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1. Heisenberg groups

Fix a field k not of characteristic 2.
[1.1] Tangible models A small Heisenberg group over k can be modelled by the group of matrices of the
form [

1
H={]0 s xy,z €k}
0

(=i
— W

Larger Heisenberg groups over k are formed by replacing scalar x,y by vectors:

1 1 =z T z
0 1 0 0 1
1 z =z . . : 1
H={|l01, y| = 0 0 - 0 : crx=(x1 ... x),y=| 1 |, z€k}
0 1 : : 0 Yn—1 Yn
0 0 0 1 Yn
0 0 0 0 1
Multiplication is
1 =z =z 1 2 2 1 z4+2 242 +ay
0 1 y 01 ¢y ] =10 1 y+y
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1

where the 1-by-1 product xy’ of 1-by-n and n-by-1 matrices is viewed as a scalar. Inverses are

-1

1 =z =z 1 —x —z+4u2ay
01 y =10 1 —y
0 0 1 0 O 1
The center Z is small:
1 0 =z
Z={101 0] :z€k}
0 0 1

1] Strictly speaking, these are non-reduced Heisenberg groups. Various quotients by subgroups of the center, reduced
Heisenberg groups are also technically useful.
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Commutators are

-1

1 z =z 1 2 2 1 z =z 1 2 =z 1 0 =y —2'y
0 1 vy 0o 1 01 y 0 1 ¢ = (0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1
This introduces an alternating form (,) on k*":
(xdy, 2 oy) = zy —2'y (with =, 2" row vectors, ¥,y columns)

The commutator computation shows that H/Z is abelian.

[1.1.1] Remark: There are obvious abstractions and de-coordinatizations of the above. For example, we
can fix a k-vectorspace W, let W* be its dual, and define a group structure on W* & W & k by the same
pattern of symbols

N w, z) (Nyw',2") = A+ N, w+w', 2+ 2" + ') (with w,w’ € W, A, N € W* and 2,2’ € k)

2. Uniqueness for given non-trivial central character

The general assertion is that, given a non-trivial central character of a given Heisenberg group, there is a
unique irreducible with that central character.

Let k be a finite field with g elements, ¢ odd. The cardinality of the n*"* Heisenberg group H over k is ¢>"*1.
On an irreducible complex representation m of H the center Z acts by a character w, by Schur’s Lemma.

Since H/Z =~ k®" is abelian, the irreducibles with trivial central character w are one-dimensional, the ¢*"
characters of the additive group k2".

The irreducibles 7 with non-trivial central character w are of greater interest. The restriction of such 7 to
the (maximal) abelian subgroup

1
A={|0 €H} =~ k"®k}
0

o =8
— O W

decomposes as a sum of one-dimensional irreducibles, each of which is w on Z. The commutation relation

-1

1 0 0 1 = 0 1 0 0 1 = O 1 0 0 1 =z —xy
0 1 y 0 1 0 01 y =10 1 y 01 -yl =101 0
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1
shows that when one character 9 of A appears in the restriction of w to A, necessarily
100 1 z 0 10 0\ ' 1 = —wy
w( 01 y|[o1o0]) |01y ):u; 01 0 | = ¢@) w—zy)
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1

also appears. For non-trivial w, as y € k" varies, * — w(—=zy) ranges through all characters on k™. That
is, when 7 has non-trivial central character, all characters of A ~ k™ @ k restricting to w on Z ~ k appear
at least once in 7 restricted to A. There are ¢™ such characters for fixed w, so the dimension of = with any
non-trivial central character is at least q™.
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Ezistence of an irreducible with given (non-trivial or not) central character w follows from existence of the
induced representation Indg 1, where 1) is any character on A that restricts to w on Z. Since #(H/A) = ¢",
the number of characters 9 of A extending w, each such induced representation is irreducible. That is, for
non-trivial central character w and any v extending w to A, Indi\[ 1) is irreducible.

The finiteness quickly shows there is exactly one irreducible m with given non-trivial central character w,
since the sum of squares of dimensions of irreducibles is the cardinality of the group. From the inequality

q2n+1 _ |H‘ _ Z ]_2+ Z (dim’ﬂ')2 > q2n+(q71).(qn)2 _ q2n+1

one—dim’l 7 non—trivial w

we find that the inequality is an equality. Thus, the dimension of 7 with non-trivial central character is
exactly g2, and each character of A that restricts to w on Z occurs exactly once. That is, for given non-trivial
central character w, up to isomorphism there is a unique irreducible m with central character w.

[2.0.1] Remark: This uniqueness is a trivial analogue of the assertion of the Stone-vonNeumann theorem,
which makes the corresponding assertion over R. Of course, no dimension-counting argument is available
over R.

3. Automorphisms of Heisenberg groups

Given an irreducible 7 of H, and given an automorphism « of H, the twist 7% : h — m(«h) is a representation
of H on the same representation space as that of w. For automorphisms « trivial on the center Z of H, the
twist 7@ has the same central character w as w. By the uniqueness of the irreducibles with given non-trivial
central character w, for automorphism « trivial on Z, 7® ~ m as H-representations.

The group of automorphisms of H fixing Z element-wise is large, as becomes visible with a more coordinate-
independent description of the group. Although the matrix description gives an immediate sense of how the
group behaves, it accidentally makes some misleading distinctions via the z,y coordinates above.

In particular, we show that, for a given field k (not characteristic 2), a 2n-dimensional k-vectorspace V' with
a non-degenerate alternating form (,) completely specifies a Heisenberg-type group H = H(V, (,)), and any
linear automorphism of V' preserving the alternating form gives an automorphism of H.

First, reconsider a Heisenberg group in coordinates. Because the characteristic is not 2 there is an exponential

map
2

0 =z =z 0 = =z 0 = =z 1z 24 %
exp|l0 0 y| =12+ |0 0 y|+3[0 0 y|] =101 y
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
from the Lie algebra
0 = =z
b={|0 0 y]}
0 0 O

of the Heisenberg group H to the Heisenberg group. The coordinates (x,y, z) on the Lie algebra turn out
to be better than the seemingly-natural coordinates on the group H: we will use notation

0 = =z 1 =z z+ %y
(r,9,2) =exp| 0 O y| =0 1 y
0 0 O 0 0 1
Ignoring the center,
1 =z 2 1 2 “3/2’/ 1 x+4a %’—!—%—I—xy'
(,9,0)- (¢',9/,0) = [0 1 g 01 ¢y =10 1 y+y
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1
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xy — Jc'y)
2
That is, in Lie algebra/exponential coordinates, letting v = (x,y,0) and v' = (2/,4/,0),

= (x+x/’y+y/70>'(0707

(v,v')

v-v' = (v+) (0,0, 5

)

Using the (x,y, z) coordinates on the Lie algebra b, the Lie bracket is

!/ /

0 =z =z 0 2 =z 0 2 =z 0 ~ =z
[(z,y,2), (@92 = [0 0 y ][O0 O ¢ |—-[0 0 ¢ |[O0O Oy
0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 0
0 0 zy —2'y
=100 0 = (0,0,zy" — 2'y)
0 0 0

Abstracting this computation, for given k-vectorspace V' with non-degenerate alternating form (, ), put a Lie
algebra 2 structure h on V @ k by Lie bracket

[Vdz, v ®2] = 0 (v,0)
In exponential coordinates on H, the exponential map h — H with H =~ V @ k is notated
exp(v®z) = vP 2

with Lie group structure on H by

/
wdz2)-(Wd) = (v+v)D(z+2 + %) (exponential coordinates in H)

In the Lie algebra/exponential coordinates, any k-linear map ¢g : V' — V preserving the alternating form
gives an automorphism 7, of the Lie algebra h ~ V @ k and and of the Lie group H = V @ k, by

T(vBz) = gudz (same expression for both h and H)

4. Segal-Shale-Weil/oscillator representations

The uniqueness of the representation 7 with fixed non-trivial central character w of the Heisenberg group
H =V @k, almost gives a representation of the isometry group Sp(V) = Sp(V, (,)) of {,) on V.

What literally arises is a projective representation p of Sp(V) on 7, meaning that each p(g) is ambiguous
by a scalar depending on g, as follows. Let m be an irreducible of H on a complex vectorspace X, with
non-trivial central character w. The twist 79 given by m9(h)(z) = n(74h)(z) is a representation of H on the
same vectorspace X.

By uniqueness, the twist 79 is H-isomorphic to 7. 31 By Schur’s lemma, this isomorphism is unique up to
constants. That is, there is an H-isomorphism p(g) : (79, X) — (7, X), unique up to scalar multiples.

2 m positive characteristic, generally a Lie algebra needs some further structure to behave properly, but in this
simple situation the potential troubles do not appear.

Bl The map (m, X) — (79, X) by the identity mapping on X is most likely not an H-homomorphism.
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That is, p(g) : X — X is a (linear) automorphism of X.

For a subgroup © C Sp(V), a family of choices {p(g)} isomorphism p(g) : X — X with the multiplicative
compatibility
p(zy) = p(x) o p(y) (for z,y € ©)

is a Segal-Shale- Weil/oscillator representation of ©.

The only possible adjustment of an initial choice of p(g)’s, to try to achieve the multiplicative compatibility,
is by constants. There is no advance assurance that adjustment of constants to achieve multiplicative
compatibility is possible. (4]

Over a finite field, we can exhibit a compatible family of choices for g in a subgroup of the full isometry group
Sp(V'). For example, Sp(V) has subgroups of the form O(Q) x Sp(V’) C Sp(V) where @ is a non-degenerate
quadratic space, V' is a non-degenerate alternating space, and V =~ Q ® V’. The alternating form on Q ® V'
is

(z@v,2’' @) = (x,2")qg - (v,0")v

where (,)o is the symmetric form on @ and (,)ys is the alternating form on V’. The inclusion
0(Q) x Sp(V') c Sp(V) is induced by the linear isomorphism Q @ V! = V.
[4.1] Canonical intertwinings There is a constructions of a family of copies of 7 facilitating discussion

of twists w9 by g € Sp(V).

A Lagrangian or mazimal totally isotropic subspace W of V is one on which (w;,ws) = 0 for all
w1, we € W. For fixed non-trivial central character w, given a Lagrangian subspace W, extend w trivially to
W o Z=exp(Wd Z) by w(expW) = {1} and still denote this extension by w. Let

Iy = Indﬁ,@z w = {C-valued f on H : f(ah) = w(a)- f(h) for a € exp(W & Z)}
By uniqueness, the unique (isomorphism class) of irreducible(s) with central character w is m & Iyy.

A function f € Iy is determined by its values on any Lagrangian subspace complementary to W. (sl

For a linear map g : V — V preserving the alternating form, writing (g - f)(h) = f(74h), the twist 79 ~ I},
is identifiable as

{rgffor f e Iy} = {f9on H: 75f(ah) = f(a9h9) = w(a?) - T,f(h) for a € exp(W & Z)} = Iws

By uniqueness, for fixed non-trivial w all these twists are H-isomorphic. Conveniently, there is a natural
explicit expression for an intertwining Ty _w : Iyy — Iy for any two Lagrangian subspaces W, W':

(Twow ) = 3 fle-h) (writing e = exp(u))

wEW' [(W/NW)

Such a map is the identity for W = W’. By Schur, every such map is either 0 or an H-isomorphism. To see
that such an intertwining is non-zero, apply it to the function dy € Iy given by

0 forh¢geVt?
ow (h) =
w(z) for h=e"t* =e%e* withw € W and z € Z

[4] Indeed, achieving multiplicative compatibility is not possible for odd n over local fields R or Qp, for non-trivial
reasons.

(5] Thus, often, one finds the vector space Iy identified with L? on a fixed complementary Lagrangian subspace,
although this presents some hazards.
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We have
1 1
(Twowdw)(h) = o 5™ Gl h) = - S w(en)
#(W n W) ueW’ #(W nw ) ueW’:e*heexp(W+2)
Taking h=1€¢ H,
1 1
(Twowdw)(1) = ————0 3 Gu(e") = ———— 3 wiet) = 1
#(W nw ) ueW’ #(W nw ) ueW’:evcexp(W+2)

Thus, Tw _w- is non-zero.

Fix Lagrangian W, and as a naive approximation to a Segal-Shale-Weil /oscillator representation p™f on Iy
take p"f(g) to be the composition

P (9) =Twosw oty + Iw — Ify = Iws — Iy

There is no guarantee that this normalizes-by-constants to achieve multiplicativity p™(xy) = p(x) o p™(y).
In fact, it does not, but, with this as starting point, we can hope to adjust to arrange p(xy) = p(z) o p(y).
Multiplicativity holds up to scalars. Therefore, to determine the (scalar!) discrepancy, if any, it suffices to
examine the behavior of a single function, such as dy, evaluated at a single point, for example 1.

5. The simplest case: SLy(F,)

Let @ ~ Fy be an n-dimensional non-degenerate quadratic space. Take V = Q ® IE‘?I where ]Fz has the usual
alternating form

(), (@) = =y’ —a'y (for z,y,a’,y" € Fy)
This gives a natural imbedding O(Q) x SLy(Fy) C Sp(V). Let e1,ey be the standard basis of Fz, and
W; =T, - e;. Use Lagrangian subspace W = Q ® Wy C V and W' = Q ® W1, and coordinates (u,v, z) € h
with w € W/, v € W, and z € Fy. In these coordinates, G = SLy(F,) acts by matrix multiplication on u,v
and trivially on the center:

Te(u,v,2) = (u,v,2)- ¢ = (u,v,2) <Z 2) = (ua+ve, ub+vd, z) (for x = <CCL Z) € SLy(Fy))

The standard (upper-triangular) parabolic P C G stabilizes Wa, and, therefore, W. The Bruhat
decomposition has just two cells: SLy(F,) = PU Pw,P. For z € SLy(F,),

W forxze P
wernw =
{0} forz¢gP

[5.1] Naive approximation to the Segal-Shale-Weil /oscillator representation  Our naive approxima-
tion to a Segal-Shale-Weil /oscillator representation p"f of G' on Iy = Indé{,@ Zw is

px) = 7, (for x € P)

pM(x) = Twewor, (forxgP)

[5.2] The big cell Even though SL(2(F,) is finite, there is considerable sense in construing generic
elements of SLy(F,) as lying in the big cell Pw,P. The heuristic is that adjusting constants to achieve

6
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multiplicative compatibility for x,y, zy all in the big cell should suggest correct constant adjustment on the
whole SLy(F,).

For z = <Z Z) € SLy(Fy) with ¢ # 0,

(P""(@) ) (,0.0) = (Twoosw 7:/)(,0,0) = 3 (mf)((0.,0)- (u,0,0))

velFn
U U
= > @H(0.0,-5) (we.0) = 3 w(=F) - fluatve ub+vd,0)
velfn velFn
With f = ow the only non-zero summand is where ua + vc = 0, giving v = —ua/c, and
ua
(T o) (,0,0) = w( )

The value at 1y is
(TWI_>WT£6W)(O,O7O) =1

— a b — a/ bl s /I
Form-(c d)andy—<c, d,)wwhc,c,c #£ 0, let

a b\ _fa b a vy * *
o dr) T T e a ¢ d )  \ecd+dd cb+dd

Compute the composition of Tyy=_w o 7, and Tyv_w o 7, on oy evaluated at 1g:
(Twew TaTwow 7y6w)(0,0,0) = > (raTwvw 70w )(0,u,0)

ueFn
= Z (TWy—WV TyKSW)((O,U,O)x) = Z Z (Ty5W)<(O,U,O) . (O7u’0)x>
uEFg vngung
— Z Z ow ((O,U,O)y . (O,u,O)xy) = Z Z 5W((Ucl,vd’,0) (e, ud”, 0))
VG uek velfr uelkr
= Z Z S (vc’ +uc”, vd + ud’, _vc’ -Zud“ . uc“2~ vd’)

velF? uelkr

The first argument of dy must be 0 to give a non-zero value, so the sum is over u, v such that v’ +uc” = 0.
Replacing v by —uc” /¢’ gives

/! 1/ /! /1 q!
, ,ouc’ - ud uc” - uc'd
+ ud”, -

_ucll
(Tws—w 7o Towv—w 7y0w)(0,0,0) = S 5W(0, —d : =

ueFy

_ Z w(u2 ' C//(C/dllci C//d/)>

ueFy

Expanding and simplifying,
dd"—c"d = d () +dd) — (ca' +dc)d = c(b'd —dd) = —c

7
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Thus,
Cc C
(TWI—>W TxTWy_>W Ty(SW)(0,0,0) = E W( - U2 . 7/)

Meanwhile, we saw that
(TWzy_>W Txy 5[/1/)(0, 0, 0) =1

Thus, the (scalar) discrepancy between p™(xy) and p™(x) o p*(y), for x,y, 2y in the big cell, is

Pnf(ﬂf) © Pnf(y) = Tweow TeTwvw Ty
d'c d'c P
= ZW(—U2'7>'TW1y*>WTxy = Zw(—u2-7)-p“(acy)
uEF(;L UEF;’
We want to adjust all the p*(x) by constants to recover multiplicativity.

Since the groundfield is F,, as opposed to R or Q,,, the quadratic exponential sums are nearly characters on
F. Specifically, with x : F* — {1,—1} by assigning value +1 for non-zero squares and —1 for non-squares,

Z w(—u?-a) = x(a)- Z w(—u?) (for a € )

uel, uel,

In the n-dimensional situation, since quadratic forms are diagonalizable,

Z w(—u?-a) = x(a)"- Z w(—u?) (for a € F)

ueFn u€elFn

Thus, for x,y, zy all in the big cell,

Rearranging, certainly

ueFn

" ") ) ) ()

Zuelﬁ‘g w(,u2) ZueIE‘g w(7u2) Zuelﬁ‘g w(,u2)

This is the same as

P () . P (y) _ P (zy)
ZuGF” UJ(—UQ ’ C) ZuG]F” w(_U’Q ’ C/> ZuGFh w<_u2 : CH)

Thus, we have the desired multiplicative compatibility p(z)p(y) = p(zy) for x,y, xy in the big cell, by taking

nf n
_ ()  Tweswore  x(0)"TweswoTs ~(a b
pla) = ZueIFg w(—u?-c) B Zue]Fg w(—u?-c) B Zue]Fg w(—u?) (== d and ¢ #0)
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[5.3] The small cell On one hand, our naive normalization p"(z) for z in the small cell P is just 7,. On
the other hand, x € P can be written as a product of two elements from the big cell Pw,P, and in several
ways, for example, © = —w, - w,z. Hopefully, any two such re-expressions agree.

The standard (diagonal) Levi component M of P acts on H by

Te(u,v,2) = (w,v,2) -z = (u,v,2) N 91 = (ua,va™',z) (with x = N 91 e M)
0 a 0 a
the unipotent radical N by
1t . 1 ¢
Te(u,v,2) = (u,v,2) -z = (u,v,2) 01) = (u, v + ut, z) (with x = 0 1 €N)

and the long Weyl element by
-1

T (4,0,2) = (u,0,2) - wy = (u,v,z)(? . ) — (v, —u, 2) (with w, — (‘1) ‘01>)

Using the commutation rules, in exponential coordinates the action of the unipotent radical is

t
7a(w,0,0) = (wut,0) = (0,ut, Zu?) - (1,0,0) (with 2 = (é i))

where u? is the value of the quadratic form on u. Thus, on f € Iy, up to constants the Levi component
acts by dilation and the unipotent radical by multiplication by a quadratic exponential:

7. f(u,0,0) = f(ua,0,0) (for z = (g agl))

7o f(u,0,0) = w(%qf) - f(u,0,0)  (for z = <(1) i))

Although x — 7, is already a representation of P on Iy, adjustment of constants is required for compatibility
with the action of the big cell.

The big-cell computations suggest the correct renormalization-by-constants for elements in the small Bruhat
cell P. For example, © = —w, - w,x expresses x € P as a product of elements from the big cell, so we might
hope to prescribe a genuine representation p by taking

XCED)" Ty —wosw 0 Tow,  X(@)" Twwor 5w © Twyz

p(l‘) = p(_wo) © p(wox) = ZuE]F{I‘ w(_u2) ° ZuEFg w(—u2)

(for z € P)

By uniqueness, this differs by a constant from p™(x) = 7., and the constant can be ascertained by evaluation

on oy at lg: for:cz(a (_)1),

0 a
(TW_“’O—H/V O T—w, © TW“’O”—)W O Tw,x (sW) (070,0) = Z (T—wo © TW'“’O“”—)W O Tw,x 6W) (O7U>0)
ung
- (Twwouwomom 5W) ~u,0,00 = Y ) (TW )( (0,,0) - (— u,0,0))

UEFZ} 'UE]F" uE]F"

s )

Z Z (Twnm §W)<fu,v,?) = z Z ow (va,ua 1,?)

veFn ueFr vel ueky
= Z Sw(0,uat,0) = ¢" = ¢ (120w)(0,0,0)
uelFn
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Replacing the normalizing constants, we are hoping that it is sufficient to take

x(=1)" x(a)" n
. Q" Ty forx € P
u€Fr w(—u?) Zudﬁ‘g w(—u?) ( )

plx) = 5

An immediate sensibility check is taking x = 1s, that is, @ = 1, which should produce p(1) = 1: indeed,
reducing to the one-dimensional case by diagonalizing the quadratic form, it is standard that

2
(Y wud) = 3 wu—v?) = x(-1)-q
uel, u,velfy,
This identity simplifies the presentation of p(x) on the Levi component, to
(z) = y(a)"- Gorz= (" %))
P =X Tx - 0 ail

For x = (é i) in the unipotent radical, a similar computation gives

(TW*wo W O T—w, © TWWO'”—>W O Twox 5W) (Oa Oa 0) = qn : (TT5W)(O7 Oa 0)

Thus, even more simply than for the Levi component, we are taking

o(@) = 7 wora=(g 1))

We see that this p restricted to P is a genuine representation on Iy, just slightly renormalized from 7, itself:

po) =@ tora= ()

Thus, the above heuristic fully suggests the re-normalization of constants to obtain a (hopefully genuine)
representation p, given by

x(@)" - 7y (for = = <8 a*1> €P)

plx) =

Soor T e (1) ep
uely

Thus, with constants adjusted for multiplicative compatibility of p on the big cell, p is completely determined
on the small cell.

[5.3.1] Remark: Thus, the heuristic suggests a complete specification of re-normalizing constants.
Nevertheless, this is not quite a complete proof that p is a genuine representation. As presented, some
other cases must be checked, which we do in the following section. Nevertheless, the point of the present
section is a natural sequence of events completely and correctly specifying p.

[5.4] Toward complete certification For a complete proof that p is a genuine representation, we must
certify the multiplicative compatibilitly p(x) o p(y) = p(zy) for all cases of x,y, xy in the big or small cells.

With or without the multiplicative compatibility, we do have associativity: p(x)(p(y)p(2)) = (p(z)p(y))p(z),
which can be leveraged into a general argument for multiplicative compatibility, after we know that

p(x)op(z™) = p(1) = 1y, (x in the big cell)

10



Paul Garrett: Heisenberg groups over finite fields (October 19, 2014)
To verify the latter, we may as well consider the more general situation of z,y in the big cell, and zy € P.

We start from the point in the computation of p(x)™ o p™(y) on Sy at 1z, where xy had not yet been
assumed in the big cell. Namely, letting ¢, ¢, ¢”” be the lower left entries of z,y, zy, we had

(p(a:)“fopnf(y) 5W) (0,0,0) = Z w( — 2. i’/c)

c
ueFy
Since ¢’ = 0 for zy € P,
(@) 0 9" (y) 8w ) (0,0,0) = q" (for ay € P)
Meanwhile,
(P ()ow )(0,0,0) = (72yow )(0,0,0) = 6w (0,0,0) = 1 (for ay € P)
Thus,
pl) o p™(y) = ¢" - p"(xy)
Thus, for xy € P,
pM(x) P(y) q" - p"'(zy)

p(z)ply) = Zue]F}; w(—u?-c) ° Zueﬁ?g w(—u?- ) - Zueﬂ?:} w(—u?-c) - Zuemg w(—u?-c)

Since xy € P, the p(zy) renormalized as earlier differs from p™(xy) only by x(a”)", where

a”’ b’ _ _fa b\ [(d VY _ [ad +b *
0 (a7t “W T\ a)\¢ @) T \ea+dd o +dd

Thus, ca’ + d¢’ = 0, which is o/ = —dc /e, so

_ / _ LA /
alI:aal+bc/:a. dc +bc/:M:_£
c c
Thus,
" X(_l) ) X(C) /
x(a”) = = x(=1) - x(¢) - x(c
@) = X0 (1) (&) x()
Thus, as hoped,
o@)ply) = q" - p"'(zy) X" g - pM ()
Zue]Fg w(—u?-c)- ZueIFg w(—u?- ) Zung w(—u?) - ZuGFZ' w(—u?)
chxc/n,qn.nfxy n .
- X9 ;(ﬂm )y ) = pla) (for 2,y ¢ P and zy € P)
In particular, as hoped,
p(x)oplx™ = p(1) (for z in the big cell)

[5.5] Remaining certifications We have verified that p(x)p(y) = p(zy) when x,y are in the big cell,
whether zy lies in the big cell or in the small cell. The multiplicative compatibility is also visible for both
x,y € P when they are expressed as products from the big cell, and the outcome is examined in detail.

It remains to treat the case where exactly one of z or y is in the big cell, one in the small cell. This could
be done by repeating the same sort of calculations as above. However, especially as prototype for analogous
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computations for larger groups, there is an easier argument, that plays on the idea that generic elements of
the group are in the big cell, and uses the big-cell computations already done.

Namely, given z,y € SLy(F,), let £ be in the big cell, such that ze and e~y are in the big cell. Because
p(z) is unambiguously defined as p(z) = p(a)p(b) for any a,b in the big cell so that © = ab, we have

p(z)oply) = (p(ws)p(fl) (p(E)p(E‘ly)) = plze)(ely) = p((l‘@)(f‘ly)) = play)

This completes the verification that p is a genuine representation of SLy(F,).

[5.6] Further comments

Again, the natural appearance of a Segal-Shale-Weil /oscillator representation is as a projective representation,
with natural ambiguity of the constants.

When it is possible to choose constants to achieve multiplicative compatibility on SLs(k), as opposed to
a metaplectic two-fold cover, it is possible to present a correct description of the representation as a fact-
to-be-verified, without indication of how it could be discovered. This is methodologically unsatisfying, but
does dodge the discussion of Heisenberg groups and Stone-vonNeumann theorems. However, without the
discussion of Heisenberg groups, it is difficult to see that the only obstacle is compatible choice of constants.
That is, in that seemingly simpler context, the issue of multiplicative compatibility must be addressed for
arbitrary vectors in the representation space. This is a feasible computation, but misleadingly portrays the
degree to which the multiplicativity might fail, and is more difficult than the simplified and reasonably
ordered computation above.

For groups Sp,(F,) with larger n, the technical device of specifying a compatible family of adjustments-by-
constants by writing an arbitrary group element as a product of big-cell elements succeeds, as in the simplest
case above. A slightly generalized Bruhat decomposition not with respect to a minimal parabolic, but with
respect to a parabolic fixing a maximal Lagrangian subspace W (sometimes called a Siegel parabolic), has
cells characterized by dim(W N gW). The general form of the argument is the same.

Over local fields k such as R and Q,, the behavior of the quadratic exponential sums is only slightly less
congenial. Squares are no longer of index 2 in k>, unlike the finite-field case. Instead, norms from quadratic
field extensions are of index 2, and the corresponding quadratic exponential sums are essentially the norm
residue characters. Thus, the projective form of the representation for SLy(R) and SL2(Q,) can be adjusted
to give a genuine representation only for V = Q ® k? with dim; Q even.

Further, over local fields, the proof of the Stone-vonNeumann is correspondingly less trivial, since genuine
analytical issues come into play.

6. Theta correspondence for O(1) x SLy(F,)

The smallest alternating space @ ® IF3 has @ = F, and the quadratic form is literally squaring: u - u = u?.

The representation space is Iy = Ind{,{V@Z w with W = Q ® Fyea = Fgep, which as a complex vector space
is identifiable with L?(W') with W/ = Q ® F,e; ~ F,e;. The space Iy is g-dimensional.

[6.1] Theta lifts from O(1) to SLy(F,) The group O(1) has two representations, the trivial one, and
the unique non-trivial £1-valued representation. The action of O(1) on functions on W’ = Q®F e is linear,
by (£1)f(u,0,0) = f(£u,0,0).

The theta lift of a representation 7 of O(1) is the m-isotype in Iy, as a representation of SLy(F,).

The theta lift of the trivial representation of O(1) to SLa(F,) is the restriction py of p to even functions on

W' ~ F,, and the theta-lift of the 1 representation of O(1) is the restriction p_ of p to odd functions on

W' =~ F,. The restrictions p; and p_ are %l—dimensional and q%l—dimensional, respectively.
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Dimension is sufficient to identify these representations in the classification of irreducibles of SLo(F,): there
are exactly two irreducibles of dimension q“ of SLy(F,), namely, the irreducible summands of the irregular
principal series I+ induced from the non- trlvial +1-valued character on P. [©] Thus, p4 is one of these.
There is a unique supercuspidal representation of GLy(F,) anomalously decomposing as a direct sum of two

qgl—dimensional irreducibles when restricted to SLa(Fy). [l Thus, p— is one of these two summands.

While happy to know the outcomes, we might want identifications depending less on the finite-dimensionality.

[6 2] Jacquet modules The Jacquet modules Jyp, are identifiable with N-fixed functions in Iyy. The
action of N is by multiplication by w(l u?t) for varying t € F, and u € W’. Thus, the Jacquet module is

identifiable with functions in Iy, viewed as functions on W’ supported just on {0}. This is a one-dimensional

a O

space, and r = <O 1) € M acts on such functions by

(p(x)f)(O, 070) = (Txf)(oa 070) = X(a) : f(oa 070)

Thus, as M-module, the Jacquet module of py is Jyp4 = X, while Jyp_ = {0}. Thus, the non-supercuspidal
(and non-trivial) part of py is indeed one of the summands of the (irregular) x!* principal series, while p_
has no non-supercuspidal part.

[6.3] Whittaker/Gelfand-Graev models From a non-trivial additive character ¢ form the corresponding
Whittaker /Gelfand-Graev space

Ww = Ind‘?VL2 (FQ)’QZJ
A natural intertwining Sy from the whole p = p; & p_ to the Whittaker space is
(Syf) (= Z Y(— (where n = ((1) i) and x € SLy(F,))
teIF

An image Sy f(z) is a function on H At x =1 € SLy(F,), this function is still in Iy, and
Sy f(1)(u,0,0) = Z W(—t) (7, f)(u,0,0) Z ¥(—t) f((u,0,0)n;)

te]F te]F
= 721/; flu,ut,0) = Zw (Out,%uzt)-(u,(),()))
te]F te]F
:wa w(Fut) - f(u,0,0) = f(u,0,0)- Z¢ w(gu’t)
te]F te]F

This is 0 unless 1(t) = w(u?t), in which case it is f(u,0,0). For example, taking 1(t) = w(3v%t) for v € F
guarantees that the intertwining S, is not the 0-map.

We recall that both %—dimensional summands of the irregular principal series for SLo(Fy) have a Whittaker

model for one of the two inequivalent characters, but not for the other.

Similarly, both < —d1mens10na1 summands of the supercuspidal representation of GLy(F,) that properly
decomposes upon restrlctlon to SLy(F,) have a Whittaker model for one character, but not for the other.

[6] This irregular principal series is the restriction to SLa(Fq) of a regular (hence, irreducible) principal series of
GL2(Fq). Principal series for GL2(FFq) whose two characters whose ratio is not {£1}-valued remain irreducible upon
restriction to SLy(Fy).

[71' All the other supercuspidals of GLy(Fg4) remain irreducible when restricted to SL2(Qp).
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Thus, neither of py has a Whittaker model for additive character inequivalent to w(%t). Without some
further argument, such as dimension-count, this does not quite prove that py is ezactly as indicated, but
only that no other irreducibles can appear.

7. Theta correspondence for isotropic O(2) x SLy(F,)

With ¢ odd, on Fg there are exactly two non-isomorphic non-degenerate quadratic space structures @,
namely, the (isotropic) (z,y) — xy and, up to constant multiples, the (anisotropic) norm from the unique

quadratic field extension of F,,.

In both cases, O(Q) is a dihedral group, since its index over the special orthogonal group SO(Q) is 2, and

Fx (for @ isotropic)

SO(Q) =~ (where N = Ny 2/Fq)
{a €F5 : N(a) =1} (for Q anisotropic) !

Thus, the two-dimensional irreducibles 7 of O(Q), when restricted to SO(Q), are of the form 7 ~ 7w &7y for
a one-dimensional representation 71 of SO(Q) with 7y () = m1(671) # 71(0) for 6 € SO(Q). In either case,
given an irreducible 7 of O(Q), the 7m-isotype p, inside p, as a representation of SLy(F,), is the theta-lift of
.

Here we consider the isotropic case.

[7.1] Jacquet modules The Jacquet module Jyp, of p, can be computed as the p,(N)-fixed-points

on Iy . Since p(N) acts by multiplication by w(%th), where u? = (r,y)? = xy is the quadratic form on

W'~ IFLQI, the Jacquet module is the collection of functions f in Iy with support on the O-set of @, namely,
the union U of the two axes.

There are exactly two O(Q)-orbits on U, namely, the origin (0,0), and the complement U’ = U — {(0,0)} of
the origin. For non-trivial 7, the support of SO(Q), m-equivariant f € Iy cannot include the origin. Since
SO(Q) is simply transitive on each axis, such f is determined up to a constant on each axis. Indeed, since
SO(Q) includes maps a; : (z,y) — (tz,t™y),

f((t,O),O, 0) = 7Tl(at) : f((170)7 Oa 0) f((07t71)707 0) = 7Tl(at) : f((oa 1)707 0)
In particular, as M-representation, with f supported on U’, with m = (8 a91 >,

(p(m)f)((t,O),0,0) = (Tmf)((ta0)7070) = f((tG’?O)vOaO) = 7r1<a)'f((t70)7070)

Similarly,
(p(m)£)((0,4),0,0) = (7f)((0,8),0,0) = f((0,ta),0,0) = mi(a™")- ((0,1),0,0)
Thus, the Jacquet module of p, is two-dimensional:
INpr = T D TI'Y

For 7, # 7, this Jacquet module is uniquely identifiable as the Jacquet module of the 7" principal series
representation of SLo(F,). This suggests that p, is that principal series, although all that is proven is that
there are no other non-supercuspidal summands.

By direct observation, SO(Q) is transitive on level sets {u € W’ : u? = ¢} for ¢ # 0. Thus, the values of f
in the 7-isotype is uniquely determined up to a constant on each such level set with ¢ # 0, while the values
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on the two axes are independent of each other. Thus, dimp, = (¢ — 1) +2 = ¢ + 1. This is the dimension
of a principal series, so p, is precisely the ﬁh principal series of SLy(F,).

[7. 1. 1] Remark: Although it is more difficult to precisely exclude any possibility of supercuspidal summands,
the fashion in which Jacquet modules can be determined is a prototype for the analogous problem over local
fields.

8. Theta correspondence for anisotropic O(Q)) x SLo(F,)

Now consider anisotropic two-dimensional quadratic space ). Up to a constant multiple, the quadratic form
is the norm from the unique quadratic extension of F,.

[8.1] Jacquet modules The Jacquet module Jyp, of the theta lift p, of m consists of functions in Iy,
supported on the isotropic vectors, now just {0} C W’. For non-trivial character 71 of the norm-one subgroup
of IF;Q ~ SO(Q), no function supported on {0} can be SO(Q), m1-equivariant. Thus, the Jacquet module of
pr 18 {0}, so pr is supercuspidal.

For trivial m of O(Q), the Jacquet module of p, is the one-dimensional space of functions supported on
isotropic vectors, that is, supported at 0 € W’ = IE%. The Levi component M acts trivially. The trivial
representation and the special subrepresentation of the principal series induced from the trivial representation
of M both have one-dimensional Jacquet modules with M acting trivially.

[8.2] Dimension of p,

We observe that SO(Q) is transitive on {u € W’ : u? = ¢} for each fixed ¢ € F,. Using the finite-
dimensionality, with 1 % 7y, this implies that dim p, is at most (¢ —1)-dimensional, since f in the m-isotype
must vanish for u? = 0. Thus, p, is almost surely a supercuspidal irreducible.

The only possible complication would be that p, were the direct sum of the two anomalous q;zl—dimensional
supercuspidal irreducibles. We neglect this point.

To prove that the supercuspidal representations of SLy(IF,) thereby produced are distinct, we determine and
compare kernels K (u,v) for p;(x), meaning that, with fixed x € SLy(F,),

(px (@) f)(1,0,0) = > K(u,v) f(v,0,0)

UEFZ

For example,

trpg(z) = Z K(v,v)

velf2

For z = (i Z) with ¢ # 0, and letting v = >, o2 w(—31t2),
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1
(@) )(1,0,0) = (Tweswre f)(,0,0) = =3 (72 N)((0,0,0) (1,0,0))
velf2
—uv

Z(Txf)(u,v,;w) = 1 Z f(ua+vc,ub+vd,7)

(ua + ve)(ub + vd) — uv
2

f((O,ub—i—vd, ) - (ua—l—vc,0,0))

N ( (ua 4+ ve) (ub + vd) — uv

5 )~f(ua+vc,0,0)

<

m

=
QN

Change variables in the sum, replacing v by (v — ua)/c, to obtain

% Z w(v(ubc+ (v —wua)d) —u(v — ua)) - F(0,0,0)

2c
vel2

Using ad — bc = 1, this is

1 w(de — 2uv + uza)>
¥ 2c

This is the kernel for the whole p(x). Composing with the projection to the w-isotype, the kernel for p, is

1 ((ow)zd—Qu-ow—l—uQa)

D S e e

¢+1 a€SO(Q) v

Since a preserves the quadratic form v — v2, this is

Ko = sy (oo si) o Z 2
1}2 U2a Vi —Uu - v
- %w( d;c )'q41—1 > (”1(04)+7T1(a))w( , )

a€SO(Q)

The trace is

trpn(z) = Z K(v,v) = 1 Z w(UZ(c;:ra)) . qj—l Z (71'1(04)+7T¥(06)> w(fvc'ow)

velf2 velF2 a€S0(Q)

The bilinear form attached to the norm form from the quadratic extension is
u-v = 2(uv+0v7u) (non-trivial Galois automorphism o)

SO

w(—wv) _ W(M)

c 2c

We can exploit
¢ (fort=0)
(for t € Fy)

Z w(t - v?)

veF? —q (for t #0)
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(0 -1
YT\ d

bepe(z) = — 3 (ﬂl(a)mlv(a)) Zw<v2(d—(a+a”)))

V(q + 1) aeS0(Q) velf2

by judicious choices of x, for example,

With such x,

Given 8 € SO(Q), 8 # £1, take d = 8+ 5,

) ¢ (for a = 3,3%) 2
trpr(z) = —— mi(a) + m (@) = = (m(B)+=/(B)
’ va+1) aESZO(Q) ( ) —q (for a # B, 87) 7 ( )

A similar outcome holds for § = +1, without the 2 in the numerator.

Thus, for another representation 7’ = my & 7y of O(Q), with m % m,7), for § € SO(Q) such that
m1(8) # ma(B), 7y (B), the traces trp, and trp,s differ at the corresponding z. Thus, the supercuspidal theta
lifts p, and p,s are mutually non-isomorphic for two-dimensional irreducibles © and 7" of O(Q).
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