arXiv:2404.07463v1 [math.RT] 11 Apr 2024

GENERIC REPRESENTATIONS, OPEN PARAMETERS AND ABV-PACKETS FOR p-ADIC GROUPS

CLIFTON CUNNINGHAM, SARAH DIJOLS, ANDREW FIORI, AND QING ZHANG

Abstract. If π is a representation of a p-adic group G(F ), and ϕ is its Langlands parameter, can we use the moduli space of Langlands parameters to find a geometric property of ϕ that will detect when π is generic? In this paper we show that if G is classical or if we assume the Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis for G, then the answer is yes, and the property is that the orbit of ϕ is open. We also propose an adaptation of Shahidi’s enhanced genericity conjecture to ABV-packets: for every Langlands parameter ϕ for a p-adic group G(F ), the ABV-packet Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G(F )) contains a generic representation if and only if the local adjoint L-function L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1, and show that this condition is equivalent to the "open parameter" condition above. We show that this genericity conjecture for ABV-packets follows from other standard conjectures and we verify its validity with the same conditions on G. We show that, in this case, the ABV-packet for ϕ coincides with its L-packet. Finally, we prove Vogan’s conjecture on A-packets for tempered parameters.

1. Introduction

In his talk at the May 2021 workshop on the Relative Trace Formula at the Centre International de Rencontres Mathématiques (CIRM), Freydoon Shahidi proposed the following enhanced genericity conjecture for quasi-split classical groups G over a local field F :

An A-packet Π_ψ (G) contains a generic representation if and only if ψ is tempered.

Shahidi’s enhanced genericity conjecture is a generalization of his generic packet conjecture [Sha90, Conjecture 9.4] which predicts that, for any quasi-split connected reductive algebraic group G over a local field F , every L-packet of tempered representations of G(F ) should contain a generic representation. Shahidi’s conjectures are related to the conjecture of Gross & Prasad [GP92, Conjecture 2.6] and Rallis: for any connected reductive algebraic group G over a local field F , an L-packet Π_ϕ(G) contains a generic representation of G(F ) if and only if L(s, ϕ, Ad) is holomorphic at s = 1.

Date: Friday 12^{th} April, 2024.

Clifton Cunningham’s research is supported by NSERC Discovery Grant RGPIN-RGPIN-2020- 05220. He is grateful to the Fields Institute for Research in Mathematical Sciences where some of this research was conducted.

Sarah Dijols’s research is supported by a Pacific Institute for Mathematical Sciences’s scholarship.

Andrew Fiori thanks and acknowledges the University of Lethbridge for their financial support as well as the support of NSERC Discovery Grant RGPIN-2020-05316.

Qing Zhang’s research is supported by NSFC grant 12371010. 1

A purely geometric construction of A-packets for p-adic groups was proposed in [Vog93] and expanded upon in [CFM^+22], as we now recall, briefly. Given a Langlands parameter ϕ of G, the ABV-packet Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) of ϕ is constructed using microlocal vanishing cycles of perverse sheaves on the orbit of ϕ in the Vogan variety. It is known that Π_ϕ(G) ⊂ Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G). Vogan’s conjecture on A-packets predicts that Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) = Π_ψ(G) if ψ is a local Arther parameter and ϕ is the Lparameter associated with ψ; see [Vog93] and [CFM^+22, Conjecture 1. Section 8.2]. Thus, the concept of ABV-packets can be viewed as a generalization of both L-packets and A-packets. It is then natural to consider the ABV-packet version of the above Shahidi’s enhanced conjecture. This paper largely concerns the following claim as it pertains to p-adic groups.

Conjecture 1.1. Let G be a quasisplit connected reductive group over a local field F and let ϕ be a Langlands parameter for G. The ABV-packet Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) contains a generic representation if and only if L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1.

In Section 3.2 we briefly recall the definition of the ABV-packet Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) for p-adic fields F from [CFM^+22] and [Vog93]; for groups over Archimedian fields F , we refer the reader to [ABV92] and [Vog93] for the definition of Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G).

1.1. Main results. For the remainder of this paper, F is a p-adic field and G is a connected reductive algebraic group, quasisplit over F .

Proposition 1.2. Shahidi’s enhanced genericity conjecture follow from Conjecture 1.1 if we admit Vogan’s conjecture on A-packets [Vog93].

Vogan’s conjecture is proved for general linear groups in [CR], drawing on [CR24]. In this paper we prove Vogan’s conjecture for tempered Langlands parameters, in Corollary 4.2.

Proposition 1.3. If G is a quasi-split classical group over a p-adic field, then Conjecture 1.1 is true.

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a quasi-split connected reductive group. Assume the Local Langlands Correspondence in the form reviewed in Section 2, [GP92, Conjecture 2.6] and also the p-adic analogue of the Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis. Then Conjecture 1.1 is true.

The p-adic analogue of the Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis was introduced in [Zel81] for G = GL_n; we recall the general statement in Section 3.3. It seems to be commonly accepted that the p-adic analogue of the Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis is a theorem by [CG10, §8]; if the reader takes this point of view, then our proof of Conjecture 1.1 is unconditional. We exercise caution on this point, however, because we feel that it is perhaps more accurate to say that [CG10, §8] provides a proof of the p-adic analogue of the Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis for representations with Iwahori-fixed vectors, or more generally, for representations π for which the Hecke algebra of the inertial class of π is an affine Hecke algebra. It is also proven in a recent pre-print of [Sol22, Theorem E, (b) and (c)]. Alternatively, Lusztig has suggested to us that the p-adic analogue of the Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis for unipotent representations is a consequence of [Lus95, Corollary 10.7]. This would give a proof of Conjecture 1.1 for unipotent representations.

In this paper we also show that, assuming the desiderata of Section 2, that the definition of the ABV-packet Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G(F )) given in [CFM^+22, Definition 1] is independent of the choice of a Whittaker datum in the local Langlands correspondence.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give the necessary context for the Local Langlands Correspondence. In Section 3, we recall the definitions of Vogan varieties and prove some useful geometric lemmas regarding the dimension of the conormal bundle and how the closed orbit in V_λ is dual to the open orbit in V^∗_λ , and vice-versa (Proposition 3.2). In Subsection 3.3, we state the Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture in the form needed. In Section 3.4 we explain some geometric consequences of the Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture and of the local Langlands Desiderata of Section 2. In Section 4, we prove that tempered Langlands parameters are open and of Arthur-type in Proposition 4.1 using Proposition 3.2. We further prove that generic Langlands parameters are open in Theorem 4.9, and relate it to the regularity of the adjoint L-function at s = 1. In Section 5, we give our main results, a geometric interpretation of generic representations in ABV-packets and prove the Enhanced Genericity conjecture of Shahidi, assuming both the Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis, the local Langlands correspondence desiderata and the fact that ABVpackets contain A-packets. In Section 6, we give a more elementary proof of the fact that discrete and tempered representations have open Langlands parameters for split classical groups or any of their pure inner forms. The proof only relies on the well-known description of such parameters and basic linear algebra. Further, our proof implies that induction preserve the openness of a Langlands parameter, and more generally that if a Langlands parameter factoring through some subgroup of^LG is open for that subgroup, it remains open after embedding it in^LG.

1.2. Related work. F. Shahidi’s original conjecture [Sha90, Conjecture 9.4] states that if ϕ is a tempered L-parameter, then the L-packet Π_ϕ(G) contains a generic representation. This conjecture has been checked for many cases by various authors, see [Kon02,JL14] for several examples and see [LS22,HLL22,HLLZ22,Mis16] for relatively complete references. Since a tempered parameter ϕ indeed comes from an Arthur parameter ψ with ϕ = ϕ_ψ and one has Π_ϕ(G) = Π_ψ (G), the enhanced Shahidi’s conjecture, see Conjecture 5.1, is indeed a generalization of [Sha90, Conjecture 9.4]. The enhanced conjecture, has been checked under an assumption in [LS22], and for split SO_{2n+1} and Sp_{2n} over p-adic fields unconditionally in [HLL24, HLLZ22]. Some work in the case of Real groups appears in [AAM].

In [Sol23], Solleveld conjectured that generic Langlands parameters are open (Conjecture B). Our work proves his Conjecture B for quasisplit classical groups and their pure inner forms and also proves this conjecture for all connected reductive groups assuming the p-adic Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis. In the same paper, Solleveld also assumes that discrete (resp. tempered) parameters are open (see the paragraph below Conjecture C in [Sol23]). Our work verifies this assumption for quasisplit classical groups and their pure inner forms (resp. all connected reductive groups).

Acknowledgment. We thank Maarten Solleveld for his interest in this work, and sharing his pre-print [Sol23] with us.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 1.1. Main results 2 1.2. Related work 3 Acknowledgment 3 2. Local Langlands correspondence: desiderata 4 3. ABV-packets 6 3.1. Moduli space of Langlands parameters 6 3.2. ABV-packets 9 3.3. Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis for p-adic groups 10 3.4. Geometric Implications 10 4. A geometric characterization of generic L-packets 13 4.1. On tempered L-packets 13 4.2. On generic L-packets 14 4.3. Some other consequences of Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis 15 5. Generic ABV-packets 16 5.1. Generic ABV-packets 16 5.2. A generalization of Enhanced Shahidi’s conjecture 18 6. Discrete and tempered parameters are open 19 6.1. Background on discrete series and discrete parameters 19 6.2. The argument for discrete series 20 6.3. An example with SO_7 21 6.4. An example with Sp_{14} 23 6.5. The tempered case 26 References 27

2. Local Langlands correspondence: desiderata

Let F be a non-archimedean local field and G be a quasi-split reductive group over F . In this section, we review very briefly certain basic desiderata of local Langlands correspondences in a form proposed by Vogan [Vog93]. Our exposition mainly follows [GGP12, Section 9] and [Kal13, Section 4].

Let^LG = ^G ⋊ W_F be the L-group of G. Recall that a local Langlands parameter ϕ is a continuous homomorphism ϕ : W^′_F := W_F × SL_2(C ) →^LG such that ϕ(Fr) is semi-simple, ϕ|_{SL2(C)} is algebraic and ϕ commutes with the projection of W_F × SL_2(C ) → W_F and^LG → W_F . Giving a local Langlands parameter ϕ is amount to giving a Weil-Deligne representation of W_F , namely, a pair (λ, N), where λ : W_F → LG is a group homomorphism which is continuous on I_F with ϕ(Fr) semi-simple , and commutes with^LG → W_F , and N ∈ ^g is a nilpotent element such that Ad λ(w)N = |w|N. This correspondence is given by ϕ → (λ_ϕ, N), where

λ_ϕ(w) := ϕ(w, diag(|w|^{1/2}, |w|^{−1/2})) (1)

is the infinitesimal parameter of ϕ and N = dϕ (^{0 1}_{0 0} ). For an argument of such an equivalence, see [GR10, Proposition 2.2]. Denote by Φ(G) the set of equivalence classes of Langlands parameters of G.

Let B be a Borel subgroup of G with unipotent radical U. The torus T = B/U act on Hom(U, C^× ). Recall the following basic definition.

Definition 1 (Generic character and generic representation). A character θ : U(F ) → C^× is called generic if its stabilizer in T (F ) is the center Z(F ) of G(F ). For a generic character θ of U(F ), a representation π of G(F ) is called θ-generic if Hom_{U(F )}(π, θ) ≠ 0. This only depends on the T (F )-orbit of θ. If θ is understood from the context, we simply say π is generic.

The set D of T (F )-orbits on the generic characters forms a principal homogeneous space for the abelian group E^′ = T_{ad}(F )/ Im(T (F )), where T_{ad}(F ) is the corresponding maximal torus of the adjoint group G_{ad}(F ). A Whittaker datum for G is a G(F )-conjugacy classes of pairs (B, θ), where B is a Borel subgroup of G and θ is a generic character of U(F ), where U is the unipotent radical of B. Such a pair is a principal homogeneous space for the abelian group E = G_{ad}(F )/ Im(G(F )). It is known that E = E^′. Thus if we fix a Borel subgroup B, giving a Whittaker datum (B^′, θ^′) is equivalent to giving an element in D.

Let ^G_{sc} be the simply connected cover of ^G. Let ^Z (resp. ^Z_{sc}) be the center of ^G (resp. ~Z_{sc}). For a finite abelian group A, denote by A^D the group of characters of A. By [Kal13, Lemma 4.1], there exists a canonical bijection E → (ker(H^1(W_F , ^Z_{sc}) → H^1(W_F , ^Z)))^D . (2) Giving two Whittaker data w and w^′, let (w, w^′) ∈ E = G_{ad}(F )/G(F ) be the element which conjugates w to w^′. By the above bijection (2), by abuse of notation, we view (w, w^′) as a character of ker(H^1(W_F , ^Z_{sc}) → H^1(W_F , ^Z)).

Given a Langlands parameter ϕ : W_F × SL_2(C ) →^LG = ^G ⋊ W_F , we view ^G as a W_F -module via ϕ. Namely, for w ∈ W_F , g ∈ ^G, we consider the action of W_F on ^G defined by w.g = ϕ(w)gϕ(w)^{−1} . The action of W_F on ^G induces an action on ^G_{sc} and restricts to an action on ^G_{ad}. Note that the action of W_F on ^Z (resp. on ^Z_{sc}) induced by any ϕ is compatible with the natural action of W_F on ^Z (resp. ^Z_{sc}), namely the action when we define the L-group^LG = ^G ⋊ W_F , see [Bor79]. Now consider the composition f : H^0_ϕ(W_F , ^G) → H^0_ϕ(W_F , ^G_{ad}) → H^1(W_F , ^Z_{sc}), where the first map comes from the long exact sequence associated with the short exact sequence 1 → Z → ^G → ^G_{ad} → 1, and the second map comes from the long exact sequence associated with the short exact sequence 1 → ^Z_{sc} → ^G_{sc} → ^G_{ad} → 1. Note that the composition of H^1(W_F , ^Z_{sc}) → H^1(W_F , ^Z) with f vanishes because it is the composition H^0_ϕ(W_F , ^G) → H^0_ϕ(W_F , ^G_{ad}) → H^1(W_F , ^Z), which is part of the long exact sequence associated with the short exact sequence 1 → ^Z → ^G → ^G_{ad} → 1. Thus f induces a homomorphism

C_ϕ = H^0_ϕ(W_F , ^G) → H^0_ϕ(W_F , ^G_{ad}) → Ker(H^1(W_F , ^Z_{sc}) → H^1(W_F , ^Z)).

Composing with the above homomorphism, the character (w, w^′) can be viewed as a character of C_ϕ. It is not hard to see that (w, w^′) indeed defines a character of A_ϕ = π_0(C_ϕ), which is trivial on Z( ^G)^Γ. We denote this character by η_{w,w}′ : A_ϕ → C^× . See [Kal13, Section 4] for more details.

For δ ∈ H^1(F, G), let G_δ be the pure inner form of G associated with δ. Then G = G_1 for 1 ∈ H^1(F, G). Let Π(G_δ ) be the set of equivalence classes of irreducible smooth representations of G_δ (F ) and let Π^{pure}(G/F ) = ∐ δ∈H^1 (F,G) Π(Gδ ). We now describe the desiderata of the local Langlands corresponds which is relevant for our purpose.

(1) There is a finite to one surjective map

Π^{pure}(G/F ) → Φ(G).

For each ϕ ∈ Φ(G), let Π^{pure}_ϕ (G/F ) ⊂ Π^{pure}(G/F ) be the pre-image of ϕ, which is the pure L-packet of ϕ. Moreover, the cardinality of Π_ϕ(G/F ) is | ^A_ϕ|, where A_ϕ = π_0(Z_{^G}(ϕ)).

(2) For each Whittaker datum w = θ ∈ D, there is a bijection

J(θ) : Π^{pure}_ϕ (G/F ) → ^A_ϕ,

which we refer to as a Whittaker normalization. Following [Kal13], we denote the inverse of J(θ) by ι_w. Moreover, each Π_ϕ(G) contains at most one θ^′-generic representation for each θ^′ ∈ D. If Π_ϕ(G) contains a θ-generic representation π, then J(θ)(π) is the trivial representation of A_ϕ.

(3) Fix ϕ ∈ Φ(G). If w^′ = θ^′ ∈ D is another Whittaker datum, then for any ρ ∈ ^A_ϕ, we have ι_w′ (ρ) = ι_w(ρ ⊗ η^{−1}_{w,w}′ ),

where η_{w,w}′ : ^A_ϕ → C^× is the character of A_ϕ described above, or as described in [Kal13, Section 4].

(4) All of the irreducible representations π of Π_ϕ(G) have the same central character, which is denoted by ω_ϕ. Gross and Reeder gives a recipe to determine the central character ω_ϕ in [GR10].

Remark 2.1. In the above, the notation J(θ) is taken from [GGP12, §9], where a Whittaker datum is described using an element θ of D; while ι_w is taken from [Kal13], where a Whittaker datum w denotes a G(F )-conjugacy classes of a pair (B, θ) with a Borel B and a generic character θ of B. For classical groups, Desiderata (1) and (2) above were proved in [Art13, Mok15, KMSW14]. Part (3) of the above desiderata for tempered parameters of symplectic groups and special orthogonal was proved in [Kal13]. For classical groups, the central character ω_ϕ in (4) above was explicitly described in [GGP12, §10].

3. ABV-packets

3.1. Moduli space of Langlands parameters. In this section, we recall the definition of the ABV-packet Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) appearing in Conjecture 1.1.

By an infinitesimal parameter we mean a continuous group homomorphism λ : W_F →^LG such that its composition with^LG → W_F is the identity. The associated Vogan variety V_λ is V := V_λ := {x ∈ ^g | Ad(λ(w))x = |w|x, ∀w ∈ W_F }.

Note that if we fix an element Fr ∈ W_F such that |Fr|_F = q^{−1}, then V_λ = {x ∈ ^g^{IF} | Ad(λ(Fr))x = q^{−1}x}. We set V^∗ := V^∗_λ = {y ∈ ^g | Ad(λ(w))y = |w|^{−1}y, ∀w ∈ W_F }. We use the Killing form for ^g to define a pairing T^∗(V_λ) = V_λ × V^∗_λ → A^1 ; this allows is to identify V^∗_λ with the dual vector space to V_λ.

Let H_λ be the centralizer of λ in ^G, so H := H_λ := {g ∈ ^G | gλ(w)g^{−1} = λ(w), ∀w ∈ W_F }. Then H_λ acts on V_λ and V^∗_λ in ^g by conjugation and both V_λ and V^∗_λ are prehomogeneous vector spaces for this action; in particular, there are finitely many H_λ-orbits in V_λ and V^∗_λ , each with a unique open orbit and a unique closed orbit by [CFM^+22, Proposition 5.6]

From [CFM^+22, Proposition 4.2], there is a bijection between the set of Langlands parameters with infinitesimal parameter λ and the H_λ-orbits in V_λ. Indeed, by construction, each x ∈ V_λ (resp. y ∈ V^∗_λ ) uniquely determines a Langlands parameter ϕ_x (resp. ϕ_y) such that ϕ_x(w, diag(|w|^{1/2}, |w|^{−1/2})) = λ(w) (resp. ϕ_y(w, diag(|w|^{−1/2}, |w|^{1/2})) = λ(w)) and ϕ_x(1, e) = exp x (resp. ϕ_y(1, f) = exp y), where e = (^{1 1}_{0 1} ) (resp. f = (^{1 0}_{1 1} )). We will write x_ϕ ∈ V_λ for the point on V_λ corresponding to ϕ where ϕ(w, diag(|w|^{1/2}, |w|^{−1/2})) = λ(w). The H_λ-orbit of x_ϕ ∈ V_λ will be denoted by C_ϕ.

For an orbit C, pick any point x ∈ C and denote A_C = π_0(Z_{Hλ} (x)), where Z_{Hλ} (x) denotes the stabilizer of x in H_λ and π_0 denotes the component group. The isomorphism class of A_C is independent of the choice of x and is called the equivariant fundamental group of C. Since C is connected, the choice of x ∈ C determines an equivalence between the category Rep(A_C ) of finite-dimensional ℓadic representations of A_C and the category Loc_H (C) of H-equivariant local systems on C. For a local Langlands parameter ϕ : W_F × SL_2(C ) →^LG, denote A_ϕ = π_0(Z_{^G}(ϕ)), which is the component group of the centralizer of ϕ. A fundamental fact is A_{Cϕ} ∼= A_ϕ, see [CFM^+22, Lemma 4.6.1].

The conormal bundle to V_λ is Λ_λ := {(x, y) ∈ V_λ × V^∗_λ | [x, y] = 0}, were, [ , ] is the Lie bracket in ^g; see [CFM^+22, Proposition 6.3.1]. Likewise,

Λ^∗_λ := {(y, x) ∈ V^∗_λ × V_λ | [x, y] = 0}

may be identified with the conormal bundle to V^∗_λ . We write p : Λ → V and q : Λ → V^∗ for the obvious projections and set Λ_C := p^{−1}(C) and Λ^∗_D := q^{−1}(D).

Lemma 3.1. For every H_λ-orbit C in V_λ, dim Λ_C = dim V_λ.

Proof. In [CFM^+22, Proposition 6.3.1] we show that Λ_C , as defined above, is the conormal bundle to V_λ above C. Recall that the cotangeant bundle is V_λ × V^∗_λ so that the conormal bundle to C ⊂ V_λ at a point x ∈ C is given by Λ_{C,x} = T^∗_{C,x}(V_λ) is given by {y ∈ T^∗_x (V_λ) | y(x^′) = 0, ∀x^′ ∈ T_x(C)}. Observe also that dim Λ_C = dim C + dim Λ_{C,x} for any x ∈ C. Since dim T_x(C) = dim C and dim T^∗_x (V_λ) = dim V^∗_λ = dim V_λ, it follows that dim Λ_{C,x} = codim C. Therefore, dim Λ_C = dim C + codim C = dim V_λ. □

Pyasetskii duality C → C^∗ defines a bijection between the H_λ-orbits in V_λ and the H_λ-orbits in V^∗_λ and is uniquely characterized by the following property: under the isomorphism Λ_λ → Λ^∗_λ defined by (x, y) → (y, x), the closure of Λ_C in Λ_λ is isomorphic to the closure of Λ^∗_C∗ in Λ^∗_λ. This duality may also be characterized by passing to the regular conormal variety as follows. Set

Λ^{reg}_C := Λ_C \ ⋃ C^′>C Λ_C and Λ^{reg}_λ := ⋃ C Λ^{reg}_C .

Likewise define Λ^{∗,reg}_D for an H_λ-orbit D ⊂ V^∗. Then

Λ^{reg}_C ∼= Λ^{∗,reg}_C∗

under the isomorphism Λ_λ ∼= Λ^∗_λ given above; see [CFM^+22, Lemma 6.4.2]. It follows that C^∗ = q_{reg}(p^{−1}_{reg}(C)), where p_{reg} : Λ^{reg} → V and q_{reg} : Λ^{∗,reg} → V^∗ are the obvious projections.

Proposition 3.2. The dual to the closed orbit C_0 in V_λ is the open orbit in V^∗_λ and the dual to the open orbit C^o in V_λ is the closed orbit in V^∗_λ .

Proof. First note that Λ^{reg} is open in Λ_λ. By [CFM^+22, Proposition 6.4.3], Λ^{reg}_C ⊆ C × C^∗ for every H_λ-orbit C ⊂ V_λ. Then dim Λ_C ≤ dim C + dim C^∗. It now follows from Lemma 3.1 that dim C^∗ ≥ codim C. Now take C = C_0, the closed orbit in V_λ, for which codim C_0 = dim V_λ. Then dim C^∗_0 ≥ codim C_0 = dim V_λ. Since C^∗_0 ⊂ V^∗_λ , it follows that dim C^∗_0 = dim V^∗_λ , so C^∗_0 an the open H_λ-orbit in V_λ, which is unique since V_λ is a prehomogeneous vector space. Since orbit duality is an involution, it follows that the dual to the open orbit C^o in V_λ is the closed/trivial orbit in V^∗_λ . □

In [CFM^+22, Section 7.9] we define a connected H_λ-stable open subset Λ^{gen}_λ ⊆ Λ_λ and in [CFM^+22, Section 7.10] we define a functor

NEvs_C : Per_{Hλ} (V_λ) → Loc_{Hλ} (Λ^{gen}_C ),

for every H_λ-orbit C in V . Since Λ^{gen}_λ is connected we may pick a base point (x, y) ∈ Λ^{gen}_λ and set A^{ABV}_C := π_1(Λ^{gen}_C , (x, y)), which allows us to rewrite NEvs_C as a functor landing in the category Rep(A^{ABV}_C ) of finite-dimensional ℓ-adic representations of A^{ABV}_C . Since the connected components of Λ^{gen}_λ are the Λ^{gen}_C as C ranges over H_λ-orbits in V_λ, we may assemble the local systems on these components into a local system on Λ^{gen}_λ and thus define NEvs_λ : Per_{Hλ} (V_λ) → Loc_{Hλ} (Λ^{gen}_λ ), or, as a functor landing in Rep(A^{ABV}_λ ) where A^{ABV}_λ := ∐ C A^{ABV}_C .

If C contains a Langlands parameter which is of Arthur type, there is a characterization of Λ^{gen}_C and A^{ABV}_C that is easier to work with. An element (x, y) ∈ Λ^{reg}_λ is called strongly regular if the H_λ orbit of (x, y) is dense in Λ_C , where C is the H_λ-orbit of x ∈ V_λ; see [CFM^+22, Section 6.5]. Denote by Λ^{sreg}_λ the set of strongly regular elements in Λ_λ. Then

Λ^{sreg}_λ ⊆ Λ^{gen}_λ ⊆ Λ^{reg}_λ ;

see [CFM^+22, Proposition 6.5.1] and [CFM^+22, Section 7.9]. Again fix an H_λ-orbit C and set Λ^{sreg}_C := Λ^{sreg}_λ ∩ Λ_C . If C is the orbit of a Langlands parameter of Arthur type, then Λ^{sreg}_C is non-empty by [CFM^+22, Proposition 6.1.1]. On the other hand, depending on the orbit C, it is possible that Λ^{sreg}_C is empty; see [CFK22] for an example. If Λ^{sreg}_C is non-empty then we pick (x, y) ∈ Λ^{sreg}_C and A^{ABV}_C ∼= π_0(Z_{Hλ} ((x, y))), where Z_{Hλ} ((x, y)) denotes the centralizer of (x, y) in H_λ.

Given an Arthur parameter ψ : W_F × SL_2(C ) × SL_2(C ) →^LG, we can define a Langlands parameter ϕ_ψ by ϕ_ψ (w, x) = ψ(w, x, diag(|w|^{1/2}, |w|^{−1/2})). Let A_ψ be the component group of the centralizer of ψ. Then A^{ABV}_{Cϕ} ∼= A_ψ

by [CFM^+22, Proposition 6.7.1].

3.2. ABV-packets. We shall need to consider the categories Rep_λ(G^δ (F )) as δ ranges over pure inner forms for G over F , so we further define Rep_λ(G/F ) := ⊕_{[δ]∈H1 (F,G)} Rep_λ(G^δ (F )),

where the sum is actually taken over a set of representatives for H^1(F, G). Let ϕ_i be a set of representatives of ^G-conjugacy classes of Langlands parameters of G(F ) and its pure inner forms with infinitesimal parameter λ, and let Π^{pure}_{ϕi} (G/F ) be the Vogan L-packet of G(F ) and its pure inner forms. Then

Rep_λ(G/F )^{simple}_{/iso} = ∐ i Π^{pure}_{ϕi} (G/F ). (3)

Fix a Whittaker datum w for G. The local Langlands correspondence predicts an isomorphism ι^{−1}_w : Π^{pure}_{ϕi} (G/F ) → ^A_{ϕi} ∼= ^A_{Ci} , (4) where C_i = C_{ϕi} . Under this bijection, an element π ∈ Π^{pure}_{ϕi} (G/F ) corresponding to ρ ∈ ^A_{Ci} will be denoted by π(ϕ_i, ρ) if the choice of Whittaker datum is understood.

On the other hand, for each orbit C ⊂ V_λ and each local system L ∈ Loc_{Hλ} (C), there is an associated simple perverse sheaf IC(C, L) ∈ Per_{Hλ} (V_λ) and all simple objects in Per_{Hλ} (V_λ) are obtained this way. Thus we have a bijection

Per_{Hλ} (V_λ)^{simple}_{/iso} ∼= ∐ i ^A_{Ci} . (5) If we combine (3), (4) and (5), we get an isomorphism

P_w : Rep_λ(G/F )^{simple}_{/iso} → Per_{Hλ} (V_λ)^{simple}_{/iso} = Per_{^G}(X_λ)^{simple}_{/iso} (π, δ) → IC(C_ϕ, L_ρ) (6) where (ϕ, ρ) is the enhanced Langlands parameter for π, so ϕ is the Langlands parameter for π and ρ is an irreducible representation of A_ϕ with central character δ. For a local Langlands parameter ϕ with infinitesimal parameter λ, we define Π^{ABV}_{ϕ,w}(G/F ) = {(π, δ) ∈ Rep_λ(G/F )^{simple}_{/iso} : NEvs_{Cϕ} (P_w(π, δ)) ≠ 0}. (7) Since Per_{Hλ} (Λ^{gen}_C )^{simple}_{/iso} ∼= ^A^{ABV}_C , the functor NEvs_C defines a natural function

Π^{ABV}_{ϕ,w}(G/F ) → ^A^{ABV}_C . (8)

We write Π^{ABV}_{ϕ,w}(G for the subset of Π^{ABV}_{ϕ,w}(G/F ) consisting of representations of G(F ), not including its pure inner forms. The main conjecture in [CFM^+22] says that if G is a quasi-split classical group over a p-adic fields and ψ is an Arthur parameter for G(F ) then Π_ψ(G) = Π^{ABV}_{ϕψ ,w}(G),

and the map in (8) is identical to that defined by Arthur, in the sense of [CFM^+22, Conjecture 1, §8.3].

3.3. Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis for p-adic groups. The Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis for p-adic groups appeared first in [Zel81] for general linear groups. Here we review the general form of the conjecture; see also [Vog93, Conjecture 8.11], [CFM^+22, §10.3.3], [Sol22, Theorem E, (b) and (c)], and, for Real groups, [ABV92, Corollary 1.25].

For every irreducible π ∈ Rep_λ(G/F ), let M(π) be the standard representation for π. For every π_i and π_j in Π_λ(G/F ), let m_{ij} denoted the multiplicity of π_i in M(π_j ) so that in KRep_λ(G/F ),

M(π_j ) = ∑ i∈I m_{ij} [π_i]. Let m_λ = (m_{ij} )_{i,j} be the matrix of these entries.

Recall that for each π_i we associate a pair (ϕ_i, ρ_i) and hence IC(C_{ϕi} , L_{ρi} ) ∈ Per_{Hλ} (V_λ). We wish to define the analogous change of basis matrix to standard sheaves.

For π_j , consider

c_{ij} = rank ( Hom ( IC(C_{ϕi} , L_{ρi} )|_{Cϕj} , L_{ρj} [dim C_j ] )) , taken in the equivariant derived category D_H (V ). Let c_λ = (c_{ij} )_{i,j} be the matrix of these entries.

Hypothesis 3.3 (p-adic analogue of the Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis). In the Grothendieck group KRep(G) the multiplicity of the irreducible representation π_i in the standard representation M(π_j ) is given by

m_λ =^t c_λ.

3.4. Geometric Implications. In this section we highlight several implications of the Kazhdan-Lusztig Conjecture as articulated in Section 3.3 and the Desiderata of Section 2.

We first articulate some purely geometric facts.

Proposition 3.4. Let V be a Vogan variety, and H the group which acts on it. Let S ⊂ V be a smooth union of orbits with S = C. Suppose L is an equivariant étale local system on S. Then

(1) IC(C, L|_C )|_S = L[dim C] and consequently in the special case of S = C then IC(C, L|_C ) = L[dim C].

(2) If D ⊂ S is an orbit with D ≠ C then Evs_D(IC(C, L|_C ) = 0 and consequently in the special case of S = C then Evs_D(IC(C, L|_C ) ≠ 0 if and only if D = C.

(3) If F is any étale local system on D ⊂ S then IC(D, F)|_S ⊗ L = IC(D, F ⊗ L|_D)|_S . (4) If F ∈ D_H (C) and D ⊂ S then Evs_D(F ⊗ L) = (L ⊠ 1_D∗ ) ⊗ Evs_D (F ).

Proof. (1) The first point is [BBD82, Lemma 4.3.3].

(2) The second can be seen as a consequence of the fact that Evs computes characteristic cycles, and a characterization of the characteristic cycles of local systems on smooth varieties. Alternatively, one can argue similarly to the proof of [CFM^+22, Lemma 7.21].

(3) That IC(D, F)|_S ⊗ L is perverse uses flatness of L and L^∨ = RHom(L, 1_S ) and that under Verdier duality we have D_S (IC(D, F)|_S ⊗ L) = D_S (IC(D, F)|_S ) ⊗ L^∨. The simplicity of IC(D, F)|_S ⊗ L is a consequence of exactness, that is IC(D^′, F^′) → IC(D, F)|_S ⊗ L implies, for example, IC(D^′, F^′) ⊗ L^∨ → IC(D, F)|_S . (4) The fourth point is a modification of the proof of [CFM^+22, Proposition 7.13]. □

From this we have the following consequences in representation theory:

Corollary 3.5. Applying the proposition to any situation where S = C is closed we find that if C in V is an orbit with C smooth and L is an equivariant local system on C then

(1) Assuming the Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis (see Section 3.3), π(C, L|_C ) has multiplicity 1 in M_{π(D,L|D )} for each D ⊂ C.

(2) π(C, L|_C ) appears in a unique ABV-packet.

(3) Twisting by L permutes characters for the parts of L- and A-packets coming from representations in C uniformly.

The above applies in particular when C is the open orbit and L is any local system on all of V or for any orbit C where C is smooth and with L = 1_C .

The above has the following consequences on the Local Langlands Correspondence.

Proposition 3.6. Assuming the Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis (see Section 3.3).

(1) Every standard module for a representation in the L-packet of the open orbit is irreducible.

(2) Every standard module for a representation in the ABV-packet of the open orbit is irreducible.

(3) If C is an orbit for which every standard module, for representations in the L-packet, is irreducible then C is the open orbit.

(4) If C is an orbit for which every standard module, for representations in the ABV-packet, is irreducible then C is the open orbit.

Proof. The first point is a direct consequence of the Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis and the observation IC(C, L)|_D ≠ 0 implies D ⊆ C. The second point is a consequence of [CFM^+22, Proposition 7.10], which implies that the L-packet and

ABV-packet are equal for the open orbit. The third point is an immediate consequence of Corollary 3.5. The fourth point is a consequence of the fact that every L-packet is contained in the corresponding ABV-packet. □

Remark 3.7. Unless the group H is disconnected, it is unusual for there to be more than one étale local system on all of V . When the group H is disconnected each irreducible representation ρ of H/H^o gives rise to a local system 1_ρ on all of V . This applies in particular if we assume Desiderata (3) of Section 2. We believe that if there is more than one Whittaker normalization for an L-packet Π_ϕ(G), the corresponding group H_λ is disconnected; here, λ is the infinitesimal parameter of ϕ. The following proposition provides additional information when the twisting arises from the group H being disconnected.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose H is disconnected and H^o is the connected component of the identity. Let C^′ be an H^o orbit in V and C = HC^′ be its inflation to an H orbit. Let F ∈ D_H (V ) and let forget_Ho (F) ∈ D_Ho (V ) be the output of the forgetful functor from D_H (V ) to D_Ho (V ). Then

(1) Ft(forget_Ho (F)) = forget_Ho (Ft(F)). (2) Ev_C′ (forget_Ho (F)) = forget_Ho (Ev_C (F))|_{TC′} .

(3) If C = C^′ then for any H equivariant local system L on C we have forget_Ho (IC(C, L)) = IC(C^′, forget_Ho (L)).

We now summarize the implications of the above when applied with a local system η^{−1}_{w,w}′ arising from renormalizing with a different Whittaker datum as in Desiderata (3) of Section 2.

Proposition 3.9. Assume Desiderata (3) of Section 2. Then:

(1) Tensoring with η^{−1}_{w,w}′ permutes the fibers of the forgetful map D_H (V ) → D_Ho (V ) where we restrict the equivariance to the connected component of H. (2) IC(C, L)) ⊗ η^{−1}_{w,w}′ = IC(C, L ⊗ η^{−1}_{w,w}′ ), so that the Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis (see Section 3.3) remains consistent. That is, if it holds for one normalization it holds for both.

(3) Ev_C (F ⊗ η^{−1}_{w,w}′ ) = Ev_C (F) ⊗ η^{−1}_{w,w}′ , so that characters of the associated distributions (see [CFM^+22, Section 8.2]) are compatibly permuted and ABV-packets are preserved.

(4) ABV-packets are independent of the choice of Whittaker datum.

Corollary 3.10. Assume Desiderata (3) of Section 2. Let C be the open orbit of V . If there exists a Whitaker normalization in which π = π(C, 1_C ) then in any normalization:

(1) The only L-packet containing π is the one for C. (2) The only ABV-packet containing π is the one for C.

(3) Assuming the Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis (see Section 3.3) for each orbit D of V the representation π appears as a sub-quotient for some standard module associated to a representation in the L packet associated to D.

Remark 3.11. We will see later, in Theorem 4.7, that, assuming Desiderata (2) of Section 2, for classical groups if C is open then π(C, 1_C ) is generic.

4. A geometric characterization of generic L-packets

In this section, we assume that G is quasi-split and we show that tempered parameters are precisely those open parameters that are of Arthur type. We also show that ϕ is open if and only if the adjoint L-function L(s, ϕ, Ad) is holomorphic at s = 1. Taken together, these facts tell us that openness is an appropriate generalization of temperedness for Langlands parameters from the case of those of Arthur type.

Definition 2. Recall these basic definitions:

(1) We take the definition of tempered representations as given in [Wal03, Prop III.2.2.]. A Langlands parameter ϕ is tempered if and only if its restriction to W_F is bounded in ^G. As in Borel’s desiderata, see 6.8, it is expected that a Langlands parameter ϕ : W^′_F →^LG is tempered if and only if its L-packet Π_ϕ(G) contains a tempered representation; in this case we say the L-packet itself is tempered.

(2) A Langlands parameter ϕ : W^′_F →^LG is said to be of Arthur type if there is an Arthur parameter ψ : W^{′′}_F →^LG such that ϕ(w, x) = ψ(w, x, d_w ), where d_w = (_{|w|1/2} |w|^{−1/2} ) . An irreducible representation π is said to be of Arthur type if it appears in an A-packet.

(3) An irreducible representation π is said to be generic if it has a Whittaker model; see Definition 1. A Langlands parameter ϕ is said to be generic if Π_ϕ(G) contains a generic representation; in this case we say the L-packet itself is generic.

4.1. On tempered L-packets.

Definition 3 ([CFZ, §0.6]). A Langlands parameter ϕ : W^′_F →^LG is said to be open (resp. closed) if the corresponding point x_ϕ ∈ V_λ lies in the open (resp. closed) H_λ-orbit in V_λ, where λ is the infinitesimal parameter of ϕ.

Proposition 4.1. A Langlands parameter is tempered if and only if it is open and of Arthur type.

Proof. Suppose ϕ : W^′_F →^LG is tempered. Define ψ : W^{′′}_F →^LG by ψ(w, x, y) = ϕ(w, x). Then the image of the restriction of ψ to W_F is the image of the restriction of ϕ to W_F , which is bounded since ϕ is tempered. Consequently, ψ is an Arthur parameter. Since ϕ(w, x) = ψ(w, x, d_w ), it follows that ϕ is of Arthur type. To see that ϕ is open, note that x_ϕ = x_ψ ∈ V_λ, where x_ϕ and x_ψ are defined by the property exp x_ϕ = ϕ(1, e) [CFM^+22, Proposition 4.2.2] and exp x_ψ = ψ(1, e, 1) [CFM^+22, Section 6.6]. By [CFM^+22, Proposition 6.6.1], (x_ψ , y_ψ) ∈ Λ^{sreg}_λ , where y_ψ ∈ V^∗_λ is defined by the property exp y_ψ = ψ(1, 1, f). Since ψ(1, 1, f) = ϕ(1, 1) = 1, it follows that y_ψ = 0 and therefore that C^∗_ϕ = {0}. By Proposition 3.2 it follows that C_ϕ is the open orbit in V_λ. This completes the proof that ϕ is open if ϕ is tempered.

Now suppose ϕ is open and of Arthur type. Then ϕ(w, x) = ψ(w, x, d_w ) for a unique Arthur parameter ψ; recall that, by definition, the image of the restriction of ψ to W_F is bounded in ^G. Note that x_ϕ = x_ψ as above and also that (x_ψ , y_ψ) ∈ Λ^{sreg}_λ , as above. Again by Proposition 3.2, since ϕ is open it follows that C^∗_ϕ = {0} so y_ψ = 0. If follows that ψ(1, 1, f) = 1. Now consider σ := ψ^∘|_{SL}Art_{2 (C)} : SL_2(C ) → ^G and note that σ(f) = 1. Arguing as in [GR10, Section 2], it follows from the Jacobson-Morozov theorem that σ is determined uniquely by the SL_2-triple σ(e), σ(h) and σ(f). Since σ(f) = 1, this triple is trivial, so σ is trivial. It follows that ϕ(w, x) = ψ(w, x, y). Since ψ(w, 1) = ψ(w, 1, d_w ) and since ψ(w, 1, d_w) = ψ(w, 1, 1) it follows that the image of the restriction of ϕ_ψ to W_F in ^G is equal to the image of the restriction of ψ to W_F in ^G, which is bounded. This concludes the proof that if ψ is open and of Arthur type then ϕ is tempered. □

Corollary 4.2. Let G be an arbitrary connected reductive group. Vogan’s conjecture is true for tempered Langlands parameters. More generally, if ϕ is an open parameter then Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) is the L-packet Π_ϕ(G).

Proof. Let ϕ be a tempered parameter, by Proposition 4.1, it is open and of Arthur type. As a consequence of [CFM^+22, Proposition 7.10] or [CFM^+22, Theorem 7.22] (b), only the local systems on the open orbit C_ϕ contribute to the Π^{ABV}_ϕ . Therefore, it is equivalent to Π_ϕ(G). □

Remark 4.3. Langlands parameters that are open need not be tempered nor of Arthur type. For example, if G = GL_1 over F and ϕ : W^′_F →^LG is defined by ϕ^∘(w, x) = |w|, then ϕ is open, not tempered, not of Arthur type.

4.2. On generic L-packets. Let ϕ : W_F × SL_2(C ) →^LG be a local Langlands parameter and let Ad :^LG → Aut(ĝ) be the adjoint representation of^LG on the Lie algebra of the dual group of G. The corresponding local L-factor is L(s, ϕ, Ad) = det(I − q^{−s} Ad(λ(Fr))|_{^g}I_{FN} )^{−1},

where λ := λ_ϕ (see (1)) is the infinitesimal parameter of ϕ, N = dϕ (^{0 1}_{0 0} ) and ^g_N = ker(N) and g^{IF}_N is the I_F -invariant subspace of ^g_N . See [GR10] for more details about the definition of local L-factors. Here we notice that the Frobenius element in [GR10] is the inverse of our Frobenius element in [CFM^+22].

Proposition 4.4. For any Langlands parameter ϕ, the adjoint L-function L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1 if and only if ϕ is open.

Proof. Write C = C_ϕ in the following. Note that N ∈ C and L(s, ϕ, Ad) has a pole at s = 1 if and only if there exists a nonzero element y ∈ ^g^{IF}_N such that Ad(λ(Fr))y = qy, meaning y ∈ V^∗_λ and [N, y] = 0 so (N, y) ∈ Λ_C . Equivalently, L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1 if and only if {y ∈ V^∗_λ | (N, y) ∈ Λ_C } = {0}.

We first assume that N = 0, i.e., ϕ(w, x) = λ(w). Then L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1 if and only if V^∗_λ = {0}. The latter condition is equivalent to V_λ = {0}, in which case ϕ = λ is trivially open in V_λ.

Next, we assume that N ≠ 0. Since H_λ.N = C and [ , ] is invariant under the H_λ-action, it follows that L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1 if and only if the projection pr_2 : Λ_C → V^∗_λ is zero, which implies C^∗ = {0}, hence C is open. □

We recall the following conjecture of Gross-Prasad and Rallis.

Conjecture 4.5 ([GP92, Conjecture 2.6]). An L-packet Π_ϕ(G) is generic if and only if L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1.

As a consequence of Proposition 4.4, Conjecture 4.5 is equivalent to the following conjectural geometric characterization of generic L-packets.

Conjecture 4.6. An L-packet Π_ϕ(G) is generic if and only if ϕ is an open parameter.

Conjecture 4.5 has been verified in many cases in the literature. See [JS04,Liu11, JL14] for some examples. The connection between genericity and openness seems to be known for experts. For unipotent representations, Conjecture 4.6 has been conjectured in [Ree94] and proved in [Ree97]. In the general case, it also appeared as a conjecture in [Sol23, Conjecture B]. The most general case of Conjecture 4.5 proved in the literature is the following

Theorem 4.7 (Theorem B.2, [GI16]). If G is a classical group (including GL_n), then Conjecture 4.5 is true.

In fact, Gan-Ichino [GI16] proved Conjecture 4.5 for any reductive group under certain hypothesis on local Langlands correspondence, see [GI16, Section B.2], which are known to be true for classical groups (including the general linear groups).

Corollary 4.8. If G is a classical group (including GL_n), then 4.6 is valid true: ϕ is generic if and only if ϕ is open.

For the exceptional group G_2, one can also check that Conjectures 4.5 and thus 4.6 hold directly for unramified parameter ϕ using [CFZ22, CFZ] and for general ϕ using the recently proved local Langlands correspondence for G_2 in [AX22, GS23].

For more general groups, we show that at least one direction of Gross-Prasad & Rallis’ conjecture follows from the Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis easily.

Theorem 4.9. Assume the Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis 3.3. Let ϕ be a generic local Langlands parameter with infinitesimal parameter λ. Then ϕ is open in V_λ and thus L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1.

Proof. Let λ be the corresponding infinitesimal parameter of ϕ and C ⊂ V_λ be the orbit corresponding to ϕ. Assume that C is not open in V_λ. If Π_ϕ(G) contains a generic representation π, then the Desiderata in Section 2 says that there exists a bijection Π_ϕ ∼= ^A_ϕ such that π ↔ 1. Let M_π be the standard module of π. Let C^o be the open orbit in V_λ with Langlands parameter ϕ^o, and let π(ϕ^o) be the representation in Π_ϕo which corresponds to 1 ∈ ^A_ϕo . By Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture and Corollary 3.10, we have ⟨M_π, π(ϕ^o)⟩ ≠ 0. Thus M_π is reducible. By the standard module conjecture [CS98], which was proved in [HO13], π is not generic. Thus if ϕ is not open, Π_ϕ(G) does not contain generic representations. □

4.3. Some other consequences of Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis. As was shown in Theorem 4.9, one direction of Conjecture 4.5 follows from Kazhdan- Lusztig Hypothesis 3.3, in particular, Corollary 3.10. In this subsection, we record several other immediate representation theoretic consequences on Kazhdan-Lusztig hypothesis after Corollary 3.10. Even though they might be well-known unconditionally, we feel like it is probably worth keeping them here to illustrate the power of the geometric approach.

Corollary 4.10. Assume the Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis 3.3 and the local Langlands correspondence desiderata in Section 2 for G. Let π be a supercupidal generic representation of G(F ) and let ϕ = ϕ_π : W_F × SL_2(C ) →^LG be its local Langlands parameter, then ϕ_π|_{SL2 (C)} = 1.

Proof. The proof is along the same line as the proof of Theorem 4.9. Let λ be the infinitesimal parameter of ϕ, it suffices to show that V_λ = {0}. Assume that C_0 is the zero orbit of V_λ and C^o is the open orbit in V_λ. Since π is assumed to be generic, then ϕ ∈ C^o by Theorem 4.9. Desiderata (2) in Section 2 implies that π = π(C^o, 1). Now Corollary 3.10(3) implies that π appeared as a subquotient of the standard module of π(C_0, 1). Since π is assumed to be supercuspidal, it forces that C^o = C_0 and thus V_λ = {0}. □

Corollary 4.11. Assume Conjecture 4.5, the Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis and the desiderata in §2. Then for any infinitesimal parameter λ of G, all of the irreducible representations in Rep_λ(G) have the same central character.

Proof. Let C^o be the open orbit in V_λ. Then Conjecture 4.5, or its equivalent form Conjecture 4.6, implies that there is an irreducible generic representation π^o ∈ Π_ϕo , where ϕ^o is the Langlands parameter associated with C^o. Let ϕ be any L-parameter with λ_ϕ = λ. Part (3) of Corollary 3.10, which is true under the assumption of Kazhdan-Lusztig Hypothesis 3.3, says that π^o is a sub-quotient of M(ϕ, 1), where M(ϕ, 1) is the standard module of π(ϕ, 1), the representation with enhanced Langlands parameter (ϕ.1). Note that M(ϕ, 1) has central character ω_ϕ. Thus we get that ω_ϕo = ω_πo = ω_ϕ. This proves the corollary. □

Remark 4.12. If we assume that for any local L-parameter ϕ and any irreducible representation π ∈ Π_ϕ(G), the central character ω_π of π is ω_ϕ as the recipe given in [GR10], it is possible to check Corollary 4.11 unconditionally, namely, to check ω_{ϕ1} = ω_{ϕ2} if λ_{ϕ1} = λ_{ϕ2} . Indeed, for irreducible representation of quasi-split SO_{2n} and Sp_{2n} over p-adic field, it is checked in an appendix of [LS22] that the central character only depends on its infinitesimal parameter.

5. Generic ABV-packets

5.1. Generic ABV-packets. F. Shahidi proposed the following conjecture in [LS22].

Conjecture 5.1 (Enhanced Shahidi’s Conjecture). Let G be a quasi-split classical group and let ψ be an Arthur parameter of G. Then Π_ψ (G) contains a generic representation if and only if ψ is tempered.

Vogan’s conjecture suggests (see Subsection 1.1) the following ABV-packets analogue of Conjecture 5.1.

Proposition 5.2. Let G be a quasi-split classical group over F and ϕ be a local Langlands parameter of Arthur type. Then Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) contains a generic representation if and only if ϕ is tempered.

The proof of this proposition will be given later as a corollary of a more general result. Because ABV-packets are determined by the geometry of Vogan varieties, it is natural to drop the Arthur type condition in the proposition above, because it is hard to translate it to a geometric condition. Thus we propose the following conjecture which can be viewed as a generalization of Conjecture 4.5 and also Conjecture 5.1 modulo the Vogan’s conjecture [CFM^+22, Conjecture 1, §8.3].

Conjecture 5.3. Let G be any quasi-split reductive group over a p-adic field F . Let ϕ be a local Langlands parameter of G. Then the ABV-packet Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) contains a generic representation if and only if ϕ is open.

Note that Π_ϕ(G) ⊂ Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) for general Langlands parameter ϕ and Π_ϕ(G) = Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) for open Langlands parameter ϕ, see [CFM^+22, Theorem 7.22] (b) or Corollary 4.2, Conjecture 5.3 is indeed a generalization of Conjecture 4.5 in view of Proposition 4.4. Moreover, the new content of Conjecture 5.3 compared to Conjecture 4.5 is that Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) does not contain any generic representations if C_ϕ is not open in V_{λϕ} .

On the other hand, the following theorem shows that Conjecture 4.5 is indeed equivalent to Conjecture 5.3.

Theorem 5.4. Let G be a quasi-split reductive group over F and ϕ be a local Langlands parameter of G. We assume that the local Langlands correspondence holds for G which also satisfies the desiderata in §2. Assuming Conjecture 4.5. Then Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) contains a generic representation if and only ϕ is open.

Proof. Let λ be the infinitesimal parameter of ϕ and let C^o be the open orbit of V_λ and let ϕ^o be the open Langlands parameter. It suffices to show that if ϕ is not open, then Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) cannot contain a generic representation. By Proposition 4.4, Conjecture 4.5 and Desiderata (2) of Section 2, if π is a generic representation in Π(G)_λ, we can assume that π = π(C^o, 1) under the local Langlands correspondence. By Corollary 3.10 (2), the only ABV-packet which contains π is Π^{ABV}_ϕo . □

Corollary 5.5. Let G be a quasi-split reductive group over F .

(1) If G is classical, then Π^{ABV}_ϕ contains a generic representation if and only if L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1.

(2) Assuming Kazhdan-Lusztig’s Hypothesis 3.3. If L(s, ϕ, Ad) has a pole at s = 1, then Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) does not contain a generic representation.

Proof. (1) follows from Gan-Ichino’s Theorem 4.7, Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 5.4 directly. (2) follows from Theorem 4.9 and the proof of Theorem 5.4. □

Proof of Proposition 5.2. By Proposition 4.1, ϕ is tempered if and only if ϕ is open in V_λ, i.e., if and only if L(s, ϕ, Ad) is regular at s = 1. The assertion follows from Corollary 5.5 (1) directly. □

Note that Proposition 5.2 plus [CFM^+22, Conjecture 1 (a), §8.3] would imply Conjecture 5.1. This gives a general framework to solve Conjecture 5.1. In fact, one only need one direction of [CFM^+22, Conjecture 1 (a)] to get Conjecture 5.1:

Corollary 5.6. Let G be a quasi-split classical group. Let ψ be an Arthur parameter and let ϕ = ϕ_ψ . We assume that Π_ψ(G) ⊂ Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) for every Arthur parameter ψ. Then Conjecture 5.1 holds.

Proof. By Corollary 4.2, if ψ is tempered, then Π_ψ (G) = Π_ϕ(G) = Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G), which contains a generic representation by Gan-Ichino’s theorem 4.7. If ψ is not tempered, then ϕ = ϕ_ψ is not open by Proposition 4.1. By Proposition 5.2 does not contain a generic representation. The assumption Π_ψ (G) ⊂ Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) implies that Π_ψ (G) does not contain a generic representation. □

Remark 5.7. The hypothesis Π_ψ(G) ⊂ Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G) implies all representations π in Π_ψ(G) have the same infinitesimal parameter. This is true by [Mœg09, Proposition 4.1].

5.2. A generalization of Enhanced Shahidi’s conjecture. Let G be a classical group over a p-adic field F . Following [HLL22], given an irreducible representation π of G of Arthur type (which means it is in certain A-packet), we consider the set

Ψ(π) = {Arthur parameter ψ of G : π ∈ Π_ψ }.

Since A-packets usually have nontrivial intersections, Ψ(π) is usually not a singleton. Various structures of Ψ(π) were studied in [HLL22, HLLZ22]. An equivalent statement of Enhanced Shahidi’s conjecture 5.1 states that if π is generic and of Arthur type, then Ψ(π) is a singleton.

Analogously, we can consider the following situation. Let G be a general reductive group over a p-adic field F . We assume the local Langlands correspondence for G. Let Φ(G) be the set of all L-parameters of G (up to equivalence). Let π be an irreducible smooth representation of G, we consider the following set Φ^{ABV}(π) = {ϕ ∈ Φ(G) : π ∈ Π^{ABV}_ϕ (G)}.

Then Conjecture 5.3 is equivalent to the following statement: if π is generic, then Φ^{ABV}(π) is a singleton. Concerning this set Φ^{ABV}(π), Corollary 3.5 gives the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 5.8. Let G be a general reductive group over a p-adic field F . We assume the local Langlands correspondence for G. Let λ be an infinitesimal parameter of G and let C ⊂ V_λ be an orbit such that C is smooth and L be an equivariant local system on C. Define π(C, L|_C ) = P^{−1}_w (C, L|_C ) where P_w is as in (6). Then, Φ^{ABV}(π(C, L|_C )) = {ϕ},

where ϕ = ϕ_C is the L-parameter associated with C. In particular, if C is smooth, then Φ^{ABV} (π(C, 1)) = {ϕ}.

A very special case of Corollary 5.8 says that Φ^{ABV} (π(C^o, 1)) is a singleton, where C^o is the open orbit in V_λ. The conjecture of Gross-Prasad and Rallis 4.5 plus Proposition 4.4 give a representation-theoretic description of all representations of the form π(C^o, 1): they are exactly the generic representations. It is thus interesting to ask the question: how to give a representation-theoretic description of the class of representations of the form π(C, 1), where C is smooth in V_λ (or even more generally, representations of the form π(C, L|_C ), where C is smooth and L is a local system on C)?

Finally, if π is of Arthur type and ψ ∈ Ψ(π), then [CFM^+22, Conjecture 1, (a), §8.3] implies that ϕ_ψ ∈ Φ^{ABV} (π). Thus we have a conjectural inclusion Ψ(π) → Φ^{ABV}(π). Corollary 5.8 and [CFM^+22, Conjecture 1, (a), §8.3] then imply the following

Conjecture 5.9. Let G be a classical group over a p-adic field F . Let λ be an infinitesimal parameter of G(F ). Let C be an orbit with C smooth in V_λ and L be a local system on C such that π = π(C, L|_C ) is of Arthur type, then ϕ_C is of Arthur type and Ψ(π) = {ψ}, where ϕ_C the L-parameter associated with C and ψ is the Arthur parameter such that ϕ_C = ϕ_ψ . In particular, if C is smooth and π = π(C, 1) is of Arthur type, then ϕ_C = ϕ_ψ for some Arthur parameter ψ and Ψ(π) = {ψ}.

Remark 5.10. Note that if C is an open or closed orbit, then C is smooth. If C is a closed orbit, then C = C and thus for any local system L on C, Ψ(π(C, L)) should be a singleton if π(C, L) is of Arthur type. This result should follow from [Xu21, Conjecture 2.1], which was directly inspired by the corresponding ABVpacket version result [CFM^+22, Theorem 7.22 (b)] and was checked for Sp_{2n} and split SO_{2n+1} in [HLLZ22]. If C is open, then π(C, 1) is the generic representation in Rep_λ and thus Conjecture 5.9 can be viewed as a generalization of Enhanced Shahidi’s conjecture. At this moment, we are not sure if there is any non-open, non-closed orbit C such that C is smooth and π(C, 1) is of Arthur type. Proving non-existence or providing a classification of such orbit C (if there is any) will be an interesting question.

6. Discrete and tempered parameters are open

In this section we prove that discrete and tempered Langlands parameters are open using only their explicit description (see, in particular, [GR10]) and the knowledge of the cuspidal support of the representations they parametrize. We first recall these pre-requisites.

6.1. Background on discrete series and discrete parameters. To a subset Θ ⊂ Δ we associate a standard parabolic subgroup P_Θ = P with Levi decomposition MU and denote A_M the split component (maximal split torus in the center of M) of M. We will write a^∗_M for the dual of the real Lie-algebra a_M of A_M , (a_M )^∗_C for its complexification and a^{∗+}_M for the positive Weyl chamber in a^∗_M defined with respect to P .

Let’s begin with the definition of some specific nilpotent orbits that will play a key role in our argument. Let N_g be the cone of nilpotent elements in g. An element x ∈ N_g is distinguished in g if it is not contained in any proper Levi subalgebra of g. If we think of nilpotent orbits as described by partitions of some integer, then the distinguished ones would be described by partitions with distinct odd or even integers.

Definition 4 (Discrete Langlands parameter). Let ϕ : W_F × SL_2(C ) →^LG be a Langlands parameter, hence satisfying the above condition. Let A_ϕ be the centralizer of the image of ϕ(W_F × SL_2(C )) in Ĝ. The parameter is said to be discrete if A_ϕ is finite. If we are assuming that the maximal torus in the center of G is F -anisotropic, ϕ is discrete if and only if ϕ(W_F × SL_2(C )) is not contained in a proper parabolic subgroup of^LG.

Alternatively, we can remark that conjecturally the L-packet of a discrete parameter is entirely constituted of discrete series representations, or that the L-parameter of a discrete series is necessarily a discrete parameter. By a result of Heiermann [Hei04, Corollary 8.7], a discrete series representation can also be described through some very specific cuspidal support σ_λ where λ is a residual point for the μ function, the main ingredient in the Plancherel measure on reductive p-adic groups. More precisely:

Theorem 6.1 (Heiermann). Let P = MU be a parabolic subgroup of G and σ be an irreducible unitary cuspidal representation of M. For the induced representation Ind^G_P (σ_λ), with λ ∈ a^∗_M to have a subquotient which is square integrable, it is necessary and sufficient that σ_λ be a pole of the μ function of Harish-Chandra of order equal to the parabolic rank of M and that the restriction of σ to A_G be a unitary character.

Whenever the parameter λ is in (a^∗_M )^+, i.e in the positive closed Weyl chamber, this residual point is called dominant.

Definition 5 (dominant residual point). A residual point σ_λ for σ an irreducible cuspidal representation of a Levi M is dominant if λ is in the closed positive Weyl chamber (a^∗_M )^+.

Definition 6 (dominant infinitesimal character). An infinitesimal character is said to be dominant when the sequence of q-exponents that characterizes it corresponds to a dominant residual point under the local Langlands correspondence for tori. In particular, when its sequence of q-exponents is decreasing.

By observations initially made on Hecke algebras by Opdam, and partially translated by Heiermann to the context of reductive p-adic groups, it is possible to relate the set of dominant residual points to distinguished nilpotent orbits and, by Bala- Carter Theory, the distinguished nilpotent orbits are parametrized by Weighted Dynkin diagrams. In [Dij22], one of the authors made explicit a connection between partitions of (half)-integers for distinguished nilpotent orbits and the integers occurring in the ‘Jordan block’ that completely describe a given irreducible discrete series of classical groups as constructed by Moeglin-Tadic [MT02]. Let us also define a root system Σ_σ (cf [Sil81], 3.5) and its associated Weyl group W_σ . Its index σ reflects the fact that this root system is associated to the cuspidal representation σ and we notice that any λ residual point (those characterize the existence of discrete series subquotients as noted above) is in the W_σ -orbit of a dominant residual point.

Proposition 6.2 (Discrete Langlands parameter). The restriction to SL_2(C ) of the Langlands parameter of an irreducible discrete series representation of a classical group is necessarily written as the direct sum of ν_i with distinct odd or even integers i where ν_i stands for the irreducible representation of SL_2 of dimension i: Sym^{i−1}.

Proof. Although our Langlands parameters do not factor through a proper Levi of^LG, they factor through an elliptic endoscopic subgroup of^LG that we denote LM_E . In particular, the rank of the factors of this subgroup will partition the rank of^LG without multiplicity (as opposed to the Levis of the classical groups where the linear group subfactor would appear twice). This set of integers is also key to characterizing the residual point appearing in the cuspidal support of the discrete series. More precisely, this residual point is in the Weyl group W_σ -orbit of a dominant residual point which will uniquely correspond to a distinguished nilpotent orbit (see [Hei06, Proposition 6.2]) of a classical Lie algebras, hence these integers are necessarily distinct odd or even integers partitioning the rank n of^LG. □

Remark 6.3. In their construction of discrete series representations, Moeglin and Tadic named the set of dimensions i of the ν_i occurring as a factor in the discrete Langlands parameter the ‘Jordan block’, which, along a partial cuspidal support, and the ϵ-function constitute an admissible triple.

6.2. The argument for discrete series. In this section, we now aim to prove that a well-identified point, x_ϕ, of the Vogan variety V_{λϕ} associated to the infinitesimal parameter λ_ϕ where ϕ is either a discrete or tempered Langlands parameter lies in the open orbit. When e = ( 1 1 0 1 ) , the point x_ϕ has been defined in [Vog93,

Proposition 4.5] and [CFM^+22, Proposition 4.2.2] as: x_ϕ := log ϕ(1, e). To do so, we use the above definition and description of discrete Langlands parameters and observe x_ϕ factors through a subgroup^LM_E of^LG where it is immediately seen to be open in the Vogan variety ∏_j i=1 V_{λi} attached to the decomposition of ϕ in ⊕_iν_i.

In [CFM^+22] and in [Ben22], the Vogan variety has been described as a product of Hom-spaces Hom(E_qi , E_qi+1 ) where E_qi stands for the q^i-eigenspace. Here, we also use the description of the open orbit in terms of maximal ranks of maps between the eigenspaces E_qi .

We denote the map^Lη :^LM_E →^LG and aim to show that^Lη(x_ϕ) will remain in the open orbit of V_λ. The variety V_λ is usually more easily described when the infinitesimal parameter is dominant. To transform the parameter (λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_j ) in a dominant infinitesimal parameter, one usually use a permutation matrix P . We will therefore let this permutation P operate on x_ϕ too. The key observation will be that the non-zero entries in x_ϕ, which also stand for maps between E_qi - eigenspaces in ∏_j i=1 V_{λi} , will remain maps between those same eigenspaces in V_λ.

Let us formulate this fact in a lemma:

Lemma 6.4. Let K be an algebraically closed field. Let λ, and S be two linear endomorphisms on a K-vector space, with λ diagonalizable, such that its eigenvalues are given by q-exponents in the standard basis of the vector space, and S of degree +1, i.e S(E_qi ) = E_qi+1 , for all i. Then, the linear endomorphism S is invariant under reordering of the basis of the K-vector space, hence remains of degree +1.

Proof. Through λ, with eigenvalues of the form q^i’s, we can decompose a K-vector space V into eigenspaces, E_qi ’s. It is well-known that linear endomorphisms are invariant under change of basis. □

6.3. An example with SO_7. Let us consider an irreducible unramified discrete series representation π of the p-adic SO_7. Its Langlands dual group is Sp_6, of rank 6. Since it is discrete, its Langlands parameter needs to factor through the^LM_E subgroup whose factor have rank either one of the two partitions of 6 into distinct even integers: {6} and {2, 4}. Let us consider the second partition. It parametrizes the dimension of each of ν_i occurring in the Langlands parameter: ϕ_π = ν_2 ⊕ ν_4. By Theorem 6.1, π is a subquotient in I^G_Q (σ_ν ) with ν a dominant residual point. The distinguished nilpotent orbit corresponding to this dominant residual point is exactly characterized by the partition {2, 4}. From those integers we get the residual segments (3/2, 1/2, −1/2, −3/2) and (1/2, −1/2). Concatenating them, we get the sequence of exponents: (3/2, 1/2, −1/2, −3/2, 1/2, −1/2). Then the infinitesimal parameter λ(Fr) is the diagonal matrix:

(q^{3/2}, q^{1/2}, q^{−1/2}, q^{−3/2}, q^{1/2}, q^{−1/2})

We let x_{ϕπ} be the Jordan form of Sym^3( ( 1 1 0 1 ) ) ⊕ Sym^1( ( 1 1 0 1 ) ).

x_{ϕπ} = 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

Let us take a closer look at the non-zero entries of x_{ϕπ} , starting from the first line:

λ(F r) + x_{ϕπ} = q^{3/2} 1 0 0 0 0 0 q^{1/2} 1 0 0 0 0 0 q^{−1/2} 1 0 0 0 0 0 q^{−3/2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 q^{1/2} 1 0 0 0 0 0 q^{−1/2}

The permutation matrix has to permute the fourth and sixth entries of the diagonal, and the third and fifth:

P = 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

Then P x_{ϕπ} P =

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

By switching the 2 × 2 blocks containing the couple of entries (q^{−1/2}, q^{−3/2}) and (q^{1/2}, q^{−1/2}), one gets the expected result. The entries given by the blue and the red 1 get switched. As the q^{−1/2} diagonal entry goes down on the diagonal by 2 steps, the green 1 on the second line, get translated rightward by 2. As we noticed with this example the number of desired maps between q-eigenspaces (given by these 1) is preserved through this process. This explains why we should get as many maps as multiplicities of (positive) exponents. Further, we will see that the ranks of the compositions of such maps will also remain maximal, implying that x_ϕ = log ϕ(1, e) lies in the open orbit.

Remark 6.5. Concretely, as a result of the Lemma 6.4, we have that the 1’s, which are initially at the intersection of a line (the one of a given eigenvalue) and a given column, follow this line and column throughout the various transpositions of the permutation matrix. After conjugation by the permutation matrix, a given block matrix containing such 1’s necessarily has them on independent lines and columns. If this block matrix is a square matrix, it is itself a permutation matrix.

6.4. An example with Sp_{14}. Let us consider an irreducible unramified discrete series representation π of the p-adic Sp_{14}. Its Langlands dual group is SO_{15}, of rank 15. We choose the decomposition of 15 in {7, 5, 3} and construct the corresponding infinitesimal parameter. Let us take the following Langlands parameter λ and apply a permutation matrix to reorganize it so that the exponents are in decreasing order. We also wrote the point x_ϕ within the same matrix, and it corresponds only to the 1 entries just above the diagonal. We will observe how the permutation matrix will move those entries in particular. Note that we focus our attention on the upper-half part of the matrix, as by symmetry, the blocks matrices that constitute the Vogan variety on the lower-half will the same as the upper half but transposed.

q^3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q^2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_q 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_{q2} 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_{q3} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q^2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_q 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_{q2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_q

Below, we see how the permutation matrix acts on the colored non-zero entries of the upper-half matrix:

q^3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q^2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q^2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_{q2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_{q2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_{q3}

Let us now show the block matrices which will constitute the Vogan variety to see in which orbit the element x_ϕ embeds. Again, we focus here our attention on the upper-half of the matrix.

q^3 1 ∗ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q^2 0 1 ∗ ∗ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q^2 ∗ ∗ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 0 0 ∗ 1 ∗ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 0 ∗ ∗ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 1 ∗ ∗ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_{q2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_{q2} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_{q3}

Let us call w the vector (u, v) on the first line, X the 2 × 3 matrix on the second and third line, and Z the 3 × 3 matrix below. Then the Vogan variety is V_λ = {w, X, Z}. We see that w ≠ 0 and the ranks of X and Z are maximal. Further, as the result of the Lemma 6.4, the products of w with X and X with Z, as well as the product of the three, necessarily have maximal ranks. Indeed, the property of each of the maps (the "1"’s), which is to send an eigenvector in E_qi to E_qi+1 , imply there will be enough compositions of such maps after application of the permutation matrix (i.e the ranks of the product matrices are maximal). Therefore it is clear that this element lies in the open orbit.

As we presented the following proposition in a seminar, Alexander Meli brought to our attention the existence of another proof in a recent paper [BMIY24, Proposition 3.18].

Proposition 6.6. Let π be an irreducible discrete series of a split classical group G or any of its pure inner forms, ϕ_π its Langlands parameter. Then ϕ_π is open in V_λ.

Proof. Let π be an irreducible discrete series of a classical group G whose set of pure inner forms contains at least one split form, and take^LG its Langlands dual group of rank n (which is shared by all its pure inner forms). Using the Theorem 6.1, we know this irreducible discrete series is a subquotient of I^G_Q (σ_λ), with λ a residual point. Using the Proposition 6.2, to each such irreducible discrete series, we can associate a partition of n into distinct odd or even integers, (Λ_1, Λ_2, . . . , Λ_m), such that ϕ_π |_{SL2(C)} is the sum of the ν_{Λj} . Evaluate each of the ν_i = Sym^{i−1} where i runs over the Λ_j for j ∈ {1, . . . m} at d_w to identify the infinitesimal parameter λ(w). The sequence of |w|-exponents in λ(w), whenever reordered to be decreasing, is called a "residual segment" (see [Dij22, Definition 4.2]), and can alternatively be understood as a dominant residual point by [Hei06, Section 2.5].

Using this infinitesimal parameter, we build the Vogan variety. As the Langlands parameter of a discrete series factors through the subgroup^LM_E of^LG, we can write V_λ = ∏ i V_{λi} , where λ_i is the residual segment corresponding to ν_i(d_w ). Note that by [CFM^+22, Lemma 5.3], unramification of the Langlands parameter leaves the Vogan variety intact, so we may as well assume the infinitesimal parameter is unramified. Since λ_i is a strictly decreasing sequence of (half)-integers, the Vogan variety V_{λi} corresponds to the maximal Jordan block matrix of rank the length of λ_i. Further since ϕ_π|_{SL2 (C)} = ⨁ i ν_i, we can consider the point x_{ϕπ} as a tuple of x_{νi} .

With ν_i an irreducible representation of SL_2(C ) of dimension i, x_{νi} , once written in Jordan form, is a matrix with only one block of maximal dimension i (i.e is an element in a nilpotent regular orbit), that is, whose non-zero entries exactly match the ones of V_{λi} . The 1’s in such Jordan block constitutes a linear endomorphism of degree +1 as in Lemma 6.4.

We now reorganize the infinitesimal parameter so that q-exponents on the diagonal are decreasing, and describe the Vogan variety using this dominant infinitesimal parameter. The same operation (conjugation by a permutation matrix) is applied to x_{ϕπ} . For each q-exponent i, we need to show there are as many maps between the q^i-eigenspaces and the q^{i+1}-eigenspaces (which form one of the block matrices constitutive of V_λ) as the multiplicity of the q^{i+1} entry in the diagonal matrix (the rank of the block matrix). This means the rank of maps from E_qi to E_qi+1 is maximal, for each i. Further, the compositions of such maps need also to be of maximal ranks. This follows from the understanding that there were "enough" such maps in the initial expression of x_ϕ ∈ ∏_j 1 V_i and that these maps were preserved when applying the permutation matrix. This follows by Lemma 6.4. Further, since for each i, we have that this linear endomorphism S satisfies S(E_qi ) = E_qi+1 , it implies that S^n(E_qi ) = E_qi+n , whenever this expression makes sense. This means the compositions of maps between eigenspaces need also be of maximal ranks. This directly implies that x_{ϕπ} lies in the open orbit.

As explained in [CFM^+22, Section 10.2.1] when passing from the case of a group of type A_n to the classical forms of B_n, C_n or D_n simply results in an identification of the q^i-eigenspace of λ(Fr) with the dual of the the q^{−i}-eigenspace: E_qi ∼= E^∗_{q− i}. Using this identification, Joël Benesh has proved in its master thesis [Ben22, Proposition 3.21] that whenever we deal with root systems of type B (resp. C), and with integral (resp. half-integral) powers of q, the Vogan variety is: Hom(E_q1 , E_q0 ) × Hom(E_q2 , E_q1 ) × . . . Hom(E_qℓ , E_qℓ−1 ) (resp. Hom(E_q1 , E_q0 ) × Hom(E_q2 , E_q1 )×. . . Hom(E_qℓ , E_qℓ−1 )×Sym^2(E_qℓ ) where ℓ = [k/2] for k the number of distinct eigenvalues of λ. This means that the symmetrical aspect of classical groups allows us to argue using only the positive q-eigenspaces. □

Remark 6.7. The reader familiar with the dictionary between multisegments and rank triangles (see for instance a nice account in [CR24]) would note that the shape of x_{ϕπ} ∈^Lm_E correspond to rank triangles with 1 on the first lines. We may denote x_{ii−1} ∈ Hom(E_qi , E_qi−1 ) and note that the orbit of V_λ under H_λ are parametrized by the ranks of the x_{ii−1} and x_{ij} , leading to the notion of rank triangles. Here, we have multiplicities 1, and the ranks of the x_{ii−1} equal to 1 for each λ_i, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , j}. As the ranks of the x_{ii−1} are maximal (i.e equal to the multiplicities), and further the ranks of their compositions are also maximal, our orbit in^Lm_E is the open one. When we apply the permutation matrix and consider now the parameter λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_j ) in^Lg, we just add the multiplicities and the ranks of each rank triangle. Then the ranks remain equal to their maximal values (in particular, equal to the multiplicities on the first line of the rank triangle) and we land once more in the open orbit in^Lg. A key observation, justifying why we are just adding them, is the fact that our segments are nested.

6.5. The tempered case. We will use the characterization given in [Wal03, Proposition III.4.1] of (essentially) tempered representations: Essentially tempered (non-discrete series) representations of a group G are subquotients (equivalently, direct summand) of the normalized parabolic induction of an essentially discrete series representation of a Levi subgroup. Let us recall the desiderata for the Local Langlands correspondence as given by Borel ([Bor79], and see for instance [ABPS17]). We need to introduce enhanced Langlands parameters in the sense that we add an irreducible complex representation ρ of the S-group of ϕ: S_ϕ = Z_Ĝ(ϕ)/ Z_Ĝ(ϕ)^0Z(Ĝ)^{ΓF} .

Desiderata 6.8 (Desiderata for the Local Langlands Correspondence, Borel [Bor79]).

• We assume (ϕ_M , ρ_M ) ∈ Φ_e(M) is bounded. Then { π_{ϕ,ρ} : ϕ = ϕ_M composed with^Lη :^LM →^LG, ρ|_{SϕM} contains ρ_M } (9) equals the set of all irreducible constituents of the parabolically induced representation I^G_P (π_{ϕM ,ρM} ).

• Furthermore if ϕ_M is discrete but not necessarily bounded then (9) is the set of Langlands constituents of I^G_P (π_{ϕM ,ρM} ).

Proposition 6.9. Let π be an irreducible tempered representation of a split classical group G or any of its pure inner forms, ϕ_π its Langlands parameter. Then x_{ϕπ} is open in V_λ.

Proof. Since π is an irreducible tempered representation, it is a direct summand of the normalized parabolic induction of an essentially discrete series representation of a Levi subgroup. Its Langlands parameter ϕ_π is equal to^Lη(ϕ_M ) with ϕ_M a discrete unbounded parameter. For a discrete unbounded parameter ϕ, we have shown in Theorem 6.6 that x_ϕ lies in the open orbit. We then need to show that Lη preserves this openness property. Note that the Levi subgroup of G, a classical group, is always a product of general linear subgroups with a classical subgroup of the same type as G, implying that ϕ_M = (ϕ_{GL}, ϕ_C ), where ϕ_{GL} denotes the parameter of the (product of) general linear subgroup(s) and ϕ_C the parameter of the classical subgroup. Both are open, and the infinitesimal parameter attached to them is also a pair, (λ_{GL}, λ_C ), where λ_C has been lengthily described when considering discrete parameters, and λ_{GL} is necessarily a set of segments centered around zero.

Therefore, to the parameter λ_C composed of nested segments, one adds a set of segments that will be either disjoint from the previous set (in particular if the parity of the rank of the general linear part and the classical group part differ) or nested with them. Let us define^Lη^∗ :^Lη :^Lm →^Lg induced by^Lη. Once more, we need to understand if x_{ϕπ} =^Lη^∗(x_{ϕπM} ) = P x_{ϕπM} P^{−1} remains open whenever ϕ_{πM} is, where P denotes the permutation matrix used to reorganize λ so that it is a decreasing sequence of (half)-integers. Since the segments composing λ are nested, or completely disjoint, the observations made in the proof of Proposition 6.6 and Remark 6.7 still hold. When reorganizing λ so that it is a decreasing sequence of (half)-integers, we simply add multiplicities of q-exponents, and add the ranks of the Hom(E_qi , E_qi−1 )’s (all equal to 1 before reorganization), as well as their compositions, so that the ranks remain maximal with respect to multiplicities, implying the openness of ϕ_π ∈ V_λ. □

Proposition 6.10. Let ϕ be a Langlands parameter of a classical split group G or any of its pure inner forms, factoring through some subgroup^LH of^LG, and with infinitesimal parameter λ. If ϕ is such that x_{ϕ|LH} lies in the open orbit of the Vogan variety V_{λ|L H} , then it lies in the open orbit in V_λ. Further, this implies that parabolic induction preserves the openness of a Langlands parameter.

Proof. A direct consequence of the Lemma 6.4, and following the argumentation of the proof of Propositions 6.6 and 6.9. We use the definition of the Vogan variety in terms of product of homomorphisms spaces which has been defined, in [CFM^+22], for classical groups only. □

References

[AAM] Jeffrey Adams, Nicolás Arancibia, and Paul Mezo, Equivalent definitions of A-packets for Real classical groups, Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society, to appear. https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2108.05788.

[ABV92] Jeffrey Adams, Dan Barbasch, and David A. Vogan Jr., The Langlands classification and irreducible characters for real reductive groups, Progress in Mathematics, vol. 104, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1992.

[ABPS17] Anne-Marie Aubert, Paul Baum, Roger Plymen, and Maarten Solleveld, Conjectures about p-adic groups and their noncommutative geometry, Around Langlands correspondences, Contemp. Math., vol. 691, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2017, pp. 15–51.

[AX22] Anne-Marie Aubert and Yujie Xu, The explicit local Langlands correspondence for G_2 (2022). preprint, arXiv:2208.12391.

[Art13] James Arthur, The endoscopic classification of representations, American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications, vol. 61, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2013. Orthogonal and symplectic groups.

[BBD82] A. A. Beĭılinson, J. Bernstein, and P. Deligne, Faisceaux pervers, Analysis and topologyon singular spaces, I, Astérisque (1982).

[Ben22] J Benesh, Equivariant resolutions of singularities for orbits in generalized quiver varieties arising in the local Langlands program for p-adic groups, 2022. Master Thesis, University of Lethbridge.

[BMIY24] Alexander Bertoloni Meli, Naoki Imai, and Alex Youcis, The Jacobson–Morozov Morphism for Langlands Parameters in the Relative Setting, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 6 (2024), 5100–5165, DOI 10.1093/imrn/rnad217.

[Bor79] A. Borel, Automorphic L-functions, Automorphic forms, representations and Lfunctions (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Oregon State Univ., Corvallis, Ore., 1977), Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., XXXIII, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1979, pp. 27– 61. [CS98] William Casselman and Freydoon Shahidi, On irreducibility of standard modules for generic representations, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4) 31 (1998), no. 4, 561–589, DOI 10.1016/S0012-9593(98)80107-9.

[CG10] Neil Chriss and Victor Ginzburg, Representation theory and complex geometry, Modern Birkhäuser Classics, Birkhäuser Boston, Ltd., Boston, MA, 2010. Reprint of the 1997 edition.

[CFM^+22] Clifton L. R. Cunningham, Andrew Fiori, Ahmed Moussaoui, James Mracek, and Bin Xu, A-packets for p-adic groups by way of microlocal vanishing cycles of perverse sheaves, with examples, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 276 (2022), no. 1353, ix+216, DOI 10.1090/memo/1353.

[CFK22] Clifton Cunningham, Andrew Fiori, and Nicole Kitt, Appearance of the Kashiwara- Saito singularity in the representation theory of p-adic GL(16), Pacific J. Math. 321 (2022), no. 2, 239–282, DOI 10.2140/pjm.2022.321.239.

[CFZ22] Clifton Cunningham, Andrew Fiori, and Qing Zhang, A-packets for G_2 and perverse sheaves on cubics, Adv. Math. 395 (2022), Paper No. 108074, 74, DOI 10.1016/j.aim.2021.108074.

[CFZ] Clifton Cunningham, Andrew Fiori, and Qing Zhang, Toward the endoscopic classification of unipotent representations of p-adic G_2. preprint, arXiv: 2101.04578.

[CR24] Clifton Cunningham and Mishty Ray, Proof of Vogan’s conjecture on A-packets:

irreducible parameters of p-adic general linear groups, Manuscripta Math. 173 (2024), no. 3-4, 1073–1097, DOI 10.1007/s00229-023-01490-7.

[CR] Clifton Cunningham and Mishty Ray, Proof of Vogan’s conjecture on A-packets for GL_n over p-adic fields. preprint, http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.10300.

[Dij22] Sarah Dijols, The generalized injectivity conjecture, Bull. Soc. Math. France 150 (2022), no. 2, 251–345.

[GI16] Wee Teck Gan and Atsushi Ichino, The Gross-Prasad conjecture and local theta correspondence, Invent. Math. 206 (2016), no. 3, 705–799, DOI 10.1007/s00222-016- 0662-8.

[GGP12] Wee Teck Gan, Benedict H. Gross, and Dipendra Prasad, Symplectic local root numbers, central critical L values, and restriction problems in the representation theory of classical groups, Astérisque 346 (2012), 1–109 (English, with English and French summaries). Sur les conjectures de Gross et Prasad. I.

[GS23] Wee Teck Gan and Gordan Savin, The local Langlands conjecture for G_2, Forum of Mathematics, Pi 11, e28 (2023), 1-42. arXiv:2209.07346.

[GP92] Benedict H. Gross and Dipendra Prasad, On the decomposition of a representation of SO_n when restricted to SO_{n−1}, Canad. J. Math. 44 (1992), no. 5, 974–1002, DOI 10.4153/CJM-1992-060-8.

[GR10] Benedict H. Gross and Mark Reeder, Arithmetic invariants of discrete Langlands parameters, Duke Math. J. 154 (2010), no. 3, 431–508, DOI 10.1215/00127094-2010- 043.

[HLL22] Alexander Hazeltine, Baiying Liu, and Chi-Heng Lo, On the intersection of local Apackets for classical groups. (2022). preprint, arXiv:2201.10539.

[HLL24] Alexander Hazeltine, Baiying Liu, and Chi-Heng Lo, On certain conjecture of Clozel and Shahidi (2024). preprint, arXiv:2404.05773.

[HLLZ22] Alexander Hazeltine, Baiying Liu, Chi-Heng Lo, and Qing Zhang, The closure ordering conjecture on local L-parameters in local A-packets of classical groups (2022). preprint, arXiv:2209.03816.

[Hei04] Volker Heiermann, Décomposition spectrale et représentations spéciales d’un groupe réductif p-adique, J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 3 (2004), no. 3, 327–395, DOI 10.1017/S1474748004000106.

[Hei06] V. Heiermann, Orbites unipotentes et pôles d’ordre maximal de la fonction μ d’Harish- Chandra, Canad. J. Math. 58 (2006), 1203-1228.

[HO13] Volker Heiermann and Eric Opdam, On the tempered L-functions conjecture, Amer.

J. Math. 135 (2013), no. 3, 777–799, DOI 10.1353/ajm.2013.0026.

[JL14] Chris Jantzen and Baiying Liu, The generic dual of p-adic split SO_{2n} and local Langlands parameters, Israel J. Math. 204 (2014), no. 1, 199–260, DOI 10.1007/s11856- 014-1091-2.

[JS04] Dihua Jiang and David Soudry, Generic representations and local Langlands reciprocity law for p-adic SO_{2n+1}, Contributions to automorphic forms, geometry, and number theory, 2004, pp. 457–519.

[Kal13] Tasho Kaletha, Genericity and contragredience in the local Langlands correspondence, Algebra Number Theory 7 (2013), no. 10, 2447–2474, DOI 10.2140/ant.2013.7.2447.

[KMSW14] Tasho Kaletha, Alberto Minguez, Sug Woo Shin, and Paul-James White, Endoscopic Classification of Representations: Inner Forms of Unitary Groups (2014). https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.3731.

[Kon02] Takuya Konno, Twisted endoscopy and the generic packet conjecture, Israel J. Math.

129 (2002), 253–289, DOI 10.1007/BF02773167.

[Liu11] Baiying Liu, Genericity of representations of p-adic Sp_{2n} and local Langlands parameters, Canad. J. Math. 63 (2011), no. 5, 1107–1136, DOI 10.4153/CJM-2011-017-2.

[LS22] Baiying Liu and Freydoon Shahidi, Jiang’s Conjecture on the wavefront sets of local Arthur packets (2022). With an appendix On central characters of representations in local A-packets by Hazeltine, Lo and Liu, preprint.

[Lus95] George Lusztig, Cuspidal local systems and graded Hecke algebras. II, Representations of groups (Banff, AB, 1994), 1995, pp. 217–275. With errata for Part I [Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. No. 67 (1988), 145–202.

[Mis16] Manish Mishra, Generic Representations in L-packets, International Journal of Number Theory 12 (2016), no. 6, 1613-1624.

[Mœg09] Colette Mœglin, Comparaison des paramètres de Langlands et des exposants à l’intérieur d’un paquet d’Arthur, J. Lie Theory 19 (2009), no. 4, 797–840.

[MT02] Colette Mœglin and Marko Tadić, Construction of discrete series for classical p-adic groups, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 15 (2002), no. 3, 715–786, DOI 10.1090/S0894-0347-02- 00389-2.

[Mok15] Chung Pang Mok, Endoscopic classification of representations of quasi-split unitary groups, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 235 (2015), no. 1108, vi+248, DOI 10.1090/memo/1108.

[Ree94] Mark Reeder, On the Iwahori-spherical discrete series for p-adic Chevalley groups;

formal degrees and L-packets, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4) 27 (1994), no. 4, 463– 491.

[Ree97] Mark Reeder, Whittaker models and unipotent representations of p-adic groups, Math.

Ann. 308 (1997), 587-592.

[Ren10] David Renard, Représentations des groupes réductifs p-adiques, Cours Spécialisés, vol. 17, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2010.

[Sha90] Freydoon Shahidi, A proof of Langlands’ conjecture on Plancherel measures; complementary series for p-adic groups, Ann. of Math. (2) 132 (1990), no. 2, 273–330, DOI 10.2307/1971524.

[Sil81] Allan J. Silberger, Discrete Series and Classification for p-Adic Groups I, American Journal of Mathematics 103 (1981), no. 6, 1241–1321.

[Sol22] Maarten Solleveld, Graded Hecke algebras, constructible sheaves and the p-adic Kazhdan–Lusztig conjecture (2022). https://arxiv.org/pdf/2106.03196.pdf.

[Sol23] Maarten Solleveld, On submodules of standard modules (2023). preprint, arXiv: 2309.10401.

[Vog93] David A. Vogan Jr., The local Langlands conjecture, Representation theory of groups and algebras, Contemp. Math., vol. 145, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1993, pp. 305–379, DOI 10.1090/conm/145/1216197.

[Wal03] J.-L. Waldspurger, La formule de Plancherel pour les groupes p-adiques (d’après Harish-Chandra), J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 2 (2003), no. 2, 235–333.

[Xu21] Bin Xu, A-packets for quasisplit GSp(2n) and GO(2n) over a p-adic field. (2021).

preprint, arXiv:2111.07591.

[Zel81] A. V. Zelevinskiĭ, The p-adic analogue of the Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture, Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 15 (1981), no. 2, 9–21, 96 (Russian).

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Calgary, 2500 University Drive NW, Calgary, Alberta, T2N 1N4, Canada Email address: clifton@automorphic.ca

University of British Columbia, PIMS, Office 4132, Earth Sciences Building, 2207 Main Mall, Vancouver, BC V6T 1Z4

Email address: sarah.dijols@math.ubc.ca

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Lethbridge, 4401 University Drive, Lethbridge, Alberta, T1K 3M4, Canada Email address: andrew.fiori@uleth.ca

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan, 430074, China

Email address: qingzh@hust.edu.cn