Intertwining {3 & Iwahori-Hecke algebra
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1. IFC DI

1956 4, Bruhat IZ & - T Lie #£5%° p #EREOFFERBLO MG I Intertwining B 23EA S
N, Z0LAE, WO E, WDPDRRBIREIN TS FHLwI LiTow
T [2], [5], [6] ). Friz, Z DT % spherical function I L THW 3 Z LITk>THS
1% Macdonald DA% spherical Whittaker BIEUIZ W 2 Z L 12 X > T 5 1% Shintani-
Casselman-Shalika DAL, p-ERFORBGRICE W TREI N2 EL AKX TH 2. ([6],
[7]). AGEETlE, Iwahori fixed vector @ H ALK o, I Intertwining fEHFE M, ZFH
HTRONLLTORIEZENT 5.

Theorem 1.1. 7 A VFEDTLu, v IZX LT, u < v (Bruhat order) Z2iii7- L T\ 5% &3 3%,
CDEE, vDulX LT “good word”TdH % ERET 5 &,
—1za

l—gq
M) )(1) =] ————
) =TT
DK D LD, T 2T, zld Langlands parameter TH D, Tt u < vry < v 27273 positive
root « € ot ZHHD ET 5,

AR 2G5 2 E12 XD, Casselman(6] 23 Intertwining fEHFE 2 W TEZ L 72 Twahori
fixed vector DI (Casselman JEK) OBIRARICEY % Bump-Nakasuji [3] D FHO—H%
ALY 5 2 LT E 5,

2. INTERTWINING {EF £

G % non-archimedean 72K F' L@ split semisimple fAEHEE T 5. F72, 0% F O
B, p%&oDMKRA T 7N, q2RRED cardinality £ §5. ZDEE, G(F)D Borel {57
# B(F) 1%, 18K split torus T(F) & unipotent radical N(F) % H\T B(F) = T(F)N(F)
ERTENTE S,

T(F) DIREE Y IR L, x »oiFEIND GF) DERBT, f(bg) = (62)(bg) 7z T
locally constant 7z BA% CHERK S 415 space %

V(x) ={f: G(F) — C|f(bg) = (8"*x)(b) f(9)}
£9%, 2ZT, §:B(F) — Clfmodular quasicharacter & L, x & x(tn) = x(t) £ LT,
N(F) Etrivial £ 5 X912 B RICIRVRL TH . 7, G(F) DM right translation
E95. K%z GoWKary 7 Mgk, J% K ® Iwahori {i0#E L 75 &, x %Y general
position D & F, V(y) 3HKITH D, x 23 unramified D & F, V(x)’ (J-fixed vetors) DK

TCIE 7 ANVEEW Dorder IZFFE LW, 2D EDH, V(x)! DD W T parametrize S 41
1



22 EIEARLIETHY, ZOAREIED 1D {d|w e W ZXREHELTHDE L TE
#3%. beB(F),ucW, ke JIZxL,
_ 80 u=wohh
bu(buk) = { 0 Z DD,
7, w,oe WIZRL, ¢, =Y 5,0, EEET 5.
® % G @ dual root system & 7§ %, semisimple Lie algebra g = gr (3 T D Lie algebra t &
root eigenspace g, (o € @) ZH\VT, g=td 4 9, ICTHETE %, H, € t % coroot & L,
go D element X, % [Xo, Xg] = +(p+ )Xoy ER B EIITER, 22T, o, ,a+3€0,
plE B—pa € ® 2l TIHRRKDERETS, ZDEE, ac dTITXL, %D differential
diy : 5ly — g 23K % JWi72 3 homomorphism 4, : SLy — G WHFET 5 -

. (0 1 . (0 0 (1 0
di,, (0 O>_X°“ di,, (1 0>:X_a, di,, (0 _1>:Ha.

IC, we WIZHR L, Intertwining fEHZE M, : V(x) — V(¥x) ZXTE&RT 5 :
(M f)(9) =/ f(w™'ng) dnz/ f(w™ng) dn. (2.1)

NNwN_w—1 (NNnwNw=1)\N

Proposition 2.1. w™la € &~ &7z 3§ ¢ X TD positive root a IR L, T (2.1) I3,

(o )

THOINR T 5, 22 Twldp D fized generator TH 5, 7z, length functionl : W — Z
23, l(ww') = l(w) +1(w) ZHi7zFTEE, Myw = My, 0 My DR LD,

Proof. & DIEHD GIRD 5. wi,wy, € W ITXL,
My fl9) = F((wyws) " ng)dn

Nﬂ(wlwg)N_ (w1’w2)_1

<1 (2.2)

-1, 1
1/ ) 1f(w2 wy nany g)dnadn,
NnwiN_w; " Jwi(NNwaN_w; " )w]

f(wy 'wi M wingwy M nyg)dnadng

Nnwy N_wi? /wazsz;l

f (w3 nowi ™ ny g)dnadng

Nﬂw1N7wf1 /Nﬂszw21

= My, © My, f(9).
RICHIFDAEHZTT). Z3Ud w = s, (o1& simple root) DL ZHEHTNIT XV, w =

Sq = g <1 _1>@k§’, NNwNw™ =i,(F) 7%DT, E7lE

/1 (wa (1 1’) g> v



LEIND, v AODEE,

oo o) (2 )
Lo e )

2145, 22T, M0V oo N lETH S, f DY ocally constant DT, v HH4Y
REVWRS, fOEBERELRS. $hbL, HNDNERER, 20 TRVERCITHNLT,

oot pe ()

DISHICAKTET 5.y DHAHE: wFo* LERTHD, 2OMIEF(1—q ) THBIE, B
)

O t=qg*"2E25L,
(" o))
a —k
- [>C “

DK ZEZEZNT I D05, LXoT, KE (22) BKILT 2 & &, FETDOIRDIK
AVACRRSY O

dv

k

3. IWAHORI HECKE ALGEBRA

Iwahori Hecke algebra H; & G I compact support 2 i 2B% f T, f(kgk') = f(g)
(k, k' € J) ZHi7z$ J-biinvariant BIED convolution ring TH 5. (Z DL, Iwahori-
Matsumoto [11] Z&M) . Z ZTl&, Haar measure % normalize L, J @ volume % 1 & ¢
5. %7, t, Z JwJ D characteristic function &9 5% & (D79, t, Zt;,(1<i<r) &
2 <), t; 1 braid relation ¢;t;t;t; - -+ = tjtitjt; -, BEXOZ = (¢— 1t +q 2§, ZDL
&, K = G(o0) Tsupport ZF OB TERINAHABE HW) X, dim(H(W)) = |[W|T
HY, {ti, - ,t.} % generaor IZFFD,

4, vector isomorphism a = a(x) : V(x)! — H(W) Z f € V(x)? IZX L,

—1 K @:[:Elé\’

LEHT B,
Proposition 3.1. « i3 left H(W)-module D isomorphism Td 5.



Proof. H(W) @ % 1 H B ~DEA I left multiplication (convolution) TH b, V(x)! LD

TERIE, ¢ € Hy, feVi(x) ITxfL,
(6- ) = 7(6)f (@) = [ 6l9)f(zg)dg

Thsb., o7, ge KETBE,
(6-Nlg™) = [ ot flg~ wdh = [ o(gh)f()dh

a(g- f)(g) =
b, 22T, oK Tsupport ZFi> 2 & kD, Eoo#iH%Z KIZHIBL, h— bt &

ERERT B &,
[ otah™ 1 Ndg = [ o(gha(N Bk = [ slgha(F)(h)dh
K K G
HEELS T 13 left convolution TH 5 Z & B3
U

5. 40 6-a(f)(g) THB T EDD
b, EoT, alp-f) Ed-alf) lF K EFLW,
eEWIIRL, BEM, = My, : HW) — H(W) ZXD diagram H5A[H & 75

RIZ, w
55D ITERT B!
V() = vy

Mw(]-H) € H(W) k‘g‘% k, ax<¢1) = ]-'H

22T, H(W) D unit element 15 I L, p,(w)
ThHbHIEDD,
pz(w) = a(“x) 1

ERTILEDTED,
Proposition 3.2. fEED h e H(W) IZH L T,
My (h) = h - pp(w)

DY SO,
Proof. M, 13 left H(W)-module % DT,
My (h) = My(h-1) = hM (1) = h - pg(w).
Lemma 3.3. [(wyws) = l(wy) + l(wy) D & &,
fiz(W1W2) = iz (W2) fuvyz (W1)-



Proof. Proposition 2.1 £ 0, My, = My, 0 My,. &> 7T, XD diagram O A[HEYEZ Hwi
&,

V(x)! —2s V(vay)! L p(wrey)d

la(x) Ja(”@x) la(wmx)

Lemma 3.4. w = o; Z simple reflection £ 5., ZDLE,
1 1 VA
[z (W) = gtz‘ + <1 - )

q) 1—z~’

Proof. Casselman|[6] Theorem 3.4 X D

(€77

Mwwﬁzl@g+Q—1>
q q

V/

1 — 2z

b1

DIKD D, BBRaIZE ST, ¢, ¢, FZNZIL 1y, tp € HW) IZE 5. O
DI, flHO7d, o () 2 (u) EFL. u) OWEE L TU TR,
Proposition 3.5. s % simple reflection &5, us >u 27z ue WIZXL,

77D(U)ts = quz) (u>

V4

plms) = (T2 v

J8)=—— | ¢(u

WH 11—z~

DD LD,

Proof. Bump-Nakasuji[3] Proposition 14 2. O

¥, fLge HW),z e WIZRL, f—gllB8OTRED0 THRODD t,(w € W,w > x)
DRBTHHLEE, f=gmodax EFL &, RDOMAEDD 7D,

Proposition 3.6. s % simple reflection £ 5. us > u %7z uec WITHL,
Y(us)ts = quo(u) mod us, Y(us)pz(s) = ¥(u) mod us (3.1)
NI RVASH



4. EEDFEH

9, EHOKRETH S “good word” DFLHH S 1L 8 5,

® % T @ dual torus T IZBIfRT 5 root system £ 5%, acdtDEE, r, % alZBT 2
reflection &£ 9%, 7 & 21X, addsimple %2 & ¥, 1, IZ simple reflection s, £ %%, TDE
g, EEDOu<y<vITHL,

%L_Lt

tH{a € dtu <yr, <v} >1(v) —Il(u)

DIRALT 5. 21U "Deodhar D PR, EMEEN, Deodhar [10] 12 k> TFHI N, W»wLD
DDA D\ TIE Deodhar HHIZ X o CiEHI L7z, Z D%, —BDEEIZOWT, Dyer
9], Polo[12], Carrell, Paterson [4] FIZ &k > T, MVAICGEHI N, 22T, y=v kit
HD%

S(u,v) = {a € ®|u<wvr, <v}

& <. Deodhar DFR KL D, cardinality 1 |S(u,v)| > I(v) — l(u) TH 5.

ST, u,v € W, u <o (Bruhat order) &9 %, v % simple reflection DIEIZEERI 3% L 72
bDZv==5-5,F5, Tbb, n=Iv). “hat" VZDHZ K T L2 EWKT 255
EL, S%uﬁsl---@---sn 2l 72 THEE G DESET S

S={j, - .jda} (1 <---<Jja)

CDEE, v=51- 5, ICNHLT, u=s81---5;, 55,8, EREDL BT, 'wlFulTH LT
“good word” ThH %) LEET S, £/, ZDEEdITu<vr <vZi/z T reflectionr € W
DR ER S, FEBE, 26N u<or <o &l d reflection r 12X L T,

r = 8p,Sp—1""" 3j+15j5j+1 Sy

27 j I3 —RICEE 5. Thbb, TOLEZE

~

ERING, £oT, d=|Su,v)| THB, 2%, Deodhar D PP S d > 1(v) — I(u) T
HHILaHBEZLE, vDullXL T “good word” TH % L &, d=1(v) —Il(u) BT 5.

5, ZZTIE, v=251""5,
pa (s )k%(lk 3‘%5’.,
EIWHERL,

Proposition 3.5

7, 'ﬁ::'fﬁ@ﬂiii D, v23u XL T “good word” TdH 5 &
U=818, 8 8, &£T D, WFDzZEML T u(s,)

‘3—
Lemma 3.3 £ 0, u( ) = pu(sp)p(Sp_1)...pu(s1) EFT 5. CnODE



ZHwvilg,

D(upa(v) = [h(sy- 8- Sipy oo sn)pi(sn) = (10 8iy -+ 5i oo Sne1)|i(sna1) - - pul(s1)
b R(s1 BB S ) i(Smt) — (51 Fr e i Sma)|i(Sma) - pu(s1)

[W(s1- -+ Siy -+ 53 )(8i,,) — CmM)Y (st 5iy - Sip) | p(Si—1) -+ (1)
iyt S 1) (U(Si—1) — (81 Siy e Si—2)| (i —2) - p(s1)

-
Q
2
=
@

+ C(m)---C)W(s1)u(s1) — (1)
+ C(m)---C(1)y(1) (4.1)
{35, 22T,
C(k) = 11__q_z,i%7 Ve = SnSn—1""" Si+1 (aik)7

a; 1% simple reflection s; IZXf)E 9 % simple root % EKT 5.

ST, fEHW)IZHNLT, A(f) Z f % basis element IZHEF L 72 & 2D 1 DFREL EFE
T5, ZOLE, ANZE-T, (41) ZREDEHZEL, TXT0EALILEEZRITRT, HE
BE, ZDID 72T,

(Myhu)(1) = A (w)piz(v)) = C(m) - - - C(1)
DRSNS, u(si,) D spectral parameter 13 s;, - s;,(2) DT,

1 - q_lz% . 1- q_l(sikJrl © Sip (Z))aik
l—zw  1-— (Sik+1 T Siy (Z))aik

C(k) =

&, EHGEIHTE %,
22T, idmZ 128 AT 5, s% simple reflection & L,

WO s — u if u < us,
) us ifus<u

EEET D, F, us <uDIEDILDOIREEZR “descent” & 5,
Proposition 4.1. 2 > u, y < s DL &, 2y > uO s DD LD,
Proof. Bump-Nakasuji [3] ® Propotision 13 23, O
%7,
[T COR(s1--- 55 - si)ulsi) — Clh)(s1- - 5 - 5a)l (i) -+ uls1)

>k



DIE%ZE Z %, Proposition 3.5 &0, ZD0E42 2 EIIRBICHIS, —), m&HE%E
PR D DIHIZ TR,
(o5 s (s5) = Ul T syl o)
DEESE E 7%, O Proposition 3.5 £ D,
w(slgi§7;Sj),u(sj)_w<slh'§7:“‘§7;'S]*l)Zsl§Z\1§’L\25j

545, T2 TProposition 4.1 K0, FiIE> sy 5, -5y 508210820083
EHITSE, Thbb,

31---§i\1---§2---sj@sj_l@sj_g@---@sl:1 (42)

TRIFNUE, AMCE->oTIDHBOLERS, £oT, U2)DRZL BV LAY, (4.2) 5
JRALT B ERET B &,

81...52'1...S’L'Q...Sjsjfl...sjk..

2729, 22T, e deets-c - i 1E © D¥descent TRWVIREED & E2ERT. ZnkD,

Sl...sil...siQ...Sj:Sl...sjl...sjk...sj_l (43)

.Sjl...slzl

DD LD, Lo,
W Sy S Sp = St B B Sj1838 1 STy S (4.4)
ERTIEDTESL, 4, 0=sp5n-15;11(qj) ET D&, vrslds; DAZERVT:
Urs =815 s

%%, or; <o BWSD Fie, (44) kD, u <o BELT S XoT, §€ S(u,v) T
b 5D, v(a) € @ 272§ positive root a« DY A b

Spve Sk—i-l(ak)

WFEEZFF S %\ (Corollary 2 to Proposition 17 in VI.1.6 of Bourbaki [1]). $4&b b, ;i
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