arXiv:2406.17514v1 [math.RT] 25 Jun 2024

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY

ZHICHENG WANG

Abstract. Lusztig [L5, L6] gave a parametrization for Irr(G^F ), where G is a reductive algebraic group defined over Fq , with Frobenius map F . This parametrization is known as Lusztig’s Jordan decomposition or Lusztig correspondence. However, there is not a canonical choice of Lusztig correspondence. In this paper, we consider classical groups. We pick a canonical choice of Lusztig correspondence which is compatible with parabolic induction and is compatible with theta correspondence. This result extends Pan’s result in [P3]. As an application, we give a refinement of the results of the finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem in [Wang1] and prove a duality between Theta correspondence and finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem, which can be regarded as a finite field instance of relative Langlands duality of Ben-Zvi-Sakellaridis-Venkatesh [BZSV].

1. Introduction

1.1. Lusztig’s Jordan decomposition. Let F_q be an algebraic closure of a finite field F_q , which is of characteristic p > 2. Suppose that the cardinality of F_q is large enough so that the main result in [Sr1] holds. Consider a reductive algebraic group G defined over F_q , with Frobenius map F . Let E(G) = Irr(G^F ) be the set of irreducible representations of G^F . We write ⟨σ, π⟩_HF = dim Hom_HF (σ, π), where H is a subgroup of G, π ∈ E(G), and σ ∈ E(H). We say σ occurs in π or σ ∈ π if ⟨σ, π⟩_HF ≠ 0.

In [L5], Lusztig provided a way to parametrize E(G) under the assumption that Z is a connected component. This parametrization is known as Lusztig’s Jordan decomposition. Later, in [L6], this parametrization was extended to cover the case where Z is disconnected. With Lusztig’s Jordan decomposition, we obtain a partition of E(G) based on the semisimple conjugacy classes in the dual group G^{∗F} of G^F , that is,

(1.1) E(G) = ∐ (s) E(G, s) where (s) runs over G^{∗F} -conjugacy classes of semisimple elements in the identity component of G^{∗F} , and the Lusztig series E(G, s) is defined by

E(G, s) := {π ∈ E(G)|⟨π, R^G_T ∗_{,s}⟩ ≠ 0 for some T^∗ containing s}.

Here if G is a connected reductive group, one has a natural bijection between the set of G^F - conjugacy classes of the pairs (T, θ) where T is an F -stable maximal torus of G and θ is a character of T^F , and the set of G^{∗F} -conjugacy classes of the pairs (T^∗, s) where T^∗ is an F -stable maximal torus of G^∗ and contains s. If (T, θ) corresponds to (T^∗, s), we denote by R^G_T ∗_{,s} the Deligne-Lusztig character R^G_T (θ) of G^F in [DL]. And if G is non-connected, we define R^G_T ∗_{,s} := Ind^{GF}_{(G0)F} R^{G0}_T ∗_{,s}.

Date: July 1, 2024.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 20C33; Secondary 22E50. 1

Lusztig shows that there exists a bijection between the Lusztig series E(G, s) and the unipotent representations E(C_G∗ (s), 1) of C_G∗ (s)^F (see [L1, Chap 9]), L_s : E(G, s) → E(C_G∗ (s), 1), extended by linearity to a map between virtual characters satisfying that

(1.2) L_s(ε_GR^G_T ∗_{,s}) = ε_{CG∗ (s)}R^{CG∗ (s)}_T ∗_{,1} ,

where ε_G := (−1)^{rk G} and rk G is the F_q -rank of G, and C_G∗ (s) is the centralizer of s in G^∗. Moreover, L_s sends cuspidal representations to cuspidal representations. Such a bijection L_s will be called a Lusztig correspondence or Lusztig’s Jordan decomposition.

It should be noted that in general, there is no unique choice of L_s (see [GM, appendix A.5]). A natural question arises as to whether there is a canonical choice of Lusztig correspondence. In their work [DM], Digne and Michel demonstrate that if G is a connected group with a connected center, then L_s can be uniquely determined by (1.2) and some additional conditions.

Let V(G)^# be the subspace of the space of (complex-valued) class functions on G spanned by Deligne-Lusztig virtual characters of G. Let π^# be the orthogonal projection of π onto V(G)^#. We say that π is uniform if π = π^#. Clearly, the image of Lusztig correspondence for uniform representations is uniquely determined by (1.2). If G is a general linear group GL_n or a unitary group U_n, every irreducible representation is uniform. However, if G is a symplectic group or an orthogonal group, there exists some ambiguity in Lusztig correspondence. The reason is that G or C_G∗ (s) might be disconnected.

Let [π] := {π^′|(π^′)^# = π^#} be the set of irreducible representations that share the same uniform projection as π. To differentiate between representations in [π], Weil representation and theta lifting are necessary. These have been studied in [AMR, P1, P2, MQZ]. Based on their results, we know that the images of representations in [π] under theta correspondence are distinct. In [P3], Pan provides an explicit description of [π] and proves the existence of a unique L_s that satisfies specific compatibility conditions regarding theta correspondence. However, Pan’s choice of L_s depends on the selection of a dual pair of theta correspondence. This means that even orthogonal-symplectic and odd orthogonal-symplectic dual pairs can lead to two different choices of Lusztig correspondence on symplectic groups. Consequently, Pan’s result cannot encompass theta lifting for all dual pairs simultaneously. To describe theta lifting comprehensively, it is necessary to assign names to the irreducible representations or, equivalently, determine a specific choice of Lusztig correspondence. However, once Pan’s L_s is chosen for one dual pair, the theta lifting information for the other dual pair is lost. Therefore, the primary objective of this paper is to establish a canonical choice of L_s that is independent of dual pairs. This L_s will enable the determination of the relationship between theta correspondences for all dual pairs.

1.2. A finite field instance of relative Langlands duality. For a symmetric space V_n, define its discriminant by

disc(V_n) = (−1)^{n(n−1)2} det(V_n) ∈ F^×_q /F^{×2}_q .

Write O^ϵ_n to be the isometry group of V_n with disc(V_n) = ϵ. For even n, the even orthogonal group O^ϵ_n is split if and only if ϵ = +. For odd n, we have O^+_n and O^−_n are the same as abstract groups; however, they act on two symmetric spaces with different discriminants.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY3

To relate two theta correspondence of dual pairs (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′ ) and (Sp_{2n}, O^{ϵ′}_{2n}′_{+1}), it is natural to consider the restriction of representations from O^{ϵ′}_{2n}′_{+1}(F_q ) to O^ϵ_{2n}′ (F_q ). Moreover, the Gan-Gross- Prasad problem, which can be seen as a generalization of the above restriction problem, should also be involved.

In the case of local fields, Gan-Gross-Prasad problem [GP1, GP2, GGP1, GGP2] is related to theta correspondence in the sense of relative Langlands duality of Ben-Zvi-Sakellaridis-Venkatesh [BZSV]. Let us now recall the relevant context and background as laid out in [BZSV]. The relative Langlands program aims to study the relationship between certain periods of automorphic forms on a reductive group G and certain special values of automorphic L-functions attached to its dual group G^∗. Despite previous knowledge of some instances of this relationship, they were not well understood in a systematic way. However, there has been recent progress in elucidating these relationships [SV, BZSV], employing the framework of spherical varieties. This can be seen as an arithmetic analogue of the electric-magnetic duality of boundary conditions in four-dimensional supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory. One noteworthy example of this duality is the duality between the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem and theta correspondence. This specific instance is examined in [GW1, GW2].

In the case of finite fields, a duality between Gan-Gross-Prasad problem and theta correspondence for unipotent representation has been proven in [LW2, Wang1]. To be more precise, the multiplicity in Gan-Gross-Prasad problem for unipotent representations can be visualized as a diagram:

π ∈ E(Sp_{2n}, 1)^{Theta lifting} //

L_1∘AC fflffl

⨁ π^′, π^′ ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2m}, 1)

AC∘R fflffl π^⋆ ∈ E(SO_{2n+1}, 1)^{unipotent part of GGP} // ⨁ π^{′⋆}, π^{′⋆} ∈ E(SO^ϵ_{2m}, 1), where L_1 is the Lusztig correspondence and R is the restriction form O^ϵ_{2m} to SO^ϵ_{2m}, and AC is the Alvis-Curtis duality. In this paper, we generalize above commutative diagram to all representations under the canonical choice of Lusztig correspondence.

1.3. Main results. We recall the description of C_G∗ (s) and E(C_G∗ (s), 1) (cf. section 3). We have a decomposition of C_G∗ (s) via eigenvalues of s as follows:

(1.3) C_G∗ (s) ∼=G^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) × G^∗_{[1]}(s) × G^∗_{[−1]}(s) × { {±}, if G = O_{2n+1}; 1, otherwise.

where G^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) (resp. G^∗_{[1]}(s), G^∗_{[−1]}(s)) is the part of C_G∗ (s) corresponding to the eigenvalue ≠ 1 (resp. 1, −1) of s (cf. section 3). In particular, we have a explicit description of G^∗_{[a]}(s) as follows:

• The group G^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) is a product of general linear groups and unitary groups; • If G is a odd orthogonal group, then G^∗_{[1]}(s) and G^∗_{[−1]}(s) are symplectic groups; • If G is a symplectic group, then G^∗_{[1]}(s) is a special odd orthogonal group and G^∗_{[−1]}(s) is a even orthogonal group;

• If G is a even orthogonal group, then G^∗_{[1]}(s) and G^∗_{[−1]}(s) are even orthogonal groups.

Recall that Lusztig established a bijection between the unipotent representations of orthogonal groups and symplectic groups to equivalence classes of Lusztig’s symbols (see section 2). Subsequently, choosing L_s leads to a bijection π ∈ E(G, s) → (ρ, Λ_1, Λ_{−1}, ι) where ρ is the projection of L_s(π) on G^∗_{[≠±1]}, and Λ_{±1} are the symbol corresponding to the projection of L_s(π) on G^∗_{[±1]}, and ι ∈ {±} ∼= {1, sgn} only occur for G_n = O_{2n+1}. We denote π by π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι}.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that the cardinality of F_q is large enough so that the main result in [Sr1] holds. Then, for each symplectic group and orthogonal group, there is a unique choice of Lusztig correspondence denoted by L^{can}. This choice is compatible with parabolic induction and the theta correspondence (cf. Theorem 6.1).

To outline the strategy of constructing a canonical choice of L^{can} on π ∈ E(G), we start by considering an irreducible representation π^′ occurring in the first descent of π. This representation is of a group that is smaller than G. Here the first descent means that

• the multiplicity m_ϵ(π, π^⋆) ≠ 0 (resp. m_ϵ(π^′, π^{⋆′}) ≠ 0);

• the multiplicity m_±(π, σ) ≡ 0 (resp. m_±(π^′, σ))) if σ lives in a group smaller than the group of π^⋆ (resp. π^{⋆′}),

where m_ϵ(π, π^⋆) is the multiplicity in finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem defined in section 5.1 and 5.2. By induction on the rank of G, we have the existence of the canonical Lusztig correspondence L^{can} on π^′. We define L^{can} on π to be the unique Lusztig correspondence that is compatible with L^{can} on π^′. Since L^{can} on π^′ is compatible with theta correspondence and the first descent π^′ of π has similar behavior with π in theta correspondence, the Lusztig correspondence L^{can} on π naturally becomes compatible with the theta correspondence (cf. section 6.2).

Under the canonical choice of Lusztig correspondence in Theorem 1.1, we distinguish representations in representations in [π] as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a symplectic group or orthogonal group. Let χ_G be the spinor norm of G (cf. [Wal2, 1.6]). Under the canonical choice of Lusztig correspondence in Theorem 1.1, we have G π sgn · π π^c χ_G · π Sp_{2n} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ}t_{−1} O^ϵ_{2n} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} π_{ρ,Λ}t_{1,Λ}t_{−1} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ}t_{−1} π_ρ−_{,ϵ(Λ±1)Λ−1,ϵ(Λ±1)Λ1} O^ϵ_{2n+1} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,−ι} π_ρ−_{,Λ−1,Λ1,ι}′_ι where Λ^t is defined in section 2.1, and ρ^− is defined in (3.4), ι^′ = χ_G(−I) and ϵ(Λ_{±1}) := (−1)^{def(Λ1)+def(Λ−1)}.

Theorem 1.1 has an important application in the finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem. In [Wang1, Wang2], the calculation of the finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem has been provided. However, the calculation in [Wang1] depends on how representations behave in theta correspondence. By Theorem 1.1 or Theorem 6.1, the behavior of representations π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} or π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} in theta correspondence can be determined based on their subscripts. Hence we can calculate the multiplicity in the finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem using these subscripts and provides an explicit description of the finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem in a combinatorial way (Theorem 7.2).

Combining Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 7.2, we establish the commutativity between the theta correspondence and the multiplicity in the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem. This commutativity can be regarded as a finite field instance of the relative Langlands duality of Ben-Zvi-Sakellaridis-Venkatesh

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY5

[BZSV]. To elaborate, we can visualize the multiplicity in the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem in the following manner:

Theorem 1.3. (1) Let π ∈ E(Sp_{2n}), and π^⋆ ∈ E(Sp_{2n}⋆ ). Then we have the following commutative diagram up to a twist of the sgn characters on orthogonal groups:

π ∈ E(Sp_{2n})^{GGP} //

AC∘L^{can} fflffl

⨁ π^⋆, π^⋆ ∈ E(Sp_{2n}⋆ , s)

AC∘L^{can} fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1}^{theta lfiting} // ⨁ π^⋆, ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1}

where the sum in the bottom right corner runs over representations such that • ρ = ∏ [a],a≠±1 π[a] and ρ ⋆ = ∏ [a],a≠±1 π ⋆[a] (cf. section 3);

• For each [a], π^⋆[−a] appears in theta lifting of π[a]; • L^{can}(π^⋆_{Λ1} ) appears in theta lifting of π_{Λ−1} ; • π^⋆_{Λ−1} appears in theta lifting of L^{can}(π_{Λ1} ).

(2) Let π ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n}), and π^⋆ ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆_{+1}). Then we have the following commutative diagram up to a twist of the sgn character on orthogonal groups:

π ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n})^{GGP} //

AC∘L^{can} fflffl

⨁ π^⋆, π^⋆ ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆ , s)

AC∘L^{can} fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1}^{theta lfiting} // ⨁ π^⋆, ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} ⊗ ι^⋆

where the sum in the bottom right corner runs over representations such that • ρ = ∏ [a],a≠±1 π[a] and ρ ⋆ = ∏ [a],a≠±1 π ⋆[a] • For each [a], π^⋆[a] appears in theta lifting of π[a]; • L^{can}(π^⋆_{Λ1} ) appears in theta lifting of π_{Λ1} ; • L^{can}(π^⋆_{Λ−1} ) appears in theta lifting of π_{Λ−1} .

Remark 1.4. The sgn characters for unipotent representations are explicitly given in Theorem 7.3. For the general cases, the sign characters can be calculated using Theorem 7.2. However, this process for the general cases can be extremely complicated, as the variables ρ, Λ_1, and Λ_{−1} can all influence each other.

Although the description of the multiplicity in finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem in Theorem 7.2 is quite complicated, the first descent case of Gan-Gross-Prasad problem, which is similar to the first occurrence case of theta lifting, is simple.

Theorem 1.5. Let π ∈ E(G_n) where G_n is either a symplectic group, odd orthogonal group or a even orthogonal group. Then we have the following commutative diagram

(1.4) π^{∗ Θ} ∗ n,n′ //

D^∗_ϵ fflffl π^{′∗}

D^∗_ϵ fflffl π L^{can}

66mmm mmmm mmmm mmmm mm

D_{ℓ,ϵ} fflffl

Θ_{n,n}′ // π^′

L^{can}

66lll llll llll llll ll

D_ℓ′_{,ϵ} fflffl π^{⋆∗} ∈ D^∗_ϵ (π^∗)^Θ ∗ m,m′ // π^{⋆′∗} ∈ D^∗_ϵ (π^{′∗})

π^⋆ ∈ D_{ℓ,ϵ}(π) L^{can}

66nn nnn nnn nnn n_{Θm,m′} // π^{⋆′} ∈ D_{ℓ,ϵ}(π^′) L^{can}

66mmm mmmm mmmm mm

,

where all notations are defined in section 7.

Let us explain the diagram (1.4) roughly. Here π^⋆ (resp. π^{⋆′}) is a irreducible representation occurs in the first descent of π (resp. π^′). The index n^′ in the theta lifting Θ_{n,n}′ is the first occurrence index of π. Therefore, Theorem 1.5 gives a duality between the first descent case of finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem and first occurrence case of theta correspondence.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the classification of unipotent representations [L3, L4, LS]. In Section 3, we recall the theory of Deligne-Lusztig characters and Lusztig correspondence. Then we discuss the ambiguity of Lusztig correspondence. In Section 4, we review some results on the theta correspondence for finite symplectic groups and finite orthogonal groups. We also compute the first occurrence indexes and conservation relations, which will help to resolve any ambiguity in the Lusztig correspondence. In Section 5, we recall the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem, and establish conservation relations for it, which are the dual to conservation relations of the theta correspondence. In Section 6.2, we have proven Theorem 6, our main result. This theorem provides a choice of Lusztig correspondence that is compatible with parabolic induction and the theta correspondence. In Section 7, we calculate the multiplicity in the finite Gan-Gross- Prasad problem and established the duality between the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem and theta correspondence by the Lusztig correspondence described in Theorem 6.1.

Acknowledgement. The author acknowledge generous support provided by National Natural Science Foundation of PR China (No. 12201444).

2. Classification of unipotent representations

In this section we assume that F_q is a finite field of odd characteristic.

2.1. Lusztig’s symbols. In this section, we follow the notation of [P1] to review Lusztig’s symbol, which is slightly different from that of [L1].

Let λ = [λ_1, λ_2, . . . ] be a partition of n and denote |λ| to the length ∑ i λ_i. We often write λ = [λ^{k1}_1 , · · · , λ^{kl}_l ] where λ_j are distinct nonzero parts and k_j are their multiplicity. As is standard, we realize partitions as Young diagrams and denote by λ^t = [λ^t_1, λ^t_2, · · · ] the transpose of λ. A partition λ is called even if all multiplicities k_i are even.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY7

We say that two partitions λ = [λ_1, λ_2, . . . ] and λ^′ = [λ^′_1, λ^′_2, . . . ] are close if |λ_i − λ^′_i| ⩽ 1 for every i. Write λ ∩ λ^′ := [λ_i]_{{i|λi=λ}′_{i}} be the partition formed by the common parts of λ and λ^′. Following [AMR], we say that λ and λ^′ are 2-transverse if they are close and λ ∩ λ^′ is even. In particular, if λ and λ^′ are close and λ ∩ λ^′ = ∅, then λ and λ^′ are 2-transverse, and in this case we say that they are transverse. For example, let λ = [λ_1, . . . , λ_k] be a partition of n, and let

λ_⋆ = [λ_2, . . . , λ_k]

be the partition of n − λ_1 obtained by removing the first row of λ. Then λ^t and λ^t_⋆ are 2-transverse. Moreover, λ^t_⋆ is the unique partition of n − λ_1 such that λ^t and λ^t_⋆ are 2-transverse.

A symbol is an array of the form Λ = ( A B ) = ( a_1, a_2, · · · , a_{m1} b_1, b_2, · · · , b_{m2} )

of two finite sets A, B of natural numbers (possibly empty) with a_i, b_i ⩾ 0, a_i > a_{i+1} and b_i > b_{i+1}. The rank and defect of a symbol Λ are defined by

rank(Λ) := ∑ a_i∈A a_i + ∑ b_i∈B b_i − ⌊( #A + #B − 1 2 )_2⌋ , def(Λ) := #A − #B.

Note that the definition of def(Λ) differs from that of [L1, p.133].

For a symbol Λ = (_A B ) , let Λ^∗ (resp. Λ_∗) denote the first row (resp. second row) of Λ, i.e. Λ^∗ = A and Λ_∗ = B, and let Λ^t := (_B A ) . Write

sd(Λ) := sgn(def(Λ)), if def(Λ) ≠ 0; +, if Λ =

(_1 0 ) ; −, if Λ =

(_0 1 ) ; and pd(Λ) := (−1)

⌊_{|def(Λ)|} 2 ⌋

to be the sign and the parity of def(Λ), respectively. Here for the case of def(Λ) = 0, we only care about the basic case Λ =

(_1 0 ) or (_0 1 ) (cf. Section 3.3). Clearly, we have

sd(Λ) = −sd(Λ^t) and pd(Λ) = pd(Λ^t).

2.2. Bi-partitions. For partitions λ = [λ_1, λ_2, · · · , λ_k] and μ = [μ_1, μ_2, · · · , μ_l], we write

λ ≼ μ if μ_i − 1 ⩽ λ_i ⩽ μ_i for each i.

Let P_2(n) denote the set of bi-partitions [_λ μ ] of n, where λ, μ are partitions such that |λ|+|μ| = n.

We can associate a bi-partition to each symbol as follows:

Υ :Λ = ( A B ) = ( a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{m1} b_1, b_2, . . . , b_{m2} )

→ [ λ μ ] = [ a_1 − (m_1 − 1), a_2 − (m_1 − 2), . . . , a_{m1 −1} − 1, a_{m1} b_1 − (m_2 − 1), b_2 − (m_2 − 2), . . . , b_{m2 −1} − 1, b_{m2} ] . This gives a bijection

(2.1) Υ : S_{n,β} → { P_2(n − (^{β+1}_2 )(^{β−1}_2 )), if β is odd; P_2(n − (^β_2 )^2), if β is even, where S_{n,β} denotes the set of symbols of rank n and defect β. Then a symbol Λ can be characterized by its defect and the bi-partition Υ(Λ). Set Υ(Λ)^ϵ := { λ, if ϵ = +; μ, if ϵ = −. To each symbol Λ, we associate its Alvis-Curtis dual^dΛ by requiring that

def(^dΛ) = def(Λ) and Υ(^dΛ)^ϵ = ( Υ(Λ)^{−ϵ} )_t , where ϵ = ±.

2.3. Classification of unipotent representations of GL_n(F_q ) and U_n(F_q ). In [LS], Lusztig and Srinivasan have classified the representations of G^F = GL_n(F_q ) and U_n(F_q ). They have established a unique one-to-one correspondence between the unipotent representations of G^F and the irreducible representations of the Weyl group W_n of G. It is well-known that W_n ∼= S_n, where S_n is the symmetry group, and irreducible representations of S_n are parametrized by partitions of n. We denote the representation corresponding to a partition λ of n by π_λ. For example, π_{(n)} corresponds to the trivial representation of G^F . By Lusztig’s result [L1], π_λ is a unipotent cuspidal representation of U_n(F_q ) if and only if n =^{k(k+1)}_2 for some positive integer k and λ = [k, k − 1, · · · , 1].

2.4. Classification of unipotent representations of symplectic groups and orthogonal groups. We now recall the classification of irreducible unipotent representations of symplectic and orthogonal groups. Let E(G_n, 1) be the collection of unipotent representations of G^F_n = Sp_{2n}(F_q ), SO_{2n+1}(F_q ), O_{2n+1}(F_q ) and O^±_{2n}(F_q ). Lusztig gives a bijection between the unipotent representations of these groups to equivalence classes of symbols. Then we have the following bijections:

E(Sp_{2n}, 1) E(SO_{2n+1}, 1) E(O_{2n+1}, 1) E(O^+_{2n}, 1) E(O^−_{2n}, 1) −→ S_n := { Λ|rank(Λ) = n, def(Λ) = 1 (mod 4) } ; S_n; S_n × {±}; S^+_n := { Λ|rank(Λ) = n, def(Λ) = 0 (mod 4) } ; S^−_n := { Λ|rank(Λ) = n, def(Λ) = 2 (mod 4) } . We require that the above bijections satisfy [P3, (3.13)], which is a reformulation of [L3, theorem 5.8] and [L4, theorem 5.13]. Let π_Λ and π_{Λ,ι} be the irreducible representations parametrized by Λ and (Λ, ι), respectively. For symplectic and special odd orthogonal groups, the bijection is uniquely determined by [P3, (3.13)]. For even orthogonal groups, the bijection is characterized by additional conditions mentioned in [P3, section 5.3]. It is known that π_Λt = sgn · π_Λ. In the case of odd orthogonal groups, we differentiate π_{Λ,±} by deciding that π_{Λ,±}(−1) = ±Id. Regarding the representation of the trivial symplectic group Sp_0(F_q ), we associated it with the symbol

(_0 − ) . As for the trivial group O^+_0 (F_q ), its trivial representation is associated with the symbol (_− − ) . Example 2.1. (1) ([P3, Lemma 4.6]) Let G = Sp_{2n}, and π_Λ = 1, the trivial representation of G^F . Then Λ = ( n − ) .

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY9

(2) ([P3, Corollary 5.10]) Let G = O^ϵ_{2n}, and π_Λ = 1, the trivial representation of G^F . Then

Λ =

( n 0 ) if ϵ = +; ( − n, 0 ) if ϵ = −. (3) Let G = O^ϵ_{2n+1}, and π_{Λ,ι} = 1, the trivial representation of G^F . Then Λ = ( n − )

and ι = +.

Proposition 2.2. Let π_{Λ,ι} ∈ E(G_n, π_Λ′_{,ι}′ ) (see section 3.3 for the definition of E(G_n, π_Λ′_{,ι}′ )), where ι, ι^′ ∈ {±}, and π_Λ′_{,ι}′ is a unipotent cuspidal representation of G^F_m with m ≤ n, and ι and ι^′ only occurs for odd orthogonal groups. Then we have ι = ι^′ and def(Λ) = def(Λ^′).

Proof. Lusztig’s bijection E(G_n, 1) → S_n is compatible with the parabolic induction for symplectic and special odd orthogonal groups. This result is discussed in [L1]. The odd orthogonal case follows from the special odd orthogonal case. For even orthogonal groups, the compatibility with the parabolic induction is one of the additional conditions mentioned in [P3, section 5.3]. □

2.5. Symbols of unipotent cuspidal representations. In [L1], we know that Sp_{2n}(F_q ) (resp, SO_{2n+1}(F_q ), O^ϵ_{2n}(F_q )) has a unique irreducible unipotent cuspidal representation if and only if n = k(k + 1) (resp. n = k(k + 1), n = k^2). We regarded the trivial representations of Sp_0(F_q ) and O^+_0 (F_q ) as unipotent cuspidal representations.

For Sp_{2k(k+1)}(F_q ), the unique unipotent cuspidal representation π_Λ is associated to the symbol:

(2.2) Λ = ( 2k, 2k − 1, · · · , 1, 0 − ) if k is even; ( − 2k, 2k − 1, · · · , 1, 0 ) if k is odd;

of defect (−1)^k(2k + 1).

For O^ϵ_{2k2} (F_q ) with ϵ = (−1)^k, there are two unipotent cuspidal representations π_Λ and sgn · π_Λ = π_Λt where Λ = ( 2k − 1, 2k − 2, · · · , 1, 0 − ) . For O_{2k(k+1)+1}(F_q ), there are two unipotent cuspidal representations π_{Λ,+} and sgn · π_{Λ,+} = π_{Λ,−} where

(2.3) Λ = ( 2k, 2k − 1, · · · , 1, 0 − ) if k is even; ( − 2k, 2k − 1, · · · , 1, 0 ) if k is odd.

3. Lusztig correspondence

In this section we assume that F_q is a finite field of odd characteristic.

3.1. The structure of Lusztig correspondence. To parametrize the irreducible representations of G^F , we first follow Lusztig’s Jordan decomposition (see [Ma, Section 2.3] and [Gec, Theorem 5.2] for instance) to partition Irr(G^F ) according to the semisimpe conjugacy classes in the dual group G^{∗F} of G^F , that is,

(3.1) Irr(G^F ) = ∐ (s)∈(G^∗)^{∘F}_{ss} /Ad(G^{∗F} ) E(G, s) where (s) runs over G^{∗F} -conjugacy classes of semisimple elements in the identity component of G^{∗F} , and the Lusztig series E(G, s) is defined by E(G, s) := {π ∈ Irr(G^F )|⟨π, R^G_T ∗_{,s}⟩ ≠ 0 for some T^∗ containing s}.

Here if G is a connected reductive group, one has a bijection between the set of G^F -conjugacy classes of the pairs (T, θ) where T is an F -stable maximal torus of G and θ is a character of T^F , and the set of G^{∗F} -conjugacy classes of the pairs (T^∗, s) where T^∗ is an F -stable maximal torus of G^∗ and contains s. If (T, θ) corresponds to (T^∗, s), we denote by R^G_T ∗_{,s} the Deligne-Lusztig character R^G_T (θ) of G^F in [DL]. And if G is non-connected, we define R^G_T ∗_{,s} := Ind^{GF}_{(G0)F} R^{G0}_T ∗_{,s}.

Continuing (3.1), we recall the correspondence between the Lusztig series E(G, s) and the unipotent representations E(C_G∗ (s), 1) of C_G∗ (s)^F in [L1, Chap 9], [Sr2, Theorem 8.14] and [Ma, Lemma 2.7], where C_G∗ (s) is the centralizer of s in G^∗.

Proposition 3.1 ([DM, Theorem 11.5.1, Proposition 11.5.6]). Let G be a reductive connected group defined over F_q . There is a bijection L_s : E(G, s) → E(C_G∗ (s), 1), extended by linearity to a map between virtual characters satisfying that

(3.2) L_s(ε_GR^G_T ∗_{,s}) = ε_{CG∗ (s)}R^{CG∗ (s)}_T ∗_{,1} ,

where ε_G := (−1)^{rk G} and rk G is the F_q -rank of G; Moreover, L_s sends cuspidal representations to cuspidal representations.

Lusztig’s Jordan decomposition can be extended to even orthogonal groups (see [AMR, Proposition 1.7]).

Next, we recall the description of C_G∗ (s) in [AMR, Section 1.B] and then refine E(C_G∗ (s), 1). The multi-set of eigenvalues of s on the standard representation of G^∗ is of the form

(s) = { {x_1, . . . , x_n, x^{−1}_1 , . . . , x^{−1}_n , 1}, if G^∗ = SO_{2n+1}; {x_1, . . . , x_n, x^{−1}_1 , . . . , x^{−1}_n }, otherwise.

For a ∈ F_q^×, define ν_a(s) := #{i|x_i or x^{−1}_i = a} and [a] := {a^{qk} , a^{−qk} |k ∈ Z}, where #X denotes the cardinality of a finite set X. Clearly, ν(a) and [a] only depend on the orbit of a under Γ_{Fq} , the group of automorphisms of F_q^× generated by the Frobenius map F and the inversion a → a^{−1}. The centralizer C_G∗ (s) has a natural decomposition C_G∗ (s) ∼= {∏ [a] G^∗_{[a]}(s) × {±}, if G = O_{2n+1}; ∏ [a] G^∗_{[a]}(s), otherwise,

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY11

where [a] runs over the orbits F_q^×/Γ_{Fq} , and G^∗_{[a]}(s) is the restriction of scalars Res_{Fq (a)/Fq} of a classical group defined over F_q (a), with F_q -rank^1_2 #[a] · ν_a(s). Clearly, G^∗_{[a]}(s) is the trivial group if ν_a(s) = 0. For convenience, we set G^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) := ∏ [a], a≠±1 G^∗_{[a]}(s). Then we rewrite

(3.3) C_G∗ (s) ∼=G^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) × G^∗_{[1]}(s) × G^∗_{[−1]}(s) × { {±}, if G = O_{2n+1}; 1, otherwise.

In particular, we have the following explicit description of G^∗_{[a]}(s):

• If a ≠ ±1, then G^∗_{[a]}(s) is either Res_{Fq (a)/Fq} GL_{νa(s)} or the unitary group Res_{Fq (a)/Fq} U_{νa(s)}; • If G = O_{2n+1}, then we may take G^∗ = Sp_{2n} × {±1} = Sp(V^∗) × {±1}, in which case G^∗_{[±1]}(s) = Sp_{2ν±1(s)} = Sp(V^∗_{s=±1});

• If G = Sp_{2n}, then we may take G^∗ = SO_{2n+1} = SO(V^∗), in which case G^∗_{[1]}(s) = SO_{2ν1(s)+1} = SO(V^∗_{s=1}) and G^∗_{[−1]}(s) = O_{2ν−1(s)} = O(V^∗_{s=−1});

• If G = O_{2n}(V ), then G^∗ = O_{2n}(V^∗) with V^∗ = V , and G^∗_{[±1]}(s) = O_{2ν±1(s)} = O(V^∗_{s=±1}).

Here V^∗ is the (skew) symmetric space defining the dual group G^∗, V^∗_{s=±1} is the eigenspace of s on V^∗ corresonding to the eigenvalue ±1. We remark that when G^∗ is orthogonal, O(V^∗_{s=±1}) depends on the discriminant of V^∗_{s=±1}.

Now, we can plug (3.3) into Proposition 3.1 and decompose ∏ [a] E(G^∗_{[a]}(s), 1)

= E(G^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) × G^∗_{[1]}(s) × G^∗_{[−1]}(s), 1) × { {±}, if G = O_{2n+1}; 1, otherwise, where by abuse of notation we also denote {±} the irreducible representations of {±} ⊂ G^∗ if G = O_{2n+1}. We may write the image of L_s accordingly L_s(π) = π_{≠±1} ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ ι where ϵ ∈ {±} only occurs for G = O_{2n+1} and π_{≠±1} = ∏ [a],a≠±1 π[a] with π_{[a]} ∈ E(G^∗_{[a]}(s), 1).

Recall that irreducible unipotent representations of general linear groups and unitary groups are parametrized by partitions. We can associate each π[a] with a partition λ[a]. Let P be the set of partitions, and A := {[a] ∈ F_q^×/Γ_{Fq} |a ≠ ±1}. Let P^A be the set

P^A = { ρ : A → P [a] → ρ[a] } . Therefore, we can identify π_{≠±1} with a element ρ ∈ P^A, and denote π by π^{Ls}_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} or simply π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι}, when no confusion raise. By abuse of notations, we regard ρ as a irreducible representation in ∏ [a],a≠±1 E(G ∗ [a](s), 1), and write L_s(π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι}) = ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ ι.

Let ρ ∈ P^A. We define ρ^− to be an element in P^A such that (3.4) ρ^− : [a] → ρ[−a], and we define ρ_1 to be an element in P^A such that (3.5) ρ_1 : [a] → ρ_1[a] = ρ[a]_⋆, which means that ρ_1[a] is the partition obtained by removing the first row of ρ[a].

For a fixed ρ ∈ P^A, there exists a unique irreducible representation π^{Sp}_ρ of a symplectic group such that the ±1 part of π^{Sp}_ρ is trivial and the ≠ ±1 part of π^{Sp}_ρ corresponds to ρ. As we will see in Section 3.2, π^{Sp}_ρ does not depend on the choice of Lusztig correspondence. Assume that π^{Sp}_ρ ∈ E(Sp_{2n}, s). Write |ρ| = n, and ι_ρ := π^{Sp}_ρ (−I) ∈ {±}, and ~ι_ρ := ι_ρε(−1)^{|ρ|} and ϵ_ρ := (−1)^{#{[a] | G∗[a](s) is unitary}}, where ε(−1) is the square class of −1 in F^×_q /(F^×_q )^2.

3.2. The ambiguity of Lusztig correspondence. It’s worth noting that the choice of L_s is usually not unique. However, if G is a connected group with a connected center, we can determine L_s uniquely by imposing some extra conditions [DM, Theorem 7.1]. Additionally, Pan has proved in [P3] that for a fixed dual pair, there is a unique choice of L_s that is compatible with theta correspondence. But, it’s important to note that Pan’s choice of L_s depends on the dual pair (G, G^′) and not the group G. Thus, even orthogonal-symplectic dual pairs and odd orthogonalsymplectic dual pairs can give us two different choices of the Lusztig correspondence on symplectic groups.

Let V(G)^# be the subspace of the space of (complex-valued) class functions on G spanned by Deligne-Lusztig virtual characters of G. We define π^# as the orthogonal projection of π on V(G)^#. We call π uniform if π = π^#.

Definition 3.2. Let π be an irreducible representation of a symplectic group or an orthogonal group. Let [π] := {π^′|(π^′)^# = π^#}.

We cannot differentiate between representations in [π] using (3.2). Therefore, we must determine to what extent an irreducible representation π can be identified by its uniform projection π^#. According to (3.2), we have the following result. Proposition 3.3. Let π, π^′ ∈ E(G, s).

(1) If π is uniform, then L_s(π) does not depend on the choice of L_s.

(2) For any two different choice of Lusztig correspondences L_s and L^′_s, we have L_s(π) ∈ [L^′_s(π)]. (3) We have π ∈ [π^′] if and only if L_s(π) ∈ [L_s(π^′)].

Assume that π ∈ E(G, s), and L_s(π) = ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ ι, where ι ∈ {±} only occurs for G = O_{2n+1}. Note that ρ is uniform, so the ρ part does not depends on the choice of L_s. For the Λ_{±1} part, by [P3, Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.8 and Corollary 4.14.], we know that

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY13

• If π_Λ is a unipotent representation of a symplectic group or a special odd orthogonal group, then π_Λ is unique determined by π^#_Λ ;

• If π_Λ is a unipotent representation of a even orthogonal group, then π^#_Λ = π^#_{Λ′} if and only if Λ^′ ∈ {Λ, Λ^t}.

• If π_{Λ,ι} is a unipotent representation of a odd orthogonal group, then π^#_{Λ,ι} = π^#_{Λ′,ι′} if and only if Λ^′ = Λ.

In summary, we describe the ambiguity of Lusztig correspondences as follows.

Proposition 3.4. Let L_s and L^⋆_s be two different choice of Lusztig correspondences from E(G, s) to E(C_G(s), 1). Let π, π^′ ∈ E(G, s). Assume that π^′ ∈ [π], and π = π^{Ls}_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} = π^{L⋆s}_{ρ⋆,Λ}⋆_{1,Λ}⋆_{−1,ι⋆} and π^′ = π^{Ls}_{ρ′,Λ′1,Λ′−1,ι′} . (1) If G is a symplectic group, then

• ρ^′ = ρ^⋆ = ρ; • Λ^′_1 = Λ^⋆ = Λ_1;

• Λ^′_{−1}, Λ^⋆_{−1} ∈ {Λ_{−1}, Λ^t_{−1}}.

(2) If G is a even orthogonal group, then

• ρ^′ = ρ^⋆ = ρ;

• Λ^′_1, Λ^⋆_1 ∈ {Λ_1, Λ^t_1}; • Λ^′_{−1}, Λ^⋆_{−1} ∈ {Λ_{−1}, Λ^t_{−1}}.

(3) If G is a odd orthogonal group, then

• ρ^′ = ρ;

• Λ^′_1 = Λ^⋆_1 = Λ_1; • Λ^′_{−1} = Λ^⋆_{−1} = Λ_{−1}.

Combining Proposition 3.4 and [P3, Theorem 1.1], we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Let L_s be a Lusztig correspondences from E(G, s) to E(C_G(s), 1), and π ∈ E(G, s). Assume that π = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι}.

(1) For a symplectic group G, we have π^c = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ}t_{−1} . (2) For a odd orthogonal group G, we have sgn · π = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,−ι}.

3.3. Harish-Chandra series. Let G be a reductive group defined over F_q , F be the corresponding Frobenius endomorphism, and let E_{cus}(G) be the set of irreducible cuspidal representations of G^F . A parabolic subgroup P = LV of G is the normalizer in G of a parabolic subgroup P^∘ of the connected component G^∘ of G. The Levi subgroup L of P is the normalizer in G of the a Levi subgroup L^∘ of P^∘. We say that a pair (L, δ) is cuspidal if L is a Levi subgroup of an F −stable parabolic subgroup, and δ ∈ E_{cus}(L).

It is well know that for π ∈ E(G), there is a unique cuspidal pair (L, δ) up to G^F -conjugacy such that ⟨π, Ind^{GF}_{LF} (δ)⟩_GF ≠ 0, where we lift δ to a representation of P^F by making it trivial on V^F . Thus we get a partition of E(G) into series parametrized by G^F -conjugacy classes of cuspidal pairs (L, δ). We focus on classical groups, and let L be an F -stable standard Levi subgroup of G_n := Sp_{2n}, O^±_{2n} or O_{2n+1}. Then L has a standard form L = GL_{n1} × GL_{n2} × · · · × GL_{nr} × G_m where G_m = Sp_{2m}, O^±_{2m} or O_{2m+1}, and n_1 + · · · + n_r + m = n. For a cuspidal pair (L, δ), one has δ = τ_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ τ_r ⊗ σ where τ_i ∈ E_{cus}(GL_{ni} ) and σ ∈ E_{cus}(G_m). Let

E(G_n, σ) = {π ∈ E(G_n)| the cuspidal pair (L, δ) of π is of form δ = τ_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ τ_r ⊗ σ}. Then we have a disjoint union E(G_n) = ⋃ σ E(G_n, σ), where σ runs over all irreducible cuspidal representations of G^F_m, m = 0, 1, · · · , n.

Let us consider the unipotent representation π_Λ of an even orthogonal group G. If def(Λ) ≠ 0, then π_Λ and sgn·π_Λ = π_Λt will belong to two distinct Harish-Chandra series E(G, σ) and E(G, sgn·σ), respectively. On the other hand, if def(Λ) = 0, the cuspidal pairs of π_Λ and π_Λt will be the same. Therefore, to differentiate between π_Λ and π_Λt , we require a generalization of cuspidal representation, which is known as basic representation (or basic character according to [P3]). Definition 3.6. Let π ∈ E(G, s) be an irreducible representation of a symplectic or an orthogonal group. Fix a Lusztig correspondence L_s. Assume that L_s(π) = ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ ι where ϵ ∈ {±} only occurs for odd orthogonal group. We say π is a basic representation if the following conditions are satisfied.

• ρ is cuspidal and G^∗_{[≠1]}(s) is a product of unitary groups;

• π_{Λ±1} is either an irreducible unipotent cuspidal representation or 1_O+_2 , sgn_O+_2 .

Denote by E_{bas}(G) the set of irreducible basic representations of G^F . We generalize the notations E(G_n, σ) and (L, δ) in the same way and refer to (L, δ) as the basic pair of π. Lemma 3.7. Let π_Λ be a unipotent representation of a even orthogonal group G = O^+_{2n}(F_q ). Assume that def(Λ) = 0 and Λ ≠ Λ^t. Then π_Λ either lie in E(G, 1_O+_2 ) or E(G, sgn_O+_2 ).

Proof. It immediately follows from [P3, Lemma 3.18]. □

3.4. Union of Lusztig correspondences. To construct the canonical Lusztig correspondence, we must ensure compatibility between Lusztig series of all groups of the same type, not just consider its behavior in a single Lusztig series. Consider G_n = Sp_{2n}, O_{2n+1} and O^±_{2n}. Let L : ⋃ n E(G_n) → ⋃ n,(s) E((G_n)^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) × (G_n)^∗_{[1]}(s) × (G_n)^∗_{[−1]}(s), 1) × { {±}, if G_n = O_{2n+1}; 1, otherwise,

such that for π ∈ E(G, s), the map L agrees with a Lusztig correspondence L_s.

It is natural to require that Lusztig correspondence L is compatible with parabolic induction. To be more precise, this compatibility means that the Lusztig correspondence L satisfies the following conditions. Let π^L_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} ∈ E(G_n, π^L_{ρ′,Λ′1,Λ′−1,ι′} ), where π^L_{ρ′,Λ′1,Λ′−1,ι′} is a basic representation of G^F_m. Then we have

(i) π_{Λ1} appears in the Harish-Chandra series of π_Λ′_1 ; (ii) π_{Λ−1} appears in the Harish-Chandra series of π_Λ′_{−1} ; (iii) Assume that (L, δ) is the basic pair of π^L_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι}. Then ι = δ(−I).

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY15

It is worth pointing out that if def(Λ_{±1}) ≠ 0, the conditions (i) and (ii) are equal to def(Λ_{±1}) = def(Λ^′_{±1}). The compatibility of unipotent representations is established by Proposition 2.2. Proposition 3.4 tells us that the Lusztig correspondence can be characterized by ι and Λ^′_{±1}. Therefore, to create the canonical Lusztig correspondence with the aforementioned compatibility, we only need to construct it using basic representations.

We will now select a specific Lusztig correspondence, denoted by L, for each {G_n}. We will use π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} (or π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ) to represent π^L_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} (or π^L_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ), respectively. If either ρ or Λ_± is trivial, we will ignore them in the subscript. For instance, if Λ_{±1} is trivial, we will denote π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} as π_ρ. This notation coincides with π_Λ or π_{Λ,ι}, which were defined in Section 2.4, for unipotent representations. It is important to note that L is not the canonical choice of Lusztig correspondence that we aim to construct. We are using L only for the sake of convenience in our statements and proofs.

Proposition 3.8. Let π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ∈ E(Sp_{2n}). Then π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} (−I) = ι_ρpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1)^{rank(Λ−1)}.

Proof. The quadratic unipotent case is proved in [Wal2, Proposition 4.11]. The proof of the general case is similar. □

4. Theta correspondence for finite symplectic groups and finite orthogonal groups

Assume that F_q a finite field of odd characteristic. In this section we review the Theta correspondence of irreducible representations for finite symplectic groups and finite orthogonal groups. We first recall the Theta correspondence for even orthogonal-symplectic dual pairs. Then we deduce the Theta correspondence odd orthogonal-symplectic dual pairs from even orthogonal-symplectic dual pairs.

4.1. Isometry groups. Let V_n be an n-dimensional F_q -vector space endowed with a ϵ-symmetric form ⟨, ⟩_{Vn} , i.e. ⟨v, w⟩_{Vn} = ϵ⟨w, v⟩_{Vn} for any v, w ∈ V_n. The isometry group is a symlectic group or a orthogonal group.

For a symmetric space V_n, define its discriminant by

(4.1) disc(V_n) = (−1)^{n(n−1)2} det(V_n) ∈ F^×_q /F^{×2}_q .

Write O^ϵ_n to be the isometry group of V_n with disc(V_n) = ϵ. For even n, the even orthogonal group O^ϵ_n is split if and only if ϵ = +. For odd n, we have O^+_n and O^−_n are the same as abstract groups; however they act on two symmetric spaces with different discriminants.

For a symmetric space V_n, the spinor norm χ_Oϵ_n of O^ϵ_n(F_q ) is a homomorphism from O^ϵ_n(F_q ) to F^×_q /(F^×_q )^2 defined as follows. Let v ∈ V_n be such that ⟨v, v⟩_{Vn} ≠ 0 and s_v be the reflection with respect to the hyperplane orthogonal to v, then χ_Oϵ_n (s_v) = ⟨v, v⟩_{Vn} mod (F^×_q )^2. The value of χ_Oϵ_n (−I_Oϵ_n ) has been calculated in [Wal1, p,10], where I_Oϵ_n is the identity of O^ϵ_n(F_q ). In particular, we have (4.2) χ_O+_n (−I_O+_n ) = −χ_O−_n (−I_O−_n ).

4.2. Weil representation. We briefly recall the Theta correspondence over finite fields.

Let V_n and V^′_n′ be linear spaces over F_q equipped with the ϵ-symmetric form ⟨, ⟩_{Vn} and (−ϵ)- symmetric form ⟨, ⟩_V ′_{n′} , respectively, where ϵ ∈ {±}. Let G and G^′ be the isometry groups of V_n and V^′_n′ , respectively. Let W := V_n ⊗ V^′_n′ be a symplectic equipped with the symplectic form

⟨, ⟩_W := ⟨, ⟩_{Vn} ⊗ ⟨, ⟩_V ′_{n′} , and Sp(W ) be the isometry group of ⟨·, ·⟩_W . Then (G, G^′) is a reductive dual pair inside Sp(W ).

Let ψ be a nontrivial additive character of F_q . Let ω_{N,ψ} be the Weil representation (cf. [Ger, H]) of the finite symplectic group Sp(W )^F = Sp_{2N} (F_q ) (with dim W = 2N), which affords the unique irreducible representation of the Heisenberg group of W with central character ψ. Write ω^ψ_{G×G}′ for the restriction of ω_{N,ψ} to G^F × G^{′F} . It is more convenience for us to use Ma-Qiu-Zou’s modified Weil representation ω^ψ_{G,G′} ([MQZ, Section 1.4]):

(4.3) ω^ψ_{G,G′} := ( 1_G ⊗ (ξ ∘ det_V ′_{n′} )^12^{dimVn} ) ⊗ ω^ψ_{G×G′} if G^′ is a orthogonal group; ( (ξ ∘ det_{Vn} )^{12 dimV ′}n^′ ⊗ 1_G′ ) ⊗ ω^ψ_{G×G′} if G is a orthogonal group,

where 1_G is the trivial representation of G^F , and ξ is the unique quadratic character of F^×_q : ξ : F^×_q → {±1}, a → a^{q−12} . We decomposes ω^ψ_{G,G′} into a direct sum ω^ψ_{G,G′} = ⨁ π,π^′ m^ψ_{π,π′} π ⊗ π^′ where π and π^′ run over E(G) and E(G^′) respectively, and m^ψ_{π,π′} are nonnegative integers. We can reassemble this decomposition as ω^ψ_{G,G′} = ⨁ π π ⊗ Θ^ψ_{G,G′} (π) where Θ^ψ_{G,G′} (π) := ⨁ π^′ m ψ π,π^′ π ′ is a (not necessarily irreducible) representation of G^{′F} , called the (big) theta lift of π from G^F to G^{′F} . We will write π^′ ⊂ Θ^ψ_{G,G′} (π) if π ⊗ π^′ occurs in ω^ψ_{G,G′} , i.e. m^ψ_{π,π′} ≠ 0. We remark that even if Θ^ψ_{G,G′} (π) = π^′ is irreducible, in general one only has π ⊂ Θ^ψ_{G′,G}(π^′), where the equality does not necessarily hold.

Let ψ and ψ^′ be two nontrivial additive characters of F_q that belong to different square classes. For the dual pair (G, G^′) = (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′_{+1}), we denote ω^ψ_{G,G′} by ω^{ψ,ϵ}_{n,n′} . By [Sze, Proposition 11], we have ω^{ψ,ϵ}_{n,n′} ∼= ω^{ψ′,−ϵ}_{n,n′} . Similar notation applies for (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′ ). In this case, by the proof of Lemma 5.3 in [P3], we know that m^ψ_{π,π′} = m^ψ_{πc,(π′)c} = m^{ψ′}_{π,(π′)c} = m^{ψ′}_{πc,π′} , where π ∈ E(G), π^′ ∈ E(G^′). Although we consider Ma-Qiu-Zou’s modified Weil representation instead of the original one, Pan’s proof still holds.

From now on, we fix a nontrivial additive character ψ of F_q , and remove the superscript ψ in ω^{ψ,ϵ}_{n,n′} . In particular, by considering the dual pair (Sp_{2N} , O^+_1 ), we have ω_{N,ψ} ∼= ω^+_{N,1}, and we simply denote it by ω^+_N .

We write G = Sp, O^±_{even} and O^±_{odd} for the Witt tower {G_n}_{n≥0} = {Sp_{2n}}_{n≥0}, {O^±_{2n}}_{n≥0} and {O^±_{2n+1}}_{n≥0}. Abbreviate the theta lifting from G_n to G^′_n′ as Θ^±_{n,n′} or Θ when the dual pairs’ context is clear.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY17

4.3. A explicit description of the theta correspondence. In their paper [AMR], Aubert, Michel, and Rouquier proposed a conjecture that explicitly describes the theta correspondence. Pan proved this conjecture in subsequent papers [P1, P2]. However, they studied Gérardin’s Weil representation, whereas we consider Ma-Qiu-Zou’s Weil representation in this paper because it is compatible with parabolic induction (cf. [MQZ, 1.13]). This means that if σ^′ appears in the theta lifting of σ with σ^′ ∈ E_{cus}(G_n′ )^′ and σ^′ ∈ E_{cus}(G_n) for a dual pair (G_n, G^′_n′ ) with G_n ∈ G and G^′_n′ ∈ G^′, then the irreducible components of the theta lifts of elements in the Harish-Chandra series E(G_m, σ) lie in the Harish-Chandra series E_{cus}(G^′_m′ , σ^′). It is worth mentioning that Pan’s study was based on compatibility with parabolic induction, as described above. Therefore, the results in [P1, P2] actually apply to Ma-Qiu-Zou’s Weil representation, not Gérardin’s. Moreover, Theorem 1.4 in [MQZ] shows that Aubert, Michel, and Rouquier’s conjecture holds for Ma-Qiu- Zou’s Weil representation. As a consequence, all results in [Wang1] are for Ma-Qiu-Zou’s Weil representation, not Gérardin’s.

The next result shows that the theta lifting and the parabolic induction are compatible.

Proposition 4.1. Let G_n and G_{n+ℓ} be two classical groups in the same Witt tower of symplectic groups or orthogonal groups, ℓ ≥ 0. Let π ∈ E(G_n, s) with s ∈ (G^∗_n)^∘(F_q ), and π^′ := Θ_{n,n}′ (π). Let χ_{GLℓ} be the unique linear character of GL_ℓ(F_q ) of order 2. Let τ ∈ E(GL_ℓ, s_0) with s_0 ∈ GL_ℓ(F_q ). Let Ind^{Gn+ℓ(Fq )}

GL_ℓ(F_q )×G_n(F_q )(τ ⊗ π) = ⨁ i ρ_i with ρ_i irreducible. Assume that s and s_0 have no common eigenvalues, and s_0 has no eigenvalues ±1. Then we have ⨁ i Θ_{n+ℓ,n}′_{+ℓ}(ρ_i) = Ind^G ′ n′+ℓ(Fq ) GL_ℓ(F_q )×G^′_{n′} (F_q )((χ ⊗ τ) ⊗ π ′). where χ = { χ_{GLℓ} , if (G_{n+ℓ}, G^′_n′_{+ℓ}) contains an odd orthogonal group, 1, otherwise.

Hence, by abuse of notations, we write Θ_{n+ℓ,n}′_{+ℓ} ( Ind^{Gn+ℓ(Fq )} GL_ℓ(F_q )×G_n(F_q )(τ ⊗ π) ) = Ind^G ′ n′+ℓ(Fq ) GL(F_q )_ℓ×G^′_{n′} (F_q )((χ ⊗ τ) ⊗ π ′). The theta lifting of unipotent representations is as follows.

Theorem 4.2 (Pan). Let π_Λ ∈ E(Sp_{2n}, 1) and π_Λ′ ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n}′ , 1). Then π_Λ ⊗ π_Λ′ occurs in ω^ϵ_{n,n}′ if and only if (Λ, Λ^′) ∈ B^ϵ_{n,n}′ , where B^+_{n,n′} := { (Λ, Λ^′)|^t(Υ(Λ^′)^−) ≼^t(Υ(Λ)^+),^t(Υ(Λ)^−) ≼^t(Υ(Λ^′)^+), def(Λ^′) = −def(Λ) + 1 } ; B^−_{n,n′} := { (Λ, Λ^′)|^t(Υ(Λ^′)^+) ≼^t(Υ(Λ)^−),^t(Υ(Λ)^+) ≼^t(Υ(Λ^′)^−), def(Λ^′) = −def(Λ) − 1 } are two subsets of S_n × S^+_n′ and S_n × S^−_n′ , respectively.

The general case can be deduce from the unipotent case for dual pair (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′ ) by Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.4.

Theorem 4.3 (Pan). Let (G, G^′) = (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′ ), and let π ∈ E(G, s) and π^′ ∈ E(G^′, s^′) for some semisimple elements s ∈ G^∗(F_q ) and s^′ ∈ (G^{′∗})^0(F_q ). Write L_s(π) = ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} and and L_s′ (π^′) = ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1} . Then there exists an irreducible representation π^{′′} ∈ [π^′] such that π ⊗ π^{′′} occurs in ω^ϵ_{n,n}′ if and only if the following conditions hold:

• For any a ≠ ±1 in F_q, G^∗_{[a]}(s) ∼= G^{′∗}_{[a]}(s^′), and π[a] ∼= π^′[a], where G^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) = ∏ G^∗_{[a]}(s), G^{′∗}_{[≠±1]}(s^′) = ∏ G^{′∗}_{[a]}(s^′), ρ = ∏ π[a], and ρ^′ = ∏ π^′[a];

• either π^{Sp}_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ1} or π^{Sp}_{Λ1} ⊗ π_Λt_1 occurs in ω_G∗_{[1](s),G}′∗_{[1](s}′_); • π_{Λ−1} ∈ [π_Λ′_{−1} ],

where π^{Sp}_{Λ1} := L_1(π_{Λ1} ) is the unipotent representation of a symplectic group correspondence to the symbol Λ_1. That is, the following diagram: π L^′_s L^′_s′

Θ

ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} π^{′′}

ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1} id ⊗ Θ ∘ L_1 ⊗ id

commutes up to a twist of the sgn character.

Theorem 4.4 (Pan). Let (G, G^′) = (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′_{+1}), and let π ∈ E(G, s) and π^′ ∈ E(G^′, s^′) for some semisimple elements s ∈ G^∗(F_q ) and s^′ ∈ (G^{′∗})^0(F_q ). Write L_s(π) = ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} and and L_s′ (π^′) = ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1} ⊗ ϵ^′. Then there exists an irreducible representation π^{′′} ∈ [π^′] such that π ⊗ π^{′′} occurs in ω^ϵ_{n,n}′ if and only if the following conditions hold:

• For any a ≠ ±1 in F_q, G^∗_{[a]}(s) ∼= G^{′∗}_{[−a]}(s^′), and π[a] ∼= π^′[−a], where G^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) = ∏ G^∗_{[a]}(s), G^{′∗}_{[≠±1]}(s^′) = ∏ G^{′∗}_{[a]}(s^′), ρ = ∏ π[a], and ρ^′ = ∏ π^′[a];

• either π_{Λ−1} ⊗ π_Λ′_1 or π_Λt_{−1} ⊗ π_Λ′_1 occurs in ω_G∗_{[−1](s),G}′∗_{[1](s}′_); • π^{Sp}_{Λ1} ∼= π_Λ′_{−1} ,

where π^{Sp}_{Λ1} := L_1(π_{Λ1} ) is the unipotent representation of a symplectic group correspondence to the symbol Λ_1. That is, the following diagram: π_i L^′_s f ∘ L^′_s′

Θ

ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} π^′

ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1} ⊗ π_Λ′_1 id ⊗ L_1 ⊗ Θ

commutes up to a twist of the sgn character where f(ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1} ⊗ ϵ^′) = ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1} ⊗ π_Λ′_1 .

Therefore, the description of general Howe correspondence for dual pair of a symplectic group and an orthogonal group is now completely characterized up to sgn.

Proposition 4.5. Let π ∈ E(G), and π^′ ∈ E(G^′), and let I_G and I_G′ be the identities of G and G^′, respectively. Assume that π ⊗ π^′ occurs in the Weil representation ω^ψ_{G,G′} .

(i) If (G, G^′) = (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′ ), then π(−I_G) = π^′(−I_G′ ). (ii) If (G, G^′) = (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′ ), then π(−I_G) = ε(−1)^n · π^′(−I_G′ ).

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY19

Proof. It immediately follows from the fact that the embedding G × G^′ → Sp_{2N} sends both −I_G × I_G′ and I_G × −I_G′ to −I_{Sp2N} . Note that we have a character (ξ ∘ det)^n in Ma-Qiu-Zou’s Weil representation (4.3). So we need to add ε(−1)^n when (G, G^′) = (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′_{+1}). □

4.4. First occurrence index of unipotent basic representations. For an irreducible representation π of G_n, the smallest integer n(π) such that π occurs in ω_{Gn,G}′_{n(π)} is called the first occurrence index of π with respect to the Witt tower {G^′_n}_{≥0}, and called Θ_{Gn,G}′_{n(π)} the first theta lifting of π.

Definition 4.6. (1) Assume that G_n = Sp_{2n}. Let A ∈ {even, odd}, and n^ϵ_A(π) be the first occurrence index of π with respect to the Witt tower O^ϵ_A. We set

n^ϵ_A(π) := n − n^ϵ_A(π).

We abbreviate n^ϵ_{even}(π), n^ϵ_{odd}(π), n^ϵ_{even}(π) and n^ϵ_{odd}(π) by n^ϵ(π) and n^ϵ(π) when no confusion arise.

(2) Assume that G_n = O^ϵ_{2n} or O^ϵ_{2n+1}. Let n^ϵ(π) be the first occurrence index of π with respect to the Witt tower Sp. We set

n^ϵ(π) := n − n^ϵ(π).

(3) We say that the theta correspondence of π goes down (resp. up) with respect to the Witt tower {G^′_n} if n^ϵ(π) ≥ 0 (resp. n^ϵ(π) < 0).

For a dual pair (G_n, G^′_n′ ) and an irreducible cuspidal representation π of G_n, by [AM, Theorem 2.2] , there is a cuspidal representation appearing in the theta lifting if and only if n^′ is the first occurrence index of π. Moreover, the theta lifting of π is an irreducible cuspidal representation.

Theorem 4.7 ([AM], Theorem 5.2). The theta correspondence for dual pairs (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′ ) takes unipotent cuspidal representations to unipotent cuspidal representations as follows :

(1) (Sp_{2k(k+1)}, O^ϵ_{2k2} ), ϵ = sgn(−1)^k,

Θ^ϵ_{k(k+1),k}2 :

π_Λ, Λ = ( 2k, · · · , 1, 0 − ) → π_Λ′ , Λ^′ = ( − 2k − 1, · · · , 1, 0 ) if k is even;

π_Λ, Λ = ( − 2k, · · · , 1, 0 ) → π_Λ′ , Λ^′ = ( 2k − 1, · · · , 1, 0 − ) if k is odd.

(2) (Sp_{2k(k+1)}, O^ϵ_{2(k+1)2} ), ϵ = sgn(−1)^{k+1},

Θ^ϵ_{k(k+1),(k+1)}2 :

π_Λ, Λ = ( 2k, · · · , 1, 0 − ) → π_Λ′ , Λ^′ = ( − 2k + 1, · · · , 1, 0 ) if k is even;

π_Λ, Λ = ( − 2k, · · · , 1, 0 ) → π_Λ′ , Λ^′ = ( 2k + 1, · · · , 1, 0 − ) if k is odd.

Proposition 4.8. ([P3, Example 5.5 (1)]) The first occurrence index of 1_O+_2 and sgn_O+_2 is 0 and 1, respectively.

Corollary 4.9. (1) Let π_Λ be the unipotent cuspidal representation of Sp_{2k(k+1)}(F_q ). Then

n^ϵ_{even}(π) = { −k − 1 if ϵ · def(Λ) < 0; k if ϵ · def(Λ) > 0.

(2) Let π_Λ be the unipotent basic representation of O^ϵ_{2k2} (F_q ) with ϵ = sgn(−1)^{k+1}. Then

n^ϵ(π) = { −k if ϵ · def(Λ) < 0; k if ϵ · def(Λ) ≥ 0.

4.5. Conservation relation for basic representations. In this subsection, we will differentiate between representations in [π] using theta correspondence. This will enable us to determine a Lusztig correspondence, as there is ambiguity in the Lusztig correspondence on[π].

According to [P3, Theorem 1.1], the set [π] consists of π, sgn · π, π^c and sgn · π^c, provided such representations exist. For even orthogonal groups, the first occurrence indexes n^ϵ(π) and n^ϵ(sgn · π) are different due to the conservation relation. To distinguish between π and π^c, we examine their conservation relation and show that although their first indexes are the same, their first theta lifting is different. For odd orthogonal groups, we have two Witt towers O^±_{odd}, and we can prove that n^ϵ(π) ≠ n^ϵ(sgn · π) for ϵ = ±. This allows us to differentiate between π and sgn · π using their first occurrence indexes. For symplectic groups, there is no sgn character. We give a conservation relation for π and π^c, and prove that n^ϵ_{odd}(π) ≠ n^ϵ_{odd}(π^c) for ϵ = ±.

Let π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} be an irreducible cuspidal representation of Sp_{2n}(F_q ), O^±_{2n}(F_q ) or O_{2n+1}(F_q ), where ι ∈ {±} only occurs for odd orthogonal groups. Assume that Λ_1 and Λ_{−1} correspond to unipotent basic representations of G^∗_{[1]}(s) and G^∗_{[−1]}(s), respectively. Let

k = |def(Λ_1)|−1

2 if Λ_1 ∈ S_m;

def(Λ_1)

2 if Λ_1 ∈ S^±_m and def(Λ_1) ≠ 0; 0.5 if Λ_1 =

(_1 0 ) ; −0.5 if Λ_1 =

(_0 1 ) , and

h = |def(Λ_{−1})|−1

2 if Λ_{−1} ∈ S_m′ ;

def(Λ_{−1})

2 if Λ_{−1} ∈ S^±_{m′} and def(Λ_{−1}) ≠ 0; . 0.5 if Λ_{−1} =

(_1 0 ) ; −0.5 if Λ_{−1} =

(_0 1 ) . For abbreviation, we write π_{ρ,k,h,ι} instead of π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι}. By Corollary 3.5, we have π^c_{ρ,k,h} = π_{ρ,k,−h} if π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{cus}(Sp_{2n}), and sgn · π_{ρ,k,h,ι} = π_{ρ,k,h,−ι} if π_{ρ,k,h,ι} ∈ E_{bas}(O_{2n+1}). The first occurrence indexes of cuspidal representations have been calculated in [Wang1, Section 6]. It is not difficult to extend these results to basic representations.

Proposition 4.10. [Wang1, Proposition 6.2] Let π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}). Then the following hold:

(i) Consider the Witt tower O^±_{even}. We have

• (Conservation relation) {n^±(π_{ρ,k,h})} = {n^±(π_{ρ,k,−h})} = {n − k, n + k + 1}; • (Conservation relation) n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h}) = n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,−h}) and Θ_{n,n}ϵ_{(πρ,k,h)}(π_{ρ,k,h}) ≠ Θ_{n,n}ϵ_{(πρ,k,−h)}(π_{ρ,k,−h}); • if π_{ρ,k,h} goes down with respect to the Witt tower O^ϵ_{even}, then Θ_{n,n}ϵ_{(πρ,k,h)}(π_{ρ,k,h}) = π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}′ with |k^′| = |k| and |h^′| = |h|. (ii) Consider the Witt tower O^±_{odd}. We have • (Conservation relation) {n^±(π_{ρ,k,h})} = {n^±(π_{ρ,k,−h})} = {⌊n ± h⌋}; • if π_{ρ,k,h} goes down with respect to the Witt tower O^ϵ_{odd}, then Θ_{n,n}ϵ_{(πρ,k,h)}(π_{ρ,k,h}) = π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ with k^′ = ⌈|h| − 1⌉ and h^′ = k. Moreover, we have Θ_nϵ_{(πρ,k,h),n}(π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ ) = π_{ρ,k,h}.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY21

Proposition 4.11. [Wang1, Proposition 6.3]

(i) Let π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{bas}(O^ϵ_{2n}). Then the following hold: • (Conservation relation) {n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h}), n^ϵ(sgn · π_{ρ,k,h})} ∈ {⌊n ± k⌋}; • (Conservation relation) n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h}) = n^ϵ(π^c_{ρ,k,h}) and (Θ_{n,n}ϵ_{(πρ,k,h)}(π_{ρ,k,h}))^c = Θ_{n,n}ϵ_{(π}c_{ρ,k,h)}(π^c_{ρ,k,h}); • If n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h}) = ⌊n + |k|⌋, then Θ_{n,n}ϵ_{(πρ,k,h)}(π_{ρ,k,h}) = π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}′ with k^′ = ⌈|k|⌉ and |h^′| = |h|; • If n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h}) = ⌊n − |k|⌋, then Θ_{n,n}ϵ_{(πρ,k,h)}(π_{ρ,k,h}) = π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}′ with k^′ = ⌈|k| − 1⌉ and |h^′| = |h|. (ii) Let π_{ρ,k,h,ι} ∈ E_{cus}(O_{2n+1}). Consider the Witt tower O^ϵ_{odd}. Then the following hold: • (Conservation relation) {n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h,ι}), n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h,−ι})} = {n + k + 1, n − k}. • If n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = n + k + 1, then Θ^ϵ_{n,nϵ(πρ,k,h,ι)}(π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}′ with k^′ = h and |h^′| = |k + 1|; • If n^ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = n − k, then Θ^ϵ_{n,nϵ(πρ,k,h,ι)}(π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}′ with k^′ = h and |h^′| = |k|. Let π be an irreducible basic representation of O_{2n+1}(F_q ). We will demonstrate that the first occurrence index is determined solely by π, regardless of the Witt tower it is located in.

Theorem 4.12. Let π ∈ E_{bas}(O_{2n+1}). Then n^+(π) = n^−(π).

Lemma 4.13. Let π ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}). Then π(−I) = π^c(−I), where I is the identity of Sp_{2n}(F_q ).

Proof. We prove Theorem 4.12 and Lemma 4.13 simultaneously by induction on n. First, we prove Lemma 4.13 for Sp_{2n}. Assume that theta correspondence of π = π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}) goes down with respect to the Witt tower O^ϵ_{odd}, the first occurrence index n^ϵ(π) = n^′ and Θ^ϵ_{n,n}′ (π) = π^′. By Proposition 4.10 (ii), we know that π^′ ∈ E_{bas}(O_{2n}′_{+1}) and n^ϵ(π^′) = n.

If n = n^′, according to Proposition 4.10, we have h = 0. Therefore, according to Corollary 3.5, π = π^c. Now, let us assume that n^′ < n. Utilizing the induction assumption on π^′, we get n^{−ϵ}(π^′) = n^ϵ(π^′) = n. However, for the Witt tower O^{−ϵ}_{odd}, the theta lifting of π^′ to Sp_{2n}′ (F_q ) is no longer π, because by Proposition 4.10 (ii), π goes up with respect to the Witt tower O^{−ϵ}_{odd}. Thus, from Proposition 4.11 (ii), it follows that the above mentioned theta lifting of π^′ has to be π^c = π_{ρ,k,−h}. Hence, by Proposition 4.5,

π^c(−I) · π^′(−I_{O2n′+1} ) = π(−I) · π^′(−I_{O2n′+1} ),

where I_{O2n′+1} is the identity of O_{2n}′_{+1}. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.13.

We turn to prove Theorem 4.12 for O_{2n+1}. Let π^⋆ ∈ E_{bas}(O_{2n+1}). Our objective is to check whether π^⋆ goes up or down simultaneously with respect to two Witt towers O^±_{odd}. Assume that π^⋆ goes down with respect to the Witt tower O^ϵ_{odd} and Θ(π^⋆) = π^{⋆′} ∈ E_{cus}(Sp_{2n}⋆′ ) be the first theta lifting. For the Witten tower O^{−ϵ}_{odd}, the representation sgn · π^⋆ can not go down, because if sgn · π^⋆ goes down, then by Proposition 4.11 (ii), its first theta lifting is either π^{⋆′} or (π^{⋆′})^c. However, by Lemma 4.13, we have

(sgn · π^⋆)(−I_{O2n+1} ) · π^{⋆′}(−I) = (sgn · π^⋆)(−I_{O2n+1} ) · (π^{⋆′})^c(−I) ≠ π^⋆(−I_{O2n+1} ) · π^{⋆′}(−I) = ε(−1)^{n⋆′} ,

which contradicts Proposition 4.5. So sgn · π^⋆ goes up and π^⋆ goes down with respect to the Witt towers O^{−ϵ}_{odd}.

If π^⋆ goes up with respect to the Witt tower O^ϵ_{odd}, then by Proposition 4.11 (ii), sgn · π^⋆ goes down. Applying the same argument to sgn · π^⋆, we can conclude that π^⋆ goes up with respect to the Witt towers O^{−ϵ}_{odd}. □

Corollary 4.14. (1) Let π_{ρ,k,h,ι} ∈ E_{bas}(O_{2n+1}). Then n^±(π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = { n + (k + 1) if ι = ~ι_ρ · (−1)^{k+1} n − k if ι = ~ι_ρ · (−1)^k. (2) Let π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}). Then π_{ρ,k,h}(−I) = π_{ρ,k,−h}(−I) = ι_ρ · (−1)^{⌊|h|⌋}ε(−1)^{⌈|h|⌉}. Proof. We will use induction on n to prove both (1) and (2) at the same time. First, we will prove (i). By Proposition 4.11 (ii), we know that {n^±(π_{ρ,k,h,ι}), n^±(π_{ρ,k,h,−ι}) = {n+(k+1), n−k}. WOLG, assume that n^±(π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = n − k. Then Θ^±_{n,n−k}(π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}±′ ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}) with k^′ = h and h^{±′} ∈ {±k} ∈ Z. By Proposition 4.5, we get ι = π_{ρ,k,h,ι}(−I) = ε(−1)^{n−k} · π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}±′ (−I) = ε(−1)^{|ρ|+k′(k′+1)+(h±′)2} · π_{ρ,k}′_{,h}±′ (−I). Note that we have the following equations: ~ι_ρ = ι_ρ ·ε(−1)^{|ρ|}, and ε(−1)^{k′(k′+1)} = 1 and ε(−1)^{(h±′ )2} = ε(−1)^{h±′} . Hence, (1) follows from our induction assumption on Sp_{2(n−k)}(F_q ).

The proof of (2) is similar. We pick a Witt Tower O^ϵ_{odd} such that π_{ρ,k,h} goes down. Then (2) follows from the same see-saw argument and our induction assumption on O_{2(n−k)+1}(F_q ). □

5. Gan-Gross-Prasad problem

From now until the end of subsection 5.2, we assume that F_q is a finite field of odd characteristic. Let V_n be an n-dimensional F_q -vector space endowed with a ϵ-symmetric form ⟨, ⟩_{Vn} . Suppose that W ⊂ V_n is a non-degenerate subspace with dimensional m satisfying:

• ϵ · (−1)^{dimW ⊥} = −1, • W^⊥ is a split space.

According to whether n − m is odd or even, Gan-Gross-Prasad problem is called the Bessel case or Fourier-Jacobi case.

5.1. Bessel case. Let V_n be a symmetric space with disc(V_n) = ϵ. Consider a decomposition of V_n:

V_n = X + V_{n−2ℓ} + X^∨ where X + X^∨ = V^⊥_{n−2ℓ} is a polarization. Pick a basis {e_1, . . . , e_ℓ} of X. Let P be the parabolic subgroup of O^ϵ_n stabilizing the flag Span_{Fq} {e_1} ⊂ Span_{Fq} {e_1, e_2} ⊂ · · · ⊂ Span_{Fq} {e_1, · · · , e_ℓ}.

The Levi component of P is M ∼= GL^ℓ_1 × O^ϵ_{n−2ℓ}. Its unipotent radical can be written in the form

N_ℓ = n = z y x 0 I_{n−2ℓ} y^′ 0 0 z^∗ : z ∈ U_{GLℓ} ,

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY23

where the superscript^∗ denotes the transpose inverse, and U_{GLℓ} is the subgroup of unipotent upper triangular matrices of GL_ℓ. Define a generic character ψ_{v0} of N_ℓ by

ψ_{v0} (n) = ψ (_{ℓ−1} ∑ i=1 z_{i,i+1} + ⟨y_ℓ, v_0⟩_{Vn} ) , n ∈ N_ℓ(F_q ), where y_ℓ is the last row of y, and v_0 ∈ V_{n−2ℓ} is an anisotropic vector. Let W be the orthogonal complement of v_0 in V_{n−2ℓ}. Assume that disc(W ) = ϵ^′. The stabilizer of ψ_{v0} in M(F_q ) is the orthogonal group O^{ϵ′}_{n−2ℓ−1}(F_q ). Put (5.1) H = O^{ϵ′}_{n−2ℓ−1} ⋉ N_ℓ.

Let π and π^′ be two irreducible cuspidal representations of O^ϵ_n(F_q ) and O^{ϵ′}_{n−2ℓ−1}(F_q ) respectively. The Gan-Gross-Prasad problem is concerned with the multiplicity:

(5.2) m_ϵ′_{v0} (π, π^′) := dim Hom_{H(Fq )}(π, π^′ ⊗ ψ_{v0} ) = dim Hom_{Oϵ}′_{n−2ℓ−1(Fq )}(π^′, Hom_{Nℓ(Fq )}(π, ψ_{v0} )), where ϵ_{v0} = disc(⟨v_0⟩). If ℓ = 0, then m_ϵ′_{v0} (π, π^′) := ⟨π, π^′⟩_{Oϵ}′_{n−1(Fq )}, and we call the above multiplicity the basic case for Bessel case. Let v_0, v^∗_0 ∈ V_{n−2ℓ} be two anisotropic vectors such that ⟨v_0, v_0⟩_{Vn} /⟨v^∗_0 , v^∗_0 ⟩_{Vn} ∈ F^×_q /(F^×_q )^2. Let W^∗ be the orthogonal complement of v^∗_0 in V_{n−2ℓ}. Assume that disc(W^∗) = ϵ^∗. Then the stabilizer of ψ_v∗_0 is O^{ϵ∗}_{n−2ℓ−1}. If n is even, then O^{ϵ′}_{n−2ℓ−1} and O^{ϵ∗}_{n−2ℓ−1} are the same as abstract groups; however they act on two symmetric spaces with different discriminants, and O^{ϵ′}_{n−2ℓ−1}, O^{ϵ∗}_{n−2ℓ−1} are not conjugate in O^ϵ_{n−2ℓ}. If n is odd, then one of {W, W^∗} is split and the other is not. Thus we get O^{ϵ′}_{n−2ℓ−1} ≇ O^{ϵ∗}_{n−2ℓ−1} in this case.

Define the first descent index ℓ_0 := ℓ^B_0 (π) of π in the Bessel case to be the largest nonnegative integer ℓ_0 < n/2 such that m_ϵ′′ (π, π^′) ≠ 0 for some irreducible representation π^′ of O^{ϵ′}_{n−2ℓ0−1}(F_q ) and some ϵ^{′′} ∈ {±}. Define the first descent of π with respect to ϵ^{′′} to be D^B_{ℓ0,ϵ}′′ (π) := Hom_{Nℓ0 (Fq )}(π, ψ_{v0} ) where v_0 ∈ V_{n−2ℓ0} is an anisotropic vector such that disc(⟨v_0⟩) = ϵ^{′′}.

5.2. Fourier-Jacobi case. We next turn to the Fourier-Jacobi case. Let n = 2n, and V_{2n} be a symplectic space. Consider pairs of symplectic spaces V_{2(n−ℓ)} ⊂ V_{2n}, and the decomposition V_n = X + V_{2(n−ℓ)} + X^∨ We use similar notations for various subspaces and subgroups as in the Bessel case. Note that if we let P be the parabolic subgroup of Sp_{2n} stabilizing X and let N be its unipotent radical, then N_ℓ = U_{GLℓ} ⋉N. Let ω^ϵ_{n−ℓ} be the Weil representation of Sp_{2(n−ℓ)}(F_q )⋉H_{2(n−ℓ)}, where H_{2(n−ℓ)} is the Heisenberg group of V_{2(n−ℓ)}. Roughly speaking, there is a natural homomorphism N(F_q ) → H_{2(n−ℓ)} invariant under the conjugation action of U_{GLℓ} (F_q ) on N(F_q ), which enables us to view ω^ϵ_{n−ℓ} as a representation of Sp_{2(n−ℓ)}(F_q ) ⋉ N_ℓ(F_q ). Let ψ^ϵ_ℓ be the character of U_{GLℓ} (F_q ) given by

ψ^ϵ_ℓ (z) = ψ ( a ℓ−1∑ i=1 z_{i,i+1} ) , z ∈ U_{GLℓ} (F_q ), and { a = 1 if ϵ = +; a ∈ F^×_q /(F^×_q )^2 if ϵ = −.

For the Fourier-Jacobi case, put (5.3) H = Sp_{2(n−ℓ)} ⋉ N_ℓ.

Similar to the Bessel case, the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem is concerned with the multiplicity: (5.4) m_ϵ(π, π^′) := dimHom_{H(Fq )}(π, π^′ ⊗ (ω^ϵ_{n−ℓ} ⊗ ψ^ϵ_ℓ)) = dim Hom_{Sp2(n−ℓ)(Fq )} (π^′, Hom_{Nℓ(Fq )}(π, ω^ϵ_{n−ℓ} ⊗ ψ^ϵ_ℓ)).

If ℓ = 0, then m_ϵ(π, π^′) := ⟨π, π^′ ⊗ ω^ϵ_n⟩_{Sp2n(Fq )}, and we call the above multiplicity the basic case for Bessel case.

Define the first descent index ℓ_0 := ℓ^{FJ}_0 (π) of π in the Fourier-Jacobi case to be the largest nonnegative integer ℓ_0 < n such that m_ϵ(π, π^′) ≠ 0 for some irreducible representation π^′ of Sp_{n−2ℓ0} and some ϵ ∈ {±}. Define the first descent of π with respect to ϵ to be

D^B_{ℓ0,ϵ}(π) := Hom_{Nℓ0 (Fq )}(π, ω^ϵ_{n−ℓ0} ⊗ ψ^ϵ_{ℓ0} ).

5.3. Reduction to the basic case. From now until the end of this section, we assume that the cardinality of F_q is large enough so that the main result in [Sr1] holds. We first show that parabolic induction preserves multiplicities, and thereby make a reduction to the basic case.

Proposition 5.1. [Wang1, Proposition 7.3] Let be a semisimple element of (G^∗)^F = SO_{2n+1}(F_q ), and s^′ be a semisimple element of (Sp_{2m}(F_q )^∗)^F = SO_{2m+1}(F_q ). Let π ∈ E(Sp_{2n}, s) be an irreducible representation of Sp_{2n}(F_q ), and let π^′ ∈ E(Sp_{2m}, s^′) be an irreducible representation of Sp_{2m} with n ≥ m. Let P be an F -stable maximal parabolic subgroup of Sp_{2n} with Levi factor GL_{n−m} × Sp_{2m}. Let s_0 be a semisimple element of GL_{n−m}(F_q ) and let τ ∈ E(GL_{n−m}, s_0) be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GL_{n−m}(F_q ) which is nontrivial if n − m = 1. Assume that s_0 has no common eigenvalues with s and s^′. Then we have

(5.5) m_ϵ(π, π^′) = ⟨π ⊗ ω^{ε(−1)ϵ}_n , Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )}_{P (Fq )} (τ ⊗ π^′)⟩_{Sp2n(Fq )}.

We also have similar result for Bessel case.

Proposition 5.2. [Wang1, Proposition 7.4, Corollary 7.5] Let s be a semisimple element of SO^ϵ_n(F_q ), and s^′ be a semisimple element of SO^{ϵ′}_m(F_q ). Let π ∈ E(SO^ϵ_n, s) be an irreducible representation of SO^ϵ_n(F_q ), and let π^′ ∈ E(SO^{ϵ′}_m, s^′) be an irreducible representation of SO^{ϵ′}_m(F_q ) with n > m, n ≡ m + 1 mod 2. Let P be an F -stable maximal parabolic subgroup of SO^{ϵ′}_{n+1} with Levi factor GL_ℓ × SO^{ϵ′}_m, ℓ = (n + 1 − m)/2. Let s_0 be a semisimple element of GL_ℓ(F_q ). Let τ_1 (resp. τ_2) be an irreducible cuspidal representations of GL_ℓ′ (F_q ) (resp. GL_{ℓ−ℓ}′ (F_q )), ℓ^′ ≤ ℓ, which is nontrivial if ℓ^′ = 1 (resp. ℓ − ℓ^′ = 1), and

τ = Ind^{GLℓ(Fq )}

GL_ℓ′ (F_q )×GL_{ℓ−ℓ}′ (F_q )(τ1 × τ2).

Assume that τ ∈ E(GL_ℓ, s_0), and s_0 has no common eigenvalues with s and s^′. Then we have (5.6)

m_{ε(−1)}′_ϵ′_ϵ(π, π^′) = ⟨Ind^{SOϵ} ′ n+1(F_q ) P (F_q ) (τ⊗π ′), π⟩_{SO}ϵ_{n(Fq )} = m_{ε(−1)}′_{ε(−1)ϵ}′_ϵ ( π, Ind^{SO} ϵ′ n+1−2ℓ′ (Fq ) GL_{ℓ−ℓ}′ (F_q )×SO^{ϵ′}_m(F_q )(τ2 ⊗ π ′) ) , where ε(−1)^′ = { + if n is odd; ε(−1) if n is even.

Remark 5.3. Recall that we assume that the order q of finite filed F_q is large enough such that the main theorem in [Sr1] holds. This assumption guarantees the existence of τ, which meets the conditions outlined in Proposition 5.2. For a quadratic unipotent representation π, we only need to assume that q is odd for G to ensure the existence of τ. In other words, Proposition

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY25

5.1 and Proposition 5.2 apply to quadratic unipotent representation when q is odd. Moreover, in [Wang1], the assumption of q is only for obtaining Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2. Therefore, all calculations of Gan-Gross-Prasad in [Wang1] apply to quadratic unipotent representations when q is odd.

In order to apply the theta correspondence we will work with orthogonal groups instead of special orthogonal groups. In Proposition 5.2, for m = 0, assume that τ ∈ E(GL_ℓ, s_0) such that ±1 are not eigenvalues of s_0. Let 1 denotes the trivial representation of trivial group. By [Wang1, Proposition 3.2], we set

m_{ϵϵ}′_{ε(−1)}′ (π, 1) := ⟨Ind^{Oϵ} ′ n+1(F_q ) P (F_q ) (τ), π⟩O^ϵn (Fq ) = { 1, if π is regular ; 0, otherwise,

where ε(−1)^′ is defined in Proposition 5.2. By the standard arguments of theta correspondence and see-saw dual pairs, we set

m_ϵ(π, 1) := ⟨π ⊗ ω^{ε(−1)ϵ}_n , Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )}_{P (Fq )} (τ)⟩_{Sp2n(Fq )} = { 1, if π is regular ; 0, otherwise.

5.4. Strongly relevant pair of representations. For a pair of irreducible representations (π, π^′), whether the multiplicity (5.2) and (5.4) vanishes depends on the behavior of the pair in see-saw.

Example 5.4. Let π be a unipotent cuspidal representations of O^+_5 (F_q ). By [LW1, Theorem 3.12], there exists a representation π_0 ∈ [π] such that Θ^+_{2,1}(π_0) = π_1 where π_1 is a cuspidal representation of Sp_2(F_q ). Let π^′ ∈ E(O^+_4 , s) where s has no eigenvalues ±1. Then by Theorem 4.3, the first occurrence index of π^′ is 2, and Θ^+_{2,2}(π^′) = π^′_1 where π^′_1 is an irreducible representation of Sp_4(F_q ). Consider the see-saw diagram

Sp_2 × Sp_2 MMM MMM MMM M O + 5

Sp_2 qqq qqq qqq qqq q O^+_4 × O^+_1

.

We have

m_+(π_0, π^′) = ⟨π_0, π^′⟩_O+_{4 (Fq )} ≤ ⟨Θ^+_{1,2}(π_1), π^′⟩_O+_{4 (Fq )} = ⟨π_1, Θ^+_{2,1}(π^′) ⊗ ω^+_1 ⟩_{Sp2(Fq )} = 0.

We need to choose appropriate pairs of representations to avoid the above situation. These pairs of irreducible representations are called strongly relevant or (ψ, ε(−1))-strongly relevant, as defined in [Wang1, subsection 6.3]. Although the definitions might appear complex, we will only use them for basic representations. In such cases, the definition is quite straightforward. In this paper, we always fix a character ψ and write weil representations of Sp_{2n}(F_q ) by ω^±_n instead of ω_{n,ψ} and ω_{n,ψ}′ , where ψ^′(x) = ψ(ax) with x ∈ F^×_q and a /∈ (F^×_q )^2. So we use {±}-strongly relevant instead of (ψ, ε(−1)) and (ψ^′, ε(−1))-strongly relevant.

Definition 5.5. (1) Let π ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}), and π^′ ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2m}). Pick ϵ^′ ∈ {±} such that π goes down with respect to the Witt tower O^{ϵ′}_{even}. We say the pair of representations (π, π^′) is ϵ-relevant if n^{ϵ′}_{even}(π) = n^{ε(−1)ϵϵ′}_{odd} (π^′) − 1 or n^{ϵ′}_{even}(π) = n^{ε(−1)ϵϵ′}_{odd} (π^′). We say the pair of representations (π, π^′) is ϵ-strongly relevant if (π, π^′) is ϵ-relevant and (π^′, π) is ε(−1)ϵrelevant.

(2) Let π ∈ E_{bas}(O^ϵ_{2n+1}), and let π^′ ∈ E_{bas}(O^{ϵ′}_{2m}). Pick χ ∈ {1, sgn} such that χ · π goes down with respect to the Witt tower Sp. Let χ^′ be a character of O^{ϵ′}_{2m} such that

χ^′ = { 1 if χ = 1; sgn if χ = sgn.

We say the pair of representations (π, π^′) is relevant if n^ϵ(χ·π) = n^{ϵ′} (χ^′ ·π^′)−1 or n^ϵ(χ·π) = n^{ϵ′} (χ^′ · π^′). We say the pair of representations (π, π^′) is strongly relevant if both (π, π^′) and (χ_Oϵ_{2n+1} ⊗ π, χ_{Oϵ}′_{2n′} ⊗ π^′) are relevant where χ_G is the spinor norm of G^F .

Example 5.6. Consider the following two see-saw diagrams

Sp_{2n} × Sp_{2n}

QQQQ

QQQQ

QQQQ

O^ϵ_{2n}′ Sp_{2n} × Sp_{2n} NNN NNN NNN NNN O^ϵ_{2n}′_{+1}

Sp_{2n} mmmm mmmm mmm mmmm m O^{ε(−1)·ϵ} 2n^′+1 × O ε(−1) 1 Sp_{2n} ppp ppp ppp ppp O^ϵ_{2n}′ × O^+_1 .

.

As in Example 5.4, we can conclude that if (π, π^′) is not a ε(−1)-strongly relevant pair, then the multiplicity m_+(π, π^′) vanishes. In particular, if the multiplicity m_+(π, π^′) does not vanish, then π and π^′ have to go up or down simultaneously in the same see-saw diagram.

The ϵ-relevant pairs for cuspidal representations have been described in [Wang1, Section 6]. It is not difficult to extend these results to basic representations.

Corollary 5.7. [Wang1, Corollary 6.6] Let π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}), and π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2m}).

(i) If (π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) is ϵ-relevant for some ϵ ∈ {±}, then k = ⌊|h^′|⌋ or k = ⌈|h^′| − 1⌉.

(ii) If (π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) is ϵ-relevant for some ϵ ∈ {±}, then (π_{ρ,k,h}, π_{ρ,k}′_{,−h}′ ) is not ϵ-relevant. (iii) If (π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) is not ϵ-relevant for some ϵ ∈ {±} and k = ⌊|h^′|⌋ or k = ⌈|h^′| − 1⌉, then (π_{ρ,k,h}, π_{ρ,k}′_{,−h}′ ) is ϵ-relevant. Corollary 5.8. [Wang1, Corollary 6.7] (i) Let π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{cus}(O^ϵ_{2n}), and π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ ∈ E_{cus}(O^{ϵ′}_{2m+1}). If (π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ ) is relevant, then ⌊|k|⌋ = k^′ or ⌈|k| − 1⌉ = k^′. (ii) Let π_{ρ,k,h,ι} ∈ E_{cus}(O^ϵ_{2n+1}), and π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ∈ E_{cus}(O^{ϵ′}_{2m}). If (π_{ρ,k,h,ι}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) is relevant, then ⌊|k^′|⌋ = k or ⌈|k^′|⌉ = k + 1. 5.5. First descent of basic representation. Consider an irreducible cuspidal representation π. We now turn to calculate the first descent of representations in [π].

Proposition 5.9. Let π be a basic representation of Sp_{2n}(F_q ) (resp. O^ϵ_{2n}(F_q ), O^ϵ_{2n+1}(F_q )). Assume that ℓ be the first descent index of π. Let π^′ be an irreducible representation of Sp_{2(n−ℓ)}(F_q ) (resp. O^{ϵ′}_{2(n−ℓ)−1}(F_q ), O^{ϵ′}_{2(n−ℓ)}(F_q )) such that m_ϵ′ (π, π^′) ≠ 0. Then π^′ is basic.

Proof. The cuspidal case for symplectic groups has been proven in [PW1, Theorem 6.16]. It is easy to extend the result to basic representations. The proof for the orthogonal group follows a similar approach □

Proposition 5.10. (i) Let π = π_ρ ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}). Assume that ℓ be the first descent index of π. Let π^′ ∈ E(Sp_{2(n−ℓ)}) such that m_ϵ(π, π^′) ≠ 0. Then we have m_{−ϵ}(π, π^′) ≠ 0 and π^′ = π_ρ−_1 (see (3.4) and (3.5) for the definition of ρ^−_1 ).

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY27

(ii) Let π = π_ρ ∈ E_{bas}(O^ϵ_{2n}) (resp. π_{ρ,ι} ∈ E_{cus}(O^ϵ_{2n+1})). Assume that ℓ be the first descent index of π. Let π^′ ∈ E(O^{ϵ′}_{2(n−ℓ)−1}) (resp. E(O^{ϵ′}_{2n−ℓ})) such that m_ϵ′′ (π, π^′) ≠ 0 with ϵ^{′′} = ε(−1)ϵϵ^′ (resp. ϵ^{′′} = ϵϵ^′). Then we have π^′ = π_{ρ1,~ιρ1} (resp. π_{ρ1} ).

Proof. The symplectic has been proved in [PW1, Theorem 6.3]. The orthogonal case follows from the symplectic case and see-saw identity. When π^′ is a representation of a odd orthogonal group, we obtain π^′(−I) by Proposition 4.5. □

Proposition 5.11. (1) Let π = π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}). Assume that ℓ be the first descent index of π. Let π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2(n−ℓ)}). If m_ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) ≠ 0 for some ϵ ∈ {±}, then we have • (i) ρ^′ = ρ^−_1 ; • (ii) |k^′| = ⌈|h| − 1⌉; • (iii) |h^′| = |k^′| − 1.

(2) Let π = π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{bas}(O^ϵ_{2n}) (resp. π_{ρ,k,h,ι} ∈ E_{bas}(O^ϵ_{2n+1})). Assume that ℓ be the first descent index of π. Let π^′ = π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ ∈ E_{bas}(O^{ϵ′}_{2(n−ℓ)−1}) (resp. π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ∈ E_{bas}(O^{ϵ′}_{2(n−ℓ)}). If m_ϵ′′ (π, π^′) ≠ 0 with ϵ^{′′} = ε(−1)ϵϵ^′ (resp. ϵ^{′′} = ϵϵ^′), then we have

• (i) ρ^′ = ρ_1; • (ii) |k^′| = ⌈|k| − 1⌉; • (iii) |h^′| = ⌈|h| − 1⌉. Proof. We only prove (1). The proof of (2) is similar, and left it to readers. By [Wang1, Theorem 1.1] we know that π and π^′ are ϵ-strongly relevant for some ϵ, and m_±(π^{Sp}_ρ , π^{Sp}_{ρ′} ) ≠ 0. Now, let π^⋆ = π_ρ⋆_{,k}⋆_{,h}⋆ such that

• (i) ρ^⋆ = ρ^′; • (ii) |h^⋆| = |k| − 1; • (iii) |k^⋆| = ⌈|h| − 1⌉. According to Proposition 4.10, there exists ϵ^⋆ such that one of (π, π^⋆) and (π, (π^⋆)^c) is ϵ^⋆-strongly relevant. Hence, by [Wang1, Theorem 1.1], either m_ϵ⋆ (π, π^⋆) ≠ 0 or m_ϵ⋆ (π, (π^⋆)^c) ≠ 0. By Corollary 5.7, if m_ϵ′′ (π, π^′) ≠ 0, then |h^′| ≥ |h^⋆| and |k^′| ≥ |k^⋆|. Since ℓ is the first descent, we have |k^′| = |k^⋆|, |h^′| = |h^⋆|, and ρ^′ should appear in the first descent of ρ. By Proposition 5.10, we know that ρ^′ = ρ^−_1 . □

Although we can not explicitly describe which irreducible representation appears in the first descent of an irreducible basic representation π by Proposition 5.11, we find a irreducible basic representation π^′ such that [π^′] contains all irreducible constituent of first descents of [π]. Similar to theta correspondence, we are going to prove conservation relation of first descents for basic representations, which allows us to determined which representation in [π^′] appears in the descent of π.

Theorem 5.12. Let π_{ρ,k,h} ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}). Let ℓ be the first descent index of π_{ρ,k,h}. Assume that h ≠ 0 and π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ appears in D^{FJ}_{ℓ,ϵ} (π_{ρ,k,h}). Then we have • (i) D^{FJ}_{ℓ,−ϵ}(π_{ρ,k,h}) = 0; • (ii) D^{FJ}_{ℓ,ϵ} (π^c_{ρ,k,h}) = 0; • (iii) D^{FJ}_{ℓ,−ϵ}(π^c_{ρ,k,h}) = π^c_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ .

Proof. By Proposition 5.1 and [Sze, Proposition 11], we have

(5.7) m_ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) =⟨π_{ρ,k,h}, Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )}_{P (Fq )} (τ ⊗ π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) ⊗ ω^ϵ_n⟩_{Sp2n(Fq )} = ⟨ π^c_{ρ,k,h}, ( Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )} P (F_q ) (τ ⊗ πρ^′,k^′,h^′ ) ⊗ ω ϵ n )_c⟩ Sp_{2n}(F_q ) =⟨π_{ρ,k,−h}, Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )} P (F_q ) (τ c ⊗ π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,−h}′ ) ⊗ ω^{−ϵ}_n ⟩_{Sp2n(Fq )} =m_{−ϵ}(π_{ρ,k,−h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,−h}′ ), where P is a parabolic subgroup of Sp_{2n} with Levi factor GL_ℓ × Sp_{2(n−ℓ)}, and τ ∈ E(GL_ℓ) is defined in Proposition 5.1. In particular, we can pick a τ such that Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )}_{P (Fq )} (τ ⊗ π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) is irreducible. This completes the proof of (iii).

Let n^± be the first theta occurrence index of π_{ρ,k,h} with respect to the Witt tower O^±_{odd}. By Proposition 4.10 (ii), there exists ϵ^⋆ such that n^{ϵ⋆} < n, the theta lifting Θ^{ϵ⋆}_{n,nϵ}⋆ (π) is an irreducible cuspidal representation, and we denote it by π^⋆ = π_ρ⋆_{,k}⋆_{,h}⋆_{,ι}⋆ . On the other hand, we know that π_{ρ,k,h} occurs in Θ^{ϵ⋆}_{nϵ}⋆_{,n}(π^⋆). Consider the see-saw diagram

Sp_{2n} × Sp_{2n} PPP PPP PPP PPP P O^{ϵϵ} ⋆ 2(n^{ϵ⋆} +1)

Sp_{2n} nnn nnn nnn nnn nn O^{ϵ⋆}_{2nϵ}⋆_{+1} × O^{ε(−1)ϵ}_1

.

Even though we are considering Ma-Qiu-Zou’s Weil representation instead of Gérardin’s, the seesaw identity still remains valid. We have

(5.8) m_ϵ(π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) =⟨π_{ρ,k,h} ⊗ ω^{ε(−1)ϵ}_n , Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )}_{P (Fq )} (τ ⊗ π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ )⟩_{Sp2n(Fq )} ≤⟨Θ^{ϵ⋆}_{nϵ}⋆_{,n}(π^⋆), Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )}_{P (Fq )} (τ ⊗ π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ )⟩_{Sp2n(Fq )} =⟨π_ρ⋆_{,k}⋆_{,h}⋆_{,ι}⋆ , Θ^{ϵϵ⋆}_{n,nϵ}⋆_{+1}(Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )}_{P (Fq )} (τ ⊗ π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ))⟩_{Sp2n(Fq )}. Therefore, Θ^{ϵϵ⋆}_{n,nϵ}⋆_{+1}(Ind^{Sp2n(Fq )}_{P (Fq )} (τ ⊗ π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ )) ≠ 0, and by Proposition 4.1, we know that π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ goes down with respect to the Witt tower O^{ϵϵ⋆}_{even}.

By Proposition 5.11, if D^{FJ}_{ℓ,−ϵ}(π_{ρ,k,h}) ≠ 0, then it consists of some of π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ and π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,−h}′ . First, we prove that π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ does not appear in D^{FJ}_{ℓ,−ϵ}(π_{ρ,k,h}). Consider the the see-saw diagram

Sp_{2n} × Sp_{2n} QQQ QQQ QQQ QQQ Q O^{ϵϵ} ⋆ 2(n^{ϵ⋆} +1)

Sp_{2n} mmmm mmmm mmmm mmm O^{−ϵ⋆}_{2nϵ}⋆_{+1} × O^{−ε(−1)ϵ} 1

.

We can use the same see-saw argument to conclude that if m_{−ϵ}(π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) ≠ 0, then π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ goes down with respect to the Witt tower O^{−ϵϵ⋆}_{even} . However, we already proved that π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ goes down with respect to the Witt tower O^{ϵϵ⋆}_{even}. Therefore by conservation relation, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ has to go up with respect to the Witt tower O^{−ϵϵ⋆}_{even} . Hence we have m_{−ϵ}(π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ ) = 0. By Theorem 4.10, the first theta occurrence indexes of π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,−h}′ and π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ with respect to the Witt towers O^±_{even} are the same. Using the same see-saw argument again, we have m_{−ϵ}(π_{ρ,k,h}, π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,−h}′ ) = 0.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY29

So D^{FJ}_{ℓ,−ϵ}(π_{ρ,k,h}) contains neither π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ nor π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,−h}′ , which proves (i). We can conclude (ii) from (i) and (5.7). □

Theorem 5.13. Let π_{ρ,k,h} be an irreducible basic representation O^ϵ_{2n}(F_q ). Assume that k, h ≠ 0. Let ℓ be the first descent index of π_{ρ,k,h}. Assume that π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ appears in D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h}) for some ϵ^′. Then we have (i) D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (sgn · π_{ρ,k,h}) = sgn · π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ ; (ii) D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (χ_Oϵ_{2n} · π_{ρ,k,h}) = χ_{Oϵ}′_{2(n−ℓ)−1} · π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ ; (iii) D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (π^c_{ρ,k,h}) = π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ ; (iv) D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h}) = 0; (v) D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (π^c_{ρ,k,h}) = 0,

where χ_G is the spinor norm of G^F .

Proof. The statements (i) and (ii) are obvious, and (v) follows from (iii) and (iv). Let us prove (iii). By Proposition 5.2, for any π^′ ∈ E(O^{ε(−1)ϵϵ′}_{2n−2ℓ−1}), we have

(5.9) m_ϵ′ (π_{ρ,k,h}, π^′) = m_ϵ′ (π_{ρ,k,h}, Ind^O ε(−1)ϵϵ′ 2n−1 (Fq ) P (F_q ) (τ ⊗ π ′)) = ⟨π_{ρ,k,h}, Ind^O ε(−1)ϵϵ′ 2n−1 (Fq ) P (F_q ) (τ ⊗ π ′)⟩_Oϵ_{2n (Fq )},

where P and τ are defined in Proposition 5.2. Let g be a element of CO^ϵ_{2n} sending π_{ρ,k,h} to π^c_{ρ,k,h}. Then^g(O^{ε(−1)ϵϵ′}_{2n−1} ) is the isometry group of a (2n − 1)-dimensional symmetric space V with disc(V ) = −ε(−1)ϵϵ^′, and g sends π^′ to an irreducible representation^gπ^′ of^g(O^{ε(−1)ϵϵ′}_{2n−1} )(F_q ). By direct calculation, π^′ and^gπ^′ are the same as irreducible representations of O_{2n−1}(F_q ). By abuse of notations, we denote these two irreducible representations by π^′. Applying the conjugate action of g on (5.9), we have ⟨π_{ρ,k,h}, Ind^O ε(−1)ϵϵ′ 2n−1 (Fq ) P (F_q ) (τ ⊗ π ′)⟩_Oϵ_{2n (Fq )} = ⟨π^c_{ρ,k,h}, Ind^O −ε(−1)ϵϵ′ 2n−1 (Fq ) P^′(F_q ) (τ ⊗ π ′)⟩_Oϵ_{2n (Fq )} = m_{−ϵ}′ (π^c_{ρ,k,h}, π^′) where P^′ =^gP . Hence D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (π^c_{ρ,k,h}) = π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ .

We now turn to prove (iv). Assume that D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h}) ≠ 0. Then by Proposition 5.11 , D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h}) equals either π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ or π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,−ι}′ . Consider the following see-saw diagrams

Sp_{2n}′ × Sp_{2n}′

PPPP

PPPP

PPPP

O^ϵ_{2n} Sp_{2n}′ × Sp_{2n}′

RRRR

RRRR

RRRR

O^ϵ_{2n}

Sp_{2n}′ nnnn nnnn nnnn nnnn O^{ε(−1)ϵϵ′} 2n−1 × O ϵ^′ 1 Sp_{2n} llll llll llll llll l O^{−ε(−1)ϵϵ′} 2n−1 × O −ϵ^′ 1 .

.

Since D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h}) = π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ , the representations π_{ρ,k,h} and π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ are both go up or go down in the first see-saw diagram. Then by Proposition 4.11, π_{ρ,k,h} and π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,−ι}′ go in a different direction in the first see-saw diagram. Recall that the first theta occurrence indexes of irreducible representations of odd orthogonal groups are the same with respect to two different Witt tower O^±_{odd}. We know that π_{ρ,k,h} and π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,−ι}′ go in a different direction in the second see-saw diagram, and D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h}) can not be π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,−ι}′ .

On the other hand, D^B_{2ℓ,−a}(π_{ρ,k,h}) can not be π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ either. By (ii), we have D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (χ_Oϵ_{2n} · π_{ρ,k,h}) = χ_{Oϵ}′_{2(n−ℓ)−1} · π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ . As irreducible representations of O_{2(n−ℓ)−1}(F_q ), χ_O−ϵ′_{2(n−ℓ)−1} · π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ ∼= sgn · χ_Oϵ′_{2(n−ℓ)−1} · π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ . Applying the same see-saw argument on χ_{O−ϵ}′_{2(n−ℓ)−1} · π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ , we have D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (χ_Oϵ_{2n} · π_{ρ,k,h}) ≠ χ_O−ϵ′_{2(n−ℓ)−1} · π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ . and hence D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h}) ≠ π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ . So D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h}) is neither π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′_{,ι}′ nor π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1,−ϵ}′ . □ Similarly, we have the following result for odd orthogonal groups.

Theorem 5.14. Let π_{ρ,k,h,ι} ∈ E_{bas}(O^ϵ_{2n+1}). Assume that k, h ≠ 1. Let ℓ be the first descent index of π_{ρ,k,h,ι}. Assume that D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = π_ρ′_{,k}′_{,h}′ for some ϵ^′. Then

(i) We have D^B_{ℓ,−ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = 0.

(ii) If we recognize π_{ρ,k,h,ι} as an irreducible representation of O^{−ϵ′}_{2n+1}(F_q ), we have D^B_{ℓ,±ϵ}′ (π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = 0; (iii) We have D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (sgn · π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = sgn · π_{ρ,k,h}; (iv) We have D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (χ_Oϵ_{2n+1} · π_{ρ,k,h,ι}) = χ_{Oϵ}′_{2n−ℓ} · π_{ρ,k,h}.

Combing our statements of first descents and first theta lifting for basic representations, we have the following commutative diagram (5.10) π ∈ E_{bas}(G_n)^Θ // D_{ℓ,ϵ} fflffl π^′ ∈ E_{bas}(G^′_n′ ) D_ℓ′_{,ϵ} fflffl π^⋆ ∈ E_{bas}(G_m)^Θ // π^{⋆′} ∈ E_{bas}(G^′_m′ )

,

where

• Θ is the first theta lifting;

• m = n − ℓ (resp. m^′ = n^′ − ℓ^′), ℓ (resp. ℓ^′) is the first descent index of π (resp. π^′); • D_{ℓ,ϵ} (resp. D_ℓ′_{,ϵ} ) is D^{FJ}_{ℓ,ϵ} or D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}, it depends on G_n (resp. G^′_n′ ); • n^′ is the first occurrence index of π.

Remark 5.15. As mentioned in Remark 5.3, all statements in this subsection apply to quadratic unipotent representations when q is odd.

6. Construction of canonical choice of Lusztig correspondence 6.1. The canonical choice of Lusztig correspondence. The goal of this section is to prove our main theorem.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY31

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that the cardinality of F_q is large enough so that the main result in [Sr1] holds. Let G_n = Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n} or O^ϵ_{2n+1}. One has a unique choice of Lusztig correspondence L^{can} satisfying the following conditions.

(1) It is compatible with parabolic induction (cf. Section 3.4).

(2) Consider the dual pair (G_n, G^′_n′ ) = (Sp_{2n}, O^{ϵ′}_{2n}′_{+1}). Let π = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ∈ E(Sp_{2n}), and π^′ = π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1,ι}′ ∈ E(O^{ϵ′}_{2n}′_{+1}). Then π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1,ι}′ occurs in Θ(π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ) if and only if the following conditions hold:

• For any a ≠ ±1 in F_q, G^∗_{[a]} ∼= (G^′)^∗_{[−a]} and π[a] ∼= π^′[−a] where ρ = ∏ π[a], and ρ^′ = ∏ π^′[a];

• Λ^′_{−1} = Λ_1;

• π_Λ′_1 occurs in Θ_ϵ′_{ϵρ} (π_{Λ−1} ); • ι^′ = ~ι_ρpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1)^{rank(Λ1)}, where

Θ_ϵ′_{ϵρ} (π) := { Θ(π), if ϵ^′ϵ_ρ = +; Θ(sgn · π), otherwise.

In other words, we have the following commutative diagram

π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ∈ E(Sp_{2n})^Θ // L_{can} fflffl π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1,ι}′ ∈ E(O^{ϵ′}_{2n}′_{+1}) L_{can} fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ π_{Λ1}^{iso⊗Θϵ′ϵρ ⊗L1} // ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1} ⊗ ι^′,

where the first isomorphism sends ρ to ρ^′ by sending π[a] to π^′[−a], and L_1 is the Lusztig correspondence between unipotent representations.

(3) Consider the dual pair (G_n, G^′_n′ ) = (Sp_{2n}, O^{ϵ′}_{2n}′ ). For π = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ∈ E(Sp_{2n}), and π^′ = π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1} ∈ E(O^{ϵ′}_{2n}′ ). Then π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1} occurs in Θ(π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ) if and only if the following conditions hold:

• For any a ≠ ±1 in F̄_q , G^∗_{[a]} ∼= (G^′)^∗_{[a]} and π^′[a] ∼= π[a] where ρ = ∏ π[a], and ρ^′ = ∏ π^′[a];

• Λ^′_{−1} = Λ_{−1};

• π_Λ′_1 occurs in Θ(π_{Λ1} ).

In other words, we have the following commutative diagram

π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ∈ E(Sp_{2n})^Θ // L_{can} fflffl π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1} ∈ E(O^{ϵ′}_{2n}′ ) L_{can} fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1}^{iso⊗Θ⊗id} // ρ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_{Λ−1} .

Proof. By our discussion in section 3.4, we know that L^{can} is uniquely determined by condition (1) and its behavior on basic representations.

Consider conditions (2) and (3). By Proposition 3.8 and Proposition 4.5, we have

ι^′ = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} (−I)ϵ(−1)^n = ι_ρpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1)^{n−rank(Λ−1)}.

Note that n = |ρ| + rank(Λ_1) + rank(Λ_{−1}). Then

ι^′ = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} (−I)ϵ(−1)^n = ι_ρpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1)^{|ρ|+rank(Λ1)} = ~ι_ρpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1)^{rank(Λ1)}.

Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.4 state that the requirement of ρ holds, and the symbol part requirement holds up to the transpose. If a symbol equals its transpose, then there is nothing left to prove. We now assume that Λ_{±1} and Λ^′_{±1} are not equal to their transpose, respectively. As discussed in Section 3.3, we can find basic representations σ and σ^′ such that π ∈ E(G_n, σ) and π^′ ∈ E(G^′_n′ , σ^′). Using the same argument in the proof of [AMR, Théorèm 3.7] and [LW1, Theorem 4.1], we conclude that π^′ occurs in Θ(π) implies that σ^′ occurs in Θ(σ). In other words, the theta lifting the parabolic induction are compatible. It’s important to note that we are dealing with Ma-Qiu-Zou’s Weil representation, not Gerardin’s. Therefore, we should refer to [MQZ, Proposition 2.1] instead of [MVW, Chap. 3, IV th.5] to prove this compatibility. According to this, we only need to demonstrate that there exists a L^{can} that satisfies the conditions (2) and (3) for basic representations. The proof of the basic case is provided in section 6.3 and section 6.3. The uniqueness of L^{can} on basic representations follows from the fact that we can resolve the ambiguity in the Lusztig correspondence using the first occurrence of theta lifting (see section 4.5). □ Remark 6.2. The only place in the proof of Theorem 6.1 we use the assumption of q is when we refer to the conclusions in section 5. As in Remark 5.15, Theorem 6.1 apply to quadratic unipotent representations when q is odd. In other words, there exists a unique Lusztig correspondence L^{can} on quadratic unipotent representations satisfying the above conditions.

6.2. Strategy for the proof of the basic representation Theorem. We have already established that there is commutativity between theta correspondence and the first descent through a see-saw diagram. It is important to note that we aim to create a choice L^{can} of Lusztig that is commutative with theta correspondence. Assuming that such a standard choice L^{can} exists, we are looking to identify functors D^∗_± so that the diagram below is commutative. (6.1)

π^∗ ∈ E_{bas}(C_G∗_n (s))^Θ ∗ n,n′ //

D^∗_ϵ

fflffl π^{′∗} ∈ E_{bas}(C_G′∗_{n′} (s^′))

D^∗_ϵ

fflffl π ∈ E_{bas}(G_n)

L^{can}

55kkk kkkk kkkk kkk

D_{ℓ,ϵ}

fflffl

Θ_{n,n}′ // π^′ ∈ E_{bas}(G^′_{n′} )

L^{can}

55kkk kkkk kkkk kkk

D_ℓ′_{,ϵ}

fflffl π^{⋆∗} ∈ E_{bas}(C_G∗_m (s^⋆))^Θ ∗ m,m′ // π^{⋆′∗} ∈ E_{bas}(C_G∗′_{m′} (s^{⋆′}))

π^⋆ ∈ E_{bas}(G_m)

L^{can}

55kkk kkkk kkkk kkk_{Θm,m′} // π^{⋆′} ∈ E_{bas}(G^′_{m′} )

L^{can}

55kkk kkkk kkkk kkk

,

where • ϵ ∈ {±}; • m = n − ℓ (resp. m^′ = n^′ − ℓ^′) where ℓ (resp. ℓ^′) is the first descent index of π (resp. π^′); • D_{ℓ,ϵ} (resp. D_ℓ′_{,ϵ} ) is D^{FJ}_{ℓ,ϵ} or D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}, depends on G_n (resp. G^′_n′ ); • σ^∗ is the image of σ under L^{can} with σ ∈ {π, π^′, π^⋆, π^{⋆′}}; • n^′ (resp. m^′) is the (theta) first occurrence index of π (resp. π^⋆); • If dual pair (G_n, G^′_n′ ) contains a even orthogonal group, then

Θ^∗_{n,n}′ : π^∗ = ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} → π^{′∗} = ρ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ,

Here π_Λ′_1 is the first theta lifting of π_{Λ1} ;

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY33

• If dual pair (G_n, G^′_n′ ) = (Sp_{2n}, O^ϵ_{2n}′_{+1}), then

Θ^∗_{n,n}′ : π^∗ = ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} → π^{′∗} = ρ^− ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ ~ι_ρpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1)^{rank(Λ1)}. Here π_Λ′_1 is the first theta lifting of { π_{Λ1} if ε(−1)ϵϵ_ρ = +; sgn · π_{Λ1} if ε(−1)ϵϵ_ρ = −;

• If dual pair (G_n, G^′_n′ ) = (O^ϵ_{2n+1}, Sp_{2n}′ ), then Θ^∗_{n,n}′ : π^∗ = ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ ι → π^{′∗} = ρ^− ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ π_Λ′_1 .

Here π_Λ′_1

π_Λ′_1 = { π^′_Λ′_1 if ϵϵ_ρ = +; sgn · π^′_Λ′_1 if ϵϵ_ρ = −, and π^′_Λ′_1 is the first theta lifting of π_{Λ1} ;

• The map Θ_{m,m}′ is defined in a similar way.

In order to construct L^{can}, we follow an inductive approach using D^∗_ϵ . We assume that the canonical Lusztig correspondence L^{can} in the bottom side of (6.1) and functors D^∗_ϵ have already been constructed. The commutative diagram at the front side of (6.1), also known as the thetadescent commutative diagram, has been proven to be commutative in (5.10). To ensure the entire diagram (6.1) is commutative, we need to find the unique Lusztig correspondences L^{can} on G_n and G^′_n′ to make the left, right and top diagrams commutative, which will automatically result in the back side of (6.1) being commutative as well.

We set D^∗_ϵ as follows. Recall that

(6.2) C_G∗_n (s) = (G_n)^∗_{[≠±1]}(s) × (G_n)^∗_{[1]}(s) × (G_n)^∗_{[−1]}(s) × { {±}, if G = O_{2n+1}; 1, otherwise.

Assume that G_n = Sp_{2n}, and ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ∈ E(C_G∗_n (s)). Then we set

D^∗_ϵ (ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ) = { ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} if ϵ = −pd(Λ_1)sd(Λ_{−1})ϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ ; 0 otherwise, where

• ρ^⋆ = ρ^−_1 ;

• The symbol Λ^⋆_1 is obtained by (1) removing the maximal number in Λ_{−1}, (2) swapping the arrays of Λ_{−1} if sd(Λ_{−1})pd(Λ_{−1}) = +;

• The symbol Λ^⋆_{−1} is obtained by (1) removing the maximal number in Λ_1, (2) swapping the arrays of Λ_1 if ε(−1)sd(Λ_{−1})pd(Λ_{−1}) = +, i.e. we have sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −pd(Λ_1)ε(−1)sd(Λ_{−1})pd(Λ_{−1}).

Assume that G_n = O^ϵ_{2n}, and ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ∈ E(C_G∗_n (s)). Then we set

D^∗_ϵ′ (ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ1} ) = { ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} ⊗ ι^⋆ if ϵ^′ = sd(Λ_1)sd(Λ_{−1})ϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ ; 0 otherwise, where

• ρ^⋆ = ρ_1;

• The symbol Λ^⋆_1 is obtained by (1) removing the maximal number in Λ_1, (2) swapping the arrays of Λ_1 if sd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_1) = +;

• The symbol Λ^⋆_{−1} is obtained by (1) removing the maximal number in Λ_{−1}, (2) swapping the arrays of Λ_{−1} if sd(Λ_{−1})pd(Λ_{−1}) = +;

• ι^⋆ = −~ι_ρ⋆ sd(Λ_1).

Assume that G_n = O^ϵ_{2n+1}, and ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ ι ∈ E(C_G∗_n (s)). Then we set

D^∗_ϵ′ (ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ ι) = { ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} if ϵ^′ = pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1})ϵϵ_ρ⋆ ; 0 otherwise,

where

• ρ^⋆ = ρ_1;

• The symbol Λ^⋆_1 is obtained by (1) removing the maximal numbet in Λ_1, (2) swapping the arrays of Λ_1 if ι~ι_ρpd(Λ_1) = −, i.e. sd(Λ^⋆_1) = ι~ι_ρ;

• The symbol Λ^⋆_{−1} is obtained by (1) removing the maximal numbet in Λ_{−1}, (2) swapping the arrays of Λ_{−1} if ι~ι_ρϵϵ_ρpd(Λ_1)ε(−1) = −, i.e. we have sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = ι~ι_ρϵϵ_ρpd(Λ_1)ε(−1)pd(Λ_{−1}).

It is worth noting that although the construction of D^∗_ϵ may seem artificial at first glance, there is a deeper reason behind it. Specifically, if the canonical Lusztig correspondence L^{can} exists and (6.1) is commutative, then D^∗_ϵ must be of the same form as we have constructed it. To elaborate further, the commutativity of the left and right side of equation (6.1) implies that the functor D^∗_ϵ must also possess the same characteristic as that of D_{ℓ,ϵ}, which we previously established in Section 5.5. This is precisely why the construction of D^∗_ϵ involves signs like pd(Λ_±) and sd(Λ_±).

6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.1 for basic representations. We prove it by induction on n. We will only prove it on Sp_{2n}(F_q ). The proof for orthogonal groups side is similar and will be left to readers. Assume that we have already construct L^{can} on basic representations of G_n for n < k, and L^{can} satisfies the theta conditions (2) and (3) in Theorem 6.1 for basic representations of dual pair (G_n, G_m) with m < k.

Construction of L^{can} on π. Assume that π ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2k}), and π = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} . Recall that different choices of Lusztig correspondence differ only on the Λ_{−1} part. If Λ_{−1} is the trivial symbol, then there is nothing to prove. So we assume that Λ_{−1} is not trivial. Consider the first descent of π. Let ℓ be the first descent index of π. By Proposition 5.9, we know that the first descents of basic representations are still basic. Assume that

D^{FJ}_{ℓ,ϵ} (π) = π^⋆ ∈ E_{cus}(Sp_{2k}⋆ ),

where k^⋆ = k − ℓ. We know that the subscript ϵ in D^{FJ}_{ℓ,ϵ} and the representation π^⋆ are determined by π, not the choice of Lusztig correspondence. Therefore we will construct L^{can} on π by them. As mentioned in section 6.1, we define L^{can} to be the Lusztig correspondence such that the left side of (6.1) is commutative, π^D FJ ℓ,ϵ // L^{can} fflffl π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1,Λ}⋆_{−1}

L^{can} fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_Λcan_{−1}^{D∗ϵ} // ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} .

Assume that L^{can}(π) = ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_Λcan_{−1} , where Λ^{can}_{−1} ∈ {Λ_{−1}, Λ^t_{−1}}. Since D^∗_ϵ (L^{can}(π)) ≠ 0, we have

(6.3) sd(Λ^{can}_{−1} ) = −ϵϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ pd(Λ_1),

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY35

which determines the symbol Λ^{can}_{−1} , and so is L^{can}. By abuse of notations, from now on, we redefine Λ_{−1} to be Λ^{can}_{−1} .

On the other hand, By our induction assumption, we have already construct L^{can} on π^⋆. Write L^{can}(π^⋆) = ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} .

By our construction of D^∗_ϵ , if Λ^⋆_{−1} ≠ (_− − ) , the sign sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) is unique determined by π:

(6.4) sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −pd(Λ_1)ε(−1)sd(Λ_{−1})pd(Λ_{−1}) = ϵϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ pd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1), where the last equation follows from (6.3). Therefore, to ensure that our construction of L^{can} on π does not contradict L^{can} on π^⋆, we have to check (6.4), when Λ^⋆_{−1} ≠ (_− − ) . Proof of (6.4). From now on, let us forget (6.3), and try to obtain ϵ and prove (6.4). Our strategy is sending π and π^⋆ to smaller orthogonal groups by Theta correspondence. Let k^± be the first theta occurrence indexes of π with respect to the Witt towers O^±_{odd}. Recall that Λ_{−1} is not trivial. Then by Proposition 4.10, there exists k^{ϵ′} such that k^{ϵ′} < k, and Θ^{ϵ′}_{k,kϵ}′ (π) is an irreducible basic representation, and we denote it by π^′ = π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1,ι}′ . By Proposition 4.10, we also know that Θ^{ϵ′}_{kϵ}′_{,k}(π^′) = π. Similarly, let k^{⋆±} be the first theta occurrence index of π^⋆ with respect to the Witt tower O^±_{even}, and denote the smaller one by k^{⋆′}, and the correspondence group by O^{ϵ⋆′}_{2k}⋆′ (F_q ). Write Θ^{ϵ⋆′}_k⋆_{,k}⋆′ (π^⋆) = π_ρ⋆′_{,Λ}⋆′_{1 ,Λ}⋆′_{−1} . By our induction assumption, we have the following theta commutative diagram for π^⋆ (the bottom diagram of (6.1)):

π^{⋆ Θ} //

L^{can} fflffl π_ρ⋆′_{,Λ}⋆′_{1 ,Λ}⋆′_{−1} L^{can} fflffl ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} Θ^∗_{k⋆,kϵ⋆′} // ρ^{⋆′} ⊗ π_{Λ⋆′1} ⊗ π_{Λ⋆′−1} . Since the Theta correspondence in the above diagram goes down, by Proposition 4.10 and Theorem 4.2, we have

• ρ^{⋆′} = ρ^⋆; • Λ^{⋆′}_{−1} = Λ^⋆_{−1};

• |def(Λ^{⋆′}_1 )| = |def(Λ^⋆_1)| − 1, and sd(Λ^{⋆′}_1 ) = −pd(Λ^⋆_1).

Then the superscript ϵ^{⋆′} on O^{ϵ⋆′}_{2k}⋆′ equals to ϵ_ρ⋆ pd(Λ^⋆_1)pd(Λ^⋆_{−1}).

By (5.10), we have D^B_{ℓ−1,ϵ}(π^′) = π_ρ⋆′_{,Λ}⋆′_{1 ,Λ}⋆′_{−1} . Applying our induction assumption on π^′, we have the following descent commutative diagram (the right diagram of (6.1)): π^{′ D} B ℓ−1,ϵ //

L^{can} fflffl π_ρ⋆′_{,Λ}⋆′_{1 ,Λ}⋆′_{−1} L^{can} fflffl ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1} ⊗ ι^{′ D∗ϵ} // ρ^{⋆′} ⊗ π_Λ⋆′_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆′_{−1} .

According to the construction of D^∗_ϵ , we have

• |def(Λ^′_1)| = |def(Λ^{⋆′}_1 )| + 1; • |def(Λ^′_{−1})| = |def(Λ^{⋆′}_{−1})| + 1;

• D^∗_ϵ (π^′) ≠ 0 implies that (6.5) ϵ = pd(Λ^′_1)pd(Λ^′_{−1})ϵ^′ϵ_ρ′ ; • ϵ^′ = ϵ_ρ′~ι_ρ′ ι^′pd(Λ^′_1)pd(Λ^′_{−1})sd(Λ^{⋆′}_{−1})ε(−1) = ϵ_ρ~ι_ρι^′pd(Λ^′_1)pd(Λ^′_{−1})sd(Λ^⋆_{−1})ε(−1).

The last equation follows from our assumption that sd(Λ^{⋆′}_{−1}) = sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) ≠ 0 and the fact that π^′ occurs in Θ^{ϵ′}_{k,kϵ}′ (π) implies ϵ_ρ = ϵ_ρ′ and ~ι_ρ = ~ι_ρ′ . Consider the theta correspondence from π to π^′, by Corollary 4.14 (i), we have (6.6) ι^′ = −~ι_ρ′ pd(Λ^′_1). Then we have (6.7) ϵ^′ = −ϵ_ρpd(Λ^′_{−1})sd(Λ^⋆_{−1})ε(−1). Combing (6.5) and (6.7), we have (6.8) ϵ = pd(Λ^′_1)pd(Λ^′_{−1})ϵ^′ϵ_ρ′ = −pd(Λ^′_1)ϵ_ρϵ_ρ′ sd(Λ^⋆_{−1})ε(−1).

By Proposition 4.10 and Theorem 5.11 (ii), we have

• pd(Λ^⋆_1) = −pd(Λ_{−1}); • pd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = pd(Λ_1); • pd(Λ^′_1) = −pd(Λ_{−1}); • pd(Λ^′_{−1}) = pd(Λ_1).

Then (6.5) becomes (6.9) ϵ = ϵ^′ϵ^{⋆′} = ϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ pd(Λ_{−1})sd(Λ^⋆_{−1})ε(−1), which completed the proof of (6.4). Hence, our construction of L^{can} on π makes sense.

Construction of L^{can} on [π].

According the definition of L^{can} on π, the Lusztig correspondence L^{can} has to send π^c to ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ πt_{Λ−1} . Then by Theorem 5.12, we have

• D^{FJ}_{ℓ,−ϵ}(π) = 0; • D^{FJ}_{ℓ,ϵ} (π^c) = 0;

• D^{FJ}_{ℓ,−ϵ}(π^c) = (π^⋆)^c.

To check whether L^{can} is well defined, we have to check the commutativity of the following diagram π^{c D} FJ ℓ,−ϵ //

L^{can} fflffl (π^⋆)^c

L^{can} fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ πt_{Λ−1}^D ∗ −ϵ // ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_{Λ⋆1} ⊗ π_{tΛ⋆−1} , which can be obtained from direct calculations, and will be left to the reader.

Compatibility with theta correspondence for odd orthogonal group. We have constructed that our choice of canonical Lusztig correspondence L^{can} on Sp_{2k}(F_q ). Now, we are going to check the condition (2) in Theorem 6.1. In other words, we need to check ι^′ = ~ι_ρpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1)^{rank(Λ1)}.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY37

and the commutativity of the following diagram (the top diagram of (6.1))

π^Θ //

L^{can} fflffl π^′ L^{can} fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} Θ^∗_{k,kϵ′} // ρ^′ ⊗ π_{Λ′−1} ⊗ π_{Λ′1} ⊗ ι^′.

We have already calculated ι^′ by Corollary 4.14 (i) (see (6.6)). Recall that ~ι_ρ = ~ι_ρ′ and pd(Λ^′_1) = −pd(Λ_{−1}). We have ι^′ = ~ι_ρpd(Λ_{−1}).

Since π is basic, we conclude that Λ_1 corresponds to a unipotent cuspidal representation and rank(Λ_1) is of form h(h + 1). So ι^′ = ~ι_ρpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1)^{rank(Λ1)}.

The rest is to check Θ_ϵ′_{ϵρ} (π_{Λ−1} ) = π_Λ′_1 .

It is equivalent to say that the theta correspondence Θ_ϵ′_{ϵρ} (π_{Λ−1} ) goes down. By (6.7), we have

ϵ^′ϵ_ρ = −ε(−1)pd(Λ_1)sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = pd(Λ_{−1})sd(Λ_{−1}).

According to Theorem 4.7, Θ_ϵ′_{ϵρ} (π_{Λ−1} ) goes down.

Compatibility with theta correspondence for even orthogonal group.

We have proved that our choice of canonical Lusztig correspondence L^{can} satisfies the condition (2) in Theorem 6.1. Next, we are going to check the condition (3). In order to reduce notations, we still use superscript ′ and ⋆′ in this section. However, they have different meaning. Readers should not confuse them.

Let k^± be the first theta occurrence indexes with respect to the Witt towers O^±_{even}. By Proposition 4.10, there exists k^{ϵ′} such that k^{ϵ′} ≤ k. Denote the irreducible basic representation Θ^{ϵ′}_{k,kϵ}′ (π)

by π^′ = π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1} . And we have Θ^{ϵ′}_{kϵ}′_{,k}(π^′) = π. Similarly, let k^{⋆±} be the first theta occurrence index of π^⋆ with respect to the Witt tower O^±_{odd}, and denote the smaller one by k^{⋆′}, and denote the correspondence group by O^{ϵ⋆′}_{2k}⋆′_{+1}(F_q ). Let Θ^{ϵ⋆′}_k⋆_{,k}⋆′ (π^⋆) = π^{⋆′} = π_ρ⋆′_{,Λ}⋆′_{1 ,Λ}⋆′_{−1,ι}⋆′ .

Consider the following diagram: (6.10)

ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} Θ^∗_{k,kϵ′} //

D^∗_ϵ

fflffl ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1}

D^∗_ϵ

fflffl π ∈ E_{cus}(Sp_{2k})

L^{can}

66lll llll llll lll

D_{ℓ,ϵ}

fflffl

Θ_{k,kϵ}′ // π^′ ∈ E_{cus}(O^{ϵ′}_{2kϵ′} )

L^{can}

55jjj jjjj jjjj jjj

D_ℓ′_{,ϵ}

fflffl ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} Θ^∗_{k⋆,kϵ′} // ρ^{⋆′} ⊗ π_{Λ⋆′1} ⊗ π_{Λ⋆′−1} ⊗ ι^{⋆′}

π^⋆ ∈ E_{cus}(Sp_{2k}⋆ )

L^{can}

66lll llll llll ll_{Θk⋆,k⋆′} // π^{⋆′} ∈ E_{cus}(O^{ϵ⋆′}_{2k⋆′+1})

L^{can}

55jjj jjjj jjjj jjj

,

The left side of the above diagram has been determined by previous calculation. We now are going to check that the left side is compatible with the rest of the above diagram.

Assume that k^{ϵ′} = k. We construct the canonical Lusztig correspondence L^{can} on O^{ϵ′}_{2kϵ}′ (F_q ) to be the Lusztig correspondence such that the top diagram is commutative. It is easy to check that this choice of canonical Lusztig correspondence L^{can} makes the right diagram commutative. Asume that k^{ϵ′} < k. Similar to the odd orthogonal group case, we first use the bottom theta diagram to get information of π_ρ⋆′_{,Λ}⋆′_{1 ,Λ}⋆′_{−1,ι}⋆′ . Then describe π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1} by the right side diagram. Finally, we check whether the top theta diagram is commutative.

From the bottom commutative diagram, as before, we know that

• ρ^{⋆′} = ρ^⋆; • Λ^{⋆′}_{−1} = Λ^⋆_1;

• ι^{⋆′} = π^⋆(−I)ϵ(−1)^{k⋆} = ~ι_ρ⋆ pd(Λ^⋆_{−1}).

Since the theta lifting in the bottom of diagram (6.10) goes down, the theta lifting Θ_ϵ⋆′_{ϵρ⋆} (π_Λ⋆_{−1} ) still goes down. Then by Theorem 4.7, we have

pd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = { ϵ^{⋆′}ϵ_ρ⋆ if sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) ≠ (_− − ) ; ϵ^{⋆′}ϵ_ρ⋆ sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) otherwise.

By our construction of D^∗_ϵ , we have pd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = pd(Λ_1). Since the theta lifting of π goes down, by Theorem 4.7, we have pd(Λ_1) = pd(Λ^′_1). Therefore ϵ^{⋆′} = ϵ_ρ⋆ sd(Λ^⋆_{−1})pd(Λ^′_1).

Consider the two descent diagrams and D^∗_ϵ . We have

• sd(Λ^′_1) = −~ι_ρ⋆′ ι^{⋆′} = −~ι_ρ⋆′~ι_ρ⋆ pd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −pd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −pd(Λ_1);

• Note that ϵ = ε(−1)ϵ^′ϵ^{⋆′} and ϵ^′ = ϵ_ρ′ pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1}). By our construction of D^∗_ϵ , we know that D_ℓ′_{,ϵ}(π^′) ≠ 0 implies that ϵ = ϵ_ρ⋆′ ϵ_ρ′ sd(Λ_1)sd(Λ_{−1}). Hence, we have sd(Λ^′_{−1}) = ε(−1)ϵ^{⋆′}ϵ_ρ⋆ sd(Λ^′_1)pd(Λ^′_1)pd(Λ^′_{−1}) =ε(−1)sd(Λ^′_1)pd(Λ^′_{−1})sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −ε(−1)pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1})sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}).

If some of Λ^′_{±1} are trivial, we need not to check the corresponding part. So we assume that they are not trivial, that is, sd(Λ^′_{±1}) are always well defined. Now we going to check that the above data makes the following diagram commutative π^Θ // L fflffl π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1} L fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ π_{Λ1}^{id⊗Θ⊗id} // ρ^′ ⊗ π_Λ′_1 ⊗ π_Λ′_{−1} , or equivalently checking

• sd(Λ^′_1) = −pd(Λ_1) (Since π goes down in the above theta lifting); • sd(Λ^′_{−1}) = sd(Λ_{−1}).

The first equation has already been proved. For the second one, by our construction of D^∗_ϵ , we have sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −ε(−1)pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1})sd(Λ_{−1}).

Hence

sd(Λ^′_{−1}) = − ε(−1)pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1})sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = − ε(−1)pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1})(−ε(−1)pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1})sd(Λ_{−1})) = sd(Λ_{−1}).

Corollary 6.3. Each facet of the diagram (6.1) is commutative.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY39

7. A finite field instance of relative Langlands duality

7.1. Calculation of Gan-Gross-Prasad problem. Using the Lusztig correspondence described in Theorem 6.1, we can refine the conditions that are strongly relevant for a pair of representations. This refinement allows us to rephrase the main theorems in [Wang1] and determine the multiplicity in the finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem in a combinatorial manner.

Theorem 7.1. (1) Let π = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}) and π^⋆ = π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1 ,Λ}⋆_{−1} ∈ E_{bas}(Sp_{2n}⋆ ). Then (π, π^⋆) is ϵ-strongly relevant if and only if there are ϵ_α, ϵ_β ∈ {±} such that • ϵ = ϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ ϵ_αϵ_β; • def(Λ^⋆_1) = −ϵ_βpd(Λ_{−1})def(Λ_{−1}) + pd(Λ_{−1}), • def(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −ϵ_βpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1)def(Λ_1) − ϵ_αϵ_βpd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1).

(2) Let π = π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ∈ E_{bas}(O^ϵ_{2n}) and π^⋆ = π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1 ,Λ}⋆_{−1,ι}⋆ ∈ E_{bas}(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆_{+1}). Then (π, π^⋆) is strongly relevant if and only if there are ϵ_α, ϵ_β ∈ {±} such that

• ϵ^⋆ = ϵ_ρ⋆ ϵ_αϵ_βpd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1})ε(−1); • ι^⋆ = −~ι_ρ⋆ ϵ_α; • def(Λ^⋆_1) = −ϵ_αpd(Λ_1)def(Λ_1) + pd(Λ_1), • def(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −ϵ_βpd(Λ_{−1})def(Λ_{−1}) + pd(Λ_{−1}).

Proof. We only prove (i). The proof of (ii) is similar.

According to Corollary 5.7, we have (7.1) |def(Λ^⋆_1)| = |def(Λ_{−1})| ± 1 and |def(Λ_1)| = |def(Λ^⋆_{−1})| ± 1.

Pick ϵ^′ ∈ {±} such that π goes down with respect to the Witt tower O^{ϵ′}_{even}, and consider its first theta lifting Θ(π). By Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 6.1 (iii), we have

• Θ(π) = π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{1,Λ}′_{−1} • ρ^′ = ρ;

• Θ(π_{Λ1} ) = π_Λ′_1 is the unipotent basic representation of O^{ϵ′}_{2n}′ (F_q ) with def(Λ^′_1) = −def(Λ_1) + pd(Λ_1), ϵ^′ = pd(Λ^′_1), and n^′ =

(_{def(Λ′1)} 2 )_2 ; • Λ^′_{−1} = Λ_{−1}.

Hence (7.2) ϵ^′ = ϵ_ρ′ pd(Λ^′_1)pd(Λ^′_{−1}) = ϵ_ρpd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1}), and n^{ϵ′}_{even}(π) = n^{ϵ′}_{even}(π_{Λ1} ) =^{|def(Λ1)−1|}_2 .

Consider the first theta lifting Θ(π^⋆) of π^⋆ with respect to O^{ε(−1)·ϵϵ′}_{odd} . With the same theta argument, we have n^{ε(−1)·ϵϵ′} odd (π^⋆) =

0 if def(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = 0;

|def(Λ^⋆_{−1})|

2 if ϵ = ϵ^′ϵ_ρ⋆ sd(Λ^⋆_{−1})pd(Λ^⋆_{−1})ε(−1);

−|def(Λ^⋆_{−1})|

2 if ϵ = −ϵ^′ϵ_ρ⋆ sd(Λ^⋆_{−1})pd(Λ^⋆_{−1})ε(−1).

To make sure (π, π^⋆) ϵ-strongly relevant, firstly, (π, π^⋆) has to be ϵ-relevant. In other words, either n^{ϵ′}_{even}(π) = n^{ε(−1)·ϵϵ′} odd (π^⋆) − 1 or n^{ϵ′}_{even}(π) = n^{ε(−1)·ϵϵ′}_{odd} (π^⋆). Hence n^{ε(−1)·ϵϵ′}_{odd} (π^⋆) can not be negative.

We will only prove the case n^{ε(−1)·ϵϵ′}_{odd} (π^⋆) > 0. The proof for the case n^{ε(−1)·ϵϵ′}_{odd} (π^⋆) = 0 is similar. In the positive case, we have ϵ = ϵ^′ϵ_ρ⋆ sd(Λ^⋆_{−1})pd(Λ^⋆_{−1})ε(−1). Using (7.2), (7.3) ϵ = ϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1})sd(Λ^⋆_{−1})pd(Λ^⋆_{−1})ε(−1).

On the other hand, the pair (π^⋆, π) have to be ε(−1)ϵ-relevant. With the similar argument, we have (7.4) ϵ = ϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ sd(Λ_{−1})pd(Λ_{−1})pd(Λ^⋆_1)pd(Λ^⋆_{−1}). Combining (7.3) and (7.4), we have (7.5) sd(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = pd(Λ_1)sd(Λ_{−1})pd(Λ^⋆_1)ε(−1). Set (7.6) ϵ_α = −pd(Λ^⋆_{−1}), and ϵ_β = −pd(Λ^⋆_1)pd(Λ_{−1})sd(Λ_{−1}). Substitute (7.5) and (7.6) into (7.3), we have ϵ = ϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ ϵ_αϵ_β. The defect of Λ^⋆_1 and Λ^⋆_{−1} is obtained by (7.1), (7.5), and (7.6). □

Theorem 7.1 allows us to rewrite [Wang1, Theorem 1.4] as follows.

Theorem 7.2. (1) Let π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ∈ E(Sp_{2n}) and π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1 ,Λ}⋆_{−1} ∈ E(Sp_{2n}⋆ ), where n ⩾ n^⋆. Assume that π_{Λ−1} ∈ E(O^{ϵ−1}_{2m} ), ρ = ∏ π[a] and ρ^⋆ = ∏ π^⋆[a], where π[a] (resp. π^⋆[a]) is the irreducible unipotent representation corresponding to the partition λ[a] (resp. λ^⋆[a]). m_ϵ(π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} , π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1 ,Λ}⋆_{−1} ) ≠ 0 if and only if π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} and π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1,Λ}⋆_{−1} satisfy the following conditions: (i) there are ϵ_α, ϵ_β ∈ {±} such that ϵ = ϵ_αϵ_βϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ , Υ(Λ^⋆_{−1})^{−ϵαϵβ ϵ−1ε(−1)} ≼ Υ(Λ_1)^{ϵα} , Υ(Λ_1)^{−ϵα} ≼ Υ(Λ^⋆_{−1})^{ϵαϵβ ϵ−1ε(−1)}, Υ(Λ^⋆_1)^{ϵ−1} ≼ Υ(Λ_{−1})^{−ϵβ} , Υ(Λ_{−1})^{ϵβ} ≼ Υ(Λ^⋆_1)^{−ϵ−1} , def(Λ^⋆_1) = −ϵ_{−1}ϵ_βdef(Λ_{−1}) + ϵ_{−1}, def(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −ϵ_{−1}ϵ_βε(−1)def(Λ_1) − ϵ_αϵ_βϵ_{−1}ε(−1).

(ii) { λ[a] and λ^′[−a] are 2-transverse, if #[a] is odd; λ[a] and λ^′[−a] are close, if #[a] is even.

(2) Let π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n}) and π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1,Λ}⋆_{−1,ι}⋆ ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆_{+1}), where n > n^⋆. Assume that π_{Λ±1} ∈ E(O^{ϵ±}_{2m±} ), ρ = ∏ π[a] and ρ^⋆ = ∏ π^⋆[a], where π[a] (resp. π^⋆[a]) is the irreducible unipotent representation corresponding to the partition λ[a] (resp. λ^⋆[a]). m_ϵ(π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} , π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1 ,Λ}⋆_{−1,ι}⋆ ) ≠ 0 if and only if π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} and π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1,Λ}⋆_{−1,ι}⋆ satisfy the following conditions: (i) there are ϵ_α, ϵ_β ∈ {±} such that ϵ = ϵ_αϵ_βϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ , Υ(Λ^⋆_1)^{ϵ+} ≼ Υ(Λ_1)^{−ϵα} , Υ(Λ_1)^{ϵα} ≼ Υ(Λ^⋆_1)^{−ϵ+} , Υ(Λ^⋆_{−1})^{ϵ−} ≼ Υ(Λ_{−1})^{−ϵβ} , Υ(Λ_{−1})^{ϵβ} ≼ Υ(Λ^⋆_{−1})^{−ϵ−} , def(Λ^⋆_1) = −pd(Λ_1)ϵ_αdef(Λ_1) + pd(Λ_1); def(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −pd(Λ_{−1})ϵ_β def(Λ_{−1}) + pd(Λ_{−1}); ϵ^⋆ = ϵ_ρ⋆ pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1})ϵ_αϵ_βε(−1); ι^⋆ = −~ι_ρ⋆ ϵ_αε(−1)^{rank(Λ⋆−1)}.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY41

(ii) { λ[a] and λ^′[a] are 2-transverse, if #[a] is odd; λ[a] and λ^′[a] are close, if #[a] is even.

(3) Let π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n+1}) and π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1,Λ}⋆_{−1} ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆_{+1}), where n ⩾ n^⋆. Assume that π_Λ⋆_{±1} ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆±}_{2m}⋆_± ), ρ = ∏ π[a] and ρ^⋆ = ∏ π^⋆[a], where π[a] (resp. π^⋆[a]) is the irreducible unipotent representation corresponding to the partition λ[a] (resp. λ^⋆[a]). Then m_ϵ(π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι}, π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1,Λ}⋆_{−1} ) ≠ 0 if and only if π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} and π_ρ⋆_{,Λ}⋆_{1 ,Λ}⋆_{−1} satisfy the following conditions: (i) there are ϵ_α, ϵ_β ∈ {±} such that ϵ = ϵϵ_αϵ_βϵ_ρ⋆ , Υ(Λ^⋆_1)^{−ι′} ≼ Υ(Λ_1)^{−ϵα} , Υ(Λ_1)^{ϵα} ≼ Υ(Λ^⋆_1)^{ι′} , Υ(Λ^⋆_{−1})^{−ι′ϵϵρϵαϵβ ε(−1)} ≼ Υ(Λ_{−1})^{−ϵβ} , Υ(Λ_{−1})^{ϵβ} ≼ Υ(Λ^⋆_{−1})^{ι′ϵϵρϵαϵβ ε(−1)}, def(Λ^⋆_1) = ι^′ϵ_αdef(Λ_1) − ι^′;

def(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = ι^′ϵϵ_ρϵ_αε(−1)def(Λ_{−1}) − ι^′ϵϵ_ρϵ_αϵ_βε(−1); where ι^′ = ι~ι_ρε(−1)^{rank(Λ−1)}.

(ii) { λ[a] and λ^′[a] are 2-transverse, if #[a] is odd; λ[a] and λ^′[a] are close, if #[a] is even.

7.2. The duality between Gan-Gross-Prasad problem and Theta correspondence. The Gan-Gross-Prasad problem is naturally related to the theta correspondence in the context of relative Langlands duality of Ben-Zvi-Sakellaridis-Venkatesh [BZSV] in the local field case. In the finite field case, a similar duality for unipotent representations of unitary groups has been proven in [LW2]. In [Wang1], we have established the duality between the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem for special orthogonal groups and the theta correspondence for the symplectic-even orthogonal dual pair. Based on the above description of the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem, we can extend the aforementioned duality to full orthogonal groups and symplectic groups.

Theorem 7.3. (1) Let π = π_{−,Λ1,−} ∈ E(Sp_{2n}, 1), and π^⋆ = π_{−,−,Λ}⋆_{−1} ∈ E(Sp_{2n}⋆ , s) where s = (−I, 1) with I being the identity in O^{ϵ′}_{2n} ∈ SO_{2n+1}(F_q ) = Sp_{2n}(F_q )^∗. Let π^′ := L^{can}(π^⋆) ∈ E(O^{ϵ′}_{2n}⋆ , 1). Then m_ϵ(π, π^⋆) = ⟨AC(π) ⊗ AC(−ε(−1)ϵϵ^′ · π^′), ω^{ϵ′}_{n,n}⋆ ⟩, where AC is the Alvis-Curtis duality, and ω^{ϵ′}_{n,n}⋆ is the Weil representation for (Sp_{2n}, O^{ϵ′}_{2n}⋆ ) and −ε(−1)ϵϵ^′ · π^′ = { π^′ if − ε(−1)ϵϵ^′ = +; sgn · π^′ if − ε(−1)ϵϵ^′ = −.

In other words, the above equation can be visualized as a diagram:

π ∈ E(Sp_{2n}, 1)^{GGP} //

AC fflffl

⨁ π^⋆, π^⋆ ∈ E(Sp_{2n}⋆ , s)

AC∘(−ε(−1)ϵϵ^′)∘L^{can} fflffl π ∈ E(Sp_{2n}, 1)^{theta lfiting} // ⨁ π^′, π^′ ∈ E(O^{ϵ′}_{2n}⋆ , 1).

(2) Let π = π_{−,Λ1,−} ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n}, 1), and π^⋆ = π_{−,Λ}⋆_{1,−,ι}⋆ ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆_{+1}, 1). Let π^′ := L^{can}(π^⋆) ∈ E(Sp_{2n}⋆ , 1). Then m_{ε(−1)ϵϵ}⋆ (π, π^⋆) = ⟨AC(π^′) ⊗ AC(−ι^⋆ϵ · π), ω^ϵ_{n,n}⋆ ⟩, The above equation can be visualized as a diagram:

π ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n}, 1)^{GGP} //

AC∘(−ι^⋆ϵ) fflffl

⨁ π^⋆, π^⋆ ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆_{+1}, 1)

AC∘L^{can} fflffl π ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n}, 1)^{theta lfiting} // ⨁ π^′, π^′ ∈ E(Sp_{2n}⋆ , 1).

(3) Let π = π_{−,Λ1,−,ι} ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n+1}, 1), and π^⋆ = π_{−,Λ}⋆_{1 ,−} ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆ , 1). Let π^′ := L^{can}(π) ∈ E(Sp_{2n}, 1). Then m_{ϵϵ}⋆ (π, π^⋆) = ⟨AC(π^′) ⊗ AC(−ιϵ^⋆ · π), ω^ϵ_{n,n}⋆ ⟩, The above equation can be visualized as a diagram:

π ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n+1}, 1)^{GGP} //

AC∘L^{can} fflffl

⨁ π^⋆, π^⋆ ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆ , 1)

AC∘(−ι^⋆ϵ) fflffl π ∈ E(Sp_{2n}, 1)^{theta lfiting} // ⨁ π^′, π^′ ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆ , 1). Proof. We only prove (1). In this case, the conditions in Theorem 7.2 means that there are ϵ_α, ϵ_β ∈ {±} such that ϵ = ϵ_αϵ_β, Υ(Λ^⋆_{−1})^{−ϵαϵβ ε(−1)} ≼ Υ(Λ_1)^{ϵα} , Υ(Λ_1)^{−ϵα} ≼ Υ(Λ^⋆_{−1})^{ϵαϵβ ε(−1)}, def(Λ^⋆_{−1}) = −ϵ_βε(−1)(def(Λ_1) − ϵ_α).

The last equation implies that ϵ_α = ϵ^⋆. Then (1) immediately follows from Theorem 4.3. □

The general case is much more complicated because many signs are involved. However, once we ignore them, there exists a duality between theta lifting and Gan-Gross-Prasad problem.

Theorem 7.4. (1) Let π ∈ E(Sp_{2n}), and π^⋆ ∈ E(Sp_{2n}⋆ ). Then we have the following commutative diagram up to a twist of the sgn character on orthogonal groups:

π ∈ E(Sp_{2n})^{GGP} //

AC∘L^{can} fflffl

⨁ π^⋆, π^⋆ ∈ E(Sp_{2n}⋆ , s)

AC∘L^{can} fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1}^{theta lfiting} // ⨁ π^⋆, ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1}

where the sum in the bottom right corner runs over representations such that • ρ = ∏ [a],a≠±1 π[a] and ρ ⋆ = ∏ [a],a≠±1 π ⋆[a]

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY43

• For each [a], π^⋆[−a] appears in theta lifting of π[a]; • L^{can}(π^⋆_{Λ1} ) appears in theta lifting of π_{Λ−1} ; • π^⋆_{Λ−1} appears in theta lifting of L^{can}(π_{Λ1} ).

(2) Let π ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n}), and π^⋆ ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆_{+1}). Then we have the following commutative diagram up to a twist of the sgn character on orthogonal groups:

π ∈ E(O^ϵ_{2n})^{GGP} //

AC∘L^{can} fflffl

⨁ π^⋆, π^⋆ ∈ E(O^{ϵ⋆}_{2n}⋆ , s)

AC∘L^{can} fflffl ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1}^{theta lfiting} // ⨁ π^⋆, ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} ⊗ ι^⋆

where the sum in the bottom right corner runs over representations such that • ρ = ∏ [a],a≠±1 π[a] and ρ ⋆ = ∏ [a],a≠±1 π ⋆[a] • For each [a], π^⋆[a] appears in theta lifting of π[a]; • L^{can}(π^⋆_{Λ1} ) appears in theta lifting of π_{Λ1} ; • L^{can}(π^⋆_{Λ−1} ) appears in theta lifting of π_{Λ−1} .

7.3. A description of the first descent case. Although the description of the multiplicity in the finite Gan-Gross-Prasad problem (as shown in Theorem 7.2) is quite complicated, the first descent case of the problem is simple. This case is similar to the first occurrence case of theta lifting. We have already constructed a functor D^∗_ϵ for basic representations, and we can read the action of D^∗_ϵ for all representations by referring to Theorem 7.2. To calculate the first descent of an irreducible representation π, we need to find the representations that live in the smallest groups, and satisfy the conditions in Theorem 7.2. This process is a direct but complex combinatorial calculation, which we will leave to the readers. Here, we present the results.

Let Λ = (_{a1,··· ,am} b_1,··· ,b_m′ ) be a symbol. Set

ζ(Λ) =

{+} if a_1 > b_1 {−} if a_1 < b_1 {±} if a_1 = b_1

Assume that G_n = Sp_{2n}, and ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ∈ E(C_G∗_n (s)). Then we set

D^∗_ϵ (ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ) = {⨁ ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} if ϵ = ϵ_αϵ_βϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ ;

0 otherwise,

where the direct sum runs over irreducible representations ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} such that

• ρ^⋆ = ρ^−_1 ;

• −ϵ_α ∈ ζ(^dΛ_1), and ϵ_β ∈ ζ(^dΛ_{−1});

• The symbol Λ^⋆_1 is obtained by following these steps: (1) Take the Alvis-Curtis dual^dΛ_{−1}, (2) Removing the maximal number in the top (resp. bottom) line in^dΛ_{−1} if ϵ_β = + (resp. ϵ_β = − ), (3) Swapping the arrays of Λ_{−1} if ϵ_βpd(Λ_{−1}) = +, (4) Retake the Alvis-Curtis dual;

• The symbol Λ^⋆_{−1} is obtained by following these steps: (1) Take the Alvis-Curtis dual^dΛ_1, (2) Removing the maximal number in the top (resp. bottom) line in^dΛ_1 if −ϵ_α = +

(resp. −ϵ_α = − ), (3) Swapping the arrays of Λ_1 if ε(−1)ϵ_β pd(Λ_{−1}) = +, (4) Retake the Alvis-Curtis dual.

Assume that G_n = O^ϵ_{2n}, and ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ∈ E(C_G∗_n (s)). Then we set

D^∗_ϵ′ (ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ1} ) = {⨁ ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} ⊗ ι^⋆ if ϵ^′ = ϵ_αϵ_βϵ_ρϵ_ρ⋆ ;

0 otherwise,

where the direct sum runs over irreducible representations ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} ⊗ ι^⋆ such that

• ρ^⋆ = ρ_1;

• ϵ_α ∈ ζ(^dΛ_1), and ϵ_β ∈ ζ(^dΛ_{−1});

• The symbol Λ^⋆_1 is obtained by following these steps: (1) Take the Alvis-Curtis dual^dΛ_1, (2) Removing the maximal number in the top (resp. bottom) line in^dΛ_1 if ϵ_α = + (resp. ϵ_α = − ), (3) Swapping the arrays of Λ_1 if ϵ_αpd(Λ_1) = + (4) Retake the Alvis-Curtis dual;

• The symbol Λ^⋆_{−1} is obtained by following these steps: (1) Take the Alvis-Curtis dual^dΛ_{−1}, (2) Removing the maximal number in the top (resp. bottom) line in^dΛ_{−1} if ϵ_β = + (resp. ϵ_β = − ), (3) Swapping the arrays of Λ_{−1} if ϵ_βpd(Λ_{−1}) = + (4) Retake the Alvis-Curtis dual;

• ι^⋆ = −~ι_ρ⋆ ϵ_αε(−1)^{rank(Λ−1)}.

Assume that G_n = O^ϵ_{2n+1}, and ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ−1} ⊗ ι ∈ E(C_G∗_n (s)). Then we set

D^∗_ϵ′ (ρ ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ π_{Λ1} ⊗ ι) = {⨁ ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} if ϵ^′ = ϵ_αϵ_βϵϵ_ρ⋆ ;

0 otherwise,

where the direct sum runs over irreducible representations ρ^⋆ ⊗ π_Λ⋆_1 ⊗ π_Λ⋆_{−1} such that

• ρ^⋆ = ρ_1;

• ϵ_α ∈ ζ(^dΛ_1), and ϵ_β ∈ ζ(^dΛ_{−1}); • let ι^′ = ι~ι_ρε(−1)^{rank(Λ−1)};

• The symbol Λ^⋆_1 is obtained by following these steps: (1) Take the Alvis-Curtis dual^dΛ_1, (2) Removing the maximal number in the top (resp. bottom) line in^dΛ_1 if ϵ_α = + (resp. ϵ_α = − ), (3) Swapping the arrays of Λ_1 if ϵ_αι^′ = − (4) Retake the Alvis-Curtis dual;

• The symbol Λ^⋆_{−1} iis obtained by following these steps: (1) Take the Alvis-Curtis dual^dΛ_{−1}, (2) Removing the maximal number in the top (resp. bottom) line in^dΛ_1 if ϵ_β = + (resp. ϵ_β = − ), (3) Swapping the arrays of Λ_{−1} if ι^′ϵϵ_ρϵ_αε(−1) = −, (4) Retake the Alvis-Curtis dual.

For basic representations, the definition of D^∗_ϵ coincides with D^∗_ϵ defined in Section 7.

In most cases, the first descent of an irreducible representation is also irreducible. However, there is a non-irreducible first descent case that occurs only in a specific situation. In the D^∗_ϵ functor, we need to remove the largest element of some symbols. In most cases, the largest element is unique, which is the irreducible first descent case. However, when the largest elements are not unique, we need to choose one of them. Each choice will then give us an irreducible constituent of the first descent.

Example 7.5. Consider the trivial representation 1 of Sp_2(F_q ), which corresponds to the symbol

Λ_1 = ( 1 − ) , with^dΛ_1 = ( 1, 0 1 ) .

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY45

In this case, ϵ_α can be both + and −. Since the representation 1 does not have the (−1)-part and the empty (−1)-part corresponds to the trivial symbol ( − − ) , the sign ϵ_β can be both + and −. Then we have the following descent diagram 1 yysss sss sss ss %%KK KKK KKK KKK π_Λ′_{−1} ⊕ π_Λ⋆_{−1} fflffl π_Λ′t_{−1} ⊕ π_Λ⋆t_{−1} fflffl 1 ⊕ 1 1 ⊕ 1 where Λ^′_{−1} = ( 1 0 ) and Λ^∗_{−1} = ( 1, 0 − ) . The representations π_Λ′_{−1} and π_Λ⋆_{−1} in the descent of 1 correspond to the pairs (ϵ_α, ϵ_β) = (−, +) and (ϵ_α, ϵ_β) = (+, −), respectively. Note that π_Λ′_{−1} and π_Λ⋆_{−1} have different cuspidal supports. Namely, π_Λ⋆_{−1} itself is cuspidal, while the cuspidal support of π_Λ′_{−1} is the trivial representation of Sp_0(F_q ). Thus in general different choices of ϵ_α in the descent may give rise to representations with different cuspidal supports.

Combining Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 7.2, we find that the diagram (6.1) is not only commutative for basic representations, but also for all representations.

Corollary 7.6. Let π ∈ E(G) where G is either a symplectic group, odd orthogonal group or a even orthogonal group. Then we have the following commutative diagram

(7.7) π^{∗ Θ} ∗ n,n′ //

D^∗_ϵ fflffl π^{′∗}

D^∗_ϵ fflffl π L^{can}

66mmm mmmm mmmm mmmm mm

D_{ℓ,ϵ} fflffl

Θ_{n,n}′ // π^′

L^{can}

66lll llll llll llll ll

D_ℓ′_{,ϵ} fflffl π^{⋆∗} ∈ D^∗_ϵ (π^∗)^Θ ∗ m,m′ // π^{⋆′∗} ∈ D^∗_ϵ (π^{′∗})

π^⋆ ∈ D_{ℓ,ϵ}(π) L^{can}

66nn nnn nnn nnn n_{Θm,m′} // π^{⋆′} ∈ D_{ℓ,ϵ}(π^′) L^{can}

66mmm mmmm mmmm mm

.

Corollary 7.7. Let G be a symplectic group or orthogonal group. Then we have G π sgn · π π^c χ · π Sp_{2n} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ}t_{−1} O^ϵ_{2n} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1} π_{ρ,Λ}t_{1,Λ}t_{−1} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ}t_{−1} π_ρ′_{,Λ}′_{−1,Λ}′_1 O^ϵ_{2n+1} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,ι} π_{ρ,Λ1,Λ−1,−ι} π_ρ′_{,Λ−1,Λ1,ι}′_ι where we set Λ^′_{±1} = { Λ_{±1} if pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1}) = +; Λ^t_{±1} if pd(Λ_1)pd(Λ_{−1}) = −, and ι^′ = χ_G(−I).

Proof. We will start by providing the first three columns of the table. The symplectic and odd orthogonal cases have already been proven in Corollary 3.5.

Next, we need to calculate sgn · π of O^ϵ_{2n}(F_q ). We claim that there exists an irreducible representation π^′ of an odd orthogonal group such that the first descent D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (π^′) = π. In fact, by Corollary 7.6, we know that D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}(π^′) = π if and only if D^∗_ϵ (L^{can}(π^′)) = L^{can}(π). Recall that D^∗_ϵ is defined as taking the Alvis-Curtis dual of certain symbols and removing certain elements. To find π^′, we can do the opposite, which is to add some elements. By doing this, we can find an irreducible representation π^′. Using Theorem 5.14 (iii), we have D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}′ (sgn · π^′) = sgn · π. Although Theorem 5.14 (iii) is only for basic representation, it is not difficult to generalize the same statement to all representations. Thus, the description of sgn · π follows from the description of sgn · π^′ and the definition of D^∗_ϵ .

Let us now consider π^c of O^ϵ_{2n}(F_q ). Let π^{′′} be an irreducible representation of a symplectic group such that π^{′′} appears in the theta lifting of π. Then by [P3, Lemma 5.3], we know that (π^{′′})^c appears in the theta lifting of π^c. Hence the description of π^c follows from the description of (π^{′′})^c and Theorem 6.1 (3).

We now turn to proving the fourth column of the table. Let G be an odd or even orthogonal group. Consider the first descent D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}⋆ (π) = π^⋆ of π, where π^⋆ is a representation of G^⋆ (a smaller orthogonal group than G), which may not be irreducible. By Theorem 5.13 (ii) and Theorem 5.14 (iv) (which can be generalized to all representations), we have D^B_{ℓ,ϵ}⋆ (χ_G · π) = χ_G⋆ · π^⋆. Then, we can obtain the description of χ_G · π by induction on n. □

Remark 7.8. The above description of representations of even orthogonal group is compatible with the fact (χ_G · π^c)^c = sgn · χ_G · π.

References

[AM] J. Adams, A. Moy, Unipotent representations and reductive dual pairs over finite fields, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 340 (1993) 309–321.

[AMR] A.-M. Aubert, J. Michel, R. Rouquier, Correspondance de Howe pour les groupes reductifs sur les corps finis, Duke Math. J. 83, 2 (1996), 353–397.

[BZSV] D. Ben-Zvi, Y. Sakellaridis, A. Venkatesh, Relative Langlands Duality, preprint. Available at https://www.math.ias.edu/ akshay/research/BZSVpaperV1.pdf.

[DL] P. Deligne, G. Lusztig, Representations of reductive groups over finite fields, Ann. of Math. 103 (1976), 103–161.

[DM] F. Digne and J. Michel, Representations of finite groups of Lie type, London Mathematical Society Student Texts (Book 21). Cambridge University Press, 1991.

[Gec] M. Geck, A first guide to the character theory of finite groups of Lie type, arXiv:1705.05083 (2017). [GGP1] W. T. Gan, Benedict H. Gross and D. Prasad, Symplectic local root numbers, central critical L-values and restriction problems in the representation theory of classical groups, Astérisque. No. 346 (2012), 1–109.

[GGP2] , Restrictions of representations of classical groups: examples, Astérisque. No.346 (2012), 111–170. [Ger] P. Gérardin, Weil representations associated to finite fields, J. Algebra 46 (1977), 54–101. [GM] M. Geck and G. Malle, The Character Theory of Finite Groups of Lie Type: A Guided Tour, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 187, Cambridge University Press, 2020.

[GP1] B. Gross, D. Prasad, On the decomposition of a representation of SOn when restricted to SOn−1. Canad. J.

Math. 44 (1992), 974–1002.

[GP2] , On irreducible representations of SO2n+1 × SO2m. Canad. J. Math. 46 (1994), 930–950. [GW1] W.T. Gan, B. P. J. Wang, Generalised Whittaker models as instances of relative Langlands duality, arXiv:2309.08874.

[GW2] , Generalised Whittaker models as instances of relative Langlands duality II: Plancherel density and global periods, arXiv:arXiv:2401.06624.

LUSZTIG’S JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND A FINITE FIELD INSTANCE OF RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY47

[H] R. E. Howe, Two conjectures about reductive p-adic groups, pp. 377-380 in Harmonic analysis on homogeneous spaces (Williamstown, MA, 1972), edited by C. C. Moore, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 26, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1973.

[L1] G. Lusztig, Irreducible representations of finite classical groups, Invent. Math. 43 (1977), 125–175. [L2] , Some problems in the representation theory of finite Chevalley groups, in The Santa Cruz Conference on Finite Groups (Univ. California, Santa Cruz, CA, 1979), Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 37, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1980, 313–317.

[L3] , Unipotent characters of the symplectic and odd orthogonal groups over a finite field, Invent. Math.

64 (1981), 263–296.

[L4] , Unipotent characters of the even orthogonal groups over a finite field, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 272 (1982), 733–751.

[L5] , Characters of reductive groups over a finite field, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, N.J., 1984. [L6] , On the representations of reductive groups with disconnected centre, in: Orbites unipotentes et représentations I. Groupes finis et algèbres de Hecke, Astérisque 168, Société Mathématique de France, Paris (1988), 157-166.

[LS] G. Lusztig, B. Srinivasan, The characters of the finite unitary groups, J. Algebra 49 (1977), 167-171. [LW1] D. Liu and Z. Wang, Remarks on the theta correspondence over finite fields, to appear in Pacific J. Math arXiv:1901.01671 (2019).

[LW2] , On the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem for finite unitary groups, Math. Z. 297 (2021), no. 3–4, 997–1021. [Ma] G. Malle, Cuspidal characters and automorphisms, Adv. Math. 320 (2017), 887-903. [MQZ] J. Ma, C. Qiu, J. Zou, Generic Hecke algebra and theta correspondence over finite fields, Adv. Math. 438 (2024), Paper No. 109444, 44 pp.

[MVW] C. Mœglin, M.-F. Vignéras, J.-L. Waldspurger, Correspondances de Howe sur un corps p-adique, Lecture Notes in Math. vol. 1291, Springer-Verlag, 1987.

[P1] S.-Y. Pan, Howe correspondence of unipotent characters for a finite symplectic/even-orthogonal dual pair, arXiv:1901.00623 (2019).

[P2] , Lusztig Correspondence and Howe Correspondence for Finite Reductive Dual Pairs, arXiv:1906.01158 (2019).

[P3] , On the Unicity and the Ambiguity of Lusztig Parametrizations for Finite Classical Groups, arXiv:2206.04900 (2022).

[PW1] Z.Peng, Z. Wang, Wavefront sets and descent method for finite symplectic groups, Israel Journal of Mathematics, to appear, arXiv:2210.06263 (2022).

[PW2] , Wavefront sets and descent method for finite unitary groups, Math. Z, 305, 65 (2023) [Sr1] B. Srinivasan, Weil representations of finite classical groups, Invent. Math. 51 (1979), 143–153. [Sr2] B. Srinivasan, Representations of finite Chevalley groups, Lecture Notes in Math. 764, Springer-Verlag, 1979. [SV] Y. Sakellaridis, A. Venkatesh, Periods and harmonic analysis on spherical varieties, Astérisque No. 396 (2017), viii+360 pp.

[Sze] F. Szechtman, Weil representations of the symplectic group, J. Algebra 208 (1998), no. 2, 662-686 [Wal1] J.-L. Waldspurger, Intégrales orbitales nilpotentes et endoscopie pour les groupes classiques non ramifiés, Astérisque No. 269 (2001), vi+449 pp.

[Wal2] , Une conjecture de Lusztig pour les groupes classiques., Mém. Soc. Math. Fr. (N.S.) 96 (2004). [Wang1] Z. Wang, On the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem for finite classical groups, Adv. Math. 393 (2021), Paper No.

108095, 72 pp.

[Wang2] Z. Wang, Lusztig correspondence and the Gan-Gross-Prasad problem, arXiv:2104.14473 (2021).

School of Mathematical Science, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, Zhejiang, P.R. China

Email address: 11735009@zju.edu.cn