram below, Proposition 12.5 gives commutativity of the top triangle and Proposition 12.8 the bottom. Left and right triangles commute by the definition of P. Hence the outer square commutes.

DT̃ DT̃_0

F^× ×_θ T^∨

AT̃ AT̃_0 Dι_{B,A} P(T) P(T_0 ) σ_Bσ_{0,B} λ_Bλ_{0,B} A ι_{B,A}

By Proposition 12.1, commutativity of the previous two diagrams implies that P is a natural isomorphism of functors.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 97

To check that P is a natural isomorphism of additive functors, we may use the monoidal structure on incarnated covers arising from addition of elements of X ⊗ X. In other words, if T̃_1 is incarnated by C_1 ∈ X ⊗ X, and T̃_2 is incarnated by C_2 ∈ X ⊗ X, then T̃ = T̃_1 ∔ T̃_2 may be identified with the cover incarnated by C_1 + C_2. Such identifications allow us to identify the following, for incarnated covers:

DT̃_1 ∔^DT̃_2 ≡^DT̃,^AT̃_1 ∔^AT̃_2 ≡^AT̃.

As P is defined by identifying extensions given by the same cocycle θ, we find that P is compatible with the additive structure of the functors Π^D_ϵ and Φ^A_ϵ . □ The natural isomorphism P is compatible with pullbacks in the following way.

If α : S → T is an isomorphism of split tori, and T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_n(T) is incarnated by C ∈ X ⊗ X, and S̃ is the pullback of T̃, then S̃ is incarnated by the pullback of C. If B is a basis of Y , then we may pull back B to form a basis of the cocharacter lattice of S. We find a commutative diagram of groups and isomorphisms.

DS̃

F^× ×_θ S^{∨ D}T̃

F^× ×_θ T^{∨ A}S̃

AT̃ P_S σ_{B,S} λ_{B,S}Dα̃P^T α^∨σB,T λ_{B,T}^Aα̃

Indeed, the definition of σ_B and λ_B (for S and T ) yields the commutativity of the top and bottom squares. The front and back faces commute by definitions of P_T and P_S , respectively. This makes the right face commute as well.

We find a commutative diagram of additive functors and natural isomorphisms.

(12.11) α^∗ ∘ Π^D_ϵ α^∗ ∘ Φ^A_ϵ

Π^D_ϵ ∘ α^∗ Φ^A_ϵ ∘ α^∗

P^Dα̃^Aα̃ P

This completes the chain of additive functors and natural isomorphisms, compatible with pullbacks throughout by (10.8), (12.11), (11.3).

rec^∗_F ∘ can_Y ∘Π_ϵ rec^∗_F ∘Π^D_ϵ rec^∗_F ∘Φ^A_ϵ Φ_ϵ D P A

Assembling commutative diagrams, we have proven the following result.

98 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Theorem 12.12. Define L = rec^∗_F ∘ can_Y and L_ϵ = A^{−1}∘P∘D. Then L_ϵ : L∘Π_ϵ ⇒ Φ_ϵ is a natural isomorphism of additive functors.

Tors(Π(T))

Cov^♯_n(T) ⇓ L_ϵ

Tors(Φ(T)) L Π_ϵ

Φ_ϵ

When α : S → T is an isomorphism of split tori, the natural isomorphisms L_ϵ for S and T commute with pullback as in the diagram (9.6).

This theorem gives a parameterization of genuine characters by Weil parameters, functorial in the (sharp) cover, and compatibly with Langlands’ parameterization of characters of algebraic tori over local fields.

13. The integral case

Now consider T, a split torus over O, the ring of integers in a nonarchimedean local field F . We may consider the category Cov^♯_n(T/O) of sharp covers defined over O. By [Wei14b], the objects of Cov_n(T/O) are classified by pairs (Q, D) just as in the case of tori over fields, and each object is isomorphic to one incarnated by an element C ∈ X ⊗ X. The automorphism group of a cover T̃ = (T^′, n) is naturally isomorphic to Hom(Y, O^×) = X ⊗ O^×.

Given a sharp cover T̃ = (T^′, n) over O, write T^∘ = T(O), T = T(F ), and μ_n → T̃ ↠ T for the resulting extension of locally compact abelian groups. As T̃ is defined over O, this comes with a splitting σ^∘ : T^∘ → T̃ . Thus we may consider the set Hom_ϵ(T̃/σ^∘(T^∘), C^× ) ⊂ Hom_ϵ(T̃, C^× ) of T^∘-spherical ϵ-genuine characters.

13.1. Parameterization by splittings. We abbreviate Π^∘(T) = Π(T/O) = Hom(T/T^∘, C^× ) ≡ T^∨,

Π^∘_ϵ (T̃) = Π_ϵ(T̃/O) = Hom_ϵ(T̃/σ^∘(T^∘), C^× ).

Then Π^∘_ϵ (T̃) is a Π^∘(T)-torsor. Write ι^∘ : Π^∘(T) → Π(T) = Π(T/F ), for the inclusion of the T^∘-spherical characters of T into the group of all characters of T . There is a natural isomorphism of Π(T)-torsors,

(ι^∘)_∗Π^∘_ϵ (T̃)^∼−→ Π_ϵ(T̃).

We identified Π_ϵ(T̃) with the set of splittings of an extension^DT̃ . This works as well for T^∘-spherical characters as follows. The cover T̃ over O yields a commutative diagram with exact rows, with top row split by σ^∘.C_× ϵ_∗T̃_∘ T_∘

C^× ϵ_∗T̃ T = σ∘

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 99

Recalling that ι: Z → X ⊗ Y was the canonical inclusion, and D_Y = ι^∗(X ⊗ •), we may tensor the above diagram by X and pull back via ι to form a commutative diagram with exact rows, again with top row split by a homomorphism we call^Dσ^∘, T^∨ D_Y ϵ^∗T̃^∘ O^×

T^{∨ D}T̃ F^× = Dσ∘

Just as there is a natural bijection D : Π_ϵ(T̃) → Π^D_ϵ (T̃) = Spl(^DT̃ ), the T^∘- spherical characters correspond to those splittings from Spl(^DT̃ ) which pull back to the splitting^Dσ^∘ of the top row above. Thus define Π^{D,∘}_ϵ (T̃) to be the subset of splittings pulling back to^Dσ^∘. The commutative diagrams above extend to a diagram of categories and functors below.

Proposition 13.1. There is a natural isomorphism of additive functors,

D^∘ : can^∘_Y ∘Π^∘_ϵ ⇒ Π^{D,∘}_ϵ .

Proof. Consider the following diagram of Picard categories and additive functors.

Tors(T^∨)

Cov^♯_n(T/O) Tors(Π^∘(T))

Tors(Π^D(T))

Cov^♯_n(T/F ) Tors(Π(T))

ι^∘_∗ ι^∘_∗Π∘_ϵ Π^{D,∘}_ϵ can^∘_Y ι^∘_∗ Π_ϵΠD_ϵ can_Y

The bottom face is the diagram (10.6), in which we found a natural isomorphism

D : can_Y ∘Π_ϵ ⇒ Π^D_ϵ .

The lateral faces of the prism 2-commute by the commutative diagrams discussed just above. There are natural isomorphisms

α : ι^∘_∗ ∘ can^∘_Y ∘Π^∘_ϵ ⇒ can_Y ∘Π_ϵ ∘ ι^∘_∗, β : ι^∘_∗ ∘ Π^{D,∘}_ϵ ⇒ Π^D_ϵ ∘ ι^∘_∗.

There is a unique natural isomorphism D^∘ : can^∘_Y ∘Π^∘_ϵ ⇒ Π^{D,∘}_ϵ making the following diagram of functors and natural isomorphisms commute.ι^∘_∗ ∘ can^∘_Y ∘Π^∘_ϵ canY ∘Πϵ ∘ ι^∘_∗

ι^∘_∗ ∘ Π^{D,∘}_ϵ Π^D_ϵ ∘ ι^∘_∗ αD^∘ Dβ

□

100 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

13.2. Unramified Weil parameters. We continue to write ι^∘ : O → F for the inclusion, and for all maps and functors resulting from this inclusion. Given a sharp cover T̃ over O, and fixing ϵ: μ_n → C^× as always, we have constructed the L-group

T^∨ →^LT^∘ ↠ Gal_O = ⟨Fr⟩_{prof} .

This is an extension of abelian groups, defined uniquely up to unique isomorphism from T̃ and ϵ.

The construction of the L-group is compatible with base extension from O to F (see, e.g., Section 3.6), and we find a commutative diagram,

(13.1)

T^{∨ L}T̃ Gal_F

T^{∨ L}T̃^∘ Gal_O = τ ∘

This identifies the complex L-group^LT̃ with the pullback of^LT̃^∘. As such, the top row is endowed with a splitting τ^∘ : I_F →^LT̃ over the inertial subgroup of Gal_F .

The set of Weil parameters Φ_ϵ(T̃) = Φ_ϵ(T̃/F ) consists of continuous homomorphisms ρ: W_F →^LT̃ , lying over the canonical map W_F → Gal_F . A subset is given by the unramified Weil parameters Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) = Φ_ϵ(T̃/O), consisting of those ρ: W_F →^LT̃ whose restriction to inertia coincides with τ^∘. The unramified parameters Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) are identified, in turn, with the homomorphisms W_O = ⟨Fr⟩ →^LT̃^∘ lying over the canonical map W_O → Gal_O. The set Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) is naturally a torsor for Φ^∘(T) = Hom(W_O, T^∨), the set of unramified parameters for T.

These sets of Weil parameters, Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) ⊂ Φ_ϵ(T̃) can be identified with splittings sequences of exact sequences as follows: the canonical splitting of^LT̃ over [Gal_F , Gal_F ] coincides with the splitting τ^∘ on [Gal_F , Gal_F ] ∩ I. In this way, the previous commutative diagram (14.1) gives a commutative diagram,

T^{∨ L}T̃/[Gal_F , Gal_F ] Gal^{ab}_F

T^{∨ L}T̃^∘ Gal_O =

Pulling back via W^{ab}_F → Gal^{ab}_F , and W_O → Gal_O, and via the reciprocity isomorphisms rec_F : W^{ab}_F^∼−→ F^×, rec_O : W_O^∼−→ Z, we obtain a commutative diagram of locally compact abelian groups, T^{∨ A}T̃ F^×

T^{∨ A}T̃^∘ Z

= val

This identifies^AT̃ wth the pullback of^AT̃^∘ via val: F^× → Z. In particular,^AT̃ is endowed with a canonical splitting^Aλ^∘ : O^× →^AT̃ . Recall that Φ^A_ϵ (T̃) denotes the set of splittings Spl(^AT̃ ), and define Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ (T̃) to be the set of splittings of^AT̃^∘. Equivalently, Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ (T̃) is the set of splittings in Spl(^AT̃ ) which restrict to^Aλ^∘ on O^×. This gives an inclusion Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ (T̃) → Φ^A_ϵ (T̃).

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 101

Proposition 13.2. There is a natural isomorphism of additive functors,

A^∘ : Φ^∘_ϵ^∼=⇒ rec^∗_O ∘Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ .

Proof. Consider the following diagram of Picard categories and additive functors.

Tors(T^∨)

Cov^♯_n(T/O) Tors(Φ^∘(T))

Tors(Π^D(T̃))

Cov^♯_n(T/F ) Tors(Φ(T))

ι^∘_∗rec^∗_O ι^∘_∗Φ∘_ϵ Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ ι^∘_∗rec^{∗F}

Φ_ϵΦA_ϵ

The proof mirrors Proposition 13.1. The bottom face 2-commutes via the natural isomorphism A from (11.2). The lateral faces 2-commute by examining the commutative diagrams just above. This family of natural isomorphisms determines a natural isomorphism A^∘ making the top face 2-commute as well. □

13.3. Spherical/Unramified comparison. The connection between genuine characters and Weil parameters was made through a sequence of three natural isomorphisms,

rec^∗_F ∘ can_Y ∘Π_ϵ rec^∗_F ∘Π^D_ϵ rec^∗_F ∘Φ^A_ϵ Φ_ϵ. D P A We have found a spherical analogue of D and an unramified analogue of A, giving the following sequence of functors and natural isomorphisms,

rec^∗_O ∘ can_Y ∘Π^∘_ϵ rec^∗_O ∘Π^{D,∘}_ϵ rec^∗_O ∘Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ Φ^∘_ϵ . D^∘ A^∘ The natural isomorphism P : Π^D_ϵ ⇒ Φ^A_ϵ arose from the full subcategory of incarnated covers, where any basis of Y yields a pair of isomorphisms σ_B and λ_B, DT̃

F^× ×_θ T^∨

AT̃ Pσ_Bλ^B

A unique isomorphism P (independent of the choice of basis) makes this diagram commute; it yields a natural isomorphism from Spl(^DT̃ ) to Spl(^AT̃ ).

102 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

For sharp covers T̃ over O incarnated by C ∈ X ⊗ X, the same steps yield isomorphisms σ^∘_B and λ^∘_B, DT̃

O^× ×_θ T^∨

AT̃ Pσ∘_Bλ^{∘B}

As the Hilbert symbol of order n is trivial on O^× × O^× (as T̃ is defined over O, n is coprime to the residue characteristic), we find that O^× ×_θ T^∨ = O^× × T^∨. In this way, σ^∘_B is a splitting of^DT̃^∘ over O^×, and λ^∘_B is a splitting of^AT̃^∘ over O^×. These coincide with the canonical splittings^Dσ^∘ and^Aλ^∘ described in the previous two sections.

In this way, the isomorphism P sets up a bijection between those splittings of DT̃ which restrict to Dσ∘, and those splittings of AT̃ which restrict to Aλ∘. In other words, P restricts to a bijection

P^∘ : Π^{D,∘}_ϵ (T̃)^∼−→ Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ (T̃).

Proposition 13.3. The following diagram of Picard categories and additive functors 2-commutes.

Cov^♯_n(T/O) Tors(Hom(F^×/O^×, T^∨))

Cov^♯_n(T/F ) Tors(Hom(F^×, T^∨)) ι^∘_∗ Π^{D,∘}_ϵΦ^{A,∘}ϵ ι^∘_∗ Π^D_ϵΦ^Aϵ

Proof. The natural isomorphism P makes the bottom face of the cylinder 2-commute. As P pulls back to a bijection P^∘ from Π^{D,∘}_ϵ (T̃) to Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ (T̃), for any sharp cover T̃, we find a unique natural isomorphism P^∘ : Π^{D,∘}_ϵ ⇒ Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ making the diagram 2-commute. □ Assembling these propositions, we find that our parameterization makes spherical characters correspond to unramified parameters. We have two sequences of functors and natural isomorphisms, rec^∗_F ∘ can_Y ∘Π_ϵ rec^∗_F ∘Π^D_ϵ rec^∗_F ∘Φ^A_ϵ Φ_ϵ

rec^∗_O ∘ can^∘_Y ∘Π^∘_ϵ rec^∗_O ∘Π^{D,∘}_ϵ rec^∗_O ∘Φ^{A,∘}_ϵ Φ^∘_ϵ . D P A^{−1} D^∘P^∘(A^∘)^{−1}

Recall that L = rec^∗_F ∘ can_Y : Hom(T, C^× ) → Hom(W_F , T^∨). Define analogously L^∘ = rec^∗_O ∘ can^∘_Y : Hom(T/T^∘, C^× ) → Hom(W_O, T^∨). Recall that L_ϵ = A^{−1} ∘ P ∘ D, and define analogously L^∘_ϵ = (A^∘)^{−1} ∘ P^∘ ∘ D^∘.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 103

Theorem 13.4. The following diagram of Picard categories and additive functors 2-commutes, via the natural isomorphisms L^∘_ϵ (on the top face) and L_ϵ (on the bottom face).

Tors(Φ^∘(T))

Cov^♯_n(T/O) Tors(Π^∘(T))

Tors(Φ(T))

Cov^♯_n(T/F ) Tors(Π(T))

ι^∘_∗ ι^∘_∗Φ∘_ϵ Π^∘_ϵ L^∘ ι^∘_∗ Φ_ϵΠ_ϵ L

This theorem gives a parameterization of spherical genuine characters of T̃ by unramified Weil parameters, functorial in the choice of sharp cover, and compatible with the parameterization of all genuine characters by all Weil parameters. As in the case of local fields, one may verify that the natural isomorphisms L^∘_ϵ are compatible with pullbacks, for isomorphisms of split tori S → T over O.

14. Global case

Now we consider sharp covers T̃ of a split torus T over a global field F . The methods are much the same as the previous section, with the inclusion O → F replaced by the inclusion F → A . Thus we leave a few details to the reader, to adapt proofs from the previous section as needed.

Given a sharp cover T̃ = (T^′, n) over F , write T_F = T(F ) and T_A = T(A ), and μ_n → T̃_A ↠ T_A for the resulting extension of locally compact abelian groups. As T̃ is defined over F , this comes with a splitting σ_F : T_F → T̃_A .

14.1. Parameterization by splittings. Define Π_A (T) = Hom(T_A , C^× ), the group of continuous characters, and Π_{A,ϵ} (T̃) = Hom_ϵ(T̃_A , C^× ) for the Π_A (T)-torsor of ϵgenuine continuous characters. To give such a character, it is equivalent to give genuine characters of T̃_v for all places v of F , almost all of which are T^∘_v -spherical; see [Wei09] and [Wei15, §4] for details.

We abbreviate,

Π_F (T) = Π(T/F ) = Hom(T_A /T_F , C^× ),

Π_{F,ϵ}(T̃) = Π_ϵ(T̃/F ) = Hom_ϵ(T̃/σ_F (T ), C^× ).

Then Π_{F,ϵ}(T̃) is a Π_F (T)-torsor. Write ι_F : Π_F (T) → Π_A (T) for the inclusion of the automorphic characters of T_A into the group of all continuous characters of T_A . There is a natural isomorphism of Π(T)-torsors,

(ι_F )_∗ ( Π_{F,ϵ}(T̃) )_∼ −→ Π_{A,ϵ} (T̃). Define

Π^D_A (T) = Hom(A^× , T^∨), Π^D_F (T) = Hom(A^× /F^×, T^∨),

104 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

so there are natural isomorphisms

can_{A,Y} : Π_A (T)^∼−→ Π^D_A (T), can_{F,Y} : Π_F (T)^∼−→ Π^D_F (T).

We may identify Π_{A,ϵ} (T̃) with the set of splittings of an extension^DT̃_A , just as in the local case. Indeed, begin with the extension μ_n → T̃_A ↠ T_A . Push out via ϵ to get an extension C^× → ϵ_∗T̃_A ↠ T_A . As T_A = Y ⊗ A^× , we may tensor with X and pull back via Z → X ⊗ Y to obtain an extension,

T^∨ →^DT̃_A ↠ A^× .

Define Π^D_{A,ϵ} (T̃) = Spl(^DT̃_A ), a Π^D_A (T)-torsor. As in the local case, there is a natural bijection D_A : Π_{A,ϵ} (T̃) → Π^D_{A,ϵ} (T̃), and this is compatible with pullbacks to local fields. The splitting σ_F defines a splitting^Dσ_F in the following commutative diagram. T_{∨ D}T̃_F F_×

T^{∨ D}T̃_A A^×

= Dσ_F

The automorphic genuine characters Π_{F,ϵ}(T̃) ⊂ Π_ϵ(T̃) correspond to the subset Π^D_{F,ϵ}(T̃) ⊂ Π^D_{A,ϵ} (T̃) of splittings which restrict to^Dσ_F on F^×. Then Π^D_{F,ϵ}(T̃) is a Π^D_F (T)-torsor. The commutative diagrams above extend to a diagram of categories and functors below.

Proposition 14.1. There is a natural isomorphism of additive functors,

D_F : can_{F,Y} ∘Π_{F,ϵ}^∼=⇒ Π^D_{F,ϵ}.

Proof. Consider the following diagram of Picard categories and additive functors.

Tors(Π^D_F (T))

Cov^♯_n(T) Tors(Π_F (T))

Tors(Π^D_A (T))

Cov^♯_n(T) Tors(Π_A (T))

ι_{F,∗} =Π_{F,ϵ} Π^D_{F,ϵ}canF,Y ι_{F,∗} Π_{A,ϵ} Π^D_{A,ϵ}canA,Y

The natural isomorphisms D and D^∘ define a natural isomorphism D_A making the bottom face 2-commute. Indeed, Π_{A,ϵ} (T̃) gives the set of continuous genuine characters of T̃_A – these are described in turn by families of genuine characters of T̃_v for all places, almost all of which are T ∘_v -spherical. But these are described, by splittings of^DT̃_v for all places, coinciding with the splitting σ^∘_v at all T^∘_v -spherical places.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 105

As in the local integral case, the lateral faces 2-commute, from which we find a unique natural isomorphism D_F making the top face 2-commute by pulling back D_A . □

14.2. Global Weil parameters. Given a sharp cover T̃ over F , we have constructed the L-group, T^∨ →^LT ↠ Gal_F .

The construction of the L-group is compatible with base extension from F to F_v, and we find a commutative diagram for every place v of F ,

(14.1)

T^{∨ L}T̃_v Gal_{Fv}

T^{∨ L}T̃ Gal_F =

This identifies the L-group^LT̃_v with the pullback of^LT̃ .

The set of Weil parameters Φ_{F,ϵ}(T̃) = Φ_ϵ(T̃/F ) consists of continuous homomorphisms ρ: W_F →^LT̃ , lying over the canonical map W_F → Gal_F . As in the local case, the cohomology H^2(Gal_F , T^∨) is trivial, yielding the (noncanonical) splitting of^LT̃ . From this it follows that the L-groups split canonically over [Gal_F , Gal_F ].

Taking the quotient^LT̃/[Gal_F , Gal_F ] and pulling back via A^× /F^{× rec} −1 F −−−→ W^{ab}_F → Gal^{ab}_F yields an extension

T^∨ →^AT̃_F ↠ A^× /F^×.

Pulling back via F^×_v → A^× gives a commutative diagram,

T^{∨ A}T̃_v F^×_v

T^{∨ A}T̃_F A^× /F^× =

The local extensions T^∨ →^AT̃_v ↠ F^×_v are endowed with splittings σ^∘_v over O^×_v for almost all v. Define the restricted product,

AT̃_A = {( t̃_v)_{v∈V} ∈ ∏_v^AT̃_v : t̃_v ∈ σ^∘_v (O^×_v ) for almost all v} Ker (⨁ v T^{∨ Π}−→ T^∨ ) . This fits into a commutative diagram with exact rows,

T^{∨ A}T̃_A A^×

T^{∨ A}T̃_F A^× /F^× =

The construction of^AT̃_A gives a splitting^Aλ_F : F^× →^AT̃_A of the top row over F^× Define Φ^A_{F,ϵ}(T̃) = Spl(^AT̃_F ); this is in natural bijection with the set Φ_{F,ϵ}(T̃) of Weil parameters for^LT̃_F . Analogously, define Φ^A_{,ϵ} (T̃) = Spl(^AT̃_A ). Pullback yields an inclusion Spl(^AT̃_F ) → Spl(^AT̃_A ), whose image consists of splittings of^AT̃_A which restrict to the splitting^Aλ_F on F^×.

106 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Tracing through the definitions, Spl(^AT̃_A ) is in natural bijection with the set of families (ϕ_v )_{v∈V} of Weil parameters in Φ_{v,ϵ}(T̃) at every place, for which ϕ_v is unramified almost everywhere.

Define Φ_F (T) to be the set of Weil parameters for T, i.e. Φ_F (T) = Hom(W_F , T^∨). Define Φ_A (T) to be the set of families (ϕ_v )_{v∈V} of Weil parameters in Φ_v (T) = Hom(W_{Fv} , T^∨), which are unramified almost everywhere.

Proposition 14.2. There is a natural isomorphism of additive functors,

A_F : Φ_{F,ϵ}^∼=⇒ rec^∗_F ∘Φ^A_{F,ϵ}.

Proof. Consider the following diagram of Picard categories and additive functors.

Tors(Π^D_F (T))

Cov^♯_n(T) Tors(Φ_F (T))

Tors(Π^D_A (T))

Cov^♯_n(T) Tors(Φ_A (T))

ι_{F,∗} rec^∗_F =Φ_{F,ϵ} Φ^A_{F,ϵ} ι_{F,∗} ∏ v rec^∗_v Φ_{A,ϵ} Φ^A_{,ϵ}

The natural isomorphisms A and A^∘ in the local and unramified cases yield a natural isomorphism A_A which makes the bottom face 2-commute. The lateral faces 2-commute by the local-global compatibility of our constructions. A natural isomorphism A_F making the top face 2-commute follows. □

14.3. Global comparison. Over local fields, we have found a connection between genuine characters and Weil parameters through a sequence of three natural isomorphisms,

rec^∗_{Fv} ∘ can_Y ∘Π_ϵ rec^∗_{Fv} ∘Π^D_ϵ rec^∗_{Fv} ∘Φ^A_{v,ϵ} Φ_{v,ϵ} D_vP_vA^{−1}_v Each term has an unramified counterpart.

rec^∗_{Ov} ∘ can_Y ∘Π^∘_ϵ rec^∗_{Ov} ∘Π^{D,∘}_{v,ϵ} rec^∗_{Ov} ∘Φ^{A,∘}_{v,ϵ} Φ^∘_{v,ϵ}

D^∘_vP^∘_v(A^∘_v )^{−1}

Local-global compatibility gives an adelic version.

rec^∗_A ∘ can_Y ∘Π_ϵ rec^∗_A ∘Π^D_{A,ϵ} rec^∗_A ∘Φ^A_{,ϵ} Φ_{A,ϵ} D_AP_AA^{−1}_A We have found an automorphic version, as below.

rec^∗_F ∘ can_Y ∘Π_ϵ rec^∗_F ∘Π^D_{F,ϵ} rec^∗_A ∘Φ^A_{F,ϵ} Φ_{F,ϵ} D_F A^{−1}_F

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 107

To link the middle terms, it suffices as before to consider the incarnated covers, on which any basis of Y yields a pair of isomorphisms σ_{A,B} and λ_{A ,B} , DT̃_A

A^× ×_θ T^∨

AT̃_A P_A σ_{A,B} λ_{A,B}

A unique isomorphism P_A makes this diagram commute, and is independent of basis; it yields an isomorphism from Spl(^DT̃_A ) to Spl(^AT̃_A ), from which we find the natural isomorphism P_A : Π^D_{A,ϵ} ⇒ Φ^A_{,ϵ} .

As the global Hilbert symbol of order n is trivial on F^××F^× (Hilbert reciprocity), we find that F^× ×_θ T^∨ = F^× × T^∨. In this way, σ_{A,B} gives a splitting σ_{F,B} of^DT̃_A over F^×, and λ_{A,B} gives a splitting λ_{F,B} of^AT̃_A over F^×. These coincide with the canonical splittings^Dσ_F and^Aλ_F described before.

In this way, the isomorphism P_A sets up a bijection P_F between those splittings of^DT̃_A which restrict to^Dσ_F on F^×, and those splittings of^AT̃_A which restrict to Aλ_F on F^×. In other words, P_F gives a bijection,

P_F : Π^D_{F,ϵ}(T̃)^∼−→ Φ^A_{F,ϵ}(T̃).

Naturality of this bijection is the following.

Proposition 14.3. There is a natural isomorphism of additive functors, P_F : Π^D_{F,ϵ} ⇒ Φ^A_{F,ϵ}.

Proof. Consider the following diagram of Picard categories and additive functors. Cov^♯_n(T) Tors(Hom(A^× /F^×, T^∨))

Cov^♯_n(T) Tors(Hom(A^× , T^∨)) = Π^D_{F,ϵ} Φ^A_{F,ϵ}ι^{F,∗} Π^D_{A,ϵ} Φ^A_{,ϵ}

The natural isomorphism P_A makes the bottom face of the cylinder 2-commute. As P_A pulls back to a bijection P_F from Π^D_{F,ϵ}(T̃) to Φ^A_{F,ϵ}(T̃), we find a unique natural isomorphism P_F : Π^D_{F,ϵ} ⇒ Φ^A_{F,ϵ} making the diagram 2-commute. □

108 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Theorem 14.4. Define L_F = rec_F ∘ can_{F,Y} and L_ϵ = A^{−1}_F ∘ P_F ∘ D_F . This gives a 2-commutative diagram of Picard groupoids and additive functors.

Tors(Π_F (T))

Cov^♯_n(T) ⇓ L_ϵ

Tors(Φ_F (T)) L_F Π_{F,ϵ} Φ_{F,ϵ}

This theorem gives a parameterization of genuine automorphic characters of T̃_A by global Weil parameters with values with^LT̃ , functorial in the choice of sharp cover, and compatible with the previous local parameterization. As in the case of local fields, one may verify that the natural isomorphisms L_ϵ are compatible with pullbacks, for isomorphisms of split tori S → T over F .

15. Split tori

Let S be the spectrum of a local field, a global field, or the ring of integers in a nonarchimedean local field. Let T be a split torus over S, with character lattice X and cocharacter lattice Y (constant sheaves on S_{ét}). Let T̃ be a degree n cover of T over S. Let Q: Y → Z be the first Brylinski-Deligne invariant. Following Assumption 3.1, we assume that Q is even-valued if n is odd. But we do not assume T̃ is a sharp cover here, i.e., we do not assume Y = Y_{Q,n}.

We can parameterize the following sets of irreducible genuine representations.

Local case: The cover T̃ over a local field F yields a central extension μ_n → T̃ ↠ T . Recall that Π_ϵ(T̃/F ) is the set of equivalence classes of irreducible ϵ-genuine admissible representations of T̃ .

Local integral case: The cover T̃ over O (the ring of integers in a nonarchimedean local field) yields a central extension μ_n → T̃ ↠ T and a splitting T^∘ = T(O) → T̃ . Recall that Π_ϵ(T̃/O) is the set of equivalence classes of irreducible T^∘-spherical ϵ-genuine representations of T̃ .

Global case: The cover T̃ over a global field F yields a central extension μ_n → T̃_A ↠ T_A and a splitting T_F = T(F ) → T̃_A . Recall that Π_ϵ(T̃/F ) is the set of equivalence classes of automorphic ϵ-genuine representations of T̃_A .

Let T_{Q,n} denote the split torus over S with cocharacter lattice Y_{Q,n}, and define ι_{Q,n} : T_{Q,n} → T to be the isogeny (of tori over S) corresponding to the inclusion Y_{Q,n} → Y . Pulling back the cover T̃ via ι_{Q,n} yields a degree n cover T̃_{Q,n} of T_{Q,n}. Note that T̃_{Q,n} is a sharp cover of T_{Q,n}. Viewing ι_{Q,n} as a well-aligned homomorphism of covers T̃_{Q,n} → T̃, we find a canonical identification of L-groups,^LT̃ ≡^LT̃_{Q,n}.

The results of this section and of [Wei15] imply the following.

Theorem 15.1. In all three cases above, pulling back the central character via the isogeny ι_{Q,n} gives a one-to-one function (bijective in the local integral case)

Π_ϵ(T̃/S) → Π_ϵ(T̃_{Q,n}/S)

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 109

Composing with the parameterization L_ϵ, this gives a one-to-one parameterization (bijective in the local integral case)

Π_ϵ(T̃/S) → Φ_ϵ(T̃/S).

In the local integral case, the parameterization is bijective. In the case of local fields or global fields, we would like to characterize the images of Π_ϵ(T̃/S) → Φ_ϵ(T̃/S) – to find the “relevant” parameters for covers of tori. But we leave such a characterization for a future paper.

Part 4. Other parameterizations

16. Spherical/Unramified parameterization

Let G be a quasisplit reductive group over O, the ring of integers in a nonarchimedean local field F . Let G̃ = (G^′, n) be a degree n cover of G defined over O. Write G = G(F ) and G^∘ = G(O). Then we have a central extension of locally compact groups, μ_n → G̃ ↠ G, and a splitting G^∘ → G̃.

We have constructed an L-group, G̃^∨ →^LG̃ ↠ Gal_O,

where G̃^∨ is a complex reductive group and Gal_O = ⟨Fr⟩_{prof} . This L-group is welldefined up to L-equivalence, and the L-equivalence is uniquely determined up to unique natural isomorphism.

16.1. Parameterization. Let Π^∘_ϵ (G̃) = Π_ϵ(G̃/O) denote the set of equivalence classes of ϵ-genuine irreducible G^∘-spherical representations of G̃. Write Φ^∘_ϵ (G̃) = Φ_ϵ(G̃/O) for the set of equivalence classes (i.e., G̃^∨-orbits) of unramified Weil parameters ϕ: W_O = ⟨Fr⟩ →^LG̃. In five steps below, we define a bijection

L_ϵ(G̃): Π^∘_ϵ (G̃)^∼−→ Φ^∘_ϵ (G̃).

Thus the ϵ-genuine irreducible spherical representations of G̃ are parameterized (bijectively) by Weil parameters.

For this parameterization, let A be a maximal O-split torus in G, and let T be the centralizer of A in G. Then T is a maximally split maximal torus in G. Let B be a Borel subgroup of G containing T. Let W be the Weyl group of the pair (G, T), viewed as a sheaf of finite groups on O_{ét}. Write W = W(F̄ ) and W^∘ = W^{Fr}.

Let A_{Q,n} be the O-split torus with cocharacter lattice Y^{Fr}_{Q,n}. Then the inclusion Y^{Fr}_{Q,n} → Y defines a W^∘-equivariant homomorphism of O-tori A_{Q,n} → T. Let Ã_{Q,n} be the sharp cover of A_{Q,n} obtained by pulling back the cover T̃.

16.1.1. Satake step. From Corollary 7.4, the Satake isomorphism S : H_ϵ(G̃, G^∘)^∼−→ H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘)^{W ∘} gives a bijection

S^∗ : Π^∘_ϵ (G̃)^∼−→

Π^∘_ϵ (T̃) W^∘ .

110 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

16.1.2. Support step. From Proposition 7.1, restriction gives a W^∘-equivariant isomorphism of Hecke algebras, H_ϵ(T̃, T^∘)^∼−→ H_ϵ(Ã_{Q,n}, A^∘_{Q,n}). See also [Wei15, §3.3] for a description of this Hecke algebra. This gives a bijection,

Π^∘_ϵ (T̃) W^∘ ∼−→ Π^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) W^∘ . 16.1.3. Parameterization for sharp covers of split tori. Our parameterization of Theorem 13.4 gives a bijection,

L^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}): Π^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) → Φ^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}).

Each w ∈ W^∘ can be represented by an element ẇ ∈ G(O). The action of W^∘ on the sets above can be untangled through the following commutative diagram with exact rows.

(16.1)

K_2 A^′_{Q,n} A_{Q,n}

K_2 Int(w)^∗A^′_{Q,n} A_{Q,n}

K_2 A^′_{Q,n} A_{Q,n}

= Int(ẇ)=

= Int(w)−1 ∘ p

= Int(w) p

The top two rows of (16.1) give a morphism in the category of covers Cov^♯_n(A_{Q,n}),

Int(ẇ): Ã_{Q,n} → Int(w)^∗Ã_{Q,n}.

The functoriality of L_ϵ for such morphisms gives a commutative diagram. Π^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) Φ^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n})

Π^∘_ϵ (Int(w)^∗Ã_{Q,n}) Φ^∘_ϵ (Int(w)^∗Ã_{Q,n})

L_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n})

L_ϵ (Int(ẇ))

L_ϵ (Int(ẇ))

L_ϵ (Int(w)^∗Ã_{Q,n})

Compatibility of L_ϵ with pullbacks, combined with the bottom two rows of (16.1), gives a commutative diagram, Π_{∘ϵ} (Int(w)_∗Ã_{Q,n}) Φ_{∘ϵ} (Int(w)_∗Ã_{Q,n})

Π^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) Φ^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n})

L_ϵ (Int(w)^∗Ã_{Q,n})

L_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n})

Combining these, we find that the parameterization L_ϵ : Π^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) → Φ^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) is equivariant for the action of W^∘. This gives a bijective parameterization

L_ϵ :

Π^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) W^∘ ∼−→ Φ^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) W^∘ .

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 111

16.1.4. Split and unramified parameters. The inclusion Ã_{Q,n} → T̃ is a well-aligned morphism of covers, giving an L-morphism. Hom(YQ,n, C^× ) = T̃^{∨ L}T̃ GalO

Hom(Y^{Fr}_{Q,n}, C^× ) = Ã^∨_{Q,n}^LÃ_{Q,n} Gal_O ν ν =

Since the inclusion Ã_{Q,n} → T̃ is W^∘ = W^{Fr}-equivariant, we find that the Lmorphism ν :^LT̃ →^LÃ_{Q,n} satisfies

ν ∘^L Int(ẇ) is naturally isomorphic to^L Int(ẇ) ∘ ν, for all w ∈ W^{Fr} and all representatives ẇ ∈ G^∘ for w.

The method below follows [Bor79, §6] very closely; minimal changes are required. Giving an equivalence class of Weil parameters Φ^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) is the same as giving an Ã^∨_{Q,n}-conjugacy class of elements^LÃ_{Q,n} lying over Fr ∈ Gal_O. Similarly, giving an equivalence class of Weil parameters in Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) is the same as giving a T̃^∨-conjugacy class of elements in^LT̃ lying over Fr ∈ Gal_O.

As ν :^LT̃ →^LÃ_{Q,n} is surjective and W^{Fr}-equivariant, we find that ν gives a surjective map,

ν̄ :

Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) W^{Fr} ↠ Φ^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) W^{Fr} . If [ϕ], [ϕ^′] ∈ Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) and ν([ϕ]) and ν([ϕ^′]) are in the same W^{Fr}-oribt, then there exist t, t^′ ∈^LT̃ and w ∈ W^{Fr} represented by ẇ ∈ G^∘, such that ϕ(Fr) = t and ϕ^′(Fr) = t^′, and ν(t) =^L Int(ẇ)(ν(t^′)). Thus ν(t) = ν(Int(ẇ)t^′), and so

t^{−1} · Int(ẇ)t^′ ∈ Ker(T̃^∨ ↠ Ã^∨_{Q,n}).

The following sequence is exact, by the same arguments as in [Bor79, §6.3].

Hom(Y_{Q,n}, C^× )^{Fr −1}−−−→ Hom(Y_{Q,n}, C^× )^{Res}−−→ Hom(Y^{Fr}_{Q,n}, C^× ).

It follows that t^{−1} · Int(ẇ)t^′ = τ/ Fr(τ) for some τ ∈ T̃^∨. Hence Int(ẇ)t^′ = τtτ^{−1}.

Hence if ν([ϕ]) and ν([ϕ^′]) are in the same W^{Fr}-orbit, then [ϕ] and [ϕ^′] are in the same W^{Fr}-orbit. Therefore, ν̄ gives a bijective map,

ν̄ :

Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) W^{Fr} ∼−→ Φ^∘_ϵ (Ã_{Q,n}) W^{Fr} . 16.1.5. Semisimple twisted conjugacy classes. The Weyl group W is canonically isomorphic to the Weyl group of G̃^∨ with respect to T̃^∨, as finite groups with Gal_S - action. In this way, any element w ∈ W^{Fr} corresponds to an element w^∨ ∈ (W^∨)^{Fr}, which may be represented by a Gal_S -invariant element n^∨ ∈ Ñ^∨ ⊂ G̃^∨, where Ñ ∨ is the normalizer of T̃ ∨ in G̃∨ (see [Bor79, Lemma 6.2]). From Theorem 5.13, the L-morphism^L Int(ẇ) of^LT̃ is naturally isomorphic to the L-morphism Int(n^∨). This gives a bijection Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) W^{Fr} ↔ Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) (Ñ^∨)^{Fr} .

112 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Finally, from [Bor79, Lemma 6.5], inclusion provides a bijection,

Φ^∘_ϵ (T̃) (Ñ^∨)^{Fr}

∼−→ Φ^∘_ϵ (G̃).

Theorem 16.1. Assembling the bijections in the five steps above, we have constructed a bijection L_ϵ(G̃): Π^∘_ϵ (G̃)^∼−→ Φ^∘_ϵ (G̃).

16.2. Automorphic L-functions. The spherical/unramified parameterization provides a definition of automorphic L-functions, almost everywhere. Let F be a global field. Let V be the set of places of F , and let S be a finite subset of V containing all archimedean places. Suppose that G̃ = (G^′, n) is a degree n cover of a quasisplit reductive group G over the ring of S-integers O_S (see [Wei14b, §3.2] for a classification). This defines a central extension μ_n → G̃_A ↠ G_A , endowed with splittings over G_F and over G^∘_v = G(O_v ) for all v ∉ S.

Let π be an ϵ-genuine automorphic representation of G̃_A . Factorization yields ϵ-genuine spherical irreducible representations [π_v ], for almost all nonarchmedean places v ∈ V − S. Each equivalence class [π_v ] yields an equivalence class of unramified parameters [σ_v ] ∈ Φ^∘_ϵ (G̃) by our parameterization L_ϵ(G̃_v) of Theorem 16.1. Each unramified parameter yields a well-defined semisimple G̃^∨-conjugacy class g_v = σ_v (Fr) ∈^LG̃_v. Local-global compatibility in the construction of the L-group identify g_v with semisimple conjugacy classes in the globally-defined L-group^LG.

Let ρ:^LG̃ → GL(V ) be a representation of the L-group on a finite-dimensional complex vector space V . Then, for almost all nonarchimedean places v (with residue fields of cardinality q_v), we have a local L-function

L_v(π, ρ, s) = det(Id_V −q^{−s}_v ρ(g_v)|V )^{−1}.

We define the automorphic L-function away from S, L_S (π, ρ, s) = ∏ v∉S L_v(π, ρ, s). From the remarks of [B-D, §10.5], another choice S^′ of places and an O_S′ -model of G̃ will yield an automorphic L-function L_S′ (π, ρ, s) which agrees with L_S (π, ρ, s) at almost all places. In this way the automorphic L-function is well-defined from π and ρ, up to factors at finitely many places. In some cases, these automorphic L-functions also appear in the recent work of Gan and Gao [GG14, §12.4], [Gao, §5].

Remark 16.2. Langlands’ argument (see [Bor79, §13] or [Sha10, §2.5] for treatments), together with the spectral decomposition of automorphic forms by Moeglin and Waldspurger [MW95, §III.2.6], should imply the absolute convergence of L_S (π, ρ, s) in some right half-plane. The only missing ingredient at the moment is the Macdonald formula for the spherical function. For split groups, progress has been made in the work of McNamara [McN12] and the recent thesis of Fan Gao [Gao, §4.3].

But, as I learned from Wee Teck Gan, this is overkill – results of Tadic [Tad88, Theorem 2.5] imply that the Satake parameters of a unitary spherical irreducible representation lie in a compact subset of the space of all spherical irreducible representations (and Tadic’s argument applies just as well to covering groups); this in turn implies the convergence of the global L-function in some right half-plane, without need for the Macdonald formula.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 113

17. Sharp covers of anisotropic real tori

Let T be an anisotropic torus over R, and let T̃ be a degree 2 sharp cover of T over R. Write Y = Y[C ] for the cocharacter lattice, and σ for complex conjugation. Thus σ(y) = −y for all y ∈ Y . The cover T̃ yields an extension, μ_2 → T̃ ↠ T. There is a natural identification of Lie groups T = Y ⊗U(1), from which we identify the topological fundamental group π_1(T ) ≡ Y . Connectedness of T implies that T̃ is abelian, and that this extension is rigid; there are no nontrivial automorphisms of the extension T̃ ∈ Ext(T, μ_2). The extension T̃ is determined, up to unique isomorphism, by an associated homomorphism κ: π_1(T ) = Y →^1_2 Z/Z.

The homomorphism κ may be constructed via Pontrjagin duality as follows. The Pontrjagin dual of T , Π(T) = Hom(T, U(1)), is naturally identified with the character lattice X = X[C ]. Write X_κ for the Pontrjagin dual of T̃ , fitting into a short exact sequence X → X_κ ↠ Z_{/2}. The genuine characters of T̃ are then identified with the elements of X^−_κ = X_κ − X,

Π_ϵ(T̃) ≡ X^−_κ = X_κ − X.

For each such genuine character x ∈ X^−_κ , 2x ∈ X; thus there exists a unique ξ ∈^1_2 X such that 2x = 2ξ. The map x → ξ provides an embedding, equivariant for translation by X (i.e., for twisting by Π(T)), X^−_κ →^1_2 X. As X^−_κ is an X-torsor, there exists a unique κ ∈^1_2 X/X such that

X^−_κ ≡ {ξ ∈^1_2 X : ξ = κ mod X}.

The element κ ∈^1_2 X/X can also be viewed as a homomorphism

κ: π_1(T ) = Y →^1_2 Z/Z.

This κ is the homomorphism which determines the double cover T̃ uniquely up to unique isomorphism.

The Brylinski-Deligne invariants of T̃ consist of a quadratic form Q: Y → Z and a Gal_R-equivariant extension C^× → D ↠ Y. Recall that T̃ is a sharp cover; thus Y = Y_{Q,2} and D is commutative. For each y ∈ Y , write ι_y : Z → Y for the homomorphism n → n·y. We get a Gal_R-equivariant extension C^× → ι^∗_y D ↠ Z, where σ ∈ Gal_R acts by n → −n on Z, and by complex conjugation on C^× . Following [B-D, §12.6], such Gal_R-equivariant extensions of Z by C^× are classified up to isomorphism by elements of^1_2 Z/Z. (Brylinski and Deligne use Z_{/2} instead, but our normalization has advantages to follow). Indeed, take d ∈ ι^∗_yD lying over 1 ∈ Z. Then d · σ(d) lies over 1 + (−1) = 0 ∈ Z, and so dσ(d) ∈ C^× . Since dσ(d) = σ(dσ(d)), we have dσ(d) ∈ R^× . Define η(y) ∈^1_2 Z/Z so that sgn(d · σ(d)) = e^{2πiη(y)}. The function η is independent of choices along the way, and defines a homomorphism η : Y →^1_2 Z/Z.

114 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

The next proposition is a direct consequence of [B-D, §12.6, Proposition 12.7]. It gives a practical recipe for determining the topological cover T̃ from the Brylinski- Deligne invariants of T̃.

Proposition 17.1. The homomorphism κ: Y →^1_2 Z/Z is given by κ(y) = η(y) +^1_2 Q(y) (mod Z).

To see that the Brylinski-Deligne framework is sufficiently strong for work on Lie groups, the following may be of interest.

Corollary 17.2. Every topological double cover μ_2 → T̃ ↠ T arises from a sharp cover T̃ ∈ Cov^♯_2(T) over R.

Proof. A topological double cover T̃ arises from a homomorphism κ: Y →^1_2 Z/Z. Choose a basis y_1, . . . , y_r ∈ Y , and define a quadratic form Q: Y → Z by Q(a_1y_1 + · · · + a_ry_r) = 2κ(y_1)a^2_1 + · · · + 2κ(y_r)a^2_r.

Then^1_2 Q(y) = κ(y), mod Z. Moreover, Y = Y_{Q,2} for this quadratic form. By the classification of [B-D], there exists a central extension K_2 → T^′ ↠ T over R with first invariant Q and trivial second invariant. The previous proposition gives a unique isomorphism from T̃ to the topological double cover associated to T^′. □ Now, we work on the side of the L-group. The dual group T^∨ = T̃^∨ = X ⊗ C^× is endowed with the Gal_R-action σ(t^∨) = (t^∨)^{−1} for all t^∨ ∈ T^∨. The L-group is a short exact sequence of complex groups, T^∨ →^LT̃ ↠ Gal_R .

As κ ∈^1_2 X/X, we may view e^{2πiκ} as an element of T^∨_{[2]} = X ⊗ μ_2. Explicitly, y(e^{2πiκ}) = e^{2πiκ(y)}, for all y ∈ Y. Lemma 17.3. The lifts γ ∈^LT̃ of σ ∈ Gal_R form a single orbit under T^∨- conjugation, and for any such lift γ, γ^2 = e^{2πiκ}.

Proof. If γ_1, γ_2 are two lifts of σ, then γ_1 = t^∨γ_2 for some t^∨ ∈ T^∨. Since squaring is surjective on T^∨, there exists τ^∨ ∈ T^∨ such that τ^∨/σ(τ^∨) = (τ^∨)^2 = t^∨. Hence

τ^∨ · γ_1 · (τ^∨)^{−1} = τ^∨ σ(τ^∨)

· γ_1 = t^∨ · γ_1 = γ_2.

It follows that γ^2_2 = γ^2_1 and the lifts of σ form a single T^∨ orbit. Therefore, to prove the theorem, it suffices to prove that γ^2 = e^{2πiκ} for a single lift γ of σ.

Recall that^LT̃ is the Baer sum of two extensions of Gal_R by T^∨, LT̃ = (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_R ∔ π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(T̃), z̄).

Let γ_Q be a lift of σ in the extension (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_R. In the metaGalois group μ_2 → ~Gal_R ↠ Gal_R, the square of any lift of σ equals −1 (since Hilb_2(−1, −1) = −1). Hence we find γ^2_Q = τ_Q(−1). In other words, y(γ^2_Q) = (−1)^{Q(y)} = e^{πiQ(y)} for all y ∈ Y.

Next we construct an object z̄ of E_ϵ(T̃)[C ] and a lift of σ in π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(T̃), z̄). Let T̂ = Hom(Y, C^× ), with Gal_R-action arising from y → −y on Y , and complex

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 115

conjugation on C^× . Then Spl(D) is the T̂ -torsor of splittings of D. Choose any s ∈ Spl(D). The Gal_R-action on D gives an action on splittings; we have σ s(y) = σ(s(σ(y))) = σ(s(−y)) = σ(s(y))^{−1} for all y ∈ Y.

Define a map h: T̂ → Spl(D) by h(t̂) = t̂^2 ∗ s.

Then z̄ = (T̂, h) ∈ √ Spl(D) is a square root of the T̂ -torsor Spl(D), i.e. z̄ is an object of E_ϵ(T̃)[C ]. Its complex conjugate^σz̄ is given by^σz̄ = (T̂,^σh), where σ h(t̂) = t̂^2 ∗^σ s.

Choose f ∈ Hom(z̄,^σz̄) ⊂ π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(T̃), z̄). Then, as a morphism of T̂ torsors, there exists τ̂ ∈ T̂ such that f : T̂ → T̂ satisfies f(â) = τ̂ ∗ â for all â. The condition σh ∘ f = h implies that â^2(y)s(y) = â^2(y)τ̂^2(y) · σ(s(y))^{−1} for all y ∈ Y . Hence, if y ∈ Y and d = s(y), then τ̂(y) = √ dσ(d) ∈ C^× (for some square root).

The square of f ∈ Hom(z̄,^σz̄) ⊂ π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(T̃), z̄) is the element of Hom(z̄, z̄) given by composing morphisms z̄^f−→^σz̄^{σ f}−−→^σ (^σz̄) = z̄.

As a function from T̂ to T̂ , we find that f^2(â) =^στ̂ · τ̂ · â, for all â ∈ T̂ . In other words, f^2 =^στ̂ · τ̂ as an element of T̂_{[2]} ⊂ T^∨. We compute

y(f^2) = [^στ̂ · τ̂](y) = σ(τ̂(−y)) · τ(y) = √ dσ(d) σ √ dσ(d) = sgn(dσ(d)) = e^{2πiη(y)}.

Finally, define γ = γ_Q ∔ f ∈^LT̃ . From Proposition 17.1, we find y(γ^2) = y(γ^2_Q) · y(f^2) = e^{πiQ(y)+2πiη(y)} = e^{2πiκ(y)}. □ The Weil group of R is W_R = C^× ⊔ jC^× ; the map from W_R to Gal_R sends C^× to Id and j to σ. Recall that jzj^{−1} = z̄ for all z ∈ C^× , and j^2 = −1. A continuous homomorphism from C^× to T^∨ = Hom(Y, C^× ) has the form z → z^{x1−x2} (zz̄)^{x2} for some x_1, x_2 ∈ X ⊗ C satisfying x_1 − x_2 ∈ X. We abuse notation slightly, and write z^{x1}z̄^{x2} for such a homomorphism, keeping in mind that x_1 − x_2 ∈ X is necessary for this expression to make sense.

Recall that κ ∈^1_2 X/X = Hom(Y,^1_2 Z/Z), and X^−_κ = {ξ ∈^1_2 X : ξ = κ mod X}.

Theorem 17.4. For every Weil parameter ϕ: W_R →^LT̃ , there exists a unique element ξ ∈ X^−_κ such that ϕ(z) = (z/z̄)^ξ := z^{2ξ}(zz̄)^{−ξ}.

The map ϕ → ξ defines a bijection,

Φ_ϵ(T̃) =

Par(W_R,^LT̃ ) T^∨ − conjugation

∼−→ X^−_κ ≡ Π_ϵ(T̃).

116 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Proof. Giving a Weil parameter ϕ: W_R →^LT̃ is the same as giving a homomorphism ϕ(z) = z^{x1}z̄^{x2} for some x_1, x_2 ∈ X ⊗ C , x_1 − x_2 ∈ X, and an element γ = ϕ(j) ∈^LT̃ lying over σ ∈ Gal_R, which satisfy the following conditions:

• γ^2 = ϕ(−1) = (−1)^{x1−x2} ; • γϕ(z)γ^{−1} = ϕ(z̄) for all z ∈ C^× .

From the previous lemma, T^∨ acts transitively on the lifts of σ in^LT̃ , and all lifts γ satisfy γ^2 = e^{2πiκ}. We find that giving a T^∨-orbit on Par(W_R,^LT̃ ) is the same as giving a homomorphism ϕ(z) = z^{x1}z̄^{x2} for some x_1, x_2 ∈ X ⊗ C , x_1 − x_2 ∈ X, which satisfies the following conditions:

• ϕ(−1) = (−1)^{x1−x2} = e^{2πiκ}; • ϕ(z̄) = z̄^{x1} z^{x2} = σ(ϕ(z)) = z^{−x1}z̄^{−x2} .

The second condition is equivalent to the condition x_1 = −x_2; if ξ = x_1 = −x_2, note that 2ξ = x_1 −x_2 ∈ X and so ξ ∈^1_2 X. In this case, the first condition is equivalent to (−1)^{2ξ} = e^{2πiξ} = e^{2πiκ}. We find that giving a T^∨-orbit on Par(W_R,^LT̃ ) is the same as giving an element ξ ∈^1_2 X such that ξ = κ mod X. This defines the bijection. □

18. Discrete series for covers of real semisimple groups

18.1. Harish-Chandra classification. Suppose here that G is a semisimple quasisplit group over R, with Borel subgroup B containing a maximally split maximal torus T. Let G̃ = (G^′, 2) be a double cover of G defined over R. Then we find a topological double cover over Lie groups, μ_2 → G̃ ↠ G. Remark 18.1. If, in addition, G is simply-connected and absolutely simple, then there is a unique up to unique isomorphism double cover G̃ whose first Brylinski- Deligne invariant takes the value 1 on all short coroots. The resulting double cover μ_2 → G̃ ↠ G coincides with Deligne’s canonical central extension, after [B-D, Construction 9.3, 10.3]. In this case, Prasad and Rapinchuk prove that G̃ is the unique nontrivial 2-fold cover of G [PR96, Theorem 8.4 and §8.5]. Thus the framework of Brylinski-Deligne is sufficient to work with the most interesting nonlinear double covers of semisimple Lie groups.

Let G^∘ be the identity component of the Lie group G, and let G̃^∘ be the identity component of the Lie group G̃. Then G^∘ and G̃^∘ are connected real semisimple Lie groups with finite center. The Harish-Chandra classification and the description of discrete series by Atiyah and Schmid (see [AS77]) apply to G^∘ and G̃^∘.

Let Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) be the set of equivalence classes of irreducible ϵ-genuine discrete series representations of G̃. Here ϵ: μ_2(R) → μ_2(C ) is the identity map, so we often refer to “genuine representations” without mention of ϵ. Any irreducible discrete series representation of G̃ restricts to a finite direct sum of irreducible discrete series representations of G̃^∘, all with the same infinitesimal character. By Frobenius reciprocity, all irreducible discrete series representations of G̃^∘ occur in such a restriction.

The set Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) is nonempty if and only if there exists a compact Cartan subgroup of G̃^∘; such a compact Cartan subgroup exists if and only if there exists a maximal torus S ⊂ G, defined and anisotropic over R. Suppose that S is such a torus.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 117

Let S = S(R) and S̃ its preimage in G̃. Let K be a maximal compact subgroup of G containing S, and K^∘ its identity component. Write K̃ for the preimage of K in G̃, and K̃^∘ for the identity component of K̃.

Consider a genuine irreducible discrete series representation (π, V ) of G̃; the K̃- finite vectors therein form an irreducible admissible (g, K̃)-module. As such, it has an infinitesimal character χ: Z → C , where Z denotes the center of the universal enveloping algebra of g. The Harish-Chandra isomorphism gives an isomorphism of C -algebras, Z^∼−→ C [s]^W , where s is the complexified Lie algebra of S, and W is the Weyl group of G with respect to S. Let X be the cocharacter lattice of S. Then Hom(s, C ) is naturally isomorphic to X ⊗ C . Thus the infinitesimal character defines a map,

inf : Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) → X ⊗ C W − conjugation . As S = S(R) ≡ Y ⊗ U(1), the Pontrjagin dual of S is identified with X. The set of genuine characters Π_ϵ(S̃) of S̃ is identified with a X-coset κ + X ⊂^1_2 X. Here, the element κ ∈^1_2 X/X = Hom(Y,^1_2 Z/Z) = Hom(π_1(S),^1_2 Z/Z)

determines the double cover S̃ up to unique isomorphism.

Theorem 18.2. Let ρ be the half-sum of the positive roots of G (with respect to some Borel subgroup containing S). Let X^{reg}_Q denote the regular (=nonsingular) locus in X_Q = X ⊗Q. The infinitesimal character provides a finite-to-one surjective map,

inf : Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) ↠

(κ + ρ + X) ∩ X^{reg}_Q W − conjugation . Proof. This follows directly from [AS77, Corollary 6.13], together with our remarks on the restriction from G̃ to G̃^∘. □ In the uncovered case, the fibres of the infinitesimal character map are precisely the L-packets (under our semisimplicity assumption). In what follows, we parameterize the genuine discrete series representations by discrete series Weil parameters, valued in the L-group of the cover G̃.

18.2. Discrete series parameters. Our treatment here is largely based on the work of Langlands [Lan89, §3]. We have reproduced the structure and arguments of Langlands, making adaptations and additions where necessary. As before, G is a semisimple quasisplit group over R and G̃ is a double cover of G over R. The L-group of G̃ fits into a short exact sequence, G̃^∨ →^LG̃ ↠ Gal_R = {1, σ}.

Recall that the dual group G̃^∨ is a pinned complex reductive group, with G̃^∨ ⊃ B̃^∨ ⊃ T̃^∨, associated to the root datum Ψ̃^∨ = (Y_{Q,n}, Φ̃^∨, Δ̃^∨, X_{Q,n}, Φ̃, Δ̃).

A discrete series Weil parameter is a Weil parameter ϕ: W_R →^LG̃ whose image is not contained in any proper parabolic subgroup^LP̃ . (As in [Lan89], a parabolic subgroup of^LG̃ is a subgroup^LP̃ whose intersection with G̃^∨ is a parabolic

118 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

subgroup and whose projection to Gal_R is surjective). Let Φ^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) be the set of equivalence classes of discrete series Weil parameters.

Suppose that ϕ_0 is a discrete series Weil parameter. Recall that W_R = C^× ⊔C^× j, where j^2 = −1 and jzj^{−1} = σ(z) for all z ∈ C^× .

Lemma 18.3. ϕ_0 is equivalent to a parameter ϕ such that ϕ(C^× ) ⊂ T̃^∨ and ϕ(j) normalizes T̃^∨.

Proof. The reasoning of [Lan89] based on [SS70, §II, Theorem 5.16] demonstrates that ϕ(C^× ) ⊂ G̃^∨ is contained in a maximal torus which is normalized by ϕ(W_R). Replacing ϕ by a G̃^∨-conjugate parameter if necessary, we may assume that ϕ(C^× ) ⊂ T̃ ∨ and ϕ(W_R) normalizes T̃ ∨. □ Let ϕ be a discrete series Weil parameter, with ϕ(C^× ) ⊂ T̃^∨ and γ = ϕ(j) normalizing T̃^∨. Then conjugation by γ is a C -algebraic automorphism of T̃^∨, and so it arises from γ : Y_{Q,n} → Y_{Q,n}. Lemma 18.4. For all y ∈ Y_{Q,n}, γ(y) = −y. Equivalently, for all t^∨ ∈ T̃^∨,

γt^∨γ^{−1} = (t^∨)^{−1}.

Proof. Since j^2 = −1, γ acts as an automorphism of order 2 of Y_{Q,n}. Thus to demonstrate that γ acts as −1 on Y_{Q,n}, it suffices to demonstrate that γ has no fixed points in Y_{Q,n} ⊗ Q.

If λ ∈ Y_{Q,n} ⊗ Q and γλ = λ, then define P^∨_λ to be the parabolic subgroup of G̃^∨ containg T̃^∨, whose roots are those α̃^∨ ∈ Φ̃^∨ for which α̃(λ) ≥ 0. The conjugation action of γ → Aut(G̃^∨) stabilizes P̃^∨; indeed, it stabilizes T̃^∨ and the set of roots of P̃^∨. Hence the group^LP̃ generated by P̃^∨ and γ is a parabolic subgroup of^LG̃. This contradicts the assumption that ϕ is a discrete series Weil parameter. □ Now we find that the discrete series Weil parameter ϕ, with ϕ(C^× ) ⊂ T̃^∨, satisfies

ϕ(z) = z^{x1}z̄^{x2} ∈ T̃^∨,

for some x_1, x_2 ∈ X_{Q,n} ⊗C satisfying x_1 −x_2 ∈ X_{Q,n}. Since jzj^{−1} = z̄, the previous lemma implies

z^{x2}z̄^{x1} = ϕ(z̄) = γϕ(z)γ^{−1} = ϕ(z)^{−1} = z^{−x1}z̄^{−x2} .

Hence x_2 = −x_1. Since x_1 − x_2 ∈ X_{Q,n}, we find that 2x_1 ∈ X. Defining ξ = x_1 ∈ 1 2 X_{Q,n}, we find that

ϕ(z) = (z/z̄)^ξ = arg(z)^{2ξ} for some ξ ∈^1_2 X_{Q,n}.

In particular, we find γ^2 = ϕ(j^2) = ϕ(−1) = e^{2πiξ}.

Lemma 18.5. The element ξ ∈^1_2 X_{Q,n} is regular. In particular, the centralizer of ϕ(C^× ) is the torus T̃^∨.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 119

Proof. This proof follows [Bor79, §10.5]. If ξ were singular, then the centralizer of ϕ(C^× ) would contain a nontrivial semisimple subgroup H^∨ ⊂ G̃^∨, normalized by γ. But then Int(γ), as an involution of H^∨, would fix (pointwise) a nontrivial torus S^∨ in H^∨. Thus Im(ϕ) would be contained in the centralizer of S^∨, which is contained in a proper parabolic subgroup of G̃^∨, a contradiction. □

Proposition 18.6. Every discrete series Weil parameter for G̃ is equivalent to a discrete series Weil parameter ϕ satisfying ϕ(z) = (z/z̄)^ξ ∈ T̃^∨ and ϕ(j) = γ ∈^LG̃, where ξ and γ satisfy the following conditions.

(1) ξ ∈^1_2 X_{Q,n} is regular. (2) γ lies over σ and γ^2 = e^{2πiξ} (3) γt^∨γ^{−1} = (t^∨)^{−1} for all t^∨ ∈ T̃^∨.

This gives a bijection, from the set of equivalence classes of discrete series Weil parameters Φ^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) to the set of Ñ^∨-orbits on the set of pairs (ξ, γ) satisfying (1), (2), (3) above.

Proof. The previous lemmata demonstrate that every discrete series Weil parameter for G̃ is equivalent to a parameter ϕ(z) = (z/z̄)^ξ, ϕ(j) = γ, with ξ and γ satisfying the conditions above. What remains is to trace through equivalence of parameters.

If ϕ_0 is a discrete series Weil parameter for G̃, then there exists g^∨ ∈ G̃^∨ such that Int(g^∨)ϕ_0(z) ∈ T̃^∨ for all z ∈ C^× . Moreover, the regularity of ξ in the previous lemma implies that g^∨ is uniquely determined up to Ñ^∨.

Hence, to understand the G̃^∨-orbits on Φ^{disc}_ϵ (G̃), it suffices to verify that Ñ^∨ acts on the set of pairs (ξ, γ) satisfying (1), (2), and (3). If ξ ∈^1_2 X_{Q,n} is regular, and n^∨ ∈ Ñ^∨, then Int(n^∨)ξ ∈^1_2 X_{Q,n} is regular, so (1) is stable under the action of Ñ ∨. If γ ∈ LG̃ lies over σ ∈ Gal_R, and γ2 = e2πiξ, then Int(n∨)γ lies over σ ∈ Gal_R and (Int(n^∨)γ)^2 = Int(n^∨)γ^2 = Int(n^∨)e^{2πiξ} = e^{2πi·Int(n∨)ξ} .

Hence (1) and (2) are stable under the action of Ñ^∨. Finally, if γt^∨γ^{−1} = (t^∨)^{−1} for all t^∨ ∈ T̃^∨, then

Int(n^∨)γ · t^∨ · Int(n^∨)γ^{−1} = Int(n^∨) ( γ ( Int(n^∨)^{−1}t^∨ ) γ^{−1} ) = (t^∨)^{−1}.

Hence (1), (2), and (3) are stable under the action of Ñ^∨. □ Now we examine a pair (ξ, γ) satisfying the conditions (1), (2), (3) of the above proposition. Recall that the L-group^LG̃ is constructed as

LG̃ =^L Z̃ ⋉ G̃^∨ ⟨ζ, ζ^{−1} : ζ ∈ Z̃^∨⟩ . Here Z̃^∨ is the center of G̃^∨ and^LZ̃ fits into a short exact sequence Z̃^∨ →^LZ̃ ↠ Gal_R .

In this way,^LT̃ can be viewed as a subgroup of^LG̃,

LT̃ =^L Z̃ ⋉ T̃ ∨ ⟨ζ, ζ^{−1} : ζ ∈ Z̃^∨⟩ . Hence γ = ζn^∨ for some n^∨ ∈ G̃^∨ and some ζ ∈^LZ̃ lying over σ ∈ Gal_R.

120 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Lemma 18.7. For any pair (ξ, γ) satisfying conditions (1), (2), (3), we have γ = ζn^∨ for some ζ ∈^LZ̃ and n^∨ ∈ G̃^∨. The element n^∨ is contained in Ñ^∨, the normalizer of T̃^∨, and represents a σ-fixed involution w^∨ ∈ W̃^∨. This involution acts on Y_{Q,n} by w^∨(y) = −σ(y).

Proof. Conjugation by ζ and conjugation by γ = ζn^∨ stabilize T̃^∨. Hence conjugation by ζ^{−1} · γ = n^∨ stabilizes T̃^∨. Thus n^∨ ∈ Ñ^∨, the normalizer of T̃^∨ in G̃^∨. Write w^∨ for the associated element of the Weyl group W̃^∨ = Ñ^∨/T̃^∨.

For all t^∨ ∈ T^∨, we compute (t^∨)^{−1} = γt^∨γ^{−1} = ζn^∨ · t^∨ · (n^∨)^{−1}ζ^{−1} = ζn^∨ζ^{−1} · ζt^∨ζ^{−1} · ζ(n^∨)^{−1}ζ^{−1}

= σ(^{w∨} t^∨).

Hence w^∨ = −σ as automorphisms of Y_{Q,n}. It follows that σ ∘ w^∨ = w^∨ ∘ σ, and w^∨ ∈ (W̃^∨)^σ is a Galois-fixed element of the Weyl group.

Note that γ^2 = ϕ(−1) ∈ T̃^∨. Hence

ζn^∨ζn^∨ = ζζ · ζ^{−1}n^∨ζ · n^∨ = ζ^2σ(n^∨)n^∨ = ϕ(−1) ∈ T̃^∨.

Since ζ^2 ∈ T̃^∨, we find that^σ n^∨n^∨ ∈ T̃^∨ too. Since^σ w^∨ = w^∨, we find that w^∨ is an involution in W̃^∨. □ The function (ξ, γ) → ξ descends to a function

inf : Φ^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) → 1 2 X_{Q,n} W − conjugation . Proposition 18.8. The fibres of the function inf have cardinality zero or one.

Proof. We demonstrate that, if (ξ, γ_1) and (ξ, γ_2) are two pairs (with the same ξ) satisfying the conditions (1), (2), (3), then there exists t^∨ ∈ T̃^∨ such that γ_2 = t^∨γ_1(t^∨)^{−1}. Indeed, there exist ζ_1, n^∨_1 , ζ_2, n^∨_2 such that γ_1 = ζ_1n^∨_1 , γ_2 = ζ_2n^∨_2 .

The elements n^∨_1 and n^∨_2 represent the same element w^∨ ∈ W̃^∨ by the previous Lemma. Thus there exists s^∨ ∈ T̃^∨ such that n^∨_2 = n^∨_1 s^∨. The elements ζ_1, ζ_2 ∈^LZ̃ lie over σ ∈ Gal_R, and so there exists z^∨ ∈ Z̃^∨ satisfying ζ_2 = ζ_1z^∨. We have γ_1s^∨z^∨ = ζ_1n^∨_1 s^∨z^∨ = ζ_1z^∨ · n^∨_1 s^∨ = ζ_2n^∨_2 = γ_2.

Since squaring is surjective on T̃^∨, let t^∨ ∈ T̃^∨ be such that (t^∨)^{−2} = s^∨z^∨. The previous Lemma describes the action of w^∨ on T̃^∨, yielding

t^∨γ_1(t^∨)^{−1} = t^∨ζ_1n^∨_1 (t^∨)^{−1} = ζ_1n^∨_1 ·^{σw∨} t^∨(t^∨)^{−1} = γ_1(t^∨)^{−2} = γ_1s^∨z^∨ = γ_2. □ To understand the image of inf, we must understand which pairs (ξ, γ) may occur.

Lemma 18.9. Suppose that there exists w^∨ ∈ W̃^∨ such that w^∨ acts on Y via −σ. Suppose that ξ is a regular element of^1_2 X_{Q,n}. Let ρ be the half-sum of the positive roots of G with respect to T. Then ξ occurs in the image of inf if and only if there exists ζ ∈^LZ̃ lying over σ ∈ Gal_R such that (18.1) e^{2πiξ} = e^{2πiρ} · ζ^2.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 121

Proof. For one direction, suppose that (ξ, γ) satisfies conditions (1), (2), and (3). Condition (2) states that γ^2 = e^{2πiξ}. We also know that γ = ζn^∨ for some ζ ∈^LZ̃ and n^∨ ∈ Ñ^∨ representing w^∨. Hence (18.2) e^{2πiξ} = γ^2 = (ζn^∨)^2 = ζ^2 ·^σ n^∨n^∨.

The computation of^σ n^∨ · n^∨ follows from a combinatorial lemma of Langlands, [Lan89, Lemma 3.2].

(18.3)^σn^∨n^∨ = e^{2πiρ}.

To compare to [Lan89], our n^∨ corresponds to Langlands’ a, our ρ corresponds to Langlands’ δ, and our assumption that G is semisimple implies that Langlands’ μ^∧(a) equals 1. Langlands’ Lemma (18.3) and (18.2) imply that (18.1) holds.

Conversely, suppose that that ξ ∈^1_2 X_{Q,n} is regular and (18.1) holds for some ζ ∈^LZ̃ lying over σ. Define γ = ζn^∨, where n^∨ ∈ Ñ^∨ represents w^∨ ∈ W̃^∨ (acting by −σ on Y ). Suppose ξ and ζ satisfy (18.1). Define a discrete series Weil parameter ϕ by setting ϕ(z) = (z/z̄)^ξ, ϕ(j) = γ. To see that ϕ defines a discrete series Weil parameter, it suffices to show that γ^2 = (−1)^{2ξ} and γϕ(z)γ^{−1} = ϕ(z̄). These follow from (18.1) and the fact that n^∨ represents the appropriate involution w^∨ in W̃^∨. □

Remark 18.10. If s^∨ ∈ Z̃^∨, then we find s^∨ = n^∨s^∨(n^∨)^{−1} =^σ (s^∨)^{−1},

since w^∨ acts on T̃^∨ by t^∨ →^σ (t^∨)^{−1}. Hence (ζs^∨)^2 = ζ^2s^{∨σ} s^∨ = ζ^2.

It follows that if (18.1) holds for some ζ ∈^LZ̃ lying over σ, then (18.1) holds for all ζ ∈^LZ̃ lying over σ.

The previous lemma reduces the study of discrete series Weil parameters to the study of ζ^2 for ζ ∈^LZ̃. This can be related, in turn, to the L-group of an anisotropic maximal torus in G. The following lemma guarantees the existence of such a torus, and is essentially the same as [Lan89, Lemma 3.1]

Lemma 18.11. If there exists a discrete series Weil parameter ϕ ∈ Φ^{disc}_ϵ (G̃), then there exists a maximal R-torus S ⊂ G which is anisotropic, i.e., S = S(R) is compact.

Proof. Let w ∈ W^σ be the Gal_R-fixed element of W corresponding to w^∨ above. Then w^∨ acts on Y as −σ, since Y contains Y_{Q,n} as a finite-index subgroup. Since w =^σ w and w^2 = 1, we find an element [η] ∈ H^1(Gal_R, W ), η^∨(Id) = 1, η^∨(σ) = w.

Since we assume G is quasisplit, a result of Raghunathan [Rag04] (proven earlier by Gillé [Gil04]) implies that η occurs as the “type” of a maximal R-torus S ⊂ G.

The character lattice of S is isomorphic to Y , but with the Galois action twisted by the cocycle η σ_S (y) = w(σ(y)). But w = −σ on Y and so w(σ(y)) = −y. Therefore σ_S has no fixed points in Y , and so S is anisotropic. □

122 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Now fix such an anisotropic maximal R-torus S ⊂ G. We elaborate on the connection between S and the σ-fixed involution in W here. Since all maximal tori are conjugate over C , there exists g ∈ G_C = G(C ) such that Int(g)S = T. Since S and T are defined over R, we find that Int(^σ g)S = T as well. Define ẇ =^σ g · g^{−1}. Then we find that Int(ẇ)T = T, and so ẇ ∈ N_G(T)(C ).

Write Y_S for the cocharacter lattice of S, so Int(g): Y_S → Y is an isomorphism of groups. If ẇ represents w ∈ W , then the following diagram commutes. Y_S Y

Y_S Y Int(g) σw ∘ σ Int(g)

Since S is anisotropic, σ : Y_S → Y_S is multiplication by −1. Hence Int(g)^{−1} ∘ w ∘ σ ∘ Int(g) = − Id, as automorphisms of Y , and so w = −σ as an automorphism of Y . Therefore^σw = w and w ∈ W^{GalR}. Since G is quasisplit, the Gal_R-fixed element w can be represented by a Gal_R-fixed element of N_G(T)(C ). Hence we may assume, without loss of generality, that

σẇ = ẇ =^σ g · g^{−1} ∈ G(R).

Since^σẇ · ẇ = 1 and^σẇ = ẇ, we find that ẇ^2 = 1 and w^2 = 1. Note that w ∈ W^{GalR}corresponds to w^∨ ∈ W̃^∨ discussed earlier.

The inner automorphism Int(g): G_C → G_C lifts canonically to an automorphism Int(g): G^′_C → G^′_C (central extensions of G_C by K_2 on the big Zariski site over C ). Writing S^′ and T^′ for the pullbacks of G^′, and extending scalars to C , we find a commutative diagram of sheaves of groups on C_{Zar} with exact rows.

(18.4)

K_2 S^′_C S_C

K_2 T^′_C T_C

=Int(g)Int(g)

From the diagram (18.4), the first Brylinski-Degline invariant of S^′ is the quadratic form Q_S (y) = Q(Int(g)y) for all y ∈ Y_S .

We abbreviate Y^♯ = Y_{Q,n} and Y^♯_S = Y_{S,QS ,2} in what follows. Then Int(g) restricts to an isomorphism from Y^♯_S to Y^♯.

Write T̂ = T̂[C ] = Hom(Y^♯, C^× ), and similarly Ŝ = Hom(Y^♯_S , C^× ). The underlying groups of T̂ and Ŝ are the same as those of T^∨ and S^∨, but the Gal_R-actions are different: in T̂ and Ŝ, we consider C^× as a Gal_R-module by complex conjugation, while in T^∨ and S^∨, we consider C^× as a trivial Gal_R-module.

The action of W on Y^♯ yields a homomorphism ŵ : T̂ → T̂ . The isomorphism Int(g): Y^♯_S → Y^♯ yields a pullback isomorphism ĝ : T̂ → Ŝ, fitting into a commutative diagram. T̂ Ŝ

T̂ Ŝ ĝσ ∘ ŵ σ̂g

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 123

Taking the C ((υ))-points in (18.4), pushing out via K_2(C ((υ))) ↠ C^× , and pulling back via Y^♯_S → S(C ((υ))) and Y^♯ → T(C ((υ))) yields a commutative diagram of abelian groups, relating the second Brylinski-Deligne invariants of S̃ and T̃.

(18.5)

C^× D^♯_S Y^♯_S

C^× D^♯ Y^♯

=Int(g)

Int(g)

Recall that ẇ ∈ G = G(R) and ẇ·g =^σ g. It follows that, while Int(g): D^♯_S → D^♯ is typically not Gal_R-equivariant, the following diagram commutes. D^♯_S D^♯

D^♯_S D^♯ Int(g) σ Int(ẇ) ∘ σ

Int(g)

Let Spl(D^♯) be the T̂ -torsor of splittings of D^♯, and Spl(D^♯_S ) the Ŝ-torsor of splittings of D^♯_S . The Gal_R actions on D^♯ and D^♯_S yield Gal_R-actions on Spl(D^♯) and Spl(D^♯_S ), compatible with those on T̂ and Ŝ. Moreover, if s ∈ Spl(D^♯) then we find a splitting

g^∗s = Int(g)^{−1} ∘ s ∘ Int(g) ∈ Spl(D^♯_S ).

Similarly, we may construct a splitting ẇ^∗s = Int(ẇ)^{−1} ∘ s ∘ Int(ẇ) ∈ Spl(D^♯). The following diagrams commute, exhibiting the interactions of Galois actions, torsor structure, Int(ẇ), and Int(g).Spl(D_♯) Spl(D♯_S )

Spl(D^♯) Spl(D^♯_S ) g^∗ẇ^∗ ∘ σ σg^∗

T̂ × Spl(D♯) Spl(D♯)

Ŝ × Spl(D^♯_S ) Spl(D^♯_S ) ∗ĝ × g^∗g^∗ ∗

Let ĝ_∗ Spl(D^♯) denote the pushout of the torsor Spl(D^♯) via ĝ : T̂ → Ŝ. Thus ĝ_∗ Spl(D^♯) has the same underlying set Spl(D^♯), but is now viewed as a Ŝ-torsor. The commutativity of the diagram above (on the right) demonstrates that

g^∗ : ĝ_∗ Spl(D^♯)^∼−→ Spl(D^♯_S )

is an isomorphism of Ŝ-torsors.

Write √ Spl(D^♯) for the groupoid of square roots of the T̂ -torsor Spl(D^♯). Sim-

ilarly, write √ Spl(D^♯_S ) for the groupoid of square roots of the Ŝ-torsor Spl(S). If x̄ = (H, h) ∈ √ Spl(D^♯), then pushing out yields a square root (ĝ_∗H, ĝ_∗h) ∈ √ ĝ_∗ Spl(D^♯). Composing with the isomorphism of Ŝ-torsors g^∗ : ĝ_∗ Spl(D^♯) →

Spl(D^♯_S ), we find an object g_∗x̄ = (ĝ_∗H, g^∗ ∘ ĝ_∗h) ∈ √ Spl(D^♯_S ).

124 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

The diagrams and discussions above define functors of groupoids,

σ_∗ : √ Spl(D^♯) → √ Spl(D^♯) σ_{S,∗} : √ Spl(D^♯_S ) → √ Spl(D^♯_S )

ẇ_∗ : √ Spl(D^♯) → √ Spl(D^♯)

g_∗ : √ Spl(D^♯) → √ Spl(D^♯_S ).

Lemma 18.12. Let ẇ be any element of N_G(T)(C ) satisfying ẇ^2 = 1 (e.g, the element ẇ =^σ g ·g^{−1} from before). Let x̄ = (H, h) be any object of √ Spl(D^♯). Then there exists an isomorphism ρ̇: x̄ → ẇ_∗x̄ in the groupoid √ Spl(D^♯) such that the morphism ρ̇^2 : x̄^{ρ̇}−→ ẇ_∗x̄^{ẇ∗ρ̇}−−→ ẇ_∗ẇ_∗x̄ = x̄ equals the identity.

Proof. Since w is an involution in W , there exist strongly orthogonal roots α_1, . . . , α_ℓ with associated root reflections w_1, . . . , w_ℓ ∈ W , such that w = ∏_ℓ i=1 w_i (see, for example, [Mic75, Proposition 1.1]). Let q_i = Q(α^∨_i ) and let n_i = n_{αi} . Thus n_i = 1 if q_i is even, and n_i = 2 if q_i is odd. Define

β = ℓ∑ i=1 q_iα̃_i ∈ X_{Q,n}.

Orthogonality implies that w(β) = −β.

Also, orthogonality implies that the coroots α̃^∨_i are Q-linearly independently, and so there exists a splitting s ∈ Spl(D^♯) which is aligned in the sense that

(18.6) s(α̃^∨_i ) = [e_i]^{ni} , for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ.

As in Lemma 3.16, if d ∈ D^♯ lies over y ∈ Y^♯, we have

Int(ẇ)d = d · ℓ∏ i=1 ( [e_i]^{−ni⟨α̃i,y⟩} · (−1)^{qiε(−ni ⟨α̃i,y⟩)} ) .

Here and below, ε(N) = N(N + 1)/2 for any integer N. As in Theorem 3.17, recall that ε(2N) = N modulo 2, and ε(−N) − N = ε(N) modulo 2.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 125

When s is aligned as in (18.6), we compute

[ẇ^∗(s)](y) = Int(ẇ)s y − ℓ∑ j=1 ⟨α̃_j , y⟩α̃^∨_j ,

= Int(ẇ)s(y) · ∏ j Int(ẇ)s(α̃^∨_j )^{−⟨α̃j ,y⟩}, = s(y) · ∏ i [e_i]^{−ni⟨α̃i,y⟩} · (−1)^{qiε(−ni ⟨α̃i,y⟩)}

· ∏ j ( s(α̃^∨_j )^{−⟨α̃j ,y⟩} · ∏ i [e_i]^{ni⟨α̃j ,y⟩⟨α̃i,α̃∨j ⟩} · (−1)^{−qi⟨α̃j ,y⟩ε(−ni⟨α̃i,α̃∨j ⟩)} ) , = s(y) · (−1)^{qi ε(−ni⟨α̃i,y⟩)+qi⟨α̃i ,y⟩ε(−2ni)}, (by (18.6) and orthogonality) = s(y) · (−1)^{qi ε(−ni⟨α̃i,y⟩)−qini ⟨α̃i,y⟩}, = s(y) · ℓ∏ i=1 (−1)^{qiε(ni ⟨α̃i,y⟩)}. If n_i = 1, then q_i is even and the exponent q_iε(n_i⟨α̃, y⟩) is even. If n_i = 2 then ε(n_i⟨α̃, y⟩) has the same parity as ⟨α̃, y⟩. In both cases, we find ℓ∏ i=1 (−1)^{qiε(ni ⟨α̃i,y⟩)} = ℓ∏ i=1 (−1)^{qi⟨α̃i,y⟩}. Hence Int(ẇ)s = (−1)^β ∗ s = e^{iπβ} ∗ s.

Since h: H → Spl(D^♯) is surjective, let a ∈ H be such that h(a) = s, with s aligned as above. Let ρ: x̄ → ẇ_∗x̄ be any isomorphism in the connected groupoid √ Spl(D^♯). Then, as a function from H to H, we have ρ(a) = r̂ ∗ a for some r̂ ∈ T̂ .

We have

s = h(a) = Int(ẇ)(h(ρ(a))) = Int(ẇ)(h(r̂ ∗ a)) = ŵ(r̂^2) ∗ Int(ẇ)(s), and so ŵ(r̂)^2 = e^{iπβ} ∈ T̂. Since w(β) = −β, ŵ(e^{iπβ} ) = e^{−iπβ} = e^{iπβ} , and so r̂^2 = e^{iπβ} too. Define ρ̇ = r̂^{−1}e^{iπβ/2} ∘ ρ, ȧ = e^{iπβ/4} ∗ a ∈ H. Note that r̂^{−1}e^{iπβ/2} ∈ T̂_{[2]}, and so ρ̇: x̄ → ẇ_∗x̄ is again a morphism in √ Spl(D^♯).

As in Lemma 5.10, we compute ρ̇(ȧ) = r̂^{−1}e^{iπβ/2} ∗ ρ(e^{iπβ/4} ∗ a), = r̂^{−1}e^{iπβ/2}e^{−iπβ/4} ∗ ρ(a), (since ŵ(e^{iπβ/4}) = e^{−iπβ/4}) = r̂^{−1}e^{iπβ/2}e^{−iπβ/4}r̂ ∗ a, = r̂^{−1}e^{iπβ/2}e^{−iπβ/4}r̂e^{−iπβ/4} ∗ ȧ = ȧ. Hence ρ̇(ρ̇(ȧ)) = ȧ. But ρ̇ ∘ ρ̇ is a T̂ -torsor isomorphism from H to itself, and so ρ̇^2 = Id. □

126 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Now fix an object z̄ = (H, h, j) of the groupoid E_ϵ(G̃)[C ]. Define x̄ = (H, h), an object of √ Spl(D^♯). Pushing out yields an object g_∗x̄ ∈ √ Spl(D^♯_S ).

Theorem 18.13. There exists an L-morphism^Lg making the following diagram commute.

Z̃∨ LZ̃ Gal_R

S̃∨ LS̃ Gal_R g^{∨L}g=

Proof. We begin by producing an L-morphism I(g) making the following diagram commute.

Z̃∨ πét_1 (E_ϵ(G̃), z̄) Gal_R

S̃^∨ π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(S̃), g_∗x̄) Gal_R g^∨I(g)=

Consider a morphism f : z̄ → σ_∗z̄ in the groupoid E_ϵ(G̃)[C ]. Thus f is an element of π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(G̃), z̄) lying over σ. f restricts to an isomorphism from x̄ → σ_∗x̄ in the groupoid E_ϵ(T̃)[C ].

Choose an isomorphism ρ: x̄ → ẇ_∗x̄ in the groupoid √ Spl(D^♯) such that ρ^2 = Id, as in the previous lemma. From the proof of Theorem 5.13, the following diagram in the groupoid E_ϵ(T̃)[C ] commutes. x̄ σ∗x̄

ẇ_∗x̄ ẇ_∗σ_∗x̄ = σ_∗ẇ_∗x̄ fρ ρ f

The equality ẇ_∗σ_∗x̄ = σ_∗ẇ_∗x̄ follows from the fact that ẇ is Gal_R-invariant. It follows that f^2 = (ρf)^2 ∈ Z̃^∨.

x̄ σ_∗x̄ σ_∗ẇ_∗x̄ = ẇ_∗σ_∗x̄ ẇ_∗σ_∗σ_∗x̄ = ẇ_∗x̄ x̄. f f ∘ f ρ f ρ = ρ^{−1}

To compute g^∨(f^2), we apply the functor g_∗ throughout.

g_∗x̄ g_∗σ_∗x̄ g_∗σ_∗ẇ_∗x̄ = g_∗ẇ_∗σ_∗x̄ g_∗ẇ_∗σ_∗σ_∗x̄ = g_∗ẇ_∗x̄ g_∗x̄. g_∗f g^∨ (f ∘ f ) g_∗ρ g_∗f g_∗ρ

But g_∗ẇ_∗σ_∗x̄ = σ_∗g_∗x̄, so the diagram above yields a commutative diagram in E_ϵ(S̃)[C ], (18.7) g∗x̄ σ∗g∗x̄ g∗x̄ g_∗(ρf ) g^∨ (f ∘ f ) g_∗(ρf )

Now we define the L-morphism I(g) as follows. Since f lies over σ ∈ Gal_R,

π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(G̃), z̄) = Z̃^∨ ⊔ f · Z̃^∨.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 127

Define I(g)ζ = g^∨(ζ) for all ζ ∈ Z̃^∨. Define I(g)f = g_∗(ρf). To see that I(g) extends uniquely to a homomorphism from π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(G̃), z̄) to π^{ét}_1 (E_ϵ(S̃), g_∗x̄), it suffices to observe two facts.

• For all ζ ∈ Z̃^∨, we have g^∨σ(ζ) = g^∨(σ(w^∨(ζ))) = σ(g^∨(ζ)), and so g^∨ is Gal_R-equivariant.

• Diagram (18.7) implies that I(g)f^2 = g^∨(f^2) = (g_∗(ρf))^2 = (I(g)f)^2.

To finish the proof, we recall that the first Brylinski-Deligne invariant of S̃ satisfies Q_S (y) = Q(Int(g)y) for all y ∈ Y_S . It follows quickly that τ_{QS} : μ_2 → S̃^∨ satisfies τ_{QS} (±1) = g^∨(τ_Q(±1)). Hence we find a L-morphism τ_g making the following diagram commute. Z̃^∨ (τ_Q)_∗ ~Gal_R Gal_R

S̃∨ (τ_{QS} )_∗ ~Gal_R Gal_R

g^∨τ_g =

The Baer sum yields the desired L-morphism^Lg = I(g) ∔ τ_g . □

Corollary 18.14. Let ρ ∈^1_2 X be the half-sum of the positive roots for G with respect to B ⊃ T. Let κ ∈^1_2 X_{Q,n}/X_{Q,n} be the element defining the double cover S̃_{Q,n} → S_{Q,n}. Then the map inf gives a bijection,

Φ^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) →

(κ + ρ + X_{Q,n}) ∩ X^{reg}_Q W − conjugation . Proof. From Lemma 18.9, we find that ξ ∈^1_2 X_{Q,n} is in the image of inf if and only if ξ is regular and e^{2πiξ} = e^{2πiρ} ·ζ^2 for some ζ ∈^LZ̃ lying over σ ∈ Gal_R. The previous Theorem, together with Lemma 17.3 implies that g^∨(ζ^2) = (I(g)ζ)^2 = e^{2πiκ} ∈ S̃^∨. The result follows immediately. □ Recall that the infinitesimal character provided a finite-to-one surjective map,

inf : Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) ↠

(κ + ρ + X) ∩ X^{reg}_Q W − conjugation . The W -equivariant inclusion X → X_{Q,n} uniquely determines a parameterization of discrete series L^{disc}_ϵ .

Theorem 18.15. There is a unique finite-to-one function L^{disc}_ϵ : Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃) → Φ^{disc}_ϵ (G̃), making the following diagram commute. Π^{disc}_ϵ (G̃)^{(κ+ρ+X)∩X regQ}_{W −conjugation}

Φ^{disc}_ϵ (G̃)^{(κ+ρ+XQ,n )∩X regQ}

W −conjugation inf L^{disc}_ϵinf

Proof. This follows from the bijectivity of the bottom row, and the finite-to-one nature of the top row. □ This theorem provides a finite-to-one parameterization of the genuine discrete series representations of G̃, by discrete series Weil parameters valued in^LG̃.

128 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Appendix

19. Torsors, gerbes, and fundamental groups

Let S be a connected scheme, and S_{ét} the étale site. Our treatment of sheaves on S_{ét} follows [SGA4.5, §II]. Recall that a geometric point of S is a morphism of schemes s̄: Spec(F̄ ) → S, where F̄ is a separably closed field.

An open étale neighborhood of s̄ is an étale morphism U → S endowed with a lift ū: Spec(F̄ ) → U of the geometric point s̄. If s̄ is a geometric point, we write π^{ét}_1 (S, s̄) for the étale fundamental group. When s̄ is fixed, we define Gal_S = π^{ét}_1 (S, s̄).

19.1. Local systems on S_{ét}.

Definition 19.1. A local system on S_{ét} is a locally constant sheaf J of sets on S_{ét}.

When J is a local system on S_{ét} and U → S is étale, we write J[U] for the set of sections over U and we write J_U for the local system on U_{ét} obtained by restriction. If s̄ is a geometric point of S, then the fibre J_{s̄} is the inductive limit lim−→_U J[U], over open étale neighborhoods of s̄. By local constancy, J_{s̄} = J[U] for some such open étale neighborhood. Often in this paper we work locally on S_{ét} and abuse notation a bit by writing j ∈ J rather than j ∈ J[U] (for an étale U → S).

More generally, if C is a category, then one may work with local systems on S_{ét} of objects of C, or “C-valued local systems.” If C → D is a functor, then one finds a corresponding functor from the category of C-valued local systems to the category of D-valued local systems. Fibres of such C-valued local systems over geometric points make sense in this generality, by local constancy.

Example 19.2. Let M be a local system on S_{ét} of finitely-generated abelian groups, and let R be a commutative ring. Then Spec(R[M]) will denote the local system on S_{ét} of affine group schemes over R given by

Spec(R[M])[U] = Spec(R[M[U]]).

We will work with local systems of groups, local systems of affine group schemes over Z, local systems of root data, etc..

19.2. Torsors on S_{ét}.

Definition 19.3. Let G be a sheaf of groups on S_{ét}. A G-torsor is a locally nonempty sheaf of sets V on S_{ét}, endowed with an action ∗: G × V → V, such that G × V → V × V, (g, v) → (g ∗ v, v) is an isomorphism of sheaves of sets on S_{ét}. Morphisms of G-torsors are morphisms of sheaves on S_{ét} which intertwine the G-action. The category of G-torsors will be denoted Tors(G).

If V is a G-torsor, we write [V] for its isomorphism class. The isomorphism classes of G-torsors form a pointed set denoted H^1_{ét}(S, G). The set is pointed by the isomorphism class of the neutral G-torsor: G itself, as a G-torsor by left-multiplication. If V is a G-torsor, U → S is étale, and v ∈ V[U], then write v_U ′ for the restriction of v to any further étale U^′ → U. For any such U^′, and any w ∈ V[U^′], there exists a unique g ∈ G[U^′] satisfying w = g ∗ v_U ′ . Allowing U^′ to vary, the map w → g gives

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 129

a G_U -torsor isomorphism from V_U to G_U . Thus we say that the point v ∈ V[U] neutralizes the torsor V over U.

The category of torsors has more structure in the abelian case. If A is a sheaf of abelian groups on S_{ét}, then the category Tors(A) inherits a monoidal structure. Namely, if V_1 and V_2 are two A-torsors, define

V_1 ∔ V_2 =

V_1 × V_2 (a ∗ v_1, v_2) ∼ (v_1, a ∗ v_2) . With this monoidal structure, the trivial torsor A as zero object, and obvious isomorphisms for commutativity and associativity and unit, the category Tors(A) becomes a Picard groupoid (i.e., a strictly commutative Picard category, in the terminology of [SGA4, Exposé XVIII §1.4]. The pointed set of isomorphism classes H^1_{ét}(S, A) becomes an abelian group, with

[V_1] + [V_2] := [V_1 ∔ V_2] .

The group H^1_{ét}(S, A) is identified with the étale cohomology with coefficients A.

Suppose that f : A → G is a homomorphism of sheaves of groups on S_{ét}, with A abelian, and f central (i.e., f factors through the inclusion of the center Z → G). If V is an A-torsor, then we write f_∗V for the pushout,

f_∗V :=

G × V (g, a ∗ v) ∼ (f(a) · g, v) . This operation of pushing out torsors defines a functor,

f_∗ : Tors(A) → Tors(G).

If g ∈ G and v ∈ V, we write g ∧ v for its image in f_∗V. Then g ∧ (a ∗ v) = gf(a) ∧ v = f(a)g ∧ v. The G-torsor structure is given by γ ∗ (g ∧ v) = (γg) ∧ v, for all γ, g ∈ G, v ∈ V. Suppose that c: A_1 → A_2 is a homomorphism of sheaves of abelian groups on S_{ét}. Let V_1 be an A_1-torsor and V_2 an A_2-torsor. A map of torsors π : V_1 → V_2 lying over c means a morphism of sheaves of sets on S_{ét} satisfying

π(a_1 ∗ v_1) = c(a_1) ∗ π(v_1), for all a_1 ∈ A_1, v_1 ∈ V_1.

Such a map factors uniquely through c_∗V_1.

A short exact sequence of sheaves of abelian groups on S_{ét},

(19.1) A^α−→ B^β−↠ C,

yields two more constructions of torsors.

First, the sequence yields a boundary map in cohomology, ∂ : H^0_{ét}(S, C) → H^1_{ét}(S, A). There is a corresponding map from global sections of C to objects of the category of A-torsors as follows.

Begin with c ∈ C[S] and write [c] to consider it as an element of H^0_{ét}(S, C). For any étale U → S, write c_U ∈ C[U] for the restriction of c to U. Define ∂c to be the sheaf on S_{ét} whose sections are given by ∂c[U] = {b ∈ B[U] : β(b) = c_U }. The sheaf ∂c is naturally an A-torsor; the equivalence class [∂c] ∈ H^1_{ét}(S, A) coincides with ∂[c]. The sheaf ∂c is called the torsor of liftings of c via β.

130 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Next, write Hom(C, B) for the sheaf of homomorphisms (“sheaf-hom”) from C to B. This is a sheaf of abelian groups on S_{ét}, and there is a subsheaf of sets Spl(B) consisting of those homomorphisms which split the extension (19.1). This subsheaf Spl (B) is naturally a Hom(C, A)-torsor, called the torsor of splittings. This corresponds to a familiar map in the cohomology of sheaves of abelian groups,

Ext(C, A) → H^1_{ét}(S, Hom(C, A)).

19.3. Gerbes on S_{ét}. Here we introduce a class of gerbes on S_{ét}. In what follows, let A be a sheaf of abelian groups on S_{ét}.

Definition 19.4. A gerbe on S_{ét} banded by A is a (strict) stack E on S_{ét} of groupoids such that E is locally nonempty, locally connected, and banded by A.

We unravel this definition here, beginning with the data.

a (strict) stack E on S_{ét} of groupoids: For each étale U → S, we have a (possibly empty) groupoid E[U]. For γ : U^′ → U, a morphism of schemes étale over S, we have a pullback functor γ^∗ : E[U] → E[U^′].

banded by A: For every object x of E[U], there is given an isomorphism A[U] → Aut(x) (written α → α_x).

This data satisfies additional axioms:

(strict) stack axioms: For each pair γ : U^′ → U and δ : U^{′′} → U^′, we require equality of functors δ^∗ ∘ γ^∗ = (γδ)^∗. (“Strictness” refers to the requirement of equality rather than extra data of natural isomorphisms). Descent for objects and morphisms is effective.

locally nonempty: There exists a finite étale U → S such that E[U] is nonempty.

locally connected: For any étale U → S and pair of objects x, y ∈ E[U], there exists a finite étale γ : U^′ → U such that γ^∗x is isomorphic to γ^∗y in E[U^′].

banding: Given a morphism f : x → y in E[U], and α ∈ A[U], α_y ∘f = f ∘α_x.

Also, given γ : U^′ → U étale, α_γ∗_x = γ^∗α_x ∈ Aut(γ^∗x).

Remark 19.5. We will not require gerbes banded by nonabelian groups – commutativity greatly simplifies the theory. For a fuller treatment of gerbes, one can consult the original book of Giraud [Gir71], work of Breen [Bre10], [Bre90], the book of Brylinski [Bry93, Chapter V], the article of Deligne [Del91], the introduction of Garland and Patnaik [PG08], and the Stacks Project [Stacks], among others. We don’t keep track of universes along the way, while Giraud [Gir71] is careful about set-theoretic subtleties. Our “strictness” assumption is typically referred to as an assumption that the fibred category E → S_{ét} is “split” (see [Vis04]). The strictness assumption is not so restrictive, since every stack is equivalent to a strict stack (cf. [Vis04, Theorem 3.45]). See also [Gir71, §I.1].

If E is a gerbe on S_{ét} banded by A, and U → S is étale, then we write E_U for its restriction to U_{ét}; this is a gerbe on U_{ét} banded by A_U .

Our strictness assumption allows us to easily define the fibre of a gerbe E at a geometric point s̄. This is the category E_{s̄} whose object set is the direct limit lim−→_U E[U] of object sets, indexed by open étale neighborhoods of s̄. Write A = A_{s̄} for the fibre of A over s̄. If z̄_1, z̄_2 are objects of E_{s̄}, then Hom(z̄_1, z̄_2) is naturally an A-torsor.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 131

If x, y ∈ E[U], then for γ : U^′ → U define

Hom(x, y)[U^′] = Hom(γ^∗x, γ^∗y).

In this way, we construct a sheaf Hom(x, y) of sets on U_{ét}. In particular, we find a sheaf of groups Aut(x) on U_{ét}. The banding provides an isomorphism of sheaves of groups, A_U^∼−→ Aut(x), and Hom(x, y) becomes an A_U -torsor.

19.3.1. Functors of gerbes. Suppose that c: A_1 → A_2 is a homomorphism of sheaves of abelian groups on S_{ét}, and E_1, E_2 are gerbes on S_{ét} banded by A_1, A_2, respectively. A functor of gerbes ϕ: E_1 → E_2, lying over c, is a (strict) functor of stacks lying over c. This entails the following.

(strict) functor of stacks: For each étale U → S, a functor of categories ϕ[U]: E_1[U] → E_2[U]. For every γ : U^′ → U, with pullback functors γ^∗_1 in E_1 and γ^∗_2 in E_2, the “strictness” condition requires an equality of functors, γ^∗_2 ∘ ϕ[U] = ϕ[U^′] ∘ γ^∗_1 .

lying over c: The “lying over c” condition requires that, for each α_1 ∈ A_1[U] with α_2 = c(α_1), and object x_1 ∈ E_1[U] with x_2 = ϕ[U]x_1, we have

(α_2)_{x2} = ϕ[U] ((α_1)_{x1} ) ∈ Aut(x_2).

Gerbes on S_{ét} banded by a fixed sheaf of abelian groups A form a 2-category (in the sense of [Gir71, §I.1.8]); if E_1 and E_2 are two such gerbes banded by the same A, an equivalence of gerbes ϕ: E_1 → E_2 is a functor of gerbes lying over Id: A → A. Given two such equivalences of gerbes ϕ, ϕ^′ : E_1 → E_2, a natural isomorphism ϕ^∼=⇒ ϕ^′ consists of natural isomorphisms of functors ϕ[U] ⇒ ϕ^′[U] for each U, compatible with pullback. This defines a 2-category of gerbes banded by A, equivalences, and natural isomorphisms of equivalences.

Given two gerbes E_1, E_2 banded by A, one may “contract” them to form another gerbe E_1 ∔ E_2 banded by A. The family of categories of torsors, Tors(A), given by Tors(A)[U] = Tors(A_U ) (for each étale U → S), with pullbacks given by restriction of sheaves, forms the neutral A-gerbe on S_{ét}. E ∔ Tors(A) is equivalent to E, for any gerbe E banded by A (and the equivalence is determined up to unique natural isomorphism).

Suppose that E is a gerbe on S_{ét} banded by A, and x is an object of E[U] for some étale U → S. Then, for γ : U^′ → U étale, and y ∈ E[U^′], we have a A_U ′ -torsor Hom(γ^∗x, y). This map y → Hom(γ^∗x, y) extends to an equivalence of gerbes from E_U to Tors(A)_U . In this way, we say that x neutralizes the gerbe E over U.

If E is a gerbe banded by A, we write [E] for its equivalence class. The set of such equivalence classes is denoted H^2_{ét}(S, A). This forms an abelian group, with zero corresponding to the neutral gerbe of A-torsors, and addition arising from contraction. From [Gir71], we identify H^2_{ét}(S, A) with the étale cohomology of S with coeffiencts A.

19.3.2. Pushouts. Given a gerbe E_1 banded by A_1, and c: A_1 → A_2 as above, one may construct a gerbe c_∗E_1 banded by A_2 called the pushout of E_1 by c. Any functor of gerbes ϕ: E_1 → E_2 lying over c factors through a functor c_∗E_1 → E_2 (the functor being determined uniquely up to unique natural isomorphism, see [Del91, §5.3]). The objects of c_∗E_1 are the same as those of E_1. But, given two such objects x, y ∈ E_1[U], the morphism set Hom_{c∗E1} (x, y) is defined as the pushout of torsors,

Hom_{c∗E1} (x, y) = c_∗ Hom_{E1} (x, y).

132 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

If x, y ∈ E_1[U], f ∈ Hom_{E1} (x, y), and α_2 ∈ A_2[U], we write α_2 ∧ f for the resulting morphism from x to y in c_∗E_1. If α_1 ∈ A_1[U], then we have

α_2 ∧ (α_{1,y} ∘ f) = (α_2 · c(α_1)) ∧ f.

The pushout of gerbes corresponds to the map in cohomology,

H^2_{ét}(S, A_1) → H^2_{ét}(S, A_2), [E_1] → c_∗[E_1].

See [Gir71, Chapitre IV, §3.3, 3.4] for details.

19.3.3. The gerbe of liftings. If A^α−→ B^β−↠ C is a short exact sequence of sheaves of abelian groups on S_{ét}, then the sequence of cohomology groups,

H^2_{ét}(S, A)^α−→ H^2_{ét}(S, B)^β−→ H^2_{ét}(S, C)

is also exact. The analogous construction with gerbes is the following: suppose that E is a gerbe banded by B, F is a gerbe banded by C, and p: E → F is a functor of gerbes lying over B^β−→ C. If z is an S-object of F (neutralizing F, so that 0 = [F] ∈ H^2_{ét}(S, C)), then cohomology suggests that E arises as the pushout of a gerbe banded by A.

Indeed, we define the gerbe p^{−1}(z) as follows: the objects of p^{−1}(z)[U] are pairs (y, j) where y is an object of E[U], and j : p(y) → z is an isomorphism in F[U]. The morphisms in p^{−1}(z) are those in E which are compatible with the isomorphisms to z. The gerbe p^{−1}(z) will be called the gerbe of liftings of z via p. It is a gerbe banded by A, and there is a natural equivalence from α_∗p^{−1}(z) to E, given by “forgetting j.”

19.3.4. The gerbe of n^{th} roots. Suppose that C is a sheaf of abelian groups on S_{ét}, and the homomorphism C^n−→ C is surjective. An important example of a gerbe of liftings arises from the Kummer sequence C_{[n]} → C^n−↠ C.

Pushing out gives to a functor of gerbes, n_∗ : Tors(C) → Tors(C), lying over C^n−↠ C. Given a C-torsor V, the gerbe of liftings of V via n_∗ will be called the gerbe of n^{th} roots, denoted^n √ V. It is a gerbe on S_{ét} banded by C_{[n]}. The map which sends a C-torsor to its gerbe of n^{th} roots corresponds to the Kummer coboundary map κ : H^1_{ét}(S, C) → H^2_{ét}(S, C_{[n]}).

Explicitly, an object of^n √ V is a pair (H, h) where H is a C-torsor, and h: H → V is a morphism of sheaves making the following diagram commute.

C × H H

C × V V ∗n × hh ∗

The construction of the gerbe of n^{th} roots is itself functorial. Consider a homomorphism of sheaves of abelian groups, c: C_1 → C_2, and assume that C_1^n−→ C_1 and C_2^n−→ C_2 are surjective. Suppose that V_1 is a C_1-torsor, and V_2 is a C_2-torsor. Suppose that f : V_1 → V_2 is a morphism of torsors lying over the homomorphism c: C_1 → C_2. Then we find a functor of gerbes^n √ f :^n √ V_1 →^n √ V_2 lying over the homomorphism of bands C_{1,[n]} → C_{2,[n]}.

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 133

19.4. Fundamental group. Now let A be a local system of abelian groups on S_{ét}. Let E be a gerbe on S_{ét} banded by A. Let F̄ be a separably closed field, let s̄: Spec(F̄ ) → S be a geometric point, and recall that Gal_S = π^{ét}_1 (S, s̄) denotes the étale fundamental group.

Suppose that U → S is a Galois cover, and ū: Spec(F̄ ) → U lifts the geometric point s̄. Writing Gal_U = π^{ét}_1 (U, ū), we find a short exact sequence

Gal_U → Gal_S ↠ Gal(U/S).

If γ ∈ Gal_S we write γ_U for its image in Gal(U/S).

Suppose moreover that A_U is a constant sheaf and E[U] is a nonempty groupoid (i.e., E is neutral over U). Write A = A[U] for the resulting abelian group. Then A is endowed with an action of Gal_S that factors through the finite quotient Gal(U/S). An object z ∈ E[U] will be called a base point for the gerbe E (over U). The banding identifies A with the automorphism group of z.

Without loss of generality, pulling back to a larger Galois cover if necessary, we may assume that Hom(z, γ^∗_U z) is nonempty for all γ ∈ Gal_S . In this way, the base point z ∈ E[U] and γ ∈ Gal_S define an A-torsor,

Aut_γ (z) := Hom(z, γ^∗_U z).

We write γ^∗ instead of γ^∗_U , when there is little chance of confusion.

Define the étale fundamental group of the gerbe E, at the base point z, by

π_1(E, z) = ⨆ γ∈Gal_S Aut_γ (z).

The group structure is given, for γ_1, γ_2 ∈ Gal_S , by the following sequence.

Aut_{γ1} (z) × Aut_{γ2} (z) = Hom(z, γ^∗_1 z) × Hom(z, γ^∗_2 z)

γ^∗_2 ×Id

−−−−→ Hom(γ^∗_2 z, γ^∗_2 γ^∗_1 z) × Hom(z, γ^∗_2 z)

∘−→ Hom(z, γ^∗_2 γ^∗_1 z)

=−→ Hom(z, (γ_1γ_2)^∗z) = Aut_{γ1γ2} (z)

As Aut_{Id}(z) = Aut(z), the isomorphism A^∼−→ Aut(z), α → α_z , gives an extension of groups,

(19.2) A → π^{ét}_1 (E, z) ↠ Gal_S .

If γ ∈ Gal_U ⊂ Gal_S , then γ_U = Id and so Aut_γ (z) = Aut_{Id}(z). In this way, we find a splitting Gal_U → π_1(E, z). In other words, π^{ét}_1 (E, z) arises as the pullback of an extension of Gal(U/S) by A. The conjugation action of Gal_S on A, in the extension (19.2), coincides with the canonical action of Gal(U/S) on A = A[U].

The sequence (19.2) describes the fundamental group of a gerbe (with base point) as an extension of Gal_S by A. Here we analyze how this fundamental group depends on the choice of base point, and how it behaves under equivalence of gerbes.

Consider a further Galois cover δ : U^′ → U and geometric base point ū^′ lifting ū. By constancy of A_U , we identify A = A[U] = A[U^′]. For all γ ∈ Gal_S , we have γ_U ∘ δ = δ ∘ γ_U ′ . This defines an isomorphism of A-torsors, δ^∗ : Aut_γ (z)^∼−→

134 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Aut_γ (δ^∗z), using the sequence below.

Aut_γ (z) = Hom(z, γ^∗_U z)^{δ∗}−→ Hom(δ^∗z, δ^∗γ^∗_U z)

=−→ Hom (δ^∗z, (γ_U δ)^∗z)

=−→ Hom (δ^∗z, (δγ_U ′ )^∗z)

=−→ Hom (δ^∗z, γ^∗_U ′ δ^∗z) = Aut_γ (δ^∗z).

Putting these isomorphisms together, we find an isomorphism of extensions. A π^{ét}_1 (E, z) Gal_S

A π^{ét}_1 (E, δ^∗z) Gal_S

= ι_δ =

A further cover δ^′ : U^{′′} → U^′, with δ^{′′} = δ ∘ δ^′ : U^{′′} → U, gives a commutative diagram in the category of extensions of Gal_S by A.

π^{ét}_1 (E, z) π^{ét}_1 (E, δ^∗z) π^{ét}_1 (E, (δ^′)^∗δ^∗z) = π^{ét}_1 (E, (δ^{′′})^∗z) ι_δ ι_{δ′′}ι_δ′ Define z̄ ∈ E_{s̄} to be the image of the base point z in the direct limit. We call z̄ a geometric base point for the gerbe E. Define

π^{ét}_1 (E, z̄) = lim−→ U^′ π^{ét}_1 (E, δ^∗z),

the direct limit over Galois covers δ : (U^′, ū^′) → (U, ū), via the isomorphisms ι_δ described above. This gives an extension of groups, depending (up to unique isomorphism) only on the geometric base point z̄ ∈ E_{s̄}.

A → π^{ét}_1 (E, z̄) ↠ Gal_S .

This extension is also endowed with a family of splittings over finite-index subgroups Gal_U ⊂ Gal_S , arising from base points z ∈ E[U] mapping to z̄. Having such splittings is useful for topological purposes, e.g., π^{ét}_1 (E, z̄) → Gal_S is naturally a continuous homomorphism of profinite groups when A is finite.

Consider a second geometric base point z̄_0 ∈ E_{s̄} (over the same s̄ → S). There exists an isomorphism f̄ : z̄_0 → z̄ in E_{s̄}. For a sufficiently large Galois cover U → S, we may assume that f̄ : z̄_0 → z̄ arises from a morphism f : z_0 → z in E[U].

Define ι_f : Aut_γ (z_0) → Aut_γ (z) to be the bijection

ι_f (η) = γ^∗f ∘ η ∘ f^{−1}, for all η ∈ Aut_γ (z_0),

making the following diagram commute (in the groupoid E[U]). z_0 z

γ^∗z_0 γ^∗z fη ι^f (η) γ^∗f

L-GROUPS AND PARAMETERS FOR COVERING GROUPS 135

As γ varies over Gal_S , this provides an isomorphism of extensions, ι_f : π^{ét}_1 (E, z_0) → π^{ét}_1 (E, z). Passing to the direct limit, we find an isomorphism of extensions depending only on f̄ : z̄_0 → z̄, A π^{ét}_1 (E, z̄0) GalS

A π^{ét}_1 (E, z̄) Gal_S

=ι¯_f =

Given another isomorphisms ḡ : z̄_0 → z̄, there exists a unique element α ∈ A such that ḡ = α_{z̄} ∘ f̄. As for f, we may assume that ḡ arises from g : z_0 → z in E[U]. It follows that, for all η ∈ Aut_γ (z_0), ι_g (η) = γ^∗g ∘ η ∘ g^{−1} = γ^∗(α_z ∘ f) ∘ η ∘ f^{−1} ∘ α^{−1}_z

= γ^∗α_z ∘ ι_f (η) ∘ α^{−1}_z

= α_γ∗_z ∘ ι_f (η) ∘ α^{−1}_z

In other words, we have ι_ḡ = Int(α) ∘ ι¯_f .

To summarize the relationship between gerbes banded by A and extensions of Gal_S by A, we have the following.

Theorem 19.6. To each geometric base point z̄ ∈ E_{s̄}, we obtain an extension

A → π^{ét}_1 (E, z̄) ↠ Gal_S ,

known as the fundamental group of the gerbe E at z̄. For any two geometric base points z̄_0, z̄, we obtain a family of isomorphisms of extensions

π^{ét}_1 (E, z̄_0) → π^{ét}_1 (E, z̄),

any two of which are related by Int(α) for a uniquely determined α ∈ A.

This theorem may seem more natural using 2-categorical language as follows: consider the 2-category OpExt(Gal_S , A) whose objects are extensions of Gal_S by A in which the Gal_S action on A = A_{s̄} coincides with that which arises from the local system A. The morphisms in this category are isomorphisms of extensions (giving equality on Gal_S and A). Given two such morphisms ι, ι^′ sharing the same source and target, a natural transformation ι ⇒ ι^′ is an element α ∈ A such that ι^′ = Int(α) ∘ ι. A restatement of the above theorem is the following.

Theorem 19.7. A gerbe E banded by A, and a geometric point s̄ → S, yield an object π^{ét}_1 (E, s̄) of OpExt(Gal_S , A), well-defined up to equivalence, the equivalence being uniquely determined up to unique natural isomorphism.

Remark 19.8. If A is a constant sheaf, then the extension A → π^{ét}_1 (E, z̄) ↠ Gal_S is a central extension. It follows quickly from the theorem that we may define an extension A → π^{ét}_1 (E, s̄) ↠ Gal_S up to unique isomorphism (without choice of geometric base point z̄). In this case, the 2-category OpExt(Gal_S , A) is an ordinary category: the only transformations are the identities.

136 MARTIN H. WEISSMAN

Next, consider a functor of gerbes ϕ: E_1 → E_2 lying over a homomorphism c: A_1 → A_2 of local systems of abelian groups. If z̄_1 is a geometric base point for E_1 over s̄, arising from z_1 ∈ E_1[U], then let z_2 = ϕ[U](z_1). Define z̄_2 to be the resulting geometric base point of E_2. Our strictness assumption for functors of gerbes implies that the geometric base point z̄_2 depends only on the geometric base point z̄_1, and not on the choice of z_1.

For any γ ∈ Gal_S , we obtain a map ϕ_γ : Aut_γ (z_1) → Aut_γ (z_2), given by

Aut_γ (z_1) = Hom(z_1, γ^∗z_1)^{ϕ[U]}−−−→ Hom(ϕ[U](z_1), ϕ[U](γ^∗z_1)) = Hom(z_2, γ^∗ϕ[U](z_1)) = Hom(z_2, γ^∗z_2) = Aut_γ (z_2).

Putting these together yields a homomorphism of extensions,

A_1 π^{ét}_1 (E_1, z̄_1) Gal_S

A_2 π^{ét}_1 (E_2, z̄_2) Gal_S c ϕ =

If ϕ, ϕ^′ : E_1 → E_2 are two functors of gerbes lying over c: A_1 → A_2, and ϕ(z̄_1) = ϕ^′(z̄_1) = z̄_2, then we find two such homomorphisms of extensions,

ϕ, ϕ^′ : π^{ét}_1 (E_1, z̄_1) → π^{ét}_1 (E_2, z̄_2), lying over c: A_1 → A_2.

If N : ϕ ⇒ ϕ^′ is a natural isomorphism of functors, then N determines an isomorphism ϕ(z̄_1) → ϕ^′(z̄_1), whence an isomorphism z̄_2 → z̄_2. Such an isomorphism is given by an element α_2 ∈ A_2 = Aut(z̄_2), and one may check that

ϕ^′ = Int(α_2) ∘ ϕ: π^{ét}_1 (E_1, z̄_1) → π^{ét}_1 (E_2, z̄_2).

References

[ABV92] Jeffrey Adams, Dan Barbasch, and David A. Vogan Jr. The Langlands classification and irreducible characters for real reductive groups. Vol. 104. Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc. Boston, MA, 1992, pp. xii+318.

[AD04] Jeffrey D. Adler and Stephen DeBacker. “Murnaghan-Kirillov theory for supercuspidal representations of tame general linear groups”. In: J. Reine Angew. Math. 575 (2004), pp. 1–35.

[Ada+07] J. Adams et al. “Unitary Shimura correspondences for split real groups”. In: J. Amer. Math. Soc. 20.3 (2007), 701–751 (electronic).

[AS77] Michael Atiyah and Wilfried Schmid. “A geometric construction of the discrete series for semisimple Lie groups”. In: Invent. Math. 42 (1977), pp. 1–62.

[AT09] Emil Artin and John Tate. Class field theory. Reprinted with corrections from the 1967 original. AMS Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI, 2009, pp. viii+194.

[AV12] J. Adams and D. A. Vogan Jr. “Contragredient representations and characterizing the local Langlands correspondence”. In: ArXiv e-prints (Jan. 2012). arXiv:1201.0496 [math.RT].

REFERENCES 137

[B-D] Jean-Luc Brylinski and Pierre Deligne. “Central extensions of reductive groups by K_2”. In: Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. 94 (2001), pp. 5–85.

[Ben73] Edward A. Bender. “A lifting formula for the Hilbert symbol”. In: Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 40 (1973), pp. 63–65.

[BH96] Colin J. Bushnell and Guy Henniart. “Local tame lifting for GL(N). I. Simple characters”. In: Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 83 (1996), pp. 105–233.

[BJ13] Dubravka Ban and Chris Jantzen. “The Langlands quotient theorem for finite central extensions of p-adic groups”. In: Glas. Mat. Ser. III 48(68).2 (2013), pp. 313–334.

[BJ79] A. Borel and H. Jacquet. “Automorphic forms and automorphic representations”. In: Automorphic forms, representations and L-functions (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Oregon State Univ., Corvallis, Ore., 1977), Part 1. Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., XXXIII. With a supplement “On the notion of an automorphic representation” by R. P. Langlands. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1979, pp. 189–207.

[Bla61] Robert J. Blattner. “On induced representations”. In: Amer. J. Math. 83 (1961), pp. 79–98.

[Bor79] A. Borel. “Automorphic L-functions”. In: Automorphic forms, representations and L-functions (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Oregon State Univ., Corvallis, Ore., 1977), Part 2. Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., XXXIII. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1979, pp. 27–61.

[Bre10] Lawrence Breen. “Notes on 1- and 2-gerbes”. In: Towards higher categories. Vol. 152. IMA Vol. Math. Appl. Springer, New York, 2010, pp. 193–235.

[Bre90] Lawrence Breen. “Bitorseurs et cohomologie non abélienne”. In: The Grothendieck Festschrift, Vol. I. Vol. 86. Progr. Math. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 1990, pp. 401–476.

[Bry93] Jean-Luc Brylinski. Loop spaces, characteristic classes and geometric quantization. Vol. 107. Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Boston Inc., Boston, MA, 1993, pp. xvi+300.

[BT65] Armand Borel and Jacques Tits. “Groupes réductifs”. In: Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 27 (1965), pp. 55–150.

[BW00] A. Borel and N. Wallach. Continuous cohomology, discrete subgroups, and representations of reductive groups. Second. Vol. 67. Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2000, pp. xviii+260.

[BZ76] I. N. Bernšteĭn and A. V. Zelevinskiĭ. “Representations of the group GL(n, F ), where F is a local non-Archimedean field”. In: Uspehi Mat. Nauk 31.3(189) (1976), pp. 5–70.

[Clo87] Laurent Clozel. “Characters of nonconnected, reductive p-adic groups”. In: Canad. J. Math. 39.1 (1987), pp. 149–167.

[Cog03] J. W. Cogdell. “Dual groups and Langlands functoriality”. In: An introduction to the Langlands program (Jerusalem, 2001). Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2003, pp. 251–268.

[Del91] P. Deligne. “Le symbole modéré”. In: Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 73 (1991), pp. 147–181.

138 REFERENCES

[Deo75] Vinay V Deodhar. “On central extensions of rational points of algebraic groups”. In: Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society 81.3 (1975), pp. 573–575.

[DL76] P. Deligne and G. Lusztig. “Representations of reductive groups over finite fields”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 103.1 (1976), pp. 103–161.

[FK86] Yuval Z. Flicker and David A. Kazhdan. “Metaplectic correspondence”. In: Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 64 (1986), pp. 53–110.

[FL10] Michael Finkelberg and Sergey Lysenko. “Twisted geometric Satake equivalence”. In: J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 9.4 (2010), pp. 719–739.

[Fla79] D. Flath. “Decomposition of representations into tensor products”. In: Automorphic forms, representations and L-functions (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Oregon State Univ., Corvallis, Ore., 1977), Part 1. Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., XXXIII. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1979, pp. 179–183.

[Gao] Fan Gao. The Gindikin-Karpelevich formula and constant terms of Eisenstein series for Brylinski-Deligne extensions. arXiv:1410.7624 [math.RT].

[GG14] Wee Teck Gan and Fan Gao. “The Langlands-Weissman Program for Brylinski-Deligne extensions”. In: ArXiv e-prints (Sept. 2014). arXiv:1409.4039 [math.NT].

[Gil04] P. Gille. “Type des tores maximaux des groupes semi-simples”. In: J. Ramanujan Math. Soc. 19.3 (2004), pp. 213–230.

[Gir71] Jean Giraud. Cohomologie non abélienne. Die Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Band 179. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1971, pp. ix+467.

[GR10] Benedict H. Gross and Mark Reeder. “Arithmetic invariants of discrete Langlands parameters”. In: Duke Math. J. 154.3 (2010), pp. 431–508.

[HC55] Harish-Chandra. “On the characters of a semisimple Lie group”. In: Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 61 (1955), pp. 389–396.

[HII08] Kaoru Hiraga, Atsushi Ichino, and Tamotsu Ikeda. “Formal degrees and adjoint γ-factors”. In: J. Amer. Math. Soc. 21.1 (2008), pp. 283–304.

[ILM14] A. Ichino, E. Lapid, and Z. Mao. “On the formal degrees of squareintegrable representations of odd special orthogonal and metaplectic groups”. In: ArXiv e-prints (Apr. 2014). arXiv:1404.2909 [math.NT].

[Kna01] Anthony W. Knapp. Representation theory of semisimple groups. Princeton Landmarks in Mathematics. An overview based on examples, Reprint of the 1986 original. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2001, pp. xx+773.

[Kot82] Robert E. Kottwitz. “Rational conjugacy classes in reductive groups”. In: Duke Math. J. 49.4 (1982), pp. 785–806.

[Kot84] Robert E. Kottwitz. “Stable trace formula: cuspidal tempered terms”. In: Duke Math. J. 51.3 (1984), pp. 611–650.

[KP84] D. A. Kazhdan and S. J. Patterson. “Metaplectic forms”. In: Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 59 (1984), pp. 35–142.

[Lan89] R. P. Langlands. “On the classification of irreducible representations of real algebraic groups”. In: Representation theory and harmonic analysis on semisimple Lie groups. Vol. 31. Math. Surveys Monogr. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1989, pp. 101–170.

REFERENCES 139

[Lan97] R. P. Langlands. “Representations of abelian algebraic groups”. In: Pacific J. Math. Special Issue (1997). Olga Taussky-Todd: in memoriam, pp. 231–250.

[Lem04] Bertrand Lemaire. “Intégrabilité locale des caractères tordus de GL_n(D)”. In: J. Reine Angew. Math. 566 (2004), pp. 1–39.

[Li12] Wen-Wei Li. “La formule des traces pour les revêtements de groupes réductifs connexes. II. Analyse harmonique locale”. In: Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4) 45.5 (2012), pp. 787–859.

[Li14] Wen Wei Li. “La formule des traces pour les revêtements de groupes reductifs connexes. I. Le développement géométrique fin”. In: J. Reine Angew. Math. 686 (2014), pp. 37–109.

[Lus93] George Lusztig. Introduction to quantum groups. Vol. 110. Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Boston Inc., Boston, MA, 1993, pp. xii+341.

[Lys] Sergey Lysenko. Twisted geometric Satake equivalence: reductive case. arXiv:1411.6782 [math.RT].

[McN12] Peter J. McNamara. “Principal series representations of metaplectic groups over local fields”. In: Multiple Dirichlet series, L-functions and automorphic forms. Vol. 300. Progr. Math. Birkhäuser/Springer, New York, 2012, pp. 299–327.

[Mic75] H. Lee Michelson. “A decomposition for certain real semisimple Lie groups”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 213 (1975), pp. 177–193.

[Moo65] Calvin C. Moore. “Decomposition of unitary representations defined by discrete subgroups of nilpotent groups”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 82 (1965), pp. 146–182.

[MW95] C. Mœglin and J.-L. Waldspurger. Spectral decomposition and Eisenstein series. Vol. 113. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics. Une paraphrase de l’Écriture [A paraphrase of Scripture]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995, pp. xxviii+338.

[PG08] M.M. Patnaik and H. Garland. Geometry of Loop Eisenstein Series. Yale University, 2008.

[PR96] Gopal Prasad and Andrei S. Rapinchuk. “Computation of the metaplectic kernel”. In: Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 84 (1996), 91–187 (1997).

[Rag04] M. S. Raghunathan. “Tori in quasi-split-groups”. In: J. Ramanujan Math. Soc. 19.4 (2004), pp. 281–287.

[Raj04] C. S. Rajan. “On the vanishing of the measurable Schur cohomology groups of Weil groups”. In: Compos. Math. 140.1 (2004), pp. 84–98.

[Rei12] Ryan Cohen Reich. “Twisted geometric Satake equivalence via gerbes on the factorizable Grassmannian”. In: Represent. Theory 16 (2012), pp. 345–449.

[Rod85] François Rodier. “Intégrabilité locale des caractères du groupe GL(n, k) où k est un corps local de caractéristique positive”. In: Duke Math. J. 52.3 (1985), pp. 771–792.

[RR93] R. Ranga Rao. “On some explicit formulas in the theory of Weil representation”. In: Pacific J. Math. 157.2 (1993), pp. 335–371.

[SAGE] W. A. Stein et al. Sage Mathematics Software (Version 6.4.1). http://www.sagemath.org. The Sage Development Team, 2015.

140 REFERENCES

[Sav04] Gordan Savin. “On unramified representations of covering groups”. In: J. Reine Angew. Math. 566 (2004), pp. 111–134.

[Ser84] Jean-Pierre Serre. “L’invariant de Witt de la forme Tr(x^2)”. In: Comment. Math. Helv. 59.4 (1984), pp. 651–676.

[SGA3] A. Grothendieck and M. Demazure. Schémas en groupes. I, II, III. Séminaire de Géométrie Algébrique du Bois Marie 1962/64 (SGA 3). Dirigé par M. Demazure et A. Grothendieck. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vols. 151,152,153. Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1970, pp. ix+654.

[SGA4] A. Grothendieck. Théorie des topos et cohomologie étale des schémas. Tome 3. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 305. Séminaire de Géométrie Algébrique du Bois-Marie 1963–1964 (SGA 4), Dirigé par M. Artin, A. Grothendieck et J. L. Verdier. Avec la collaboration de P. Deligne et B. Saint-Donat. Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1973, pp. vi+640.

[SGA4.5] P. Deligne. Cohomologie étale. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 569. Séminaire de Géométrie Algébrique du Bois-Marie SGA 41er2, Avec la collaboration de J. F. Boutot, A. Grothendieck, L. Illusie et J. L. Verdier. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1977, iv+312pp.

[Sha10] Freydoon Shahidi. Eisenstein series and automorphic L-functions. Vol. 58. American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2010, pp. vi+210.

[Sha81] Freydoon Shahidi. “On certain L-functions”. In: Amer. J. Math. 103.2 (1981), pp. 297–355.

[SS70] T. A. Springer and R. Steinberg. “Conjugacy classes”. In: Seminar on Algebraic Groups and Related Finite Groups (The Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton, N.J., 1968/69). Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 131. Springer, Berlin, 1970, pp. 167–266.

[Stacks] The Stacks Project Authors. Stacks Project. http://stacks.math.columbia.edu. 2014.

[SZ14] A. J. Silberger and E.-W. Zink. “Langlands Classification for L-Parameters”. In: ArXiv e-prints (July 2014). arXiv:1407.6494 [math.RT].

[Szp13a] Dani Szpruch. “Some irreducibility theorems of parabolic induction on the metaplectic group via the Langlands-Shahidi method”. In: Israel J. Math. 195.2 (2013), pp. 897–971.

[Szp13b] Dani Szpruch. “Some results in the theory of genuine representations of the metaplectic double cover of GSp_{2n}(F ) over p-adic fields”. In: J. Algebra 388 (2013), pp. 160–193.

[Tad88] Marko Tadic. “Geometry of dual spaces of reductive groups (non-archimedean case)”. In: Journal d’Analyse Mathématique 51.1 (1988), pp. 139–181.

[Tat79] J. Tate. “Number theoretic background”. In: Automorphic forms, representations and L-functions (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Oregon State Univ., Corvallis, Ore., 1977), Part 2. Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., XXXIII. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1979, pp. 3–26.

[Vog93] David A. Vogan Jr. “The local Langlands conjecture”. In: Representation theory of groups and algebras. Vol. 145. Contemp. Math. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1993, pp. 305–379.

[Wal88] Nolan R. Wallach. Real reductive groups. I. Vol. 132. Pure and Applied Mathematics. Academic Press Inc., Boston, MA, 1988, pp. xx+412.

REFERENCES 141

[Wei09] Martin H. Weissman. “Metaplectic tori over local fields”. In: Pacific J. Math. 241.1 (2009), pp. 169–200.

[Wei14a] Martin H. Weissman. “Split metaplectic groups and their L-groups”. In: J. Reine Angew. Math. 696 (2014), pp. 89–141.

[Wei14b] Martin H. Weissman. “Covering groups and their integral models”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. (2014 (accepted)). To appear in print. arXiv:1405.4625 [math.RT].

[Wei15] Martin H. Weissman. “Covers of tori over local and global fields”. In: Amer. J. of Math. (2015 (accepted)). To appear in print. arXiv:1406.3738 [math.RT].

[Wei64] André Weil. “Sur certains groupes d’opérateurs unitaires”. In: Acta Math. 111 (1964), pp. 143–211.

[Kal13] T. Kaletha. “Rigid inner forms of real and p-adic groups”. In: ArXiv e-prints (Apr. 2013). arXiv:1304.3292 [math.RT].

[Vis04] A. Vistoli. “Notes on Grothendieck topologies, fibered categories and descent theory”. In: ArXiv Mathematics e-prints (Dec. 2004). eprint: math/0412512.

Yale-NUS College, 6 College Ave East, #B1-01, Singapore 138614 E-mail address: marty.weissman@yale-nus.edu.sg