SMITH THEORY AND CYCLIC BASE CHANGE FUNCTORIALITY

TONY FENG

AsstracT. Lafforgue and Genestier-Lafforgue have constructed the global and (semisim-
plified) local Langlands correspondences for arbitrary reductive groups over function
fields. We establish various properties of these correspondences regarding functoriality
for cyclic base change: For Z/pZ-extensions of global function fields, we prove the exis-
tence of base change for mod p automorphic forms on arbitrary reductive groups. For
Z /pZ-extensions of local function fields, we construct a base change homomorphism for
the mod p Bernstein center of any reductive group. We then use this to prove existence
of local base change for mod p irreducible representation along Z/pZ-extensions, and
that Tate cohomology realizes base change descent, verifying a function field version of
a conjecture of Treumann-Venkatesh.

The proofs are based on equivariant localization arguments for the moduli spaces of
shtukas. They also draw upon new tools from modular representation theory, including
parity sheaves and Smith-Treumann theory. In particular, we use these to establish a
categorification of the base change homomorphism for mod p spherical Hecke algebras,
in a joint appendix with Gus Lonergan.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we prove several results on cyclic base change in the Langlands correspon-
dence over function fields. To set the context for our results, let us recall some history.
Global cyclic base change functoriality for reductive groups over number fields, established
over many years in increasing generality by work of Saito [Sai77|, Shintani [Shi79|, Lang-
lands [Lan80], Arthur-Clozel [AC89|, Labesse [Lab99], Harris-Labesse [HL04] and others for
cuspidal automorphic representations with characteristic zero coefficients (under some tech-
nical assumptions for general groups), is one of the major triumphs of Langlands’ program
thus far. In addition to its initial applications towards Artin’s Conjecture, it plays a crucial
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role in much subsequent work, such as in automorphy lifting arguments following in the
tradition of Wiles, Taylor, etc.

Our main progress in the present paper is on understanding cyclic base change in the
Local Langlands correspondence, which was constructed (in a semisimplified form) for all
reductive groups over local function fields by Genestier-Lafforgue [GL]. The proof (over
number fields) of global cyclic base change is founded upon the twisted trace formula, a tool
which does not seem to apply to our (local and mod p) context, and is in any case currently
unavailable over function fields due to non-trivial analytic difficulties. We introduce a new
strategy, which we use to prove the first general existence results for local base change
of all irreducible representations of arbitrary reductive groups over local function fields.
Furthermore, we establish descent theorems for cyclic base change that were conjectured
by Treumann-Venkatesh; these are new even for specific groups such as GL,, where the full
Local Langlands correspondence (hence in particular the existence of local base change) is
already known. These advances involve the construction of a base change homomorphism
for Bernstein centers, as has been envisaged by Haines in the case of characteristic zero
coeflicients. En route to the local results we establish new global results as well: we prove
the first general existence theorem for cyclic base change of mod p automorphic forms
on arbitrary reductive groups over global function fields, again without any trace formula
arguments. A major novelty of these results is their applicability to completely general
groups and representations.

The proofs assemble a diverse selection of tools ranging from topology (particularly
equivariant localization and Tate cohomology) to arithmetic geometry (of moduli stacks
of shtukas) to p-adic groups (exploiting new constructions with Hecke algebras and Bern-
stein centers) to modular representation theory (using crucially the recent inventions of
parity sheaves and Treumann-Smith theory).

We now proceed to give more precise descriptions of our results.

1.1. Local results. Genestier-Lafforgue have constructed a semi-simplified form of the Lo-
cal Langlands correspondence over function fields |[GL]. More precisely, let F,, be a local
field of positive characteristic not equal to p and W, the Weil group of F,. Let k be an
algebraic closure of FPE' For any reductive group G over F,, [GL] constructs a map

irreducible admissible representations o~ —s semi-simple L-parameters /
7 of G(F,) over k pr: Wy — LG (k)
(1.1)

Here G is Langlands’ L-group, regarded over k.

Langlands’ principle of functoriality predicts that given two reductive groups H and G
over F,, and a map of L-groups ¢: “H — LG, every L-packet of irreducible representations
of H(F,) should admit a “transfer” to G(F,) compatible with ¢. In this paper we are
concerned with a specific type of functoriality: base change functoriality, arising from the
case where H is any reductive group over Fy,, and G = Resg, /r, (Hg,) for a cyclic p-
extension F,/F,. The relevant map ¢pc: “H — G is characterized by the property that
it is admissible and induces the diagonal embedding on their underlying identity connected
components (i.e., the respective Langlands dual groups). We emphasize that it is crucial
for our results that the degree of the extension coincides with the characteristic of our

In this paper our varieties are over fields of characteristic not equal to p while our coefficients are of
characteristic p. This is to adhere to standard notational conventions for Smith theory; unfortunately, it is
at odd with standard notational conventions in arithmetic geometry.
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representations. In this situation, let us say that an irreducible representation II of G(F,)
is a base change of an irreducible representation 7 of H(F,) if ¢gc o pr = pr1.

Theorem 1.1 (Existence of local base change). Let 7 be any irreducible representation of
H(F,) over k. Then a base change of m to G(F,) exists.

For H = GL,, a full Local Langlands correspondence has been established by Vignéras
[Vig01], giving a much more precise result than Theorem It seems reasonable to ex-
pect that Vignéras’ methods could (eventually) be extended to some classical groups, after
the stabilization of the twisted trace formula for automorphic forms over function fields is
achieved. The novelty of Theorem [I.1]is that it applies uniformly to all reductive groups,
and all irreducible representations. A motivation for Theorem [I.1]is a program of the author
to compute explicitly the Genestier-Lafforgue parameters of explicit supercuspidal represen-
tations, such as those arising in [COI; this depends on the residue field being “large enough”,
so is convenient to be able to make an unramified base change.

We also prove a descent result for the above base change situation which was conjectured
by Treumann-Venkatesh, and is new even for H = GL, whenever n > 1. Let o be a
generatorﬂ of Gal(E,/F,); it acts on G and its induced action on G(F,) = H(E,) is the
Galois action. It is expected that if the isomorphism class of a k-representation II of G(F,)
is preserved by o, then it should come from base change. For any irreducible admissible
representation IT of G(F,) whose isomorphism class is fixed by o, there is a unique o-
action on II compatible with the G(F),)-action (Lemma[6.16). Hence we can form the Tate
cohomology groups TO(IT), T (IT) with respect to the o-action (cf. §3.4), which retain actions
of H(F,) = G(F,)?, and are conjecturally admissible H (F,)-representations. We prove:

Theorem 1.2 (Tate cohomology realizes cyclic base change). Assume p is an odd good
pm'm for G. Let 11 be an irreducible representation of G(F,) whose isomorphism class
is fived by o, and TIP) := II ®k,Frob k the Frobenius twist of II. Let m be any irreducible
admissible subquotient of T°(I1) or T*(I1) as an H(F,)-representation and p: W, — L H (k)
be the corresponding L-parameter constructed by Genestier-Lafforgue. Then ¢gcopr = priw) -

This verifies, for the Genestier-Lafforgue construction of the semi-simplified Local Lang-
lands correspondence, a Conjecture of Treumann-Venkatesh [TV16, Conjecture 6.3] that
“Tate cohomology realizes functoriality”. It had previously been proved for certain depth-
zero supercuspidal representations of GL, (F,) by Ronchetti [Ronl16|, by direct calculation
of the Tate cohomology and comparison to Vignéras’ work. The difficulty of the calcula-
tions, even in those special cases, made them inaccessible to generalization. By contrast,
our proof applies uniformly for all groups and all representations under only a very mild
condition on p, and is completely conceptual; in particular, it avoids any computations with
specific models of representations, for example as compact inductions of Deligne-Lusztig
representations.

Remark 1.3. In |[BFH'|, we will compute Tate cohomology for an interesting class of
supercuspidal representations (of arbitrary depth) studied by Chan-Oi [CO|, which provides
many examples where Theorem [I.2] can be made very concrete.

2The choice of generator is made for convenience of notation; all constructions involving it will be
manifestly independent of the choice.

3Explicitly7 this means that we require p > 2 if G has simple factors of type A, B,C or D; p > 3 if G has
simple factors of type Ga, Fu, Eg, E7; and p > 5 if G has simple factors of type Es.
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We now proceed to describe our third main local result. Recall that the Bernstein center
(with coefficients in k) of G(F,), denoted 3(G), is the ring of endomorphisms of the identity
functor on the category of smooth G(F,)-representations (on k-vector spaces). Informally
speaking, an element of 3(G) is represented by a system of compatible endomorphisms of
all smooth G(F),)-representations (commuting with the G(F),)-action). In particular, 3(G)
acts on any irreducible smooth G(F),)-representation II through a character xm: 3(G) —
k. Furthermore, the correspondence turns out to assign isomorphic L-parameters to
irreducible representations inducing the same character of 3(G). The ideas used to establish
the preceding theorems also allow us to construct a base change homomorphism between the
Bernstein centers of G(F),) and H(F,) with the property detailed in the following Theorem.

Theorem 1.4 (Base change homomorphism for Bernstein centers). Assume p is an odd
good prime for G. Then there is a homomorphism

3(G) 2% 3(H)
31v

such that for each irreducible H(F,)-representation 7, the character x. o 3tv: 3(G) —>

3(H) X7y k has the property that for any irreducible G(F,)-representation II on which 3(G)
acts through x . o 31v, there is an isomorphism of semi-simple L-parameters py = ¢sc © pr -

A base change homomorphism for Bernstein centers, with characteristic zero coefficients,
has been sought by Haines [Haild], and was constructed in some low-depth cases [Hai09l
Hail2] (cf. also [Fen20] for the function field case). Haines also constructed a base change
homomorphism for the stable Bernstein center of general groups, which in the case of GL,,
coincides with the Bernstein center; since the stable Bernstein center is defined directly in
terms of Galois representations, this is rather more direct. Our Theorem [I.4] is somewhat
different since it concerns characteristic p, but it is the first such construction that applies
to general groups and depth. Its generality and provable connection to the Local Langlands
correspondence make it rather new and compelling evidence for Haines’ vision.

Remark 1.5. The construction of the map 31v applies equally well for local fields of char-
acteristic 0 having residue characteristic distinct from p. However, our argument for proving
that it has the “correct” effect in terms of the Local Langlands correspondence only works
for function fields. The future work [Fen| aims to prove analogous results with respect to
Fargues-Scholze’s construction [ES] of the (semisimplified) local Langlands correspondence
for arbitrary local fields.

1.2. Global results. Although our most striking progress is on the local Langlands corre-
spondence, we also obtain new results in the global Langlands correspondence. In fact, the
local results mentioned above are themselves deduced from analysis of Lafforgue’s machine
for constructing the global Langlands correspondence.

Now let G be a reductive group over a global function field F', of characteristic not equal to
p. Vincent Lafforgue has constructed in [Laf18, §13] a global “mod p” Langlands correspon-
dence, decomposing the space of cuspidal automorphic functions CSS (G(F)\G(AF), k)

cusp
into summands indexed by semi-simple L-parameters, which are certain @(k)—conjugacy
classes of continuous homomorphisms p: Gal(F*/F) — LG(k). Work of Cong Xue [Xue20,
Xueal, Xueb] extends Lafforgue’s theory to the space of all compactly supported automor-
phic functions, C°(G(F)\G(AFr), k). See for a more precise discussion. Let us call
an L-parameter p automorphic if it arises from Lafforgue(-Xue)’s construction.

Let H be a reductive group over F', and G = Resg,r(HEg) for a cyclic p-extension E/F.
The relevant map ¢pc: “H — G is the diagonal on the identity connected components.
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Theorem 1.6 (Existence of global base change). Assume p is an odd good prime for G. If
p: Gal(F*/F) — LH(k) is automorphic, then ¢pgcop: Gal(F*/F) — LG(k) is automorphic.

We comment on the relation of Theorem [I.6] to other base change theorems known in
global contexts. To appreciate this it is important to highlight the distinction between
“weak base change”, which is determined Hecke eigensystems at almost all places of the
global function, and “strong base change” as provided by Theorem which concerns the
entire L-parameter. These notions are equivalent for H = GL,,, but for general groups
“strong base change” is a strictly stronger notion. Indeed, Lafforgue’s correspondence can
assign different Langlands parameters to Hecke eigenfunctions with the same unramified
eigensystem; in fact, it can even assign different parameters to different automorphic forms
generating isomorphic automorphic representationsﬂ with examples occurring already for
SL,, when n > 3 [Bla94, [Lap99]. The reason for this is the failure of local conjugacy to
imply global conjugacy; see [Lafl8, §0.7] for more discussion of this phenomenon.

Remark 1.7. The distinction between weak and strong base change can be quite impor-
tant in applications. For example, recent work of Sawin-Templier [ST21] shows that the
Ramanujan Conjecture for cuspidal automorphic forms satisfying appropriate local condi-
tions is implied by a strong form of cyclic base change, but weak base change does not suffice
for their argument.

Our proof of Theorem is inspired by work of Treumann-Venkatesh [TV16], which
establishes existence of “weak base change” for the cohomology of locally symmetric spaces.
The analogue of [TV16] in the function field context would guarantee the existence of a
“weak base change” for mod p automorphic forms. The work of Treumann-Venkatesh is
about Hecke operators, but in the function field context it is possible to go beyond Hecke
operators to Lafforgue’s excursion operators, and this is necessary to obtain “strong base
change”; it is also what provides our handhold on the Local Langlands correspondence.

Over number fields, weak base change results with characteristic zero coefficients are
known using the twisted trace formula, for all cuspidal automorphic representations of GL,,
[AC89] or, on more general groups, cuspidal automorphic representations satisfying certain
local conditions [Lab99]. Over function fields the analogous results are known for H =
GL,, because the full global Langlands correspondence is already known in that case, again
using the trace formula. But there are analytic difficulties in the theory of the twisted
trace formula over function fields, which prevent parallel results from being known more
generally. Instead, forthcoming work [BFH™| will combine Theorem m with automorphy
lifting theorems, generalizing those of [BHKT19], in order to obtain existence of cyclic
order p base change for automorphic forms on split semisimple groups with characteristic
0 coefficients, for sufficiently large p and under a “large image” assumption (the latter is
needed to make the notions of weak and strong base change coincide).

1.3. Remarks on the proofs. We emphasize at the outset that our arguments make no
use of the traditional tool for analyzing cyclic base change, namely the twisted trace formula
(which is in any case unavailable in our situation). Any serious discussion of the proofs of our
main results would require an explanation of the construction of Lafforgue’s and Genestier-
Lafforgue’s correspondences, in addition to a number of other ideas and definitions. To
prevent this introduction from becoming overly technical, we confine ourselves to vague
hints here.

4This implies that there is a difference between strong base change and an intermediate notion of base
change which demands compatibility with local base change at every place (not just the unramified ones).
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The Genestier-Lafforgue correspondence is characterized by local-global compatibility, so
the main input to the local results comes from an analysis of the global situation. The
Global Langlands parametrization is extracted from the cohomology of moduli stacks of
shtukas. This idea goes back to Drinfeld [Dri87], who introduced it to establish the global
Langlands correspondence for GLg over function fields, later extended to GL,, by Laurent
Lafforgue [Laf02]. For general groups, the role that Langlands’ L-group G should play
presented a puzzle that was definitively resolved by Vincent Lafforgue: via the Geometric
Satake equivalence, the category Rep(”G) naturally indexes perverse sheaves that lives on
the moduli stacks of G-shtukas, called Sht¢.

Summarizing roughly, the global Langlands correspondence involves two major inputs:

(1) A “topological” input, wherein the p-adic cohomology of spaces Shtq supplies inter-
esting Gal(F'*/F)-representations.

(2) A representation-theoretic input, wherein L-parameters into “G are extracted using
that the coefficient sheaves for these cohomology groups are indexed functorially by

Rep(XG).

This will be explained more in For now it is enough to appreciate that in order to
produce a functorial transfer from H to G, we then need to address both of these aspects
of Lafforgue’s construction. More precisely, we need to:

(1) Show that cohomology classes on Shty can be “transferred” to cohomology classes
on Shtg.

(2) Give a geometric interpretation of the restriction functor Rep(“G) — Rep(VH) at
the level of perverse sheaves.

The immediate difficulty of (1) is that in general there is not so much as a non-trivial map
relating Shty and Shtg. In the base change situation there is a natural map, but it is
not even Hecke-equivariant, nor is it clear a priori that the map is not too destructive to
cohomology groups. Ultimately, we solve (1) in our situation by looking at Tate cohomology
instead of cohomology, and using a form of equivariant localization that relates the Tate
cohomology of a space and its fixed points under a Z/pZ-action. Here we were inspired by
work of Treumann-Venkatesh [TV16], where it was shown that such equivariant localization
for locally symmetric spaces realized functoriality in that context.

For (2), the obvious difficulty in general is again that we are seeking to transport sheaves
between two spaces that are not connected by any visible non-trivial geometric maps. In
the base change situation there is a map, but the obvious functors it induces on sheaves do
not come close to having the desired effect. In some sense, the problem is a categorified and
local version of the problem in the previous paragraph. Our solution to this problem passes
through certain “exotic” localizations of categories of sheaves called Tate categories, which
can be seen as a categorification of Tate cohomology. The point is, vaguely speaking, that
the desired relations of functoriality are satisfied in the relevant Tate categories. However,
this does not interface well with Lafforgue’s construction because localization to the Tate
category does not interact well with the theory of perverse sheaves; our second main idea
here is that this can be fixed by reworking the theory in terms of parity sheaves invented by
Juteau-Mautner-Williamson [JMW14]. Here we were inspired by work of Leslie-Lonergan
|[LL21], which used these tools to give a geometric interpretation of the Frobenius contraction
functor in modular representation theory. (The key idea that parity sheaves play well with
localization to the Tate category is also at the heart of recent work of Riche-Williamson
[RW22|.) Ultimately, we are able to construct a “base change functor” that categorifies the
base change homomorphism for spherical Hecke algebras, and which is suitable for input into
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the global setup. The construction is completed in the joint Appendix with Gus Lonergan.

To complete the proofs of the local results, we also need to exploit some new constructions
with local Hecke algebras, in particular the base change homomorphism 31y for Bernstein
centers. A key insight in [TV16] is that the base change homomorphism for spherical Hecke
algebras admits a more “geometric” description when the field extension is cyclic of order p
and the coeflicients also have characteristic p. We generalize this observation to the centers
of higher depth Hecke algebras, and then to the Bernstein center, by an analysis of Hecke
algebras with respect to the subgroups coming from the Moy-Prasad filtration at a special
vertex of the Bruhat-Tits building of G.

1.4. Organization of the paper. The outline of this paper is as follows.

In we define excursion algebras and recall their relation to Langlands parameters. We
explain functoriality from the perspective of excursion algebras.

In we generalize the basic framework of sheaf-theoretic Smith theory from [Trel9,
RW22], which worked for topological spaces and finite type schemes respectively, to locally
finite type schemes. This is needed because our spaces of interest are not of finite type.
More specifically, we introduce the notion of Tate categories, the Smith functor Psm and its
properties, Tate cohomology, and explain the relation to classical equivariant localization
theorems for Z/pZ-actions.

In §4 we recall the fundamentals of parity sheaves due to Juteau-Mautner-Williamson,
and the analogous notion of “Tate-parity sheaves” due to Leslie-Lonergan. We explain
how to combine these with the functor Psm to construct a base change functor for parity
objects in the Satake category. This functor plays the categorified role of the base change
homomorphism for Hecke algebras.

In §5] we prove a collection of global results, including Theorem First we recall
background on moduli spaces of shtukas and Lafforgue’s global Langlands correspondence
in terms of actions of the excursion algebra on the cohomology of shtukas. Then we es-
tablish certain equivariant localization isomorphisms for the Tate cohomology of shtukas in
the setting of Z/pZ-base change, which gives relations between excursion operators in the
context of functoriality. These are used later in the local applications, and Theorem is
also deduced as an application.

In §6] we prove our local results. We review the relevant aspects of the Genestier-Lafforgue
correspondence. After analyzing the Brauer homomorphism for Hecke algebras with respect
to subgroups arising from the Moy-Prasad filtration, we are able to construct the map
31y from Theorem which we then establish using the global theory and local-global
compatibility. Finally, we deduce Theorem and Theorem

1.5. Acknowledgments. We thank Jean-Francgois Dat, David Helm, Gus Lonergan, Si-
mon Riche, Gordan Savin, David Treumann, Marie-France Vignéras, Geordie Williamson,
Zhiwei Yun, and Xinwen Zhu for helpful correspondence related to this work. We thank
Laurent Clozel, Jesper Grodal, Tom Haines, and Michael Harris for comments on a draft.
We especially thank Michael Harris for many stimulating questions, which led us to dis-
cover several new results and applications after the initial version of this paper. The paper
benefited immensely from many comments and corrections by the incisive referee, who in
particular suggested a big simplification of the proof of Proposition [6.3] During the writing
of this paper, the author was supported by an NSF Postdoctoral Fellowship under grant
No. 1902927, as well as the Friends of the Institute for Advanced Study.

1.6. Notation.
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(Coeflicients) We let k& be an algebraic closure of F,, (considered with the discrete

topology).

In general we will consider geometric objects over fields of characteristic # p, and
étale sheaves over p-adically complete coefficients.

(o-actions) Throughout the paper, o denotes a generator of a group isomorphic to

Z/pZ. When we say that a widget has a “o-action”, what we mean is that the

widget has an action of a cyclic group of order p with chosen generator o.

Let N :== 140 +...+0P"! € Z[o]. We will also denote by N the induced
operation on any Z[o—]—moduleﬂ

If A is a ring or module for Z[o], then A% denotes the o-invariants in A.
(Reductive groups) For us, reductive groups are connected by definition. The Lang-
lands dual group G is considered as a split reductive group over k. For our conven-
tions on the L-group, see

For any group, 1 denotes the trivial representation (with the group made clear
by context).

(Derived categories of sheaves) If Y is a locally finite type stack and A is a coef-

ficient ring in which the characteristic of Y is invertible, we let D%(Y;A) denote

the bounded constructible derived category of étale sheaves over A; by this we
mean complexes whose restriction to any quasi-compact open substack U C Y lie

in D5(U; A).

We shall also have occasional to consider larger categories of sheaves, where the
constructibility condition is weakened. We let D(Y; A) denote the bounded derived
category of étale sheaves over A that are ind-constructible. In other words, it is the
full subcategory of the (co-complete) category D(Y; A), of ind-constructible étale
sheaves over A, spanned by the bounded objects.

If S = {Y,} is a stratification of Y, then we denote by D%(Y’; A) the full subcat-
egory of D®(Y'; A) consisting of complexes constructible with respect to the stratifi-
cation S.

e (Equivariant derived categories) If a (pro-)algebraic group ¥ acts on Y, then we de-
note by DZ’E(Y; A) or D%(X; A)B® the Y-equivariant bounded derived category of
constructible sheaves with coefficients in A. We denote by D%(Y; A) or D°(X; A)B=
the analogous categories with the constructibility condition replaced by ind-constructibility,
as above.

When A = k we may suppress it from the notation, writing instead D2(Y) :=

DY%(Y; k), etc.

e Functors between derived categories, e.g. fi, fx, f', f*, will always denote the derived

functors.

2. FUNCTORIALITY AND THE EXCURSION ALGEBRA

In this section we formalize the abstract excursion algebra Exc(I',*G), a device used to
decomposable a space into pieces indexed by Langlands parameters. This notion appears
implicitly in [Laf18], but there it is the imageﬁ of the abstract excursion algebra in a certain
endomorphism algebra which is emphasized.

5This is to be contrasted with the operation Nm, which will mean Nm(a) = a * o(a) * ... * o?~!(a) in
the context where there is a monoidal operation .
6This image is denoted B in [LafIg].
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Since we work with non-split groups, we first clarify in §2.1] our conventions regarding
L-groups. This is a bit subtle, as one finds (at least) two natural versions of the L-group
in the literature: the “algebraic L-group” “G®#, following Langlands, and the “geometric
L-group” “G&°°™ derived from the Geometric Satake equivalence. The difference between
them is parallel to the difference between L-algebraicity and C-algebraicity emphasized in
[BG14].

We emphasize that the unadorned notation “G denotes the algebraic L-group, to be con-
sistent with [Lafl8], although the geometric L-group is really what appears more naturally
in our arguments.

We introduce two explicit presentations for the excursion algebra in §2.2] and §2.4l The
first presentation is more natural for making the connection to Langlands parameters, which
we recall in The second presentation is more amenable to constructing actions of the
excursion algebra, which makes it more convenient for our purposes, and it is the only one
that will be used in the sequel.

Finally in §2.5] we explain how functoriality is interpreted in terms of excursion algebras.

2.1. Conventions on L-groups and Langlands parameters. For a reductive group G
over a field F with separable closure F*, we regard its Langlands dual group G as a split
reductive group over k. The L-group is a certain semi-direct product G = G x Gal(F*/F).
Actually, in the case where F is a local field we shall instead work with the “Weil form”
G Weil(F¢/F). (This is just for consistency with [GL]; because we consider representations
over k, in our case it would make no difference to work with the Galois form.)

2.1.1. Algebraic L-group. In fact there are at least two conventions for the definition of the
L-group. The one which is more traditionally used in the literature is what we shall call
the algebraic L-group, denoted “G*8, defined as in [TV16] §2.5]. The root datum ¥(G) of
Grs determines a pinning for @, which in turns gives a splitting Out(é) — Aut(é) and

an identification Aut(¥(G)) = Out(G). The Gal(F?/F)-action on ¥(G) transports to an
action act?® of Gal(F*/F) on G, and we define “G®# to be the semidirect product

LGalg — é Xy cpals Ga](FS/F),

Since the action act®® factors through a finite quotient, we may regard “G?# as a pro-
algebraic group over k.

2.1.2. Geometric L-group. We now make a different construction of the L-group, using the
Tannakian theory, following [RZ15, Appendix A] and [Zhul7, §5.5]. We begin with the
Geometric Satake equivalence,

~

Pr+Gp. (Gra,Fs; k) = Repy (G).

The Galois group Gal(F?/F) acts on Grg s, inducing an action on the neutralized Tan-
nakian category (Pr+g..(Grgrs;k), H"(—) ). By |[RZ15, Lemma A.1] this in turn in-
——

fiber functor

duces an action act&®™ of Gal(F*/F) on Gj. We define

~

Lygeom . G Nactaeom Gal(F*/F).

In the case at hand we shall see that act®®°™ also factors through a finite quotient of

Gal(F*®/F), so we may also regard “G&°™ as a pro-algebraic group.
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2.1.3. Relation between the two L-groups. The relation between these two actions is as fol-
lows. We let p be the half sum of positive coroots of @, and we denote by p: G, — @ad the
corresponding cocharacter. With cyc,: Gal(F*/F) — F* denoting the mod p cyclotomic
character, let x denote the composite

Gal(F*/F) =2 FX < k* £ Goa(k).

This induces a homomorphism Ad, : Gal(F*/F) — Aut(G).

Proposition 2.1. We have act®®°™ = act®& o Ad, .

Proof. When G is over Q,, this is [RZ15, Proposition 1.6]. More generally, it is established
in [FS| §VI.11] over any p-adic ring. d

Given a choice of lift ¥: Gal(F*/F) — G(k) of x, which could for example come from a
square root of the mod p cyclotomic character, we get an isomorphism “G2l& =5 LGeeom py

(9.7) = (gX(v),7). (2.1)

By [Zhul7, Remark 5.5.8], a square root of the cyclotomic character exists whenever char(F) >
0. (However, in general it can happen that “G?2 and *G&°°™ are not isomorphic; for an
example see [Zhul7, Example 5.5.9].)

At different points we will want to consider both versions of L-groups. If we write G
without a superscript, then by default we mean the algebraic L-group G,

2.1.4. Representation categories. For any Galois extension F//F such that Gg- is split, the
analogous construction to 3 gives a “finite form” algebraic L-group G X1z Gal(F' /F).
We define the category of (k-linear) algebraic representations of “G*# to be

Rep, (FG™8) .= @Repk(@ X yepaie Gal(F'/F)).
F/

Let Rep, (FG&eo™) .= Repk(@)B Gal(F*/F),geom denote the category of continuously Gal(F* /F)-

equivariant objects in Rep, (G) with respect to the geometric action. The Geometric Satake
equivalence induces by descent an equivalence

PL+(Grg; k) = Repy (§)P G2/ seom (22)

where the action of Gal(F*®/F) on Rep,(G) on the RHS is via act®°™, and on the LHS, Grg
is considered over F. By definition, on the right side we take are taking objects on which
Gal(F*/F) acts continuously with its Krull topology. Since k is algebraic over Fy,, in this

case Repy(G)B Cal(F*/F).geom can he identified with hﬂF'/F Rep,, (G)B Gal(F'/F).geom yhere
the limit runs over finite Galois extensions F//F over which the geometric action factors.

An isomorphism (2.1]) gives an embedding Rep,, (*G*'2) < Rep, (G)C2(F"/F).geom ' which
as just remarked is an equivalence for our choice of k. See |[RZ15, Proposition A.10] for a
description of the essential image in general.

2.1.5. L-parameters.

Definition 2.2. Let I' be a topological group and T’ be a quotient of I' acting on G. An
L-parameter from T to @(k) x T is a @(k)—conjugacy class of continuous homomorphisms
p:I' = @(k) x I', which has the property that the composite map I' — G xT — T is the
given quotient I' — T.
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Equivalently, we may view p as an element of the continuous cohomology group H, (T, G (k)),
where the action of I' on @(k) is the given one (via I' — T') in the semi-direct product.

We will consider L-parameters with C:'(k) x I' being either Léalg(k) or L@geom(k), and I’
being either Gal(F*/F) for a global field F' or Weil(F;/F,) for a local field F,.

Note that the algebraic T-action on G(k) factors through a finite quotient I' — Gal(F'/F).
It is clear that L-parameters into “G*&(k) are in bijection (under restriction) with L-
parameters into G(k) x Gal(F’/F) for any such F’; indeed, the set of all such L-parameters
is identified with HL (T, G(k)).

We say that a homomorphism p: I' — FGale(k) is semisz’mplﬂ if whenever it factors
though a parabolic L' P8(k) c LG#8(k), it also factors through a Levi M2I8(k) c L Pals(k)
(see [Bor79, §3] for the notion of parabolic and Levi subgroups of an L-group).

2.2. Presentation of the excursion algebra. Let I' be a group, which is either Gal(F*/F’)
for a global field F' or Weil(F*/F) for a local field F. Let G be a reductive group over F
and “G?!# the algebraic L-group as defined in

We will define the excursion algebra Exc(I', “G®#) to be the commutative algebra over k
presented by explicit generators and relations given below. (The topology on T' will not be
relevant for the definition of Exc(I',“G?!2).) For a more conceptual perspective see [Zhul
§2], wherein the excursion algebra is denoted k[RFVLGMg / /é].

2.2.1. Generators. We define O(XG¥'#) .= @F'/F O(Gj, x Gal(F'/F)) where the limit runs

over finite extensions F’/F over which the T-action on G}, factors.
Generators of Exc(I', “G*'2) will be denoted S 7 ( where the indexing set (I, f, (Vi)ier)
consists of:

Vi)ier>

(i) I is a finite (possibly empty) set,
(ii) f € OG\EGHE))GY) = O((LGZIg)I)é’CX&C, where the quotient is for the actions
of @k by diagonal left and right translation, respectively, and
(iii) v; € T for each i € I.

2.2.2. Relations. Next we describe the relations. (Compare [Lafl8, §10].)
(1) Sp.s« = f(1g), an element of k C Exc(T, “G™#).
(ii) The map f + S ¢ (y):ic; 15 @ k-algebra homomorphism in f, i.e.
SLf+f(n)ier = SLf.(v)ier T OLF (i)ier
SLif(vi)ier = SLE(i)ier  SLE(v)ier
and
ST AL, (v)ier = AT f(vi)ic; for all A € k.
(iii) For all maps of finite sets ¢: I — J, all f € O(G\(*G%)T/G}), and all (v;);es € T,
we have
SJfoa(’Yj)jeJ = SIvfa(’Y((i))iEI
where f¢ € O(Gi\(“Gy#)? /Gy) is defined by f((g;)jes) == F((9¢(i))ier)-
(iv) For all f € O(Gp\(*G¥®) /Gy) and (vi)icr, (V)ier, (0 )ier € TT, we have
S

TUTULF,(vi)ier X (V) icr X (V) Vier Sl,f,(w(vg)*lfy;/)iem

7Also called “completely reducible” in [BHKTI9].
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where f € O(G\(FGX#)THIUT /Gy Y is defined by

F((gi)ier x (9)ier x (9))ier) = [((9:(g) " 9! Vier).

(v) If f is inflated from a function on I'Y, then St ,(,,),., equals the scalar f((v;)ics). More
generally, if J is a subset of I and f is inflated from a function on (@k\(LGZIg)J/@k) X
'\ then we have

SIf.(viier = S5 f.(0)e0
where f((g;)5e7) = £((97)ies, (1)iens). (Compare [LafIS, p. 164].)

Definition 2.3. The excursion algebra Exc(I',“G?#) is the k-algebra with generators and
relations specified as above.

2.3. Constructing Galois representations. The following result of Lafforgue (general-
ized to modular coefficients by Bockle-Harris-Khare-Thorne) explains how to obtain Lang-
lands parameters from characters of Exc(T, G22).

Proposition 2.4 ([BHKT19, Theorem 4.5], [Laf18| §13]). For any character v: Exc(T,LG?#) —

k, there is a semisimple L-parameter p,: T' — LG8(k) (for the discrete topology on T'),

unique up to conjugation by é(k), which is characterized by the following condition:
ForallneN, f e O(@k\(LGZIg)"“/ék), and (Y0, - - -,vn) € I, we have

V(510,03 £ (o1 servn)) = L (P (0Yn)s 00 (V1V0)5 - - 5 o (Yn—17Yn) s P () - (2.3)

Remark 2.5. See also [F'S| Corollary VIII.4.3] for more perspectives on, and generalizations
of, this statement.

Remark 2.6. In Proposition the datum of p, up to conjugation is equivalent to that
of a cohomology class [p,] € H*(T', G(k)) where T is given the discrete topology.

2.4. Another presentation for the excursion algebra. We will now describe a sec-
ond presentation of Exc(T, YG?8), following [LafI8, Lemma 0.31], which is more useful for
constructing actions of Exc(T', “G*#) in practice.

2.4.1. Generators. We take a set of generators indexed by tuples of data of the form
(I, W,x,&, (Vi)icr), where:
(i) I is a finite set,
(i) W € Rep, (FG2%)7) (cf. §1),
(iii) « € W is a vector invariant under the diagonal ék—action,
(iv) € € W* is a functional invariant under the diagonal ék—action,
(v) v; €T for each i.

The corresponding generator of Exc(T", “G*!#) will be denoted by ST W60 € Exc(T', LG?e).

)ier
2.4.2. Relations. Next we describe the relations.
(1) Spze0 = (2, &), an element of k C Exc(I', “G#).
(ii) For any morphism of (LGzlg)I -representations u: W — W’ and functional &' € (W')*
invariant under the diagonal G-action, we have
S1W,au(€),(i)ier = SLW ul@) & (vi)ier (2.4)
where u*: (W')* — W* denotes the dual to u.
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(iii) For two tuples (I, Wh,z1,&1, (Vi )ier,) and (Ia, Wa, 22, &2, (v2)icr,) as in §2.4.1) we
have

ShUIz,ngVmel'Xxm&‘Z'Ez,(’Yil)iefl X(v)ier, — Sh,Wl,whfh(’Yil)ieIl °© 5127W279027527(’Yf)i512' (2.5)

Also,

ShUIz,Wl@W%(xl7962)751@627(’)’3)1‘611 X(v)ier, — Sflawhxhﬁh("/il)iell + 5127W279027§27(’Y?)ie12' (2.6)

Furthermore, the assignment (I, W, &, (Vi)ier) = S1,we6,(v)5er € Exc(l, LG8 is
k-linear in = and &. ~

(iv) Let ¢: I — J be a map of finite sets. Suppose W € Rep((!G)), 2 € WA,
€ (WA "and (v;)jes € I'V. Letting W€ be the restriction of W under the functor

Rep((*G)!) = Rep((*G)”) induced by ¢, we have

SJaWC7z:€!(7j)j€J = SI,W,L&(W((i))ieI : (2'7)

(v) Let dw: 1 — W @ W* and eviy: W* @ W — 1 be the natural counit and unit.
Conflating = with a G-invariant map 1 — W| AG) and similarly for &, we have

SLWJC,E,(’Y@(’Y{)’I’Yf)zﬂef = SIquI’Wg‘/V*‘XWﬁW&I@&eVW1(’Yi)i€1 X (v))ierx (v} )ier- (2'8)

(vi) For J C I, if W is inflated from a representation of (*G®8)7 x T\’ then we have
SI1W7m>§7(’Yi)ieI = SJ’W‘(Lgalg)J7((1j)jEJ7(’Yi)i€I\J)‘m7£7(’Y_i)j€J‘

2.4.3. Relation between the presentations. The two presentations in §2.2] and §2.4] are re-
lated as follows. The generator St wz ¢ (v:);c, corresponds to Sy ¢, . (v,).c, Where fz ¢ is the
function on (LGy)! given by (g:)ier = (&, (gi)ier - ¥). The assumptions on ¢ and z imply
that f, ¢ is invariant under the left and right diagonal ék—actions. The relations in
imply that S7w,z.¢ (v:).,c, depends only on f, ¢ (and not on the choice of z,£) by [Lafl8|
Lemme 10.6].

i€l

2.5. Functoriality for excursion algebras. A homomorphism of L-groups ¢: “H?& —
LGals is admissible if it lies over the identity map on T, i.e. the diagram below commutes.

LHalg ¢ LGalg

| |

r—<4—r

Lemma 2.7. Let ¢: PH*® — LG8 be an admissible homomorphism. Then there is a
homomorphism ¢*: Exc(T,“G*#) — Exc(I',*H*#) which in terms of the description of
k-points of their corresponding spectra given in Proposition sends p € HY(T', H(k)) to
pope HY(T,G(k)).

Proof. The map ¢ induces Res,: Rep,(FG8) — Rep, (L H#). At the level of generators,
the map ¢* sends

SVia&{vtier 7 SResy (V) Resg (@), Ress (€) {7 bier

We verify by inspection that this map sends relations to relations. To see that this indeed
induces composition with ¢ at the level of Langlands parameters, use (2.3). |
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Definition 2.8 (Base change). In the base change situation, where H is a reductive group
over F' and G = Resg,p(Hg), the relevant morphism of L-groups ¢gc: Lpeals _, L@gals
is defined by the formula (h,v) — (A(h),7). In fact this same formula also defines the
corrresponding map of geometric L-groups ¢ge : LH8m — LGeeom g0 p8 ™ and ¢gc are
compatible with if we use the same choice of square root of the cyclotomic character
in the latter to define isomorphisms ©H?!& ~ L [eeom apnd LGale ~ LGecom  We denote

bhc: Exc(T, FG*8) — Exc(l', L H®)

the induced map of excursion algebras.

3. SMITH THEORY IN LOCALLY FINITE TYPE

Classical Smith theory concerns a type of equivariant localization that relates the mod
p cohomology of a topological space with the mod p cohomology of its fixed points under
a Z/pZ-action. Treumann proposed in [Trel9] that this could be understood in terms of
a “sheaf-theoretic Smith theory” formalism, which he developed at least in the context of
complex algebraic varieties in the analytic topology. An algebraic version of this theory
was built in [RW22] for p-adic étale sheaves on finite type schemes (over fields where p is
invertible). We will need generalizations of this theory from finite type to locally finite type.
This is because we will want to apply the theory to the moduli spaces of shtukas, which are
of not of finite type, but are locally of finite type.

Let us comment on some of the technical issues that arise in doing so. Because the
cohomology of locally finite type schemes is not necessarily finite-dimensional, already the
basic formalism of constructible sheaves and perfect complexes from [Trel9l RW22] does
not apply. For example, we will have to enlarge the notion of “Tate category” to encompass
the objects of interest.

We do not strive for the maximum possible generality, but our theory at least encompass
all examples of interest that will show up in this paper. In particular, we will use tricks to
avoid discussing Smith theory for stacks, which presents an interesting problem that could
potentially refine our applications. For steps that are very similar to the case of finite type
schemes as treated already in [RW22], we will only sketch the proofs.

3.1. The Tate category. Let A be a p-adic coefficient ring; we will be interested in the
cases where A = k or W (k). We will denote by Afo] the group ring of (o) with coefficients
in A. Our geometric objects will be over a field of characteristic # p and we will consider
A-adic sheaves.

Let Y be a separated, locally finite type scheme over a field. We let Perf(Y;Alo]) C
D%(Y'; Alo]) be the full subcategory consisting of complexes whose stalks at all geometric
points of Y are perfect over Afo].

Definition 3.1. We define Flat’(Y;Afo]) € D*(Y;Alo]) to be the full subcategory con-
sisting of bounded complexes whose stalks at all geometric points of Y are represented by
bounded complexes of flat (but not necessarily finite) A[o]-modules.

The following Lemma will not be used essentially in the rest of the paper, but it may
help to clarify the nature of Flat’(Y; k[o]). We thank Jesper Grodal for pointing out a gap
in the original argument and also for suggesting its fix.

Lemma 3.2. The subcategory Flat®(Y; k[o]) € DY(Y;k[o]) coincides with the full subcate-
gory of objects which locally have finite tor-amplitude over k[o].
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Proof. For any commutative ring A, a complex of A-modules has finite tor-amplitude if
and only if it is represented by a bounded complex of flat A-modules [Sta20, Tag 08G1].
This shows that any object of D*(Y'; k[o]) with locally finite tor-amplitude over k[o] lies in
Flat®(Y; k[o]).

For the converse direction, note that a complex has tor-amplitude in [a, b] if and only if
all its stalks at geometric points have tor-amplitude in [a, b] by [Sta20, Tag 0DJJ]|. Hence it
suffices to show that if X € D®(Y;k[o]) has finite tor-amplitude at all stalks, then its tor-
amplitude is uniformly bounded. The key observation is: if K € D?(Y;k[o]) is represented
by a global complex concentrated in degrees [a,b] and all its stalks at geometric points have
finite tor-amplitude, then in fact all of its stalks at geometric points have tor-amplitude in
[a,b]. Given this observation, we may conclude by using [Sta20, Tag 0DJJ].

Next we prove the observation. It suffices to show that if K is a complex over ko]
supported in degrees [a,b] which has finite tor-amplitude, then K has tor-amplitude |[a, b].
Since k is Artinian, k[o] is also Artinian. For a module over an Artinian local ring, the
properties of being flat and projective coincide [Sta20), Tag 051E]. Therefore K also has finite
projective dimension [Sta20, Tag 0A5M]. Furthermore, since k[o] has finitistic dimension
zero, the projective amplitude of C lies in [a,b]. Hence K is represented by a complex
of projective k[o]-modules supported in degrees [a,b], and therefore has tor-amplitude in
[a, b]. O

Definition 3.3. The (constructible) Tate category of Y (with respect to A) is the Verdier
quotient category D%(Y; A[o])/ Perf(Y; A[o]).

This is the construction considered under the name “Tate category” in [Trel9], at least
when Y is a complex-analytic variety. According to [Trel9, Remark 4.1], the category
Db (Y'; A[o])/ Perf(Y; A[o]) can be regarded as a derived category of perfect complexes over
a certain “F,.-ring spectrum” T5. So we will denote the corresponding Tate categories by
Perf(Y; Ta). For our purposes Tp can be thought of as just a notational device.

We will require the following enlargement of the constructible Tate category. We define
the (bounded ind-constructible) Tate category of Y (with respect to A) to be the Verdier
quotient category

Shv(Y;74) := D°(Y; Alo])/ Flat®(Y; Alo]).

We denote the tautological projection maps from D%(Y'; A[o]) to Perf(Y;7T4), and from

DP(Y'; Alo]) to Shv(Y;Ta) by

T*: D°(Y;Alo]) — Shv(Y;Ta), and T*: D%(Y;A[o]) — Perf(Y; Ta).
Note that the fully faithful embedding D%(Y; Ao]) — D°(Y; Alo]) carries Perf(Y; Alo])
into Flat®(Y; Ao]) and so induces a functor
Perf(Y;Ta) — Shv(Y; Th), (3.1)

which is conservative (e.g., because Perf(Y; A[o]) C D%(Y;Alo]) can also be characterized
as the full subcategory of objects locally having finite tor-amplitude over A[o], according to

Lemma .

Example 3.4 ([Trel9, Proposition 4.2]). The (bounded ind-constructible) Tate category
over a point (meaning the spectrum of a separably closed field) is DY(A[o])/ Flat®(Ao]).
In this category the shift-by-2 functor is isomorphic to the identity functor, as one sees by
considering the nullhomotopic complex

05V oVeAe =5 VoA -V —0



16 TONY FENG

whose middle two terms project to 0 in the Tate category.

3.2. The Smith operation. Let Y be a separated, locally finite type scheme with a o-
action that is admissible in the sense of [SGAIl Exposé 5, Définition 1.7]. By [RW22
Remark 2.2], this is automatic if Y is exhausted by quasi-projective schemes over a field.

There is an equivariant bounded derived category DY (Y;A). We distinguish this from
the equivariant bounded constructible derived category DﬁyU(Y;A), a full subcategory of
D% (Y; A) that will also be of interest to us. Note that since o acts trivially on the o-fixed
subscheme Y7 C Y, we have an equivalence of derived categories

Dy(Y?;A) = D"(Y7;Alo]), and D! (Y;A) = D(Y;Alo]). (3:2)
Then the “Smith operation” (cf. [Trel9 Definition 4.2]) is the functor
Psm :=T*0i*: D} (Y;A) = Perf(Y7; Ta) (3.3)

3.2
defined as the composition of i*: D! (Y;A) — D!, (Y7;A) D%(Y?; Alo]) with the
projection T* to Perf(Y7; Ty).
We extend this definition to bounded ind-constructible Tate categories in the analogous
manner, defining

Psm :=T* 04*: D%(Y;A) — Shv(Y?; T4). (3.4)
Remark 3.5. For 7 € D% (Y;A), there is potential confusion about whether “Psm(F)”
denotes the result of applying (3.3) or (3.4). But there is a natural isomorphism between
the functors
DY (Vi A) 2 Perf(Y7; T) Shv(Y7; T4)
and
D, (viA) B Db v ) P She(v7i 7).

so the meaning is unambiguous once the ambient category is specified. When the distinction
is important, we will take care to specify the ambient category.

The following properties are used to prove that our extended version of Psm retains the
good behavior enjoyed by the constructible version.

Lemma 3.6. Retain the notation and assumptions above. Assume that the o-action on'Y is
free. Let q: Y — Y /o denote the quotient (which exists as a map of schemes by admissibility
of the o-action on'Y ). Then for any F € D*(Y;Alo]), we have ¢, F € Flat’(Y/o; Alo]) C
D*(Y/o; A[o]).

Proof. The same argument as [RW22, Lemma 2.3] works here. To summarize it: for any
geometric point ¥ — Y/o, and T — Y lifting it, we have

(¢:F)g = Fz @ Alo],
which is visibly in Flat®(g; A[o]). O
Lemma 3.7. Retain the notation and assumptions above. Let U :=Y \ Y7 be the open
complement of the o-fized locus of Y, and j: U < Y be its inclusion into Y. Then for any

F € D*(U; Alo]), and any geometric point G of Y7, the stalk (Rj..JF )y lies in Flatb(y; Alo]) C
D(; Alo]).
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Proof. A similar argument as in [RW22, Proposition 2.5] works here. Since the map ¢: ¥ —
Y/o is totally ramified at 7, we have a g-equivariant identification (Rj..JF )y = (¢« Rj+«F)q()-
Then by the commutativity of the diagram

U%Y

o s

Ulo SN Y/o

we have (¢ Rj+F)qm) = (Rj.qusF)q(m)- Now Lemma implies that gy, has finite tor-
amplitude, and combining [Sta20, Tag 0F10] with [SGA4-3| Exposé XVII, Théoréme 5.2.11]
implies that Rj, preserves finiteness of tor-amplitude, so their composition has locally finite
tor-amplitude. ([l

The good properties of Psm come from the following Lemma, which was proved for finite
type schemes in [RW22, Lemma 3.5] (following [Trel9l Theorem 4.7] in the topological
situation).

Lemma 3.8. Retain the notation and assumptions above. Let i: Y? — Y. Then for any
F e DY(Y; ), the cone of i' F — i*F belongs to Flat’(Y7; Alo]).

Proof. Let j: Y\Y? < Y. Consider the exact triangle i,i'F — F — j,7*F on Y. Applying
i* to it yields the exact triangle in D?(Y7; A[o]):

i'F — i*F — i*Rj,j* F.
By Lemma i*Rj.j*F € Flat’(Y7; A[o]). O

Lemma 3.9. Suppose f: Y — S is a locally finite type and separated o-equivariant mor-
phism between locally finite type schemes, of bounded dimension. Then Rfy: D*(Y; Alo]) —
DP(S; Alo]) carries Flat®(Y; A[o]) to Flat’(S; Alo]).

Proof. We may write Y as a filtered colimit of open subschemes Y, of finite type. Then
for F € D*(Y;A[o]), we have an identification of RfiF with the colimit over Rfi(Fly,).
Since filtered colimits preserve flatness, we are reduced to the same statement in the finite
type situation (where one can also replace “Flat®” by Perf), which is obtained by combining
[Sta20l Tag 0F10] and [SGA4-3| Exposé XVII, Théoréme 5.2.10]. O

Remark 3.10. Note that Lemma would not have been true with “Flat®” replaced by
“Perf”. This is why we need to consider ind-constructible sheaves when not in a finite type
situation.

Corollary 3.11. Suppose f: Y — S is a locally finite type and separated morphism between
locally finite type schemes, of bounded dimension. Suppose o acts trivially on S and freely on
Y, and f is o-equivariant. Then Rf,: D(Y; Alo]) — DY(S;Alo]) lands in Flat®(Y; A[o]).

Proof. By the hypotheses, we may factor f as the composition

Y LY/ s
Then apply Lemma to ¢y and Lemma to ?!. (I

3.3. Functors on Tate categories. Throughout this subsection we let f: Y — S denote
a g-equivariant locally finite type morphism of locally finite type schemes with admissible
o-action, of bounded dimension.
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3.3.1. Pullback. Since f*: D%(S;k) — D%(Y“;k) preserves stalks, it preserves flat and

perfect complexes, and so descends to the Tate category to induce f*: Shv(S7;T)) —

Shv(Y?;Ta) and f*: Perf(S7;Ta) — Perf(Y7; Ta).

3.3.2. Proper pushforward. By Lemma Rfi: D*(Y°; Alo]) — Db(S%; A[o]) descends to
Rfi: Shv(Y7;Tp) — Shv(S7;Ta).

Proposition 3.12. The following diagram commutes:

Di(Y;A) — s Db(S;A)

J{Psm J{Psm

Shv(Y7; Th) —2 Shv(S7;Ta)

Proof. We may as well replace S by S? and thus assume that the o-action on S is trivial.
Let F € D%(Y;A). Denoting i: Y° < Y and j the inclusion of the open complement, we
have a distinguished triangle in D% (Y; A):

Hi*F = F — i F.

Abbreviate f? := foi:Y? — S. By definition ¢ acts freely on U, which implies that
Rfio (jij*F) € Flat®(S; Alo]) by Corollary Hence the cone of RfiF — Rf7 (i*F) lies
in Flat’(S; A[o]), and therefore becomes 0 in Shv(S; 7). Hence we have

T(RAF) 2 T*(Rf7 (" F)) = Rfi Psm(F) € Shv(S;Ta),
which exactly expresses the desired commutativity. ]

3.4. Tate cohomology. For a Alg]-module M, its Tate cohomology groups are

M- _ ker(N: M — M)

- N-M’ - (l—o0)-M

(Recall that N := 1+0+...+0P~1.) We will generalize this to complexes and then sheaves.

(M) : TYM) -

3.4.1. Tate cohomology of complexes. The exact sequence of Alo]-modules
0= A — Alo] =% Ajo] > A =0
induces a morphism
A — A[2] € D°(A[o]). (3.5)
Given a bounded-below complex of A[g]-modules C*, we define its Tate cohomology as

Ti(C.) = hﬂ HOIIID(A[U])(A, C'[Z + Qn])

n—oo
where the transition maps are those induced by (3.5)).
Evidently T%(C*®) is 2-periodic in i. It is clear that this construction descends to the
derived category, so we can view Tate cohomology as a collection of functors
Ti: Db(A[U]) — MOd/TO(A).

Now we specialize to the case where A = k. Note that by [Sta20, Tag 051E], a module over
klo] is flat if and only if it is free. Since Tate cohomology of free k[o]-complexes vanishes
(by inspection), this construction further factors through the Tate category, inducing

T*: Shv(pt; T) — Vect ..
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Remark 3.13. If C* is a bounded k[o]-module, which will always be the case for us in
practice, then we may regard C* € D(pt;k[o]) and the argument of [LL21, Proposition
4.5.1] gives a natural isomorphism

T*(C*) = Homgpy (pt;73,) (k: T*C°[i]).
The following is obvious from the definition but important enough to record.
Lemma 3.14. Suppose C* € D% (k[o]) is inflated from D®(k), i.e. o acts trivially on C*.
Then T*C*® = H*(C*)@T™*(k), where k is equipped with the trivial o-action in the formation
of T*(k).
3.4.2. Tate cohomology sheaves. If S has the trivial o-action, then Shv(S;Ty) is defined.
Given F € Db(S; A[o]), we define Tate cohomology sheaves

T'F .= h_n)l HO’ITLD(S;A[G])(A,}—[Z' + 2n])

n— oo

where the transition maps are induced by the map A — A[2] € D(S; A[o]) pulled back from
(3.5). The T*F are étale sheaves of T°A-modules, where T°A is the Oth Tate cohomology
of A viewed as a trivial o-module.

For A = k, we also have the description

T F HomShv(S;Tk) (k, T*]:[ZD
on S, which is an étale sheaf of T"(k) = k-modules.

3.4.3. Tate cohomology for a morphism. For F € D%(Y;k), we have RfiF € D5%(S;k).
If S has the trivial o-action, then we can form T°Rf,F, which we call the “relative Tate
cohomology of F7.

If S is the spectrum of a separably closed field equipped with the trivial o-action, then
we will abbreviate T(Y; F) := T*(RfiF), and call it the “Tate cohomology of Y with
coefficients in F”.

Remark 3.15. Note that if o acts trivially on Y and on S, then the construction F — RfiF
factors over Shv(Y'; Ty) by Lemma In this situation we will also regard T? R f; as a functor
on Shv(Y; Tg).

3.4.4. The long exact sequence for Tate cohomology. Given a distinguished triangle 7' —
F — F" € D’(Y; k), we have a long exact sequence

. ——— TIRA(F)
—— T°Rf\(F') —— T°Rfi(F) — T°Rfi(F")
— 5 T'Rf\(F') —— T'Rf\(F) —— T'RA(F")
— S T2Rf(F) ——— ...

3.4.5. Equivariant localization. We explain that Proposition [3.12| encompasses the classical
equivariant localization theorems of “Smith theory”, e.g., [Qui71, Theorem 4.2]. Proposition
m says that for F € D (Y; k) we have

Psm(RfIF) = (Rf|y<) Psm(F) € Shv(S7; T).
In particular, if L is the spectrum of a separably closed with the trivial action of o, we get
T*RT.(Y; F) & RT.(Y?; Psm(F)). (3.6)
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4. PARITY SHEAVES AND THE BASE CHANGE FUNCTOR

We begin by indicating where this section is headed.

The Geometric Satake equivalence Pr+g(Grg; k) = Repy, (é) provides the link between
G and its Langlands dual group. In the situation of functoriality, we have a map H- G
and we would like to describe the induced restriction operation Rep, (@) — Repy, (I:T ) on
the other side of the Geometric Satake equivalence, as a geometric operation on perverse
sheaves.

In the context of base change it is even the case that there is an embedding Gry — Grg,
and when seeking to describe functoriality it is natural to look to the Smith operation.
(One motivation is that the papers [Trel9l [TVI6] verify that the function-theoretic Smith
operation is indeed related to functoriality for Hecke algebras.) However, the Smith oper-
ation lands in a Tate category, and in Example we saw that in the Tate category, the
shift-by-2 functor is isomorphic to the identity functor. This makes it seem unlikely that
one can capture the notion of “perverse sheaf” in the Tate category.

Juteau-Mautner-Williamson invented the theory of parity sheaves, which have seen signif-
icance in modular representation theory. Parity sheaves are cut out in the derived category
by constraints on the parity of cohomological degrees, and can therefore make sense in a
context where cohomological degrees are only defined modulo 2. The notion of Tate-parity
sheaves was introduced in [LL21] as an analog of parity sheaves for the Tate category, and
was found to enjoy analogous properties.

After briefly reviewing the notions of parity and Tate-parity sheaves in and we
will establish that the Smith operation respects the parity property, at least under certain
conditions satisfied in our application of interest. Using “coefficient lifting” properties of
parity sheaves, this will allow us to ultimately define a functor BC from parity sheaves on
Grg to parity sheaves on Grg, which realizes base change functoriality on the geometric
side. We note that in this section, we will only need the “constructible” version of Smith
theory for schemes, and not the generalizations developed in

4.1. Parity sheaves. We begin with a quick review of the theory of parity sheaves. We
will take coefficients in a ring A which is a complete local PID, i.e., a field or complete DVR;
in our applications of interest will be either k or O := W (k).

Let Y be a stratified variety over a separably closed field of characteristic # p, with
stratification S = {Y)}. For the theory of parity sheaves to work, we need to assume that
the (induced) stratification on Y is JMW, meaning:

e for any two finite A-free local systems £, £’ on a stratum Y, we have Exti(ﬁ, L) is
free over A for all i, and vanishes when 7 is odd.

This holds for Kac-Moody flag varieties over separably closed fields, and in particular for
affine flag varieties over separably closed fields [JMW14| §4.1].

Fix a pariversity t: S — Z/2Z. In this paper we will always take the dimension pariver-
sity 1(Ya) :=dimY)\ mod 2, so we will sometimes omit the pariversity from the discussion.
Recall that [JMW14] define even complexes (with respect to the pariversity f) to be those
F € D%(Y;A) such that for all iy: Yy < Y, for Yy € S, i5F and i}, F have cohomology
sheaves which are A-free and supported in degrees congruent to {(Y)) modulo 2, and odd
complexes analogously. They define parity complexes to be direct sums of even and odd
complexes. The full subcategory of (S-constructible) parity complexes (with coefficients in
A) is denoted Parity¢(Y; A).
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Theorem 4.1 ([JMW14, Theorem 2.12]). Let F be an indecomposable parity complex.
Then:

o F has irreducible support, which is therefore of the form Y\ for some Yy € S,

o i} F is a shifted A-free local system L[m], and

o Any indecomposable parity complex supported on'Y 5 and extending Lm] is isomor-
phic to F.

A parity sheaf (with respect to t) is an indecomposable parity complex (with respect
to t) with Y the dense stratum in its support and extending L[dimY,]. Given £[dimY}],
it is not clear in general that a parity sheaf extending it extends exists. If it does exist,
then Theorem [4.1| guarantees its uniqueness, and we denote it by £(\, £). The existence is
guaranteed for Grg with the usual stratification by LT G-orbits; £(A, £) can moreover be
promoted to a LT G-equivariant complex if p is not a torsion prime for G [JMW16, Theorem
1.4]. If E(X, L) exists for all A and L, we will say that “all parity sheaves exist”.

4.2. Tate-parity sheaves. As we have seen, the cohomological grading in the Tate category
is only well-defined modulo 2, so it does not seem to make sense to talk about perverse
sheaves in the Tate category. However, elements of the Tate category have Tate cohomology
sheaves (§3.4.2), which are indexed by Z/2Z, so it could make sense to talk about an analog of
parity sheaves in the Tate category. As Leslie-Lonergan [LL21] observed, for this to work we
must take coefficients in the integral version of the Tate category, meaning A = QO = W(k),
because then we have (say by [LL21 Proposition 4.6.1])

Extht(7o)(T*(0), T*(0)) = D k(21 (4.1)
i€Z
is supported in even degrees. This is necessary for the assumption of non-vanishing odd
Exts in the definition of the JMW stratification.

For a stratification S on Y, we define Perfs(Y'; Top) C Perf(Y; 7o) to be the full subcate-
gory generated by images of objects in D%(Y; Q[o]). Letting Perfg(Y;0[c]) C Perf(Y;0[0])
be the full thick subcategory of S-constructible objects, we have by [LL21], Corollary 4.5.2]
that

D%(Y;0[o])/ Perfs(Y; 0[o]) = Perfs(Y; To).

Definition 4.2 (JLL21] Definition 5.3.1]). Let F € Perfs(Y;7p). Fix a pariversity 1: S —
Z/27.
(1) For ? € {,!}, we say F is ?-Tate-even (with respect to f) if for each Y\ € S, we
have
TtV F) = 0.
(2) For ? € {x,!}, we say F is 7-Tate-odd (with respect to t) if F[1] is ?-Tate-even.
(3) We say F is Tate-even (resp. Tate-odd) if F is both *-Tate even (resp. odd) and
I-Tate even (resp. odd).
(4) We say F is Tate-parity complexr (with respect to t) if it is isomorphic within
Perfs(Y; 7o) to the direct sum of a Tate-even complex and a Tate-odd complexﬂ
The full subcategory of (S-constructible) Tate-parity complexes (with coefficients in Tg) is
denoted Parity¢(Y; Tg). If S arises from the orbits of a group G, then the corresponding
stratification is denoted with a subscript (G).

Parallel to Theorem we have the following result in this context:

8This is to be distinguished from the (upcoming) notion of Tate-parity sheaf, which is more restrictive.
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Proposition 4.3 (JLL21l Theorem 5.5.6]). Let F be an indecomposable Tate-parity complex.

(1) The support of F is of the form Y 5 for a unique stratum Yy.

(2) Suppose G and F are two indecomposable Tate-parity complezes such that supp(G) =
supp(F). Letting jx: Yy — Y be the inclusion of the unique stratum open in this
support, if j3G = jXF then G = F.

Proof. The same argument as in [JMW14, Theorem 2.12] works. O

We define ¢*: Db(Y;0) — D%(Y; O[o]) for the inflation through the augmentation e: Qo] —
0. Recall that T*: D%(Y;Q[o]) — Perf(Y; Tp) denotes projection to the Tate category. We
are interested in Tate complexes that come from the composite functor

T*¢*: DY%(Y;0) < DY%(Y;0[o]) = Perfs(Y; To).

Definition 4.4. A Tate-parity sheaf F € Perfs(Y;To) is an indecomposable Tate-parity
complex with the property that its restriction to the unique stratum Y) which is dense in
its support is of the form T*e*£L[dim Y,] for an indecomposable O-free local system L on Y.
If such an F exists then it is unique, and we denote it by E7 (A, £).

If E7(\, L) exists for all Y), € S and all £, we will say that “all Tate-parity sheaves exist”
(for Y, S).

4.3. Modular reduction. We now explain that the functor T* has good properties that
one would expect from “base change of coefficients” functors for categories of sheaves in
classical rings. We will suppress mention of the pariversity T.

Proposition 4.5 ([LL21l Proposition 5.6.3, Theorem 5.6.4]).

(1) If F € D%(X;0) is even/odd, then T*e*F € Perfs(X;To) is Tate-even/odd.

(2) If the parity sheaf € = E(X, L) exists and satisfies Hompy (y,0)(€,E[n]) = 0 for all
n < 0 (this holds for example if £ is perverseﬂ) then Er(\, L) exists and we have

T*e*E(N, L) = Er (M, L).

Remark 4.6. The Proposition (and its proof) are analogous to the following results of
parity sheaves [IMW14, §2.5]. Let F denote the base change functor

L
F=k®g(—): D%Y;0) — D4%(Y;k).
The functor F enjoys following properties.

(1) F € D%(X;0) is a parity sheaf if and only if F(£) € D%(X;k) is a parity sheaf.
(2) If E(N, L) exists, then E(N\,FL) exists and we have

FEN, L) = (N, FL).

Proof of Proposition[].5. We reproduce the proof from [LL2I] because it brings up certain
ideas that will be needed later. The operation T*e* is compatible with formation of i}
or 73. Hence to prove (1) we reduce to examining T%¢*L for a local system L of free O-
modules, with the trivial o-action. This reduces to the fact that the Tate cohomology of O
is supported in even degrees, which is .

9n fact this is both necessary and sufficient by [MRI8| Lemma 6.6], which we thank Simon Riche for
pointing out to us.
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For (2), we just need to check that T*e*E(\, L) is indecomposable. Since Parity ¢(Y; 7o)
is Krull-Remak-Schmidt by [LL21, Proposition 5.5.2], it suffices to check that the endo-
morphism ring of T*e*E(A, L) is local. According to [LL21, Proposition 4.6.1], for F,G €
D%(Y; Q) we have

Hompe,s(y,75) (T* € F, T*e*G) = @ Hom sy (y4) (FF, FG[2)). (4.2)
i€Z
We apply this to F = G = E(A, L£). Since E(\, L) is parity, [JMW14l (2.13)] applies to show
that
Hompy (y 1y (FE(A, £), FE(A, £)) = F @ Hom py (y,0) (E(A, £), E(A, £)).
By indecomposability of £(A, L), the ring Homps v,y (E(A, £),E(A, £)) is local, so F ®
Hompo v,y (E(A, £),E(A, L)) is also local. This shows that the subalgebra on the RHS

of (4.2) indexed by ¢ = 0 is local, and the assumption implies that the summands of
(4.2) indexed by negative ¢ vanish. This implies the desired locality of the graded algebra

What we have seen can be summarized by the slogan:

If all parity sheaves exist and have vanishing negative self-Exts, then all
Tate-parity sheaves exist and T* o €* induces a bijection between parity
sheaves and Tate-parity sheaves.

4.4. The lifting functor. We will now define a functor lifting Tate-parity sheaves to parity
sheaves. In fact the preceding slogan already tells us what to do about objects, so we just
need to specify what happens on morphisms.

Definition 4.7. A normalized (Tate-)parity complex is a direct sum of (Tate-)parity sheaves
with no shifts. Hence, under our assumptions, an indecomposable (Tate)-parity complex
is normalized if and only if its restriction to the dense open stratum in its support Y)
is isomorphic to L[dimY)] (resp. T*e*L[dimY,]) for an indecomposable local system L.
We denote the full subcategory of normalized (Tate)-parity complexes by Parity%(Y;0) C
Parity¢(Y; Q) (resp. Parity(Y;Tg) C Parityg(Y;70)), and called them the categories of
normalized (Tate)-parity sheaves.

Under the assumption that all parity sheaves exist and have vanishing negative self-Exts,
Proposition implies that E(\, L) — T*e*E(A, L) = E7 (A, L) induces a bijection between
normalized parity sheaves and normalized Tate-parity sheaves. We then have a “lifting
functor” [LL21l Theorem 5.6.6]

L: Parity%(Y; 7o) — Parity%(Y; k)

sending 7 (A, L) to E(A\, L ®g k) on objects, and on morphisms inducing projection to
the summand indexed by ¢ = 0 under identification (4.2]). It can be thought of as an
“intermediate” reduction between O and k in the sense that the following diagram commutes:

Parity3(Y; Q) I, Parity2(V; 7o)

N lL (4.3)

Parity3(V; k)
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4.5. Parity sheaves on the affine Grassmannian and tilting modules. We now con-
sider the preceding theory in the context of the affine Grassmannian Grg over a separably
closed field F, with the stratification by LT G-orbits. Since this is a special case of a Kac-
Moody flag variety, the stratification is JMW by [JMW14] §4.1].

If p is a good prime for CA;’, [MR18, Corollary 1.6] implies that all parity sheaves exist,
and that all normalized parity sheaves are perverse. Therefore, the category of normalized
parity sheaves corresponds under the Geometric Satake equivalence to some subcategory
of Repk(@), and it is natural to ask what this is. The answer is given in terms of tilting
modules for G (recall that these are the objects of Repk(a) having both a filtration by
standard objects, and a filtration by costandard objects). The tilting property is preserved
by direct sum and tensor products (the latter assertion is a non-trivial theorem). Let

~ ~

Tilt,(G) C Repy(G) denote the full subcategory of tilting modules.

Theorem 4.8 ([MRI18l Corollary 1.6]). If p is good for G, then the Geometric Satake
equivalence restricts to an equivalenc

Parity? . o (Crg; k) = Tilty, (é) .

Proof. The proof in [MR18§] is written for the affine Grassmannian over the complex numbers
but adapts to our situation with some small modifications. First, one takes Grg over F
instead of over C as in [MR18|]. The proof of Theorem follows formally as in [MR18|
§6.5] from an equivalence of categories, between the category of Iwahori-equivariant parity
sheaves with coeflicients in £ on Grg, and the category of tilting objects in the heart of
Bezrukavnikov’s exotic t-structure on G x G,,-equivariant tilting objects on the Springer
resolution A/. This equivalence is in turn proved by a Soergel bimodule argument. The
analysis of the “coherent side” in [MRIS| §4,5] is literally the same as in our situation.
The analysis of the “constructible side” in [MRI1S8, §3] applies verbatim to Grg over F
except at one point: in [MRI8| Proof of Lemma 3.6, p.22] the property that “the map
Ot /W x t°/W) — Hj , (Grg; R) factors through O(A)” is proved using the “loop group
presentation” of the complex affine Grassmannian; an alternate argument for this fact, that
works in arbitrary characteristic, is provided in [Zhul7, Lemma 5.2.4]. O

Remark 4.9. A much shorter argument for Theorem [4:8] but with a slightly worse bound
on p, is given in [JMW16, Theorem 1.8].

We need a few facts about the representation theory of tilting modules. For our arithmetic
applications, the key point is that there are “enough” tilting modules to generate the derived

category of Repy, (G), as articulated by the statement below (which in fact applies to general
highest weight categories).

Proposition 4.10 (|Ric, Proposition 7.17]). The natural projection from the bounded ho-
motopy category K°(Tilty(G)) to D*(Rep,(G)) is an equivalence.

4.6. Base change functoriality for the Satake category. We now consider a specific
geometric situation relevant to Langlands functoriality for p-cyclic base change. Let F be a
field of characteristic # p. We will consider reductive groups, and their affine Grassmanni-
ans, over F.

10Strictly speaking, the cited references employ the trivial pariversity instead of the dimension pariversity.
Since dimensions of Schubert strata in Grg have constant parity on connected components, the trivial
pariversity and dimension pariversity lead to the same notion of parity complexes in this case, so the only
difference is in the notion of “normalization”. We follow |[LL21| in the use of the dimension pariversity so
that perverse sheaves are f-even.
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4.6.1. The base change setup. We now specialize the situation a bit further: H is any
reductive group over F and G = HP. We let ¢ act on G by cyclic rotation, sending the ith
factor to the (i 4+ 1)st (mod p) factor. Then it is clear that the stratification on Grg by
L*G-orbits induces by restriction the stratification on Gry by LT H-orbits.

Evidently the “diagonal” embedding H < G realizes H as the fixed points of G under
the automorphism o. This map H < G also induces a diagonal map Gryg — Grg.

Lemma 4.11. The diagonal map induces an isomorphism Gry = Grg as subfunctors of
GI“G.

Proof. We have Grg = (Gry)P, with o acting by cyclic rotation of the factors, from which
the claim is clear. ]

Henceforth we assume that p is odd and good for @, so that the results of : apply.

We aim to give a “geometric” description of the corresponding functor under the Geomet-
ric Satake equivalence, Parity; + «(Grg; k) — Parity ;1 y(Gry; k), in terms of Smith theory.
(Of course, one could give an “ad hoc” description using that G = HP. The point is to
define a functor that does not make reference to this, which will then generalize well, using
descent, to the situation where G = Resg /g (H) for a non-trivial field extension E/F.)

Definition 4.12. Given F € P;+4(Grg; A), we define
Nm(F) i=Fx " F...%%  FEPrigus(Gra;A),

equipped with the o-equivariant structure coming from the commutativity constraint for

(Pr+a(Gra; A),»):
CNmM(F)="Fx..%% FxF 5 FxFx...x7 F=Nm(F). (4.4)

Using the realization functor Pr+gyws(Grg;A) = Dr+gue(Gra;A), we view Nm(F) €
Dr+Gxs(Grg; A) (so that we may apply the Smith functor, for example). Equipping a
general object of Dy +q(Grg; A) with a o-equivariant structure is much more involved than
just specifying isomorphisms (satisfying cocycle conditions), so we emphasize that we
construct Nm(F) first as a o-equivariant perverse sheaf, and then apply the realization
functor to get a o-equivariant object of Dr+q(Grg;A).

Remark 4.13. In our applications we will assume that p is large enough so that all parity
sheaves are perverse. The properties of being L+G-constructible and L™ G-equivariant are
equivalent for perverse sheaves on Grg. Therefore, we will not need to worry about any
extra complications coming from the equivariance.

Lemma 4.14. Let i: Gryg =& Gr, — Grg. For F € Prig(Grg; 0), regard Nm(F) €
P%+GNU(GTG§ 0) as in Deﬁnition above. Suppose that all the cohomology sheaves of F
have O-free stalks and costalks.
(i) The stalks of the cohomology sheaves of i* Nm(F) have an Q[o]-stable filtration with
associated graded a direct sum of either trivial or free Q[o]-modules.
(ii) The costalks of the cohomology sheaves of i* Nm(F) have an Olo]-stable filtration
with associated graded a direct sum of either trivial or free O[o]-modules.

Proof. If F has a finite L™G-equivariant filtration whose associated graded satisfies the
hypotheses of the Lemma, then the statement of Lemma for F can be checked on the
associated graded. Since Gr% is a product of homogeneous spaces for (a finite type quotient
of) LT H, there is a finite L™ G-equivariant filtration of F with associated graded of being
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a direct sum of sheaves of the form F; X ... X F, where each F; € P+ (Gry; O). Hence
we reduce to the case where F is itself of this form. Then

Nm(F)m (FixFok...xFp) R (Fox...xFpxFi)R.. . R(Fp*Frk...xFp_1),

with o acting by rotating the tensor factors, and the o-equivariant structure coming from
the commutativity constraint.

Write F/ := FixFox...*F, € Pr+p(Gry; Q). Since i may be identified with the diagonal
embedding Gry — Grh;, we have *(Nm F) ~ (F')®P, with o-equivariant structure given
by cyclic rotation of the tensor factors. In particular, the stalk of i*(NmJF) at z € Gry
is the tensor-induction of the stalk of F from O to O[o]. Hence it suffices to prove that
any cohomology sheaf of such a tensor induction has an Q[c]-equivariant filtration by either
trivial or free Ofo]-modules. This is verified by explicit inspection: choosing a basis for
HI(FL), the induced basis of H7(F.)®P is grouped into either trivial or free orbits under
the o-action.

The argument for (ii) is completely analogous (alternatively, we could deduce it simply
by applying Verdier duality to (i)). a

4.6.2. Smith theory for parity sheaves. We return momentarily to the general setup for
Smith theory: Y is a variety over F with an admissible o-action and Z = Y?. We assume
that F is separably closed and the stratification S on Y satisfies the JMW condition.

Proposition 4.15 (Variant of |[LL21l Theorem 6.1.1]). Assume that each stratum Yy is
smooth. Suppose € € Dga (Y;0) is a parity complex satisfying the condition:

(*) all* and!-stalks of cohomology sheaves of € at fized pointsy € Y have an Q[o]-stable
filtration with associated graded being a direct sum of trivial or free Q[o]-modules.
Then Psm(E) € Perfg(Z;To) is Tate-parity with respect to the induced stratification Z) =
Y\ N Z and the induced pariversity tz(X) := Ty (A).

Proof. This theorem is closely related to [LL2I, Theorem 6.1.1], but loc. cit. imposes
the stronger condition that the o-action on all stalks is trivial. This is satisfied in their
application (to the loop-rotation action), but not in ours, so we need to re-do the argument
in the requisite generality.

Let Z = Y7 and take the induced stratification on Z. Let i: Z — Y, z}\/ Yy, = Y,
zf Z\ < Z,i": Zy — Y. Without loss of generality suppose £ is an even complex on Y.
We are given that (i}\/)75 has O-free cohomology sheaves supported in degrees congruent to
fy(A) mod 2, where ? € {*,!}; we want to show that (i¥)” Psm(€) has Tate-cohomology
sheaves supported in degrees congruent to tz(A) mod 2. Unraveling the definitions, we have

(i3)* Psm(E) = (i) T*i*E = T*(i)*i*E = T (i*)* (i) )*E.
Similarly, using Lemma [3.8] we have
(i)' Psm(€) = T*(i*)' (i})'€. (4.5)
By hypothesis, (i) )*£ has its cohomology sheaves supported in degrees congruent to ty (1))
(mod 2). So the stalks of (i*)*(iY )*£ are supported in degrees congruent to ty (\) (mod 2),
and we must verify that their Tate cohomology groups are also supported in degrees of a
single parity.
By assumption (*), all the stalks have an Q[o]-stable filtration with associated graded
being a direct sum of trivial or free Q[c]-modules. For trivial Q[o]-modules the odd Tate

cohomology groups vanish by (4.1]), while for free Q@[c]-modules all the Tate cohomology
groups vanish. Hence all odd Tate cohomology groups vanish by the long exact sequence
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for Tate cohomology (§3.4.4). This shows that the Tate cohomology sheaves of (i*)*(i} )*€
are supported in degrees congruent to ty (Yy) (mod 2).

To show that (i*)' (i} )'€ also has Tate cohomology sheaves supported in degrees congruent
to ty(A\) (mod 2), we make a similar analogous argument using instead. This shows
that T*(i*)* (i) )'€ lies in degrees congruent to fy (Yy) (mod 2), and then we conclude by
observing that (i*)*(iY )'€ differs from (i*)'(i} )'€ by an even shift (and twist) by the Gysin
isomorphism, which applies because the strata are assumed to be smooth (noting that the
smoothness of Z follows from the smoothness of Yy by [CGP15, Proposition A.8.11], so
Zy < Y, is a regular embedding). O

For an O-linear abelian category C, with all Hom-spaces being free @-modules, we ab-
breviate

C®Rok:=CR®o_Mod (k — MOd)

Lemma 4.16. Suppose that all the strata Yy are simply connected and all parity sheaves
E(N, L) exist, for all Y\ € S. Then we have that

Parity§ ,(Y;0) ®@o k = Parity$ , (Y k).

Proof. To see that the functor is well-defined, we note:
e The Hom-spaces of Paritygvg (Y;0) are all free O-modules by [IMW14, Remark 2.7],
so that the domain is well-defined.
e The functor lands in parity sheaves since the modular reduction of a Q-parity sheaf
is a k-parity sheaf by Remark
It is essentially surjective because every k-parity sheaf lifts to a Q-parity sheaf under our
assumption that all parity sheaves exist and all strata are simply connected (which implies
that all k-local systems on strata lift to @, since they are trivial). The fact that the functor
is fully faithful follows from [JMW14, (2.39)]. |

4.6.3. The base change functor. We return now to the base change setup of with F
separably closed. Let F € Parity’;,(Grg; 0). Then F € Pp1¢(Grg; Q) is perverse since
p is good for G (this is a part of Theorem , and Nm(F) € Parity) s 5, (Grg; 0) is a
parity sheaf by [JMW16l, Theorem 1.5]. Furthermore, the o-equivariant structure on Nm(F)
satisfies the assumption (*) of Proposition by Lemma

The Schubert cells of Grg are indexed by tuples X := (A1,...,,) € X, (G)", with each
i € X.(H)™T, and we have

GranGry =Gry A= (Ai,..., A1),
Grz\; NGry =0 otherwise.
We claim that as long as p > 2, the induced pariversity coincides with the dimension
pariversity on Gry, i.e., for A = (A1,..., ;) € X.(G)T, we have
dim Gr}} = dim Gryy  (mod 2).

This will imply that:

(1) We may apply Proposition to deduce that Psm(Nm(F)) € Parity + ) (Gru; To)

is Tate-parity with respect to the dimension pariversity on Grg.

(2) Psm(Nm(F)) € Parity(()L+H)(GrH; 7o), i.e., is normalized.
To prove the claim, we may focus on the case where A\; = ... = A, or else the statement
is vacuous. By [Zhul7, Proposition 2.1.5] we have dim CGrg, = (2pg, ). So we just have
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to verify that (2pg, (A1,...,M1)) = (2pm, A1) (mod 2). Indeed, pc = (pm,...,pH), SO
(206, (A1y..., A1) =p{(2pm, A1), and p is odd.

Thanks points (1) and (2) above, we can apply the lifting functor L to Psm(Nm(F)).
By Lemma [£.16] the composite functor L o PsmoNm factors uniquely through a functor
Parity? ; o (CGrg; k) — Parity) + ;; (Gryr; k).

Construction 4.17 (Frobenius twist of categories). Let Frob be the absolute Frobenius
of k. Given a k-linear category C, there is another k-linear category C®) := C ®k, Frob k.
Concretely, it is equivalent to the category which has the same objects as C, and morphisms

Home) (#,y) = Home(z, )" := Home (., y) @ rob k-

The tautological map Homc(z,y) — Homc(z,y)® is Frob-semilinear over k, and induces
an equivalence Frobc: C = C( which is Frob-semilinear. The functor Frob¢c: C — C®)
is characterized by the universal property that any Frob-semilinear functor F': C — D
(meaning a functor between k-linear categories that is Frob-semilinear over k£ on morphisms)
factors uniquely through a k-linear functor C») — D.

C
FrobCJ( F
(oLl » D
Now, given a presentation
Fo: C=Cy®p, k:=Co OVect /g, Vect /j, (4.6)

for some F,-linear category Co, then there is another, k-linear equivalence C — c®),
which with reference to (4.6]) is the tensor product of Idc, with the k-linear equivalence

Vect%? & Vect ), induced by the k-linear isomorphism k ®ropx & = k. Therefore (4.6)

induces a Frob-semilinear equivalence Frobg,: C = C.
Definition 4.18. We define
BC™): Parity) . o(Grg; k) — Parity? . ;; (Grp; k)
to be the functor unique filling in the commutative diagram
Parity? ; ;(Grg; 0) Z2melNn Parity?LJrH)(GrHﬂb)
J{]F J{L (4.7)
Parity! ; o (Grg; k) --—25- 2 Parity?, ; (Gry; k).

One more step is required to define what we call the base change functor BC. Note that
BC® is Frob-semilinear over k; we wish to linearize it. It is evident from the definitions
that the equivalence D(Grg; k) = D(Grg; Fp) ®r, k induces

Fy: Parity}. (Grg; k) = Parity} . - (CGrg; F,) ®r, k.

Let Frob,, := Frobp, : Parity.,(CGrg; k) = Parity}+4(Grg; k) be the k-semilinear equiv-
alence induced by Fp, as explained in Construction [£:17, We define

BC:=BC®o Frobg1 : Parity} + o (Grg; k) — Parity? . (Grp; k).
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Remark 4.19. The construction of BC was motivated by a similar functor “LL" appearing
in |LL21l §6.2], which gives a partial geometric description of the Frobenius contraction
functor on G. Another motivation was the “normalized Brauer homomorphism” of [TV16],
§4.3], which our construction categorifies.

~ ~

Theorem 4.20. Let Resgc: Rep,(G) — Rep, (H) be restriction along the diagonal embed-
ding. We also denote by Resgc the same functor restricted to the subcategories of tilting
modulesﬂ The following diagram commutes:

Parity? . o (Grg; k) —<= Parity? . ;;(Gry; k)

Tilty (G) —— %€ Tilt,, (H)

The proof is given in Appendix [A]

The triangulated structure on D+ i (Gry; k[o]) equips Perf 1+ 7 (Grg; Tx) with the notion
of cone (namely, the image of a cone in D+ (Gry; k[o])). We say that a sequence A — B —
Cin Dp+y(Gry; Ty) is exact if the induced map Cone(A — B) — C in Perfy+ 5 (Gry; Tr)
is an isomorphism.

Lemma 4.21. The composite functor

=~ Frob;l N\ Sat Nm Psm
Repy(G) — Repy(G) — Pr+a(Grg; k) — Pr+aue(Grg; k) — Perf 1+ gy (Gra; Tr)
is exact, i.e., sends exact sequences to exact sequences in the above sense.

The proof requires some notions from Appendix [A] and will be postponed to §AT6]

4.6.4. FEquivariantization and Galois descent. Assuming Theorem let us give a few
variants related to descent to a ground field which is not separably closed. Suppose H base
changed from some subfield Fy C F, and G = Resg,/r,(HE,) for some Galois extension
Eo/Fy with Galois group Z/pZ. Then Gr ~ (Hr)? and Aut(F/Fy) acts on Hy,Gg and
therefore also on Gry r, Grg F.

Lemma 4.22 (Galois equivariance). In the situation above, the functor
BC: Parity) , o(Grg p; k) — Parity}+  (Gry s k)
is equivariant with respect to the action of Aut(F/Fy).

Proof. The constituent functors Nm, ¢*, T*, and L are all Aut(F/Fg)-equivariant, as is
Frob,, . It remains only to see that the dashed arrow in is Aut(F/Fy)-equivariant.
This follows because L o PsmoNm and F both have this property, and F is essentially
surjective and full. O

We refer to [DGNO10] for the theory of “equivariantization” and “de-equivariantization” of
categories. Given a group I acting on categories C, D and a I'-equivariant functor ¥': C — D,
the I'-equivariantization of F is the functor FB': CBT — DBT. If C and D are derived
categories of sheaves and F' is induced by geometric operations that are I'-equivariant, then
the equivariantization construction exists for equivariant derived categories. (We make this

LNote that it is not obvious that Respc preserves the tilting property, but this follows from the non-
trivial theorem (building on work of many authors — see the discussion around [JMW16, Theorem 1.2]) that
tensor products of tilting modules are tilting.
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remark because if the I'-equivariantization of a derived category is not the same as the
I-equivariant derived category, and it is the latter that we want to consider.)
Thanks to Lemma [£:22] the equivariantization of BC induces

BCE Aut(F/Fo) Parity%+G(GrG’F; k:)BAUt(F/FO) — Parity%JrH(GrHF; k)BAut(F/FU).

We define Parity?. o (Grg w,;k) := Parity,(CGrg p; k)P AWE/Fo) and similarly for H
(note that in parity sheaves were only defined for varieties over separably closed fields,
since the axioms of a JMW stratification would not otherwise be satisfied). We define
Tilty (“'G) to be the subcategory of Rep,, (@) consisting of representations whose restriction
to G is tilting, and Tilt,(“GE°°™) to be the full subcategory of Repy,(“GE®°™) consisting of
representations whose restriction to G is tilting; then Tilty, (L Geeom) = Tiltk(@)Aut(F/FO)’geom
and similarly for “H.
Then applying Aut(F/Fg)-equivariantization to Theorem yields:

Corollary 4.23. The following diagram is commutative.

BCE Aut(F/Fg)
e —

Parity%JrG(Grapg; k) Parity%+H(GrH,F0; k)

[ J~

Tilty, (FGeoom) Hesee Tilty, (© Heoom)

4.6.5. Let H/Fy and G/F( be as before. The following compatibility statement will be
needed later.

Lemma 4.24. The cube

Parity? | o, (Gra; k) Parity? , ;; (Gry; k)

F L

14,0 Psin 0 T*e”
Parity] + oy (Gra; O) Parity + ) (Gru; To)

Dg,me(GrG; k) — Perf .+ m)(Gra; Tr)

F F

DY 1+ o (GrG 0) — Perf 1+ 17 (Gri; To)
(4.8)

commutes, where L is lifting functor L: Parity%+H(GrH;7b) — Parity%+H(GrH;k:) from
and the unlabeled arrow is defined as the one that makes the top face commute. (It
exists by the universal property of the categorical tensor product.)

Proof. The left face commutes by definition of F. It is obvious from the definition that the
front face commutes. The bottom face commutes by compatibility of Psm with tensoring
coefficients. The top face commutes by definition.
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To see that the right face commutes, consider the diagram

Parity} + o(Grg; Q) e Parity?L+H)(GrH;7b) L, Parity?LJrH)(GrH;k)

l l ﬁ (4.9)

Dg’LJrH(GI‘H;@) & PeI‘f(L+H)(GI“H;7b) L Perf(L+H)(GI‘H;77€)

The right square of is the right square of the cube , which we want to show
commutes. Since the middle column is a Verdier quotient of the left column, it suffices to
show that the outer square of commutes. Next note that the composite of the upper
horizontal arrows in is the modular reduction functor F by definition , SO we can
factor the outer square of as the outer quadrilateral in the diagram below.

Parity} ; o (Grg; ©) —— Parity} | o(Gry; k)

[ [

Dz’L+H(GrH;@) —rF Dlg’LJrH(GrH; k)

T"e
Perfl()LJrH)(GrH; Tr)

Obviously the commutativity of the outer quadilateral follows from the commutativity of
the inner rectangle, which is then immediate from the definition of F.
It remains to show that the back face commutes. Consider juxtaposing the top and back

faces of cube (4.8) to get:

Parity? ; (Grg; 0) /22 Parity(()L+H)(GrH;7('@)

I Js

ParityOL+G(Grg; k) ------> > Parity%+H(GrH; k) (4.10)

l b

DY+ (Grgs k) — P Perf 1+ gy (Grr; Tr)

We want to show that the lower square commutes. The composite vertical arrows on left and
right columns are both the modular reduction functor F from Q-coefficients to k coefficients,
so the outer square commutes. The dashed arrow is defined as the k-linearization of LoPsm,
noting that Parity) + ;(Grg; k) = Parity? o (Grg; O) ®g k. Therefore the right-then-down
(resp. down-then-right) composite functor in the lower square is the k-linearization of the
right-then-down (resp. down-then-right) composite functor in the upper square, so the
commutativity of the lower square follows from that of the upper square, completing the

proof.
O

Remark 4.25. Let us try to make some vague remarks about the utility of Lemma [£.24]
The unlabeled arrow in the top face is a priori somewhat mysterious, but the Lemma says
that after projecting to the Tate category, it has a simple description in terms of Psm.
Later, we will take Tate cohomology with coefficients indexed by the type of parity sheaves
constructed in this section. Note that Tate cohomology factors through the projection of
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these sheaves to the Tate category. Therefore, the computation of Tate cohomology is not
so sensitive to the subtleties in the constructions of this section; the purpose of this section
has more to do with the indexing of coefficient sheaves, in terms of the discussion of

5. ON GLOBAL BASE CHANGE

In this section we will apply the preceding theory to moduli stacks of shtukas, in the
context of Lafforgue’s construction of the global Langlands parametrization for function
fields. In particular, we will prove Theorem [I.6] among other results.

We briefly review the relevant parts of Lafforgue’s construction in and Then
in §5.3] where we use a variant of Lafforgue’s ideas to construct and analyze an action of
the excursion action on Tate cohomology of moduli spaces of shtukas. In the situation of
base change, equivariant localization mediates between the Tate cohomology of shtukas for
G and for H, allowing us to relate certain excursion operators for the two groups. This is
then used in to establish the existence of base change for mod p automorphic forms;
this relation will also be the crucial input for our local results in the next section.

5.1. Moduli of shtukas. We will use the theory of moduli stacks of shtukas, due to Drinfeld
and generalized by Varshavsky. Here we very briefly recall the relevant definitions in order
to set notation. More comprehensive references include [Var04] and [Laf18].

5.1.1. Shtukas. Fix a smooth projective curve X over a finite field F, of characteristic # p.
Let G be a smooth algebraic group scheme over X. We assume that G is generically

reductive, and let X< X be the locus where G is reductive. For each finite set I, the stack
Shtg,r has the following functor of points on Fy-schemes S:

(zi)ier € X!(S)
Shtg r: S — & = étale G-torsor over X x §

@ ElxxS—U,;Tw, — TEIXXS—U,L; T,
where 7 is the Frobenius Frob, on the S factor in X x S, and "€ is the pullback of £ under
themap I x7: X xS = X x S.

Geometrically, Shte ; has a Schubert stratification whose strata are Deligne-Mumford
stacks locally of finite type. We regard it as an ind-(locally finite type) Deligne-Mumford

stack.
There is a map

T ShtGJ - X!
projecting a tuple ({z;}icr,&, i) to {z;}icr. Let Shtg 1:= Shtg xXI()O()I.

5.1.2. Hecke stack. The Hecke stack Hkeg ; classifies

(zi)ier € X1(5)
Hkg r: S+ ¢ &, = étale G-torsors over X x S
¢: Elxxs-ur,, — €'lxxs-ur,,

Recall that G — X is reductive over )o( Let Hkg ;= Hkg,r ><X1()O()I. The Geometric

Satake equivalence provides a functor Rep, ((!G)!) — D(Hkg s; k), which we normalize as
in [Laf18, Theorem 0.9].
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5.1.3. Satake sheaves. Thereis a map Shte ; — Hke r sending ({x;}ier, €, ) to ({zi}ier, £,7E, ¢).
Composing with the *-pullback through Shtg ; — Hkeg ; induces a functor

Satt*™: Rep,, (G1)P Gl /Fgeom _ Db(Shtg 13 k).

Finally, we may identify Repy,((2G*)7) =5 Rep,,(GT)B GalF*/F).seom 45 in §9.1.4] giving a
functor (cf. [LaflI8 Theorem 0.11])

Sat: Rep,((*G*8)!) — Db(S%tG,Uk)-

The Schubert stratification is defined by the support of the sheaves in the image of Sat,
with the closure relations corresponding to the Bruhat order. (In particular, Sat lands in
the derived category of sheaves constructible with respect to the Schubert stratification on

Shtc.r.)

5.1.4. Level structures. For D C X a closed finite subscheme, there are level covers Shtg p 5 —
Shtg 1 |(x\pyr which parametrize the additional datum of a trivialization of & over S x D
compatible with 7 and (. Note that by definition, the “legs” {z;}icr € (X \ D)(S)! avoid
D.

5.1.5. [lterated shtukas. Let Iy, ..., I, be a partition of I. We define Shtglb“]’m (sometimes

called a moduli stack of iterated shtukas) to be the stack
(zi)ier € (X — D)(S)
&o, ..., &, = étale G-torsors over X x S
I, e ~oe -
ShtéjDJ ): S { 5]—1‘X><S—Ui61j r,, — 5J~|X><S—U r,, J=L....r
p: & — &
v = level structure over D x S

icly;

Here by “level structure” we mean a trivialization of the restriction of each & over D x S,
compatible with the ¢; and ¢. There is a map v: Shtgfﬁ;'f[”) — Shtg,p,r. A key property of
this morphism is that it is stratified small (with respect to the Schubert stratification), which
is a consequence of the same property of the convolution morphism for Beilinson-Drinfeld
Grassmannians.

Define

Shte,p,1= Shtg,p,r X (x\pyr (X \D)"

and

5.1.6. Partial Frobenius. There is a partial Frobenius Fy, : Shtg’lblf}“”’lr) — Sht(GI?b‘;'I’IT’Il)
sending

Tx; 1€y
T; .
r;  otherwise

(50,...,5T) — (51’“.75”7'80)
(9017"'7907’) — (902’---’907"’7801)-
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It lies over the partial Frobenius Frob;, on X' (applying Frob, to the coordinates indexed
by i € I1), so that the diagram below is commutative (and cartesian up to radiciel maps):

Shtér'py™ — Shtlzg
lﬂ, lm (5.1)
(X — D)l 21y (x — py!

5.1.7. Base change setup. We now consider the following “base change setup”. Let F' be the
function field of X and Hp a reductive group over F. We choose a parahoric extension of
Hp to a smooth affine group scheme H over X.

Let E/F be a cyclic extension of F' having degree p, so E corresponds to the function
field of a smooth projective curve X'. Define G := Resx/,x(Hx), which is an algebraic
group scheme over X with generic fiber Gr = Resg/p(Hg). The group scheme G — X
comes with an induced action of (o) = Aut(X'/X).

5.2. Review of V. Lafforgue’s global Langlands correspondence. Write I' := Weil(F, F) =
Weil(F$/F). In [Laf18] §13], Lafforgue constructs an action of Exc(I', “G?2) on the space of
cusp forms for G with coefficients in k. This has been improved by Cong Xue, who extended
the action to all compactly supported functions ([Xueal §7] for split G and [Xuebl §6] for
all G).

We summarize the construction of the excursion action, as we shall make use of some
of its internal aspects, and we also need to explain why it can be used to construct some
excursion actions on Tate cohomology.

5.2.1. Constructing actions of the excursion algebra. We will explain an abstract setup that
gives rise to actions of the excursion algebra.

Definition 5.1. Let A be a (not necessarily commutative) ring. A family of functors
Hp: Rep,((FG)!) — Mod 4(I'Y), where I runs over (possibly empty) finite sets, is admissible
if it satisfies the two conditions below.
(1) (Compatibility with fusion) For all {: I — J, there is a natural isomorphism yx.
between the functors Hy o Res¢ and Res¢ oH; in the diagram:

Rep,((LG)1) —5 Mod 4 (TY)

Rcs{ \ JRC% (5.2)

Rep, ((FG)7) 5 Mod 4 (T'7)

(2) (Compatibility with composition) For I’ S5 J, we have x¢ocr = X¢ © X¢'-

Construction 5.2. Let 1 denote the trivial representation of “G. Given an admissible
family of functors H;: Repy((¢G)!) — Moda(I'!), we get an A-linear action of Exc(T, LG)
on Hygy (1) as follows.

For a tuple (I,W,z,&, (vi)icr) we define an endomorphism, which gives the image of
ST W,a,e,(vi)ie; 10 Enda(Hyoy(1)), by the following composition:

H T ), ot
Hioy (1) 1) 110, (w6 s w925 1wy s by (w6) 29 g, (1),
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(Here we again conflate the vector x € WAG) with a é-equivariant map 1 — Wl, &)
From the assumptions of admissibility it is straightforward to check the relations in

Remark 5.3. Note that it follows from admissibility that the A-module underlying H;(1)
for any I is identified with Hy(1) by xp_. Proposition then attaches a Galois repre-
sentation to each generalized eigenvector for the Exc(T',~G)-action on Hy(1). (Of course,
such an eigenvector is not guaranteed to exist a priori.)

5.2.2. Excursion action on the cohomology of shtukas. Let Ha be the Hecke algebra acting
on Shtg, p r; it is the tensor product of local Hecke algebras with the level structure dictated
by D. For any finite set I, we have a map

Ty ShtG7D7] — (X — D)I

remembering the points of the curve indexed by I (which avoid D by definition). Let n’
denote the generic point of X! and F the spectrum of an algebraic closure, viewed as a
geometric generic point of X!. When I is a singleton, we will just abbreviate these by 71
and 7.

We will define a family of functors indexed by finite sets I:

Hi: Rep,((“G™9)') - Moy (I") (53)
sending V' € Rep, ((¢G*#)!) to
H(Shtg,p,1 |57 Sat(V)). (5.4)

Note that a priori H}(V) has an action of 7 (n’,n!), which map to T but neither
injectively nor surjectively.

5.2.3. We explain why the action of 7 (n’ ,?) extends canonically to an action of I'T.
Assume [ is non-empty, since otherwise there is nothing to prove. The Satake functor of
§5.1.3] generalizes to a functor

o (I1,eIy)
Sat!" ") Rep, ((“G)') — Db(ShtG}D’I k),

such that the map
o Il o
v: Shtg p; —Shtgpr
has the property that Ruy Satt1") (V) 2 Sat(V). Furthermore, there are natural isomor-
phisms
F. Sat(h,lz,m,m(v) o~ Sat([g,...,ImIl)(V%

where F7, is the partial Frobenius from
Write I = {1,...,n}. Thanks to the above properties and (5.1), the partial Frobenius

maps on Shtg’%:']'"{"

Y then induce maps
Frob},y Hj (V) = HI(V).

That equips H;(V) with the action of the larger group FWeil(n! ,?) that we now recall,
summarizing [Ljfl& Remarque 8.18]. Let F! denote the function field of X I sonl =
Spec F!, and F! an algebraic closure, so we may take n/ = Spec FI. Write (FI)Pef for

12The map is non-canonical: it depends on a choice of specialization as in [Laf18] Remark 8.18].
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the perfect closure of F, and Froby;, for the “partial Frobenius” automorphism of (FTypert
induced by Froby on the ith factor. We define

FWeil(n!, nl) == {y € Autg, (FT): 3(n;)ier € Z such that Y|(prypert = H(Frob{i})""’}.
iel
Writing 78 (n!, 1) := ker(my (0!, n7) deg, Z), this fits into an extension
0 — 75" (n!, nT) — FWeil(n!, n) — Z' — 0.
Fixing a specialization morphism 5! ~» A(n1}) induces a surjection
FWeil(n", nT) — Weil(n,7)".

A form of Drinfeld’s Lemma [Xuea, Lemma 7.4.2] is used to show that the action of
FWeil(n!,n!) on H}(V) factors through Weil(F*/F)’.

Example 5.4. Let us unravel
H{oy (1) = H{ (Shte,p, (13 oy Sat(1)). (5.5)

By Remark [5.3| the underlying Hecke module of Hyoy (1) is isomorphic to Hy(1). According
to |LaflI8l Remarque 12.2], this is the space of compactly supported k-valued functions on
the discrete groupoid

Bung p(Fo) =[] (GQ(F)\GQ(AF) /11 KU> : (5.6)

acker! (F,G)

where G, is the pure inner form of G corresponding to a, K, = G(O,) for v ¢ D, and
K, = ker(G(O,) — Gp).

The excursion action preserves the decomposition , and so gives an action of Exc(T, L'Q)
on each H?(Shtg p g; 1)a := C°(Go(F)\Ga(Ar)/ 11, Kuv; k).

The family of functors H } is admissible; this is an immediate consequence of the fact that
Sat is already compatible with composition and fusion. Hence Construction [5.2] applies to
define an action of Exc(I", “G) on C2°(Bung, p(Fy); k). Elements of the image of Exc(T', X G)
in End(C2°(Bung,p(F¢); k)) are called “excursion operators”.

5.2.4. Xue’s generalization. Lafforgue defined an Exc(T", LG)-action on the finite-dimensional
subspace of cuspidal functions Cgyy, (Bung p(Fe); k) C C°(Bung,p(F¢); k). This decom-
poses Oy, (Bung p(Fe); k) into a direct sum of generalized eigenspaces under the action of
Exc(T, I'G). Using Proposition this decomposition corresponds to a parametrization by
Langlands parameters.

Thanks to Xue’s extension of the action to Exc(T, YG) ~ C2°(Bung,p(Fy); k), it is mean-
ingful to speak of Langlands parameters arising from C°(Bung, p(Fy); k). However, since
the excursion action does not stabilize any finite-dimensional subspaces of C2°(Bung, p (F¢); k)
unless they are contained in the space of cusp forms, we must broaden what it means to
have an L-parameter “come from” an automorphic function.

Definition 5.5. We say that an L-parameter p € H(Gal(F*/F),G(k)) arises from C> (Bung,p(Fe); k)
if it arises via Proposition from the Exc(T,”G)-action on some irreducible Hecke-
subquotient of C°(Bung p(F¢); k); equivalently, if the corresponding maximal ideal m, C

Exc(T, L'G) is in the support of C2°(Bung p(F); k) as an Exc(T, “G)-module.
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We say will be called automorphic if it arises via Proposition 2.4 from C2°(Bung, p(F¢); k)
for some D; equivalently if the corresponding maximal ideal m, C Exc(I',*G) is in the
support of C2°(Go(F)\Go(AF); k) for some a.

5.3. Excursion action on the Tate cohomology of shtukas. For a category C with
o-action, recall that we let CB? denote the category of o-equivariant objects in C. This
comes equipped with a forgetful functor to C.

5.3.1. Tate cohomology of moduli of shtukas. If o acts on G, it induces an action V — “V
on Rep(rG).
Given a o-equivariant representation V' € Rep,, ((*G*8)!)B7 we can form RT'.(Shtg.p |77; Sat(V))
as above. The o-equivariant structure on V equips this with a o-equivariant structure; more
formally, because Sat and 77 : Shtg p ;1 — (X\D)! are o-equivariant, RT'.(Shtg p s |TTI; Sat(—))
lifts to a functor Rep, ((£G#l8)1)Bo — Db((X\D)!; k)B. Hence we can form 77 (RT.(Shte, p. 1 |n7; Sat(V))),
the Tate cohomology ( of RT¢(Shtg,p,1 |73 Sat(V)). To ease notation, we will abbre-

viate

T7(Shte,p,1; V) := T’ (RTe(Shte, .1 |7 Sat(V))). (5.7)

Let us explain in what category we regard (5.7). Since RI':(Shtg b1 |77; Sat(V)) has com-
muting actions of FWeil(n!,n7) and the Hecke algebra Hg (the former commuting with

the o-action), its Tate cohomology has commuting actions of FWeil(n’,n7) and of T°(H¢),
where Tate cohomology is formed with respect to the o-action. A priori we regard as

a TO(Hq)[FWeil(n!, nT)]-module. However, in Appendix B we will prove:

Proposition 5.6. For any G, D, 1,V the FWeil(nI,nif)—action on T7(Shtg.p.1; V) factors
through FWeil(n!,n!) — Weil(n,7)!.
It will then be natural to regard (5.7)) as a T°(Hg)[Weil(n,7)!]-module.

Using Lemma we deduce the following simple but important identity: if o acts
trivially on Shty and F, then

T*(ShtHVD’[;./—") = H:(ShtH’D,] |7TI’ .F) ®T*(]€) (58)

5.3.2. Excursion action. Since o acts on G, it acts on Exc(I", “G*8) by transport of struc-
ture. Concretely, we have

T SV (viicr = So(V),o(2),0(€),(vi)icr- (5.9)

In general given a k[o]-algebra A and an A-module M, there is a natural T°(A) = A% /(N-A)-
module structure on 7*(M). This equips T*(Shtg p g; 1) with a natural Exc(T, *G)?-action.
If all the data (V,,£) is o-equivariant, then the action of Sy, ¢ (1,),c, € Exc(I',£G)? can
be described more concretely as follows: it is given by composition

T*(ShtG7D7q); IL) L) T*(ShtG7D7Q);V) M T*(ShtG7D7@;V) 4E> T*(ShtG,D,@; ]].)

(5.10)
Here we used Proposition [5.6] to define the middle arrow.

5.4. Preparations for equivariant localization.
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5.4.1. Analysis of fized points. We study the o-fixed points of Shte p 7, in anticipation of
applying the theory of §3]to it.

According to [Var04, Proposition 2.16] (stated there for split G, but valid for all G by
the same argument), Shtg, p ; is exhausted by quasi-compact open substacks Shtéf‘ D1 AsS [

runs over dominant coweights and the Harder-Narasimhan truncation Shtéf‘ p.1 is defined as
in [Laf18) (1.3)]. The open substack is determined by the Cartesian square

ShtéfLD’I — ShtG’D,]

l |

<
Bung" «—— Bung

Furthermore, for fixed p the Deligne-Mumford stack Shtéf‘ p,1 can be presented as a quotient
of a quasi-projective scheme by a finite group; for any closed point xqg € X, the quasi-
projective scheme can be taken to be ShtéfLDero’I for sufficiently large n relative to p,
and the group is then the automorphisms of the level structure. The same applies for the
variants Shtglﬁ']’“).

We fix the 7fo7llowing notation below. Let p be a coweight of H and let f be the induced

coweight of G. Then we have a Cartesian square

<
Bunz —— Bungy

L]

Buné“ —— Bung

which induces the Cartesian square

Shtly = —— Shify'p "

l l (5.11)

(I oo D), <FE (I ooy
ShthD’I —_— ShtG,lD_’I

Lemma 5.7. If n is sufficiently large so that Shtglb'_;_’igc)(ﬁ“ and Shtglb'_i'_’i;)ﬂ’éﬁ are repre-
sentable by schemes, then the diagonal map H — G induces an isomorphism

(It Ir),<p ~ (I15017),<fi\o
ShtH,D+na:0,I - (ShtG,D+nzo,I ) .

Proof. For notational convenience we just treat the case of non-iterated shtukas, Shte pr;
the general case is essentially the same but with cumbersome extra notation.

There is an obvious map in one direction, Sht}%éip-s-vwo,[ — (ShtéfiD_s_moJ)". We will
construct the inverse. N

Notate the S-points of Shtéf‘D+M0J as the set {({z;}icr, &, p,v)}. For any S, there is an
equivalence of categories between Resx//x (H)-torsors on X and H-torsors on Xg, which
we denote £ — &’. The datum of a o-fixed point of Bung, p translates under the above
equivalence to the datum of an H-torsor £ on X together with an isomorphism h: &’ =
o*&’. We claim that, since the point ({z;}icr, &, ¢, v) has no non-trivial automorphisms,
such an isomorphism automatically satisfies the cocycle condition, hence is equivalent to a
descent datum from &£’ to an H-torsor over Xg. Furthermore, the map ¢ and level structure
v will similarly descend uniquely.
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~

Let Nm(h) := (6P~ th)o...o(ch)oh: & = £’. The claim amounts to checking that Nm(h)
is the identity automorphism of £’. By definition, it corresponds to some automorphism
of £ compatible with ¢ and the level structure v. But by assumption, this datum had no
non-trivial automorphisms, so Nm(h) can only be the identity automorphism.

This constructs a map Shty, pinge,r (Shtéf‘ Dz, ;)7 which is manifestly a one-sided

inverse; we conclude by using ([5.11]) to see that it lands in Sht,%’f D-tno.I-
O

5.4.2. Cohomology at infinite level. We will use Lemmal5.7|to apply Smith theory. However,
the excursion action does not stabilize the piece of cohomology coming from bounding the
HN polygon, so we need to let ;1 and n both go “off to infinity”.

Definition 5.8. Fix a closed point g € X and consider the system of Deligne-Mumford
stacks, {Shtflf‘D+mO,I} as n and p vary. For V € Rep((*H*8)T), we define

RTo(Sht s, D oo 1 [rs Sat(V)) = lim RTe(Sht 5 00 1 i Sat(V)
n,pn

where the maps in the p variable are the covariant maps induced by open embeddings, while
the maps in the n variable are the contravariant maps induced by pullback. Note that the
colimit is filtered because both indexing posets are filtered.

Remark 5.9. As explained above, for any fixed p, and all sufficiently large n depending
on i, Shtfl‘f D-nao,1 18 Tepresentable by a scheme. Hence, the subposet of indices (n, u) for

which Sht%‘fDerO)I is representable by a scheme is cofinal, so RT'.(Sht g, p+ oo, |n7; Sat(V))
is naturally isomorphic to the colimit taken along this subposet.

Definition 5.10. Fix a closed point 79 € X and V € Rep, ((*H*2)!)B7. We define
Tj(ShtH’[H,Oozo,]; V) = Tj (ch(ShtH,DJrooacg,I |777“ Sat(V)))
We note that RI'¢(Sht g7, ptoozo, 1 |77; Sat(V)) is bounded, since the dimension of the support

of Sat(V') on each Shtf/fDerOJ |n7 is uniformly bounded for all n, p.

Furthermore, note that for any cofinal subposet of HN polygons u for H, the induced HN
polygons [ form a cofinal poset for G. We make the analogous definitions RT'.(Shtc, p+oomo, s |77; Sat(V))

and T (Shtg, p+oozo.1; V) for G.

5.5. Equivariant localization for excursion operators. We define Nm: Rep,((*G)!) —

Rep, ((*G)T)B? to be the functor taking a representation V to V ® °V @ ... Qp 7y,
with the o-equivariant structure

gNm(V):GV®k02V®k...®kU _1V®kV1>V®kUV®k...®kap_1V:Nm(V)

given by the commutativity constraint for tensor products. It corresponds under Geometric
Satake to Definition Given h: V — V' € Rep, ((YG)Y), we set

Nm(h) i=h®°h®...®° h: Nm(V) = Nm(V").

P

Note that Nm is not an additive functor, nor is it even k-linear. We linearize it by defining
Nm® ) = NmoFrobgl, where (as in i) Frob];1 is the identity on objects and on
morphisms it is (=) ®j pop-1 k. Then Nm® : Rep,((*G)T) = Rep, ((XG))B7 is k-linear,
although still not additive.
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For V € Rep,((*G)), we denote by N - V the o-equivariant representation V & 7V @
..@® 7"V, with o-equivariant structure

N-V)=Va°Va..ae" VoeVIiVae'Ve..e% V=NV
given by the commutativity constraint for direct sums. For h: V — V' € Rep, ((*G)!), we
denote by N-h: N-V — N-V’ the o-equivariant map h&°h...®° h. Let Ap: 1 — 1%

denote the diagonal map and V,: 197 — 1 denote the sum map.
Our goal in this subsection is to prove the theorem below.

Theorem 5.11. Fized a closed point xg on X and let D be any closed finite subscheme of
X

(i) For each j € {0,1}, with respect to the isomorphism
T7(Sht, Dt ocao,0; 1) = HI(Sht g, p4scao,05 1)

induced by Lemma the action OfSI7Nm(p—1)(V)7Nm(p—1)(x)7Nm(p—1)(£),(7i)i€I
on T7(Shte, pyocwo,0; 1) is identified with the action of St Resge(V),2.6,(v
on Tj (ShtH,D+oox0,(Z); ]].) = Hg(ShtH,D-i-ooa;g,(Z); ]].)

(i) For each j € {0,1}, the action of St N.v,(N-2)oA,,V,o(N-€),(vi)ier € Exc(T, “G)7 on
T7(Shtg, Dtooao,0; 1) 45 0.

€ Exc(T,LG)°
€ Exc(T, ' H)

)ier

This will be established in several steps. The heart of the matter is the following equi-
variant localization isomorphism.

Proposition 5.12. Fized a closed point xo on X and let D be any closed finite subscheme
of X. Let G be a reductive group over F. We equip Repk(@f) with the m(n,7)!-action
coming from the geometric action of 71(n,7) on G (

(i) For each j € {0,1}, there is a natural isomorphism of 71 (n’,7!)-equivariant functors
Rep, (G1) — Vect /i,

T (Sht . psoose.r; NMP (V) 2 T9(Sht g1 by seao.r: Resgc(V)), V€ Rep(GY). (5.12)
(ii) For each j € {0, 1}, there is a natural isomorphism of functors Rep, ((*G)!) — Mody (Weil(n,7)!),

Tj(SthmeD,I;Nm@*l)(V)) > T9(Sht g, p+oors.1; Resec(V)), V€ Rep,(FG)Y),
(5.13)

which is compatible with fusion and composition.

Proof. (i) We will first construct a natural isomorphism of 7 (n’,7’)-equivariant functors
Tilty (GT) — Shv(7!; Tr),

T* RTo(Shter, ptoero.r; Nm® (V) 2 T*¢* RTo(Sht 1, p s oomo 13 Resge(V)), V€ Tilty (GF).
(5.14)
By Lemma m (specifically, the commutativity of the back face), the diagram

Tiltk(@) _Sat | Parity%+G(GrG; k) _Nm Parity%+GNU(GrG; k) —— Parity%+H(GrH; k)
J« l’ﬂ‘*e*
DZ+G>40,c(GrG; k) % Perf(L+H)(GrH;77€)

commutes. The composite functor that follows along the left and then bottom is Psm o Nm o Sat,
while Theorem identifies the composite functor that follows along the top and right
with T*€* Resgc - We therefore have a m (!, n!)-equivariant natural isomorphism between
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these two composite functors. (The only non-tautological aspect of the equivariance is han-
dled in Lemma M) Linearizing this natural isomorphism, we get a 7 (!, n!)-equivariant
natural isomorphism of functors Tilt,(GT) — Perf .+ gy (Gra; Tr),

PsmoNmo Satg o Frobg1 =~ Saty o Resgc . (5.15)

For any coweight p for H, inducing the coweight i for G, and n sufficiently large so
that ShtéijerO’I and Shtg’fDJrMmI are schemes, Lemma identifies the o-fixed points of
ShtG. Dtoowe.r With Sht iz pyoos,,1- Therefore we may apply (3.6) to obtain an isomorphism
in Shv (1% ),

T*RT.(ShtS ., i Nm® (V) := T*RT.(Sht 5, .. 1 Sat(Nm® (V)

> RT.(Sht3 , yy.7: Psm(Nm(Sat(Frob, ' V))))
(5.16)

which is natural in V' € Tiltk(él ) and 1 (nf, nl)-equivariant. The commutative diagram

ShtH)] E— HkH,I

| l

Sht(;,[ E— HkG,I

induces a natural isomorphism between the two restriction functors D?(Hke |7T,; k) —
Db(Shty |77; k), one by #-pullback through the right then top maps and the other by

s-pullback through the bottom then left maps. Furthermore, the pullbacks are m(n!,n!)-
equivariant, as is the natural isomorphism between them. The same discussion applies
with any level structure and HN truncation. Therefore, there is no risk of confusion in the
expression Psm(Nm(Sat(V')) whether we first regard Nm(Sat(V')) as a sheaf on Shtéf‘D_FmOJ

and then apply Psm, or first apply Psm and then pull back to Shtg" Dnao.7i the two are

naturally identified. Now, (5.15)) induces an isomorphism in Shv(n!; 7%),

RTo(Sht5/ 4 g 13 Psm(Nm(Sat(Frob, ' V)))) 2 T*e* RT(Sht3), ... s Sat(Resgc(V))),
(5.17)

which is natural in V € Tilt,(G?) and 71 (n”, 77 )-equivariant.

We conclude by taking the colimit of these isomorphisms and along
such n and p, using that they form a cofinal poset by Remark

Next we bootstrap from Tilt;(G?) to Rep,,(GY). For this, we use Proposition which
allows for any V € Repk(él) to produce a resolution of V' by a complex V* = (... —
V-1 - V0 — ) of tilting modules which is well-defined up to homotopy. Then Lemma
gives a natural isomorphism in Perf (Sht?{’f Dotnao.15 Tk

Psm(Sat(Nm(pil) V) =(..— Psm(Sat(Nm(pfl) vh) — Psm(Sat(Nm(pfl) V) =)

So, using the earlier observations and (3.6]), we have (! ,?)-equivariant natural isomor-

phisms in Shv(n!; Tz),
T*RL(Sht&s 0 s Nm® ) V) 2 RU(Sht 5, 00 s PsmNm® (V)
2 RT (St 4 oy PSMNIM® ) (V*)).
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Then using (5.14)), we have
RT (St 5" o0 i PsmNm® ) (V*)) 2 T*e* RTo(Sht 5 0,13 Resec(V?))
> T*€* RT(Sht3 00 13 Resec (V).

Now take the jth Tate cohomology group to obtain .

(ii) Since FWeil(n!,nT) — Weil(n,7)!, it suffices to show a natural isomorphism as
FWeil(n!,7')-modules. Then, since the FWeil(n’, nT)-actions on T*(Shte,p+cowe.1; Nm® ) ()
and on T™*(Shty, ptooro,1; Resgc(V)) are determined by their respective m (nl,ﬁ)—actions
plus partial Frobenius morphisms, we can and will focus on these two equivariance structures
separately. o

Applying (—)B™(0":1") (see the references on equivariantization in to the natural
isomorphism in (i) gives a natural isomorphism

T (Sht. p s oowe.r; NMP (V) 2 T9(Sht g1 p 4 sewe.r; Resgc (V)

of functors V € Repy, ((“*G)') — Mody (71 (", nl)).
Finally, we check the compatibility with partial Frobenius. We want to show that the
diagram

. -1 ~ . -1
F{y T (Shtg, by oro,r; Nm® ) (V) —=— T9(Shtg, 1 ocro,r; Nm® (V)

lN lN (5.18)

F{*l}Tj(ShtH,DJrOOZL’O,I; ReSBc(V)) —= Tj(ShtH’D+OO$U’[; RGSB(;(V))

commutes, where the vertical isomorphisms (as 71 (1, n!)-modules) have just been estab-
lished. By Lemma there is a cofinal system of n, u, i’ such that applying o-fixed points
to the diagram

1},{2},..,{r})),<i 2}, {rH{1}), <’
Fry: Shtg,l};inig,l{ Dty Sht(c;‘{,g+ni0,}}{ ho=n

yields the diagram
1},{2},....{r}),< 2},..., r}{1}), <y’
Fry: Shiyy o= e i =

(The need for y' arises because Fyyy does not preserve HN polygons.) This implies that
the natural isomorphims (5.16) and (5.17)) are compatible with the maps F' fl}. Taking the
(filtered) colimit along such n, u, ' completes the proof.

U

Proof of Theorem[5.11] (i) Proposition ii) gives a chain of compatible identifications

Nm®™ ) (x) ()
_—

) ) - . ) - m®@™ )
T](ShtG_D_FOOJEmn ]l) T](ShtG,D+ooz0,I'~, Nm(” b (V)) R N (ShtG,D+oor::o‘li, Nrn(p 1)(V)) N—({)> T]<Shtg‘n+oc1;07[; ]l)

Tj (SlltH,D+ooz(,,I:, ]1) % Tj(ShtH,D+oozU,I§ ResBc (V)) % Tj(ShtH’[H,OOI“J; ReSBc(V)) ;} Tj (ShtH,LH,OQz“’[; ]1)

The operator S; \ =1 (1) Nm@=b (2) NmG = (€),(vi)icr OO0 T7(ShtG, ptoowe.1; 1) is obtained

by tracing along the upper row, while the operator St Resgc(v),2,¢,(v:)ic; OI T7(Shtg; 1) is
obtained by tracing along the lower row. Hence they coincide under the vertical identifica-
tions.
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(ii) By Lemma and (3.6) we have a chain of compatible identifications

(N-x)oA, (vi)ier Vpo(N-§)

T9(ShtG, Dtoowo, 13 1) T7(ShtG, p+oowe,1; N - V) —————— T9(Sht, ptooze,1; N - V) T (ShtG, Dtoowo, 13 1)
Tj (ShtH,D-%—oczo,I; ]1) w} T](SlltH,D+ocxo.I; PSIH(N . V)) % Tj (ShtH=D+sz,1;PSH1(N . V)) M} Tj(ShtH.D-Foozo.I; ]l)
The operator S; n.v,(N.2)oA,,V,o(N-€),(vi)ic; O1 T7(ShtG,ptoory.1; 1) is obtained by tracing
along the upper row. But the stalks and costalks of N - Sat(V)|qr, are all complexes of
induced k[o]-modules, and in fact they are perfect complexes over k[o]. Hence Psm(N-V) is
equivalent to 0 in the Tate category of Shty, p 1 for all D, so T? (Sht g, p+oowo,1; Psm(N-V)) =
0. Therefore the endomorphism in question factors through the zero map, hence is itself
Z€ro. |

5.6. Applications to base change for automorphic forms. In we described Laf-
forgue’s action of Exc(I', LG) on Hy(1). By (5.6), we have

H1) = @  CE(CuP)\CalAr)/ [[ Kuih).
acker! (F,G) v

Here ker' (F,G) := ker(H'(F,G) — [[, H'(F,,G)) is the isomorphism class of the generic

fiber of the G-torsor. More generally, this defines a decomposition

Shtgpr= [[ (Shte.p.s)a (5.19)
acker! (F,G)
according to the isomorphism class of the generic fiber of £.
In the base change situation, the “diagonal embedding” map ¢: H — G induces a map
O : kerl(F, H) — ker! (F,G), compatible with the map Bung p(F¢) — Bung, p(F,). The-
orem [I.6] is evidently implied by the theorem below, whose proof occupies this subsection.

Theorem 5.13. Fizx any closed point xg € X and any closed finite subscheme on X. Let

[p] € HY(T', H(k)) be an L-parameter arising from the action of Exc(T',“H) on HY(Sht g, ptoowo, 15 Sat(1))a
in the sense of 4@ Then the image of [p] in Hl(F,CA}’ k)) arises in the action of

Exc(T',2G) on HY(Shte, ptoowe,1; Sat(1))g(a) in the sense of §5.2.4

We establish some preliminaries in preparation for the proof.

Definition 5.14 (The Tate diagonal). For a commutative algebra A in characteristic p with
o-action, we denote by N-A the subset consisting of elements of the form (1+o+...+0?1)a
for a € A. One easily checks that NV - A is an ideal in A°.

We denote by Nm: A — A% the set map sending a + a - o(a) - ... oP7a). It is
multiplicative but not additive. It is an exercise to verify that the composition of Nm with
the quotient A7 — A9 /N - A is an algebra homomorphism, which we call the Tate diagonal
homomorphism AP: A — TO(A).

Lemma 5.15. Let A be a commutative ring over F,, with a o-action. Let k be any perfect
field over Fp,. Let A" C A% be a subring containing Nm(A) and N - A. (Since N - A is an
ideal in A%, it is also an ideal in any such A’.) Any character x: A" — k factoring through
A'/N - A extends uniquely to a character X: A — K, which is expclitily given by

X(a) = x(Nm(a))'/?. (5.20)

Proof. The same proof as that of [TV16, §3.4] works, but since our situation is a little more
general we reproduce it. One easily checks that the given formula (5.20) defines a valid
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extension (it is a ring homomorphism since & is in characteristic p, and it clearly extends

X)-

Next we check that it is the unique extension. Note that o acts on characters A — k by
pre-composition; we denote this action by ¥ — o - X := Yoo 1. Clearly is the unique
o-fixed extension, so we will show that any extension ¥’ must be o-fixed. Indeed, since any
extension X’ is trivial on N - A by the assumption that y factors through A’/N - A, we have

p—1
Zai X' =0.
=0

By linear independence of characters [Sta20), Tag 0CKK]| we must have 0% - X' = ¥’ for all 4,
ie. ¥ is o-fixed. O

Lemma 5.16. Inside Exc(T,LG) we have

Nm(S1 v, (vi)ier) = SINm(V),Nm(2),Nm (&), (v:)ser
and
N S1vag,(n)ier = SLN-V,(N-2)oA,, Vpo(N-€),(v)ier+
Proof. The first equality follows from repeated application of the relations , and

the explicit description of the o-action in ([5.9). The second equality follows from repeated
application of relations (2.7)), (2.6 and the explicit description of the o-action in (5.9). O

Construction 5.17 (Frobenius twist of algebras). This discussion is parallel to Construc-
tion Let Frob be the absolute Frobenius of k. Given a k-algebra A, we denote by
AP .= A ®k,Frob k its Frobenius twist. The map A — A®) sending a — a® 1 is a
k-semilinear isomorphism. It is characterized by the universal property that any Frob-
semilinear homomorphism f: A — B (i.e., f(Aa) = A f(a) for A € k) factors uniquely
through a k-linear homomorphism

If A is equipped with an Fj-structure po: A = Ap ®r, k, then there is a k-linear iso-
morphism A = A characterized by the property that it sends Ay to Ay ® 1 via Id ®1.
We denote by Frob,,: A = A the Frob-semilinear isomorphism which is is the identity
on Ag; it is the composition of the k-linear isomorphism A® = A above and the Frob-
semilinear isomorphism A = A(®) above. The k-linear homomorphism A — B obtained by
precomposing f with the inverse of Frob,,, will be call the linearization of f (with respect

to o).

Example 5.18. Note that Exc(T,LG) has an F,-structure coming from the fact that G
is defined over F,,.

Definition 5.19. Let Exc(I',*G) C Exc(I',*G) be the k-subalgebra generated by N -
EXC(F,LG) and all elements of the form Nm(SI7V7CE7£7('Yi)ieI) = S17Nm(v)7Nm($),Nm(5)7(%)

(the equality by Lemma [5.16)).
Proof of Theorem[5.13 A trivial case of Proposition [5.12] gives an isomorphism
T°(Shte, Dtosao,0; 1) = HY (Sht g, pyoor,0; 1)- (5.21)

i€l
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The right side has an action of Exc(T',“H) through the quotient map Exc(I',*H) —»
Exc(T', H), and the left side has an action of Exc(T', “G)? through the map Exc(T', £G) —
Exc(T, £G). Theorem says that the isomorphism is equivariant for the action of
the subalgebra Exc(T', “G)" C Exc(T, *G)?, which acts on the right side via the map

SI,Nmel) (V),Nm® ™) (&) Nm® ™€), (vi)ier ST Resac(V),2.6.(vi)ier

The L-parameter [p] € Hl(F,ﬁ(k)) corresponds to a character x,: Exc(I,T'H) — k
under Proposition Therefore x, induces a character X;;i Exc(T', YG)" — k sending

SI,Nm(P’U(v),Nm@’lJ(z),Nm@*l)(g),(w)ieI = Xp(S1 Resac (V).2.6,(vi)ie 1)

N - S 0 for any S € Exc(I',XG).

Let m/, = ker(x),) C Exc(I',“G)" be the corresponding maximal ideal. The assump-
tion that y/, arises in the action of Exc(I',*G)" on HY(Shtg pocs,,0; 1)a means that
Hg(ShtH,Derm; 1), is supported at m;. For any F,-module My, there is semilinear
action of Aut(k) on M := My ®p, k through the second factor. This applies in particular to
Exc(T, *G)" and H?(Sht g p1ooz,.0; 1)a since they are defined over F;, C k. Since the action
of Exc(T',“G)" on HY(Shty, p4oozg,0; 1)a is also defined over F,, the image of m/, under the
automorphism of Exc(I',“G)’ induced by Frob, € Aut(k) also appears in the support of
Hg(ShtH,Der%ﬂ; 1),. We denote this maximal ideal by n;,; its associated character 7, is
characterized by the property that 7, kills N - S for any S € Exc(I',“G), and for (V,z,¢)
defined over F), it sends

ST Nm(V),Nm(z),Nm(€),(vi)ier —* Xo(ST,Resec(V),2.6,(v)ser )’

(we omitted Frobenius twists because they have no effect on maps defined over F,,).
At the start of the proof, we identified HY(Sht g p w03 1)a with T°(Shtg pi w03 1)
as modules over Exc(T', “G)’. The latter is a subquotient of H? (Shtg p i oor,.0; 1) viewed as a
Exc(I', *G)’-module via the composition Exc(I', *G)’ < Exc(I', G). Since H?(ShtG ptooo,0; 1)
is supported at n, C Exc(T, E@), it is also supported at some maximal ideal n, of Exc(I', X Q)
lying over n;. Lemma lies that there is a unique maximal ideal of Exc(I", L'G) lying
p-16

over n;, which by Lemma [5.16[ corresponds to the character sending

S1vag.(v)ier =Mo(STNm(V) Nm(@) Nm(©).(v)ier) P = Xo (ST Resac (V) .6.(v)ier)-

This is precisely x, © ¢gc, so its kernel is n,. We conclude that HQ(ShtG,Derm@; 1) must
be supported at ker(x, o ¢ic) C Exc(T, L'G), as desired.
|

6. ON LOCAL BASE CHANGE

In this section we will prove the main local results mentioned in the Introduction. We
begin by reviewing the relevant aspects of the Genestier-Lafforgue correspondence in
Its key property is local-global compatibility, which will allow us to leverage the global
results proved in the preceding section.

After that we embark on the construction of the map 31y from Theorem([I.4] Its definition
does not require any geometry, and works equally well over local fields of characteristic zero
(and residue characteristic different from p), but requires some technical preliminaries on
Hecke algebras, which we establish in §6.2] Then we review the Brauer homomorphism in
§6.3] which is needed to finally construct 31v and prove Theorem We then use it (and
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intermediate results established along the way) to prove Theorem in and Theorem

Tin 63

6.1. Review of the Genestier-Lafforgue correspondence. Let F,, be a local function
field with ring of integers O, and residue characteristic ¢ # p. Let W, be the Weil group of
F,. Let G be a reductive group over F, and denote G, := G(F,). In [GL, Théorém 8.1],
Genestier-Lafforgue construct a map

irreducible admissible representations fm—s semi-simple L-parameters /
7 of G, over k pr: Wy — LG (k) ’

which is characterized by local-global compatibility with Lafforgue’s Global Langlands cor-
respondence.

We briefly summarize the aspects of the Genestier-Lafforgue correspondence that we will
need.

6.1.1. The Bernstein center. We begin by recalling the formalism of the Bernstein center
[Ber84]. Let K C G, be an open compact subgroup with prime-to-p order. The Hecke
algebra of G with respect to K with coefficients in A is

H(G,K;A) = C.(K\G,/K; A),

the compactly supported functions on K\G, /K valued in A. This forms an algebra under
convolution, normalized so that the indicator function 1k is the unit. We let 3(G, K;A) :=
Z(H(G, K;A)) be the center of H(G, K; A).

If K C K’ have prime-to-p pro-order (e.g., this will be true as long as they are sufficiently
small), then convolution with 1 gives a homomorphism 3(G, K;A) — 3(G, K’;A). The
Bernstein center of G (with coefficients in A) is

3(G;A) = 1im 3(G, K; A),

—
K

where the transition maps to 3(G, K; A) are as above, and the inverse limit is taken over K
with prime-to-p pro-order.

If A =k, we abbreviate H(G, K) = H(G, K; k), 3(G,K) := 3(G,K; k), and 3(G) =
3(G; k).

The ring 3(G) has another interpretation as the ring of endomorphisms of the identity
functor of the category of smooth k-representations of G,. Explicitly, smoothness of II im-
plies that IT = U, en compact Kca, % and 3(G, K) acts on II¥X as an (G, K)-module; this
assembles into action of 3(G) on II. In particular, any irreducible admissible representation
II of G, over k induces a character of 3(G).

6.1.2. Action of the excursion algebra. The main result of [GL] is the construction of a
homomorphism
Za: Exc(W,,LG) — 3(G). (6.1)
Let x € B(G/F,) be a point of the Bruhat-Tits building of G, and use it to extend G to
a parahoric group scheme over O,. (Some reminders on Bruhat-Tits theory will appear in
) For r > 0, let K, := G(F,)s,r; this is an open compact subgroup of F,. We write
Zg.r: Exc(W,,LG) — 3(G, K,) for the composition of Zg with the tautological projection
to H(G, K ).
We will shortly give a characterization of . First let us indicate how defines
the correspondence II +— pr. An irreducible admissible IT induces a character of 3(G),
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as discussed above. Composing with Zg then gives a character of Exc(W,,, L'G), which by
Proposition gives a semisimple Langlands parameter pry € HY(W,, G(k)).

6.1.3. Local-global compatibility. Choose a smooth projective curve X over F, and a point
v € X so that X,, = Spec O,, and G extends to a reductive group over the generic point of
X. Then choose a further extension of G to a parahoric group scheme over all of X, such
that G/O, is the parahoric group scheme corresponding to the chosen point z € B(G/F,).
Choose an embedding of the local Weil group W,, into the global Weil group of X, which
we denote Weil(n, 7). The map is characterized by local-global compatibility with the
global excursion action. The idea is that for (v;);er € W C Weil(n,7)!, the action of
the the excursion operator Sy ¢ (v.),c, on HJ(Shtg pg; 1) is local at v, i.e. it acts through
a Hecke operator for G,. Moreover, it commutes with other Hecke operators because all
excursion operators commute with all Hecke operators, hence it must actually be in the
center of the relevant Hecke algebra. This idea is affirmed by the Proposition below.

Proposition 6.1 (Genestier-Lafforgue Proposition 1.3). Let r > 0 be an integer and D :=
rv 4+ DV a closed finite subscheme of X, with DV supported away from v. For (v;)ier C
WL, the operator Sp t (~),e, acts on H)(Shtg pg; 1) as convolution by Ze (St f.(v)icr) €
3(G, Ky).

Remark 6.2. By |GL, Lemme 1.4], for large enough (depending on r) D" the action of
Zar(S1,f,(v)ser) 00 HY (Sht p g; 1) is faithful. Therefore, Propositioncertainly charac-
terizes the map . What is not clear is that the resulting Zg (57, #,(+:).c,) is independent
of choices (of the global curve, or the integral model of the affine group scheme). In [GL] this
is established by giving a purely local construction of in terms of “restricted shtukas”,
but for our purposes it will be enough to accept Proposition [6.1] as a black box.

1€ 1€

6.2. Preliminary results on Hecke algebras. We next establish some technical lemmas
which aid to study the properties of the Brauer homomorphism. The only result that will
be needed in later subsections is Corollary

6.2.1. Assumptions. In this subsection, we allow F, to be any local field (including one of
characteristic zero) of residue characteristic ¢ # p. Let E,/F, be a finite Galois assumption
such that Gal(E,/F,) has order coprime to {. We let H be any (connected) reductive group
over I, and G := Resg, /p, (Hg,). We abbreviate H, = H(F,) and G, = G(F,) = H(E,).

6.2.2. Reminders on Bruhat-Tits theory. First we recall some relevant facts from Bruhat-
Tits theory, originally developed in [BT72] but explained in the form used below in [KP23].

Let B(H/F,) be the Bruhat-Tits building of H/F, and x € B(H/F,). Associated to
x there is the parahoric group H(F,)? := H(F,).0, along with its decreasing filtration
H(F,)z,, for r > 0. The subgroup H(F,)z,04 = Uy H(Fv)z,s is pro-£.

We record some descent properties: if E,/F, is unramified then H (Eu)iil(E”/ ) =
H(Fy)g,r, and if E,/F, is tamely ramified then H(Ev)gil(E“/F“) D H(F,)z,r as explained
in [KP23, §12).

We shall make use of the Cartan decomposition. We follow the description in [KP23]
§5.2]. Let S be a maximal F,-split torus of H, and Z = Zy(S). Referring to [KP23| (5.2.1)]
for undefined notation, we have a subset

Z:={z€ Z(F,): a(wz(z)) >0 for all a € @7} C Z(F,). (6.2)
According to [KP23, Theorem 5.2.1], for a special vertez x in the apartment of S, we have
(1) H(F,) = H(Fy)z0 - Z - H(Fy)qg,0, and
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(2) for 2,2/ € Z, H(F,)z02H(Fy)zo = H(F,)? 2 H(F,)? if and only if 2/(27!) €
Z(F,)°,

where for a Levi subgroup M C G, the subgroup M(F,)? C M(F,) is the kernel of the

Kottwitz homomorphism kp;: M(F,) — m (M )?al(Fv/ F“); it may be defined alternatively
as in [KP23, Definition 2.6.23]. We have Z(F,)? C H(F,)z.0-

6.2.3. Maps of double coset spaces. Following the notation of §6.2.1] let S¢ be a maximal
F,-split torus of G, and define Zg := Zg(Sg), and Zg C Zg(F,) as in . Let Sr be
a maximal F,-split torus of H contained in S¢, Zr = Zy(Sk), and Zr C Zp(F,) as in
. Let © € B(G/F,) be a special vertex in the apartment of Sz. We will abbreviate
K, := G(Fy,)g, and U, = KTGal(E”/F”) D H(F,)z,r The goal of this subsection is to prove
the following.

Proposition 6.3. If r > 0, then the map U, \H, /U, = K.\G,/K, is injective.

Proof. We first handle the case r = 0, which will seen to be a consequence of Cartan
decomposition. Since Uy D H(F,); 0, the Cartan decomposition implies that double cosets
Uo\G, /Uy are represented by z € Zp. If 21,290 € Zp are such that Koz1 Ky = Koz2K),
then zzzl_l € Zg(F,)° C Ky. On the other hand, clearly zzzfl € H(F,), so we conclude
that zngl € KoN H, = Uy. Therefore, Uyz1Uy = UyzoUy, and the case r = 0 is concluded.

Now suppose r > 0. Let a,b € U\ H, be two elements whose images in K,.\G, lie in the
same orbit for the right translation of K,. In other words, a = bk for some k£ € K,.. Since
a, b are fixed by o, this implies that

a = bo(k)

and therefore o(k)k~! € Stabk (b) =: K?. Note that Gal(E,/F,) is of order prime-to-/
while K, is pro-¢ thanks to the assumption r > 0, so then H'(Gal(E,/F,); K¢) = 0. This
means that there exists y € K? such that o(k)k~! = o(y)y~!. Then y~'k is fixed by o, so
y 'k € H,NK, =U,. But then

a=0bk = (by~ ")k =b(y k),

which shows that a and b lie in the same orbit for the right translation of U, on U, \H,. O

In the following Corollary, we let Gal(E,/F,) act on G,, = H(E,) by the natural Galois
action, which induces an action on H(G, K,; A).

Corollary 6.4. Supposer > 0. Then the restriction map H(G, K; A)Gal(EU/F“) — H(H,U,; )
18 surjective.

6.3. The Brauer homomorphism. We introduce the notion of the Brauer homomorphism
from [TV16], whose utility for our purpose is to capture the relationship between II and its
Tate cohomology from the perspective of Hecke algebras.

6.3.1. Assumptions. In this subsection we allow F, to be any local field (including one of
characteristic zero) of residue characteristic ¢ # p. We assume that Gal(E,/F),) is cyclic of
order p, and we let o € Gal(E, /F,) be a generator. We let H be any (connected) reductive
group over F, and G := Resg, /p, (Hg,). Subgroups K, C G, U, C H, are defined as in

$6.2.3}
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6.3.2. The (un-normalized) Brauer homomorphism. Let K C G, be an open compact sub-
group, and let U := K? C H,. We say that K C G, is a plain subgroup if (G,/K)? = H,/U.

We can view H(G, K) as the ring of G,-invariant (for the diagonal action) functions on
(Gy/K) x (G,/K) under convolution.

Lemma 6.5. If K C G, is a plain subgroup, then the restriction map

H(G,K)° =Fung, ((Gy/K) x (G,/K),k)° (6.3)
1M Bung, ((Hy/U) x (H,/U), k) = H(H,,U)
s an algebra homomorphism.

Proof. What we must verify is that for =,z € H, /U, and f,g € H(G, K)?, we have
Yo f@yew.2) = Y. f@y)gy, 2). (6.4)
yeG, /K yeH, /U

Since f and g are o-invariant, we have

f(z,y) = floz,oy) = f(z,0y) and g(y, 2) = g(oy,02) = g(oy, 2).

If y ¢ H,/U, then the plain-ness assumption implies that y is not fixed by o. Therefore the
contribution from the orbit of ¢ on y to (6.4) is a multiple of p, which is 0 in k. O

The map of Lemma was introduced in [TV16, §4] and called the (un-normalized)
Brauer homomorphism. We denote it

Br: H(G,K)? — H(H,U).
Lemma 6.6. If K C G(F,)z 0+ for any v € B(G/F,), then K is plain.

Proof. By the long exact sequence for group cohomology, the plain-ness of K C G, is
equivalent to condition that the map on non-abelian cohomology H!({c); K) — H'({c); G,)
has trivial fiber over the trivial class. But since G(Fy )z 0+ is pro-£, all its subgroups are
acyclic for H!({o),—) as o has order p. Therefore H'({(c), K) vanishes for all such K C
G<Fv>z,0+' U

Lemma 6.7 (Relation to the Brauer homomorphism). Assume K C G, is plain. Suppose
11 is a o-fived representation of G,. Then the map of Tate cohomology groups T*(I1¥) —
T*(II) lands in the U-invariants, and for any h € H(G,K)? we have the commutative
diagram below.

T*(11%) —— ()Y

J{Toh J{Br(h)

T*(IK) —— T*(mY
(Here T°h is the element of T°(H(G, K)) represented by h.)

Proof. This is [TV16l §6.2]; it follows from a direct computation similar to the proof of
Lemma [6.5 O
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6.3.3. Treumann-Venkatesh homomorphism. If we take K = K, as in Corollary[6.4] then the
Brauer homomorphism Br: H(G, K,.)° — H(H,U,) is a surjective algebra homomorphism,
hence induces a map on centers
Z(Br): Z(H(G, K,)°) — 3(H,U,). (6.5)
It is evident from the definition that Z(Br) through the quotient Z(H(G, K,.)?)/N-3(G, K,.).
Since 3(G, K,.) is commutative, it has a Tate diagonal homomorphism (Definition [5.14)
3(G, K,) SN T°(3(G, K,.)). Since Z(H(G,K,))’ C Z(H(G, K,)?), we may compose with
Z(Br) to obtain a map

(Br)

3(G, K,) 25 1°(3(G, K,)) 22 301, U,). (6.6)

Note however that it is not k-linear, since AP is Frob-semilinear over k. Then there is a
(unique) homomorphism Z’ fitting into the commutative diagram

3(G, K,)
l“’ Z(Br)oAP (67)
3(G, Kr)(p) T 3(H,U,)

We have 3(G, K,) = 3(G, K,;F,) ®r, k, which as explained in Construction induces a
k-linear isomorphism

3(G,K,)P) = 3(G. K, ). (6.8)

Definition 6.8. We define Treumann- Venkatesh homomorphism 3tv,, to be the homo-
morphism 3(G, K,.) — 3(H, U,) obtained by linearization of Z’ in the sense of Construction

with respect to the F, structure .

Remark 6.9. Definition [6.8|is not considered in [TV16], but it is inspired by the definition
of the normalized Brauer homomorphism in [TV16] §4.3].

6.4. The base change homomorphism for Bernstein centers. For now, assumptions
are as in Suppose K, has prime-to-p pro-order. For s > r, so that K, C K,., we have
a map e’ 3(G, Ks) — 3(G, K,.) given by convolution with 1, . (Technically ef”" also
depends on the point x € B(G/F,) used to define the K., but we suppress this from our
notation.) Similarly, we have e3;”": 3(H,Us) — 3(H, U,) given by convolution with 1y, .

Lemma 6.10. The diagram

3(G, Ky) 2% 3(H,UL)

J{ez—?’r 3 J{e;{—)T
3(G, K,) =5 3(H,U,)
commutes.

Proof. This follows by direct computation, using Lemma [6.5] and Lemma [6.7} O

Definition 6.11 (Base change homomorphism for Bernstein centers). We define the map

BTV: S(G) — B(H) as

EBTV,T: %1_3(G7Kr) — @3(117 UT)

T T
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Definition [6.11] is well-defined over local fields of any residue characteristic £ # p, but in
this paper we will only prove properties of it for local function fields. Hence, for the rest
of the paper, we assume that F), is a local field of positive characteristic . The
rest of this subsection shall be devoted to the proof of Theorem [I.4]

6.4.1. The maps

Exc(W,,“G) =25 3(G, K,) — Endyyg (HY (Shtc,p,0: 1))
induce upon applying Tate cohomology,

0
T Bxe(W,, “G) 22925 T03(G, K,) — Endgoy, (T°(HO(Shtg p g 1))).

Fix a closed point zy on X distinct from v. For each integer r, we will impose level structure
along D := rv + ooz, interpreted as in §5.4.2] By Remark the map 3(G,K,) —
Endy,, (H?(Shtg pg; 1)) is injective.

6.4.2. Theorem implies that under the identification 7°(Shtg p g; 1) = T°(Shty pg; 1),
we have

the action of .
the action of St Resge(V),2.¢,(v:)

S —1 -1 —1 e el
oo = ("G

6.4.3. For any set S, we let k[S] denote the k-vector space of k-valued functions on S.

Now suppose S is a set with an action of G, % (o), on which an open compact subgroup
K C G, acts freely. Then for S := S/K, there is a natural action of H(G, K) on k[S] since
we may view H(G, K) = Homg, (k[G,/K], k[G,/K]) and k[S] = Homgl,(k[Gv/K],k[g}).
This induces an action of TO(H(G, K)) on T°(k[S]) = k[S°], and then by inflation an action
of H(G, K)“ on k[S°].

By the same mechanism, for U := K7 there is an induced action of H(H, U) on k[S? /K°] =
k[S7/U). We define Zy,.: Exc(W,,YH) — 3(H,U,) similarly to Zg,,..

Lemma 6.12. Assume K C G, is a plain subgroup. Then k[S° /U] is a H(G, K)° -direct
summand of k[S?], and for all h € H(G, K)? we have

(the action of h on k:[@’/U]) = (the action of Br(h) € H(H,U) on k:[g"/UD .
Proof. See [TV16] equation (4.2.2)]. O
From §6.4.1] we have the diagram

T Bxc(W,, “G) 25 TO3(G, K,) —— Endgog,, (T%(Shte.p.g; 1))

lZ(Br) l (6.9)

Exc(W,, "H) —227 5 3(H,U,) — Endyy,, (T°(Shtyp.g: 1))

Here the right vertical map is the identity map on endomorphisms, with respect to the
identification T°(Shtg pg; 1) = TO(ShtH7D7@; 1). Note that the surjectivity statement of
Corollary plus Lemma and Lemmal[6.7] giving compatibility of the respective actions
with the Brauer homomorphism, are what guarantees that an endomorphism commuting
with the T°(Hg)-action also commutes with the H g-action.



52 TONY FENG

Corollary 6.13. For all v > 1, the action of z € T°3(G,K,) on T°(Shtg pg;1) in
agrees with the action of Z(Br)(z) on T°(Shty pg;1) in under the identification

T°(Shtg p.p; 1) = T°(Shty pg; 1) from , In other words, the square in diagram
commautes.

Proof. Apply Lemmal6.12|with S := Shtg p ¢ and S = Sht e, cov+oome,0 := I-Lnjzo Sht G (r45)v+jwo,0-
Then k([S] is identified with the functions on Shtc, vt ocz,0, and Lemma 5.7 plus §3.4.5]iden-
tify k[S?/K?] with the functions on Sht g .yt 00z,0-

As compactly supported functions are dual to functions, the assertions for compactly
supported functions then follow by duality. O

Corollary 6.14. For allr > 1, for all {V,z,&,(vi)icr} as in Br sends
ZG,T(S ) € 3(G7K7‘) C /H(G7 Kr)

LNm®™ D (V),Nm®™ ) (2) Nm® ™€), (i)er
Br
— ZHr (S Resec (V). 6.(vi)ier) € I(H, Ur) CH(H, Uy).
Proof. The equality from shows that

the image of the image of
SI,Nm(Pil)(V),Nm(”il)(x),NIIl(pil)(f)a("/i)iel SI,RGSBC(V)@afa(’Yi)ieI
€T Exc(W,,,LG) = €Exc(W,,LH)
in EDd;{H (TO(ShtH,errooa:o,(D; ]1)) in EndHH (TO(ShtH,TU+OOIU,@; ]l))

via via ( )
6.10

On the other hand, Corollary shows that the left hand side of (6.10) agrees with the
image of

Br(ZG7r(S17Nm(p—l)(V)me(p—l)(m)me(p—l)(g)y(’_ﬁ)iEI)) via (6.9), for all r > 1. We conclude
using that the map 3(H,U,) — Endy,, (T*(Shty p ;1)) in is injective, which follows
from Remark [6.2] ]

6.4.4. Recall that in Definition we have defined a map ¢gc: “H — LG over k.
Corollary 6.15. The following diagram commutes:
Exc(W,, XG) —5< Exc(W,, H)
ch JZH (6.11)

3(G) —2™ s 3(H)

Proof. The commutativity of the diagram
Exc(W,, LG) -2 T Exc(W,,LG)
lzc JTO(ZG)
3(G) —2—— T°3(G)

implies that Z(Br)oAPoZg = Z(Br)oT?(Zg)oAP. By definition 31voZg is the linearization
of Z(Br) o AP o Zg, so it is also the linearization of Z(Br) o T°(Zg) o AP.
By Lemma the Tate diagonal AP: Exc(W,, G) — T°(Exc(W,,Q)) sends

AP
SI,V,QZ,&,(’W)@Q] — SI,NIH(VLNI‘H(I),NH](&),(’YQ')ig[ : (6'12)
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It linearization therefore sends

SLV.e&(vi)ier 7 SI,Nm@*l)(V),wa*l>(x),Nm<v*1>(g),(»y,.,)7¢y

since this is a k-algebra homomorphism that agrees with (6.12]) when (V,x,&) are defined
over F;,. Applying Corollary [6.14] with r — oo, we have

Z(BT) © ZG(S[’Nm(p’l)(V),Nm(r"l)(w),Nm(pfl)(g)’(,yi)iEI) =Zg (SI,ResBC(V),a:,g,('yi)iej)
=Zn ((ZSEC(SI,V,%E»(%)@I))‘
Therefore the linearization of Z(Br) o T%(Zg) o AP agrees with Zy o ¢pc. O

Completion of the proof of Theorem[I.4} Let 7 be an irreducible representation of H, and
Xr: 3(H) — k the induced character. By the definition of the Genestier-Lafforgue parametriza-
tion, p, corresponds to xoZp via Proposition[2.4] Then implies that yr03rvoZg =
X= © ZH © ¢g¢ is associated to the L-parameter ¢gc o pr. |

6.5. The Treumann-Venkatesh Conjecture. In this subsection we will prove Theorem
[I:2] We begin by formulating the Treumann-Venkatesh Conjecture precisely in this setting.
(The original phrasing of [TV16] is in terms of a hypothetical Local Langlands correspon-
dence which was not defined at the time for general groups.)

6.5.1. Assumptions. In this subsection the assumptions are as in §6.3} and we furthermore
assume F, is a local function field. We note, however, that the formulation of all the
statements in makes sense for any local field F), of residue field ¢ # p, with a suitable
replacement for the Genestier-Lafforgue correspondence, and that all our arguments in this
subsection apply if those statements are true for F,.

6.5.2. Formulation of the Conjecture. Let II be an irreducible admissible representation of
G, over k. Let I1? be the representation of G, obtained by composing Il with o: G, — G,,.
We say that Il is o-fized if I1 ~ II° as G,-representations.

Lemma 6.16 (|[TV16l Proposition 6.1]). IfII is o-fized, then the G,-action on Il extends
uniquely to an action of G, x (o).

Using Lemma we can form the Tate cohomology groups T°(IT) and T*(II) with
respect to the o-action, which are then representations of H,. Treumann-Venkatesh con-
jecture that they are in fact admissible representations of H,, but we do not prove or use
this.

Definition 6.17 (Linkage). An irreducible admissible representation 7 of H, is linked with
an irreducible admissible representation IT of G,, if 7) appears in T°(IT) or T*(II), where
7(®) is the Frobenius twist

7T(p) ‘= T Qk,Frob k.
Conjecture 6.18 ([TV16, Conjecture 6.3]). If w is linked to II, then m base changes to II.

Example 6.19. The need for the Frobenius twist can be seen in a simple example. Suppose
G = H? and o acts by cyclic permutation. Then G is the diagonal copy of H. In this case
a representation 7 of H,, should transfer to 7% of G,. And indeed,

ker(1 — o | 7%P)

N = o~ W(P)'
- T

TO (7% =
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Remark 6.20. Conjecture[6.18]is highly non-trivial even for groups such as GL,, where the
full Local Langlands correspondence, hence in particular existence of cyclic base change, is
already known. In fact, the main result of [Ronl6] is a special case of the conjecture, for
depth-zero supercuspidal representations of GL,, compactly induced from cuspidal Deligne-
Lusztig representations. Despite the very explicit nature of the Local Langlands Correspon-
dence for such representations, the proof in loc. cit. involves rather hefty calculations, which
were not amenable to generalization.

Our proof of Conjecture (when p is odd and good for é) is conceptual and applies to
all representations, without using any explicit models such as models for supercuspidal rep-
resentations as compact inductions. Furthermore, the unramified and tamely ramified base
change are handled completely differently in [Ronl6], whereas our proof will be completely
uniform in the field extension, the reductive group, and the irreducible representation.

Theorem 6.21. Assume p is an odd good prime for G. Let TI be an irreducible admissible
representation of G, and let
xro : Bxc(W,,LG) = k
be the associated character of IIP). Form T*(II) := T*((o),1I), viewed as a smooth H.,-
representation. Then for any irreducible character x: Exc(W,,YH) — k appearing in the
action on T*(I1) via Zy: Exc(W,,“H) — 3(H), the composite character
Exc(W,, £G) 255 Exce(W,, LH) % k

agrees with X -

It is clear that Theorem [6.21| implies Theorem [1.2
Proof. Let II be a representation of G,. Then 3(G) acts G,-equivariantly on II, inducing
an H,-equivariant action of 3(G)? on T*(II). In particular, as Zg maps Exc(W,, Q) C
Exc(W,, LG) into 3(G)°, we get an H,-equivariant action of Exc(W,, G) on T*(II).

By Lemma K, is plain as soon as r > 1. Taking the (filtered) colimit over r in
Lemmawith K = K,, we find that for all S € Exc(W,,*G)?, we have

(the actio;Go(I; )T*(H) of) _ (the aCES?Z(();n( g;’;(l‘[) 0f>

In other words, the diagram below commutes:
3(G)” —— Endy, (1°11)
|z I~ (6.13)
3(H) —— Endg, (T*II)
On the other hand, taking the inverse limit over r in Corollary yields that
BY(ZG(SLwal)(V)7Nm<p*1>(m)7Nm<p*1>(5),(%)i€I)) = ZH (51 Resec(V).0,6,(v:)se1) (6.14)

for all V' € Rep, ((*G)1).
Combining and shows that
the action on T*(II) of the action on T*(IT) of
<ZG(SI7Nm<p1>(V)’Nm<p1>(m)’Nm<p1)(5),(%)1,6,)) B (ZH(SI,ResBc(V),a:,g,('yi)igl)
for all V € Rep, ((*G)T).

From now on, assume II is an irreducible (smooth) representation of G,,. Then Endg, (IT) =
k (by Schur’s Lemma applied to the Hecke action on the invariants of II for every compact

) (6.15)
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open subgroup of G,). The L-parameter attached to II corresponds under Proposition
to the character

xi: Exc(W,,XG) = Exc(W,, “G) 2% 3(G) — Endg, (TI) = k.
This induces
TOvmr: T Exc(Wy, “G) — T Exc(Wy, “G) 1225, 793(G) — T Endg, (IT) & k.

The action of T° Exc(W,, LG) on T*(II) is through T°x1 composed with the natural map
t: TOEndg, (TIT) — Endg, (T*II).
We also consider the homomorphism

xro11: Exc(W,, Y H) 2% 3(H) — Endy, (TT0).
Then (6.15) implies that for all V € Rep,, ((*G)?), we have

00 TS, Nano 1) (1) N ) Nen ) ), (r0)ser) = XTI (STResae (V)26 (ridier ) (6:16)

Note that the fact that the right hand side of (6.16) lies in k is already non-obvious. In
particular, (6.16]) implies that for any irreducible subquotient 7 of T*II, we have

XW(SLRCSBC(V)@-@(’Yi)ieI) = XT*H(SLRCSBC(V)J@(’Yi)ieI)
= (TOXH)(SLNm(pfl)(V)VNmW*l)(x)vaW*l)(g)’(,yi)iEI)
= XH(SLNm(P’l)(V)7Nm<f1>(m)7Nm<P*1>(g),(%)i€1)' (6.17)

The character x) giving the k-linearized action of Exc(W,,, LG) on P ;= II®% Frob, k
satisfies

X (S1.Nm(V) Nm(a). Nm(€),(vi)ier) = XH(SI,Nm@*U(V),Nm(P*U(w),Nm@*U(g),(vi)m)p' (6.18)

Definition 6.22. Similarly to Definition [5.19} let Exc(W,,LG)" C Exc(W,,~G) be the k-
subalgebra generated by N -Exc(W,, “@) and all elements of the form Nm(S7,v,5.¢,(v:)ic;) =
S1.Nm(V),Nm(@),Nm(€), (v )ier-

Then the combination of (6.17) and (6.18) tells us that the action of Exc(W,,*G)" on
I® via Exc(W,, “G)" — Exc(W,, Q) Za, 3(G) is given by the character xj;,, that sends

ST Nm(V) Nm(z),Nm(€),(vi)ier P X (ST Ressc (V),2.6,(vi)ier)'- (6.19)

and (using Theorem ii)) N-S ~ 0 for any S € Exc(T,G). By Lemma the unique
extension of this character to Exc(W,,LG) is (using Lemma [5.16))

1
SIvVag(v)ier = Xt (S1.Nm(V) Nm(a) Nm(€). (10)ser) F

[619 — ] = XTr(SI,ReSBc(V),ZE7§7('Yi)i€I)
=X=n© (bEC(SLV,I,&,(’Yi)ieI)‘

On the other hand, since xp) is tautologically an extension of X[, to Exc(W,, L@y, it
must be the case that xp) = X © ¢c as characters of Exc(W,, G) for any irreducible
subquotient 7 of T*(II).

O
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6.6. Local mod p cyclic base change. In this subsection, we will prove Theorem
Assumptions are as in We note, however, that the formulation of all the statements in
§6.11| makes sense for any local field F), of residue field £ # p, with a suitable replacement
for the Genestier-Lafforgue correspondence, and that all our arguments in this subsection
apply if those statements are true for F,.

6.6.1. Formulation of local base change. We begin by formulating a precise notion of local
base change.

Definition 6.23. Let 7 be an irreducible admissible representation of H, over k, and II be
an irreducible admissible representation of G, over k. We say that m base changes to II if
pi = ¢pc o pr € H' (W, G(k)).

This definition is an approximation to the notion of base change for L-packets. An L-
packet for H, should be said to base change to an L-packet for G, if the corresponding
L-parameters are related by ¢gc. A more refined version of Definition would declare 7
to base change to II if the L-packet of m base changes to the L-packet of II, but we lack a
definition of L-packets for general groups and representations; therefore, we use the fibers
of the Genestier-Lafforgue correspondence as a substitute for L-packets.

6.6.2. Finiteness conditions on Hecke algebras. We will use the following recent result of
Dat-Helm-Kurinczuk-Moss. We are keeping the running assumption that p differs from the
residue characteristic of F,.

Theorem 6.24 ([DHKM]|). For every x € B(G/F,) and every r > 0, and K, := G(F})gr,
the Hecke algebra H(G, K,.) is finite over its center 3(G, K,.), which is itself a finitely gen-
erated algebra over k.

Remark 6.25. The paper [DHKM]| proves a much stronger result, where coefficients are
allowed to be an arbitrary Z,-algebra. The analogous result with coefficients in a charac-
teristic zero field is an old result of Bernstein. The case where p is banal for G was known
to experts to follow in a similar manner from work of Vignéras, although it is not explicitly
written down in the literature.

6.6.3. Ezxistence of local base change. Fix x € B(H/F,), and let K, := G(F,);,, and U, :=
K?. We prove the following theorem, which in particular implies Theorem [1.1

Theorem 6.26. Suppose p is an odd good prime for G. Let 7 be an irreducible representa-
tion of H, over k, having non-zero U,-fized vectors, with L-parameter p, € H(W,, I;T(k:))
Then there is an irreducible representation Il of G, over k, having non-zero K,.-fized vectors,
such that pr1 = ¢gc © pr-

Proof. If r = 0 then the result is classical, so we assume r > 0. Then U,., K. have prime-to-p
pro-order so the theory of the Bernstein center applies. Recall that the functor II — IT%r
induces a bijection between irreducible admissible G,-representations with non-zero K-
invariants and irreducible H(Gy, K, )-modules. It therefore suffices to construct an irre-
ducible representation of H(G,, K,) whose induced character of Exc(W,, G) is xr o dfc,
where y: Exc(W,, H) — k is the character of Exc(W,,”H) corresponding to 7.

By hypothesis, we have a non-zero algebra homomorphism H(H, U,) — End(7Yr), which
has the property that the composite homomorphism

Exc(W,, PH) 2275 3(H,U,) — H(H,U,) — End,(z"")
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has kernel the maximal ideal m, = ker(x,) C Exc(W,, H). The Brauer homomorphism
Br: H(G, K,)? — H(H,U,) fits into a commutative diagranﬂ

Exc(W,, “H) -2 3(H,U,) — H(H,U,) —— Endj,(z"")

be|

Exc(W,,rG) —5 3(G,K,)° —— H(G,K,)°

[ / |

Exc(W,, “G) 2575 3(G,K,) — H(G, K,)

where Exc(W,,2G)" C Exc(W,,LG)? is as in Definition Let m, C Exc(W,,tG)
be the kernel of the map Exc(W,, G)" — End(nY") obtained by tracing through the
diagram above. We claim that m; is a maximal ideal. First of all, we observe that the
map Exc(W,, G) — Endg (V") lands in the subring of scalars k C Endy(7Ur), since
by Corollary ithe action of Exc(W,, @)’ on End(7Y") factors through the action of
Exc(W,, L H), which is through y,. On the other hand, since all maps in the diagram are
maps of k- algebras Exc(W,, *G)’ must surject onto the full ring of scalars k¥ C Endy,(7Vr).

Note that Br: H(G, K,)° — H(H,U,) vanishes on N - H(G, K,) C H(G, K,.)°. By the
commutativity of the bottom part of the diagram, the composition from Exc(W,,*G)’ to
H(H,U,) therefore vanishes on N - Exc(W,,, 'G) C Exc(W,,G)’. Therefore we may apply
Lemma to see that the homomorphism x’ : Exc(W,, G) — k corresponding to m’
has a unique extension to a character Exc(W,,*G) — k. Since Corollary shows that
X © P is such an extension, its kernel must be the unique maximal ideal of Exc(W,, X Q)
lying over m/..

The preceding paragraph implies that the localization of H(G, K,.)° at m/ is non-zero,
since the character Y. factors through this localization. Since the action of Exc(W,, L G)’
on H(G, K,)? factors through the action of 3(G, K,.)?, there exists a maximal ideal n,
of 3(G, K;) lying over m/ at which H(G, K,.) is supported. Since the pullback of n, to
Exc(W,,G) contains m/, it must equal ker(x, o ¢jc) by the preceding paragraph.

By Theorem and the Artin-Tate Lemma, 3(G, K,) is finite over 3(G, K,)? and then
H(G, K,) is finite over 3(G, K,.)?. So Nakayama’s Lemma implies that the left H(G, K,)-
module quotient H(G, K,.)/H(G, K, )n, is finite-dimensional and non-zero. By design, the
only maximal ideal in its support over Exc(W,,, L'G) is ker(xr0¢pc), so there is an irreducible
H(G, K,.)-subquotient = of H(G, K,.)/H(G, K, )n, on which Exc(W,,, LG) acts through x o
®gc, as was to be showed.

(]

Remark 6.27 (Depth estimates). For applications it is useful to have control of the depth
of the base change. The proof of Theorem [6.26] implies an estimate on the depth, which we
now spell out. Recall from [MP96] that the depth of an irreducible representation II of G,
is the minimal 7 such that for some z € B(G/F,), HG(F)=r+ = 0. Let us emphasize that
the definition of the Moy-Prasad filtration {G(F))s} is normalized so that F,* has value
group Z.

Let m be an irreducible representation of H of depth r, and let « € B(H/F,) such that
g (Fo)ert oL 0. First assume that B, /F, is unramified. Then B(H/F,) = B(G/F,)G2(Ev/F)

13Since we are not assuming here that z is a special vertex, we cannot invoke Corollary to say that
Br is surjective, so it may not induce a map of centers.
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and we have H(F,)y,+ = G(Fv)iia(rE”/F“) [KP23|, §9]. The proof of Theorem M shows
that there exists a local base change II of 7 such that TI¢(F)=.r+ £ 0, so that depth(IT) <
depth(7). (The proof does not use Corollary or the Treumann-Venkatesh homomor-
phism.)

Next suppose E, /F, is tamely ramified. By [Pra20] we still have B(H/F,) = B(G/F,)Ga(Ev/F)
and by [KP23, Proposition 12.9.2] we have (G(F,), ,.+)®(Ev/F) = H(F,), .+ for all v > 0.
Hence in this case, the proof of Theorem shows that there exists a local base change II
of m such that TIG(F)z=.r+ =£ 0, so that depth(IT) < depth(r). Let us caution, however, that
if we regard x € B(H/E,) instead of B(G/F,) and II as a representation of H(E,) instead
of G(F),), then it is natural to define the Moy-Prasad filtration H(E,), , so that E has
value group Z, for which H(E,)z pr = G(Fy)a,r. Hence, in this normalization our estimate
would instead be “depth(II) < p - depth(m)”.

In both cases, the inequalities we obtain are expected to be optimal [ALI0].

APPENDIX A. THE BASE CHANGE FUNCTOR REALIZES LANGLANDS FUNCTORIALITY
BY ToNY FENG AND GUS LONERGAN

In this section we prove Theorem
First we recall some general properties of Smith theory for schemes.

A.1. Recollections on Smith theory for schemes. The Tate category for schemes en-
joys a robust 6-functor formalism (observed in the topological case in [Trel9, §4.3|, and
proved for schemes in [RW22, §2,3|). Let us recall the statements for later use. Let f: Y — S
be a o-equivariant morphism of varieties with admissible o-action, over a field of character-
istic ¢ # p. Let A be a p-adic ring of coefficients; we are most interested in A € {W(k), k}.

e The pullback functor f*: D2(S%; Ao]) — Db(Y7; A[o]) descends to
f*: Perf(S7;Ta) — Perf(Y7; Ta).
The proper pushforward Rfi: D2(Y; Alo]) — D%(S%; Alo]) descends to
Rfi: Perf(Y7;Tp) — Perf(S7;Ta).
e As Verdier duality D: D!, (Y?;A) — D! (Y 7;A) preserves Perf(Y7; Alo]), it de-
scends to the Tate category to define
D: Perf(Y7;Tpn) — Perf(Y7;Tp).
Using this, we may define the operations
f:=Do f*oD: Perf(S%;Ta) — Perf(Y°;Ta)
and
Rf.:=Do fioD: Perf(Y?;Ta) — Perf(S7; 7).
We now list some properties which could be remembered under the slogan, “the Smith

operation commutes with all operations” (cf. [Trel9) §4.4]).

A.1.1. Compatibility with pullback. If f satisfies the assumptions above, then the following
diagrams commute:

D¢ (Vi A) «—— D¢ (85 A) DS, (Y;A) — Db ,(S;A)

J{Psm J{Psm J{Psm J{Psm

Perf(Y7;7Ta) e Perf(S7;7a) Perf(Y7;7a) <T Perf(S9;7a)
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The proof for the first square is formal; for the second it follows immediately from the first
plus [RW22 Lemma 3.5], whose proof is the same as that for Lemma

A.1.2. Compatibility with pushforward. If f satisfies the assumptions above, then the fol-
lowing diagrams commute:

DY, (Vi A) — D2 (S5 1) DY, (Vi A) — L D! (S5 )
lPsm lPsm lPsm lPsm
Perf(Y7; Ty) ELLIEN Perf(S7;Ta) Perf(Y7; Ta) EELIIN Perf(S7;Ta)

The proof for the second diagram is the same as that of Proposition [3.12] Then the com-
mutativity of the first diagram follows by applying Verdier duality and using Lemma [3.8

A.2. Setup for the proof of Theorem We keep the setup of H is any
reductive group over a separably closed field F of characteristic # p, and G = HP. We let
o act on G by cyclic rotation, sending the ith factor to the (i + 1)st (mod p) factor.

A.3. Proof of additivity. We first prove that BC is additive, i.e., we exhibit a natural
isomorphism BC(F & F') = BC(F) & BC(F'). We have

Nm(F@F)=(FaF )« CFa°F)x...x(" Fa' F)
~ Nm(F) ® Nm(F') & (direct sum of free o-orbits).

Therefore, the restrictions of Nm(F & F') and Nm(F) & Nm(F’) to Y differ by a perfect
complex of O[o]-modules, and hence project to isomorphic objects in the Tate category
Perf(Y?; Tp). This shows that PsmoNm is additive. Since the lifting functor L is also
additive, diagram (4.7]) shows that BC”) o F is additive. Since F is essentially surjective as
our assumptions imply that all parity sheaves exist, BC® is additive. Finally, Frob,, lis an
equivalence so also additive, so BC is additive. O

A.4. Reduction to the case of a torus. Fix aregular o-equivariant cocharacter x: G,,, —
H. Its centralizer in G is a maximal torus T' C G, such that Ty := TN H is a maximal torus
of H. We recall the following statements relating the restriction functor Rep(ﬁ ) — Rep(fH)
with the hyperbolic localization functor under the Geometric Satake equivalence.

The fixed points of G, acting by left translation on Grg via k are the ¥ for v € X, (T).
The attracting locus to t” is the semi-infinite orbit S,. These semi-infinite orbits form a
stratification of Grg. Let i, : S, — Grg be the inclusion (a locally closed embedding of ind-
schemes) and p,: S, — ¢, viewed as a point of Gry. The hyperbolic localization functor
(for G) is the functor

CTa= @B Rpuiy: DY(Grg)Sm—mo" — Di(Grp)Gmmon
veX.(T)
where the superscript G, —mon means monodromic for the G,,-action via x (i.e., the full
subcategory spanned by objects pulled back from the G,,-equivariant derived category).
Denote by [degs] the function X, (T) Brem), Z, and similarly for H. Set

CT¢[degs] := @ Rpyyiy[dege (v)]
veX.(T)
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and CTpldegy] similarly. Then CTg[degs| and CTgy[degy] are t-exact and under the
Geometric Satake equivalence, they are intertwined with restriction along T — G and
Ty — H, respectively:

~ ~

PL+G(GI'G;A) m} RepA(G) PL+G(GYH,A) m RepA(H)
CTg[degs) Resg CTy[degy] Reng
Preq(Grr; A) ————— Repy(T) Prop(Grry; A) ————<— Rep, (Th)
(A1)

(Here CT is defined because equivariance implies monodromicity.)

Remark A.1. In the stated generality — with the scheme-theoretic Grg in equal charac-
teristic, and the coefficients being modular étale sheaves — the commutative diagram
is perhaps not completely documented in the literature. It does appear for general coeffi-
cients on the complex affine Grassmannian [BRIS| p.66] and the BJg-affine Grassmannian
(in arbitrary characteristic) [FS, p.233]. The proofs in either case are essentially the same —
the commutativity of the diagram is baked into the step of identifying the Tannakian group
G - and they carry over essentially verbatim to our setting.

The functor CTy[degyy] induces
DICJ’U(GIH)Gm—mon_>DIC)’U(GI_TH)GM—mon

Since */!-restriction and */!-pushforward all commute with Psm by the Constant Term
functor commutes with Psm in the sense of the following commutative diagram

DZ’LJrGNU(Grg; @) ﬁ) Perf(L+H) (GI‘H; 7@)
lCTG[ngG] JCTH[degH] (A.2)
DY 1+ o (Grr; @) 22 Perf (1) (Grry, s To)

and the same holds with the shifts by degy and deg, thanks to the parity calculations in
§4.6.3

Lemma A.2. Consider the cube

Tilt,(G) Hesee Tilt, (H)

Res

o)

H
BC Res Ty

ParitYOL+G (Grg; k) Parit}’%+H (Grr; k)

Tilt, (T) Hesee
CT¢[degs] CTp[degy]

Tilty,(Tx)

BC

Parity! , (Grp; k) Parity( + 74 (GI1y 3 K)

(A.3)
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where all diagonal arrows are the Geometric Satake equivalence (using Theorem @ The
back, front, left, and right faces commute.

Proof. The back face obviously commutes. The left and right faces commute by (A.1). It
remains to analyze the front square.
Consider the diagram

Parity} | o(Grg; ©) 24 Parity} | o, (CGrg; Q) 22 Parity .+ ) (Gra; To) —L s Parityd, ,(Gry; k)

J{CTG’[degG] J{CTG [degc] lCTH[dch] J{CTH[dEgH]

Parity! ; -(Grp; Q) _Nm, ParityOL+TNU(GrT;®) Psm, Parity(L+TH)(GrTH;7b) L, Parity%+TH(GrTH; k)

(A.4)
The left square commutes because CT¢[deg G| is symmetric monoidal. The middle square
commutes because Psm is compatible with *-pullback and !-pushforward, as explained in
§A1l We claim that the right square commutes. To see this, we consider the diagram

F

Parity? 1 ;... (Gry; Q) e, Parity .+ gy (Gru; To) —L s Parity%, ;(Gry; k)
lCTH [deg ] \LCTH [deg ] lCTH [degy]

Parity%JrHXJ(GrTH;@) N Parity(L+TH)(GrTH;7b) L, ParityOL+TH(GrTH; k)

(A.5)
The upper and lower caps commute by (4.3). Then it is immediate from the definition of
the modular reduction functor F that the outer square commutes. In the left square, the
vertical arrows are essentially surjective since all (Tate-)parity sheaves exist for all strata.
The maps on morphisms are given by (4.2)). Hence the outer commutative diagram induces
the right one.
We have now established that the outer rectangle in (A.4) commutes. Therefore, by (4.7)),
the diagram
»
Parity? . o (CGrg; k) B, Parity? ; ; (Gry; k)
lCTg[degG] lCTH[degH]
®
Parity . ;(Grp; k) 255 Parity) . 7, (Grr,; k)

commutes. Finally, applying the Frobenius linearization process of Definition [£.18 completes
the proof for commutativity of the front face of (A.3]).
(]

Theorem[4.20]is the statement that the top face commutes. The bottom face is the special
case of Theorem for a torus, which we will check directly. We may reduce the general
case to the torus case as follows. The restriction functor Rep(f[ ) — Rep(T) is faithful
and injective on tilting objects (i.e. “tilting modules are determined by their characters”) by
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[Don93, p. 46]. Hence, by Lemma to check that the top face commutes it suffices to
check that the bottom face commutes, i.e., to prove Theorem in the special case where
H is a torus.

A.5. Proof in the case of a torus. Finally, we examine the case when H is a torus. Since
the theorem is compatible with products, we can even reduce to the case H = G,,. For
H = G,, the underlying reduced scheme of Gry is a disjoint union of points labeled by the
integers.

The irreducible algebraic representations of H are indexed by n € Z, with V,, € Rep(f[ )
corresponding to the constant sheaf supported on the component Gr?; labeled by n. The irre-
ducible algebraic representations of G are then labeled by p-tuples of integers (nq,...,n,) €
Z?. By the additivity of BC established in §A-3] and the complete reducibility of algebraic
representations of tori, we may assume that F is irreducible, say F = F(n1,...,n,) is the

constant sheaf supported on Gr(gl"”’n”). Then the o-equivariant sheaf Nm(F) is the con-

stant sheaf k supported on the component Grgll+"'+n"""’"1+"'+n”). Its restriction to the

diagonal copy of Gry is the constant sheaf with value k supported on Gr?j+"'+n1’. This
is already an indecomposable k-parity sheaf, which tautologically lifts its own image in the
Tate category. Hence we have shown that

EGr21+.A.+np = BC(p) (an,...,np)-

And indeed, this is precisely the sheaf which corresponds under geometric Satake to Resgc(V,,, X

~

Voo, . {Ve ) 2= Vi fngtny, € Rep(H). This confirms the commutativity of the diagram

Parity) o (Gra; k) —2= Parity} . ;(Gry; k)

Tilty (G) ——5C  Tilt, (H)
at the level of objects. Our final step is to verify the commutativity on morphisms. Since
(as H is a torus) the categories involved are all semi-simple, the commutativity at the level
of morphisms reduces to examining a scalar endomorphism of the simple object F above,
which corresponds to the simple representation V;,, .. »,. The restriction functor Resgc is k-
linear, so what we have to check is that BC sends multiplication by A on F to multiplication
by A on BC(F). Now, multiplication by A on F is sent under Nm to multiplication by AP
on Nm(F), which restricts to multiplication by A? on BC(P (F). Then the inverse Frobenius
twist Frob,, ! sends it to multiplication by A, so BC := Frob,, 16BC®) behaves as desired. [

A.6. Proof of Lemma In this subsection we prove Lemma We keep the
notations from §A:4

Lemma A.3. The functor CT: Perf + gy (Gry; Tr) — Perfp+1,)(Grry,; Te) is conserva-
tive.

Proof. Suppose CT(K) = 0 for some non-zero K € Shv(y+p)(Gry;Ty). Let Gry =
LTHt* C Gry be the maximal stratum (for the closure order) on which K is supported.
Then for wy the longest Weyl element, the semi-infinite orbit S, () intersects Gr?{ in a
single point t*°») [BRI8, Theorem 5.2]. Hence the stalk at ¢“°) vanishes, which shows
(by the assumed constructibility for L+ H-orbits) that K vanishes on Gry, which contradicts
the assumption on the support of K. |
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Leti: Grg — Grg. Since apply Frob,, ! preserves exact sequences, Lemma is equiva-
lent to: if A — B — C'is an exact sequence in Rep,, (@), then the map in D, , .. (Gry; k[o]),

Cone [i* Nm Sat(A) — " Nm Sat(B)] — ¢* Nm Sat(C')

projects to an isomorphism in Perf+ gy (Grg; 7). By Lemma this can be checked
after applying CT[deg,]. Using the commutative diagram analogous to but with k-
coefficients, and that CT[deg,] is intertwined with restriction from @ to 7 under Geometric
Satake, we have a commutative diagram

Repy(G) =2 Prig(Grask) = Prigwa(Gra k) — DYy (Gryiklo]) —— Perf(ps ) (Grpr; Tr)

lRes lCT[degc] lCT[ngG] J/CT[ngG] JCT[degG]

Repy(T) =224 Praq(Grrik) — Prigy, (Grpsk) —— Db, (Grey,s klo]) ——— Perf(r+,) (Grry,: Th)

The question of whether the composition of functors along the top then right is an isomor-
phism is equivalent to the question of whether the composition of functors along the left
then bottom is an isomorphism. This reduces us to the case where G = T' is a torus. In

this case, since all maps in Rep(7T) have splittings, the exactness statement reduces to the
additivity, which was verified in

APPENDIX B. APPLYING DRINFELD’S LEMMA TO TATE COHOMOLOGY

Here we prove Proposition that the action of FWeil(n!,m;) on T7(Sht, p.r; V) factors
through the quotient FWeil(n!,n!) — Weil(n, 7). This statement is analogous to results in
[Laf18] and [Xueb] for ordinary cohomology, the latter of which incorporates simplifications
by [XZ], and our argument will follow the same broad lines. Here is an outline of the
strategy:

(1) Prove an Eichler-Shimura relation, relating the action of partial Frobenii and Hecke
operators.

(2) Using (1), express T7(Shtg, p,r; V) as the filtered colimit of submodules stable under
the partial Frobenii, with each module being finite type over some finitely generated
k-algebra (depending on the submodule; it will be taken to a suitable tensor product
of local Hecke algebras).

(3) Apply Drinfeld’s Lemma, which says roughly that any continuous A-linear FWeil(n?,7;)-
action on a finite-type A-module automatically factors over Weil(n,n)’, to each of
the submodules produced in (1).

B.1. The Eichler-Shimura relation. Regarding the first step, Xue proves:

Proposition B.1 ([Xuebl Proposition 7.2.6]). Let v E)O( be a closed point, with degree degv.

~

For any finite set I = I 1U{0} and any V € Rep,(GY), there exists W € Repy,(G) such that
dim W

Z (_1)aSAdim W*(XW;U(Fdegv)a = O < End

{0} (RjT([!(ShtG’D’I ‘(}O(\D ~XU;Sat(V))).

De((X\D)T xvik) )

a=0
Here for a representation W of G , the operator Sy, is defined in [Laf18|, §6] by a process
similar to one defining excursion operators. The only thing we need to know about Sy, is
the following.
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Theorem B.2 (“S=T Theorem”). Sw,, agrees with the Hecke operator Tw., after restricting
to (X \ (DUw))L.

This fact is proved in [Lafl8| §6] in characteristic zero; a simpler proof is a consequence
[XZl Theorem 6.0.1(2)], which already shows the equality at the level of cohomological
correspondences on local shtukas. The argument of Xiao-Zhu is written with integral coeffi-
cients in [Yu22, Theorem 5.1 and Corollary 5.5]. Since it holds at the level of cohomological
correspondences, it holds in particular for Tate cohomology.

Xue’s proof of Proposition (which is a small generalization of an argument appearing
in [XZ, §6]) works essentially verbatim for Tate cohomology, replacing her HJG(?\’,E rw by

Ti7n(Shtg,p.1 |()°(\D)f><v; Sat(V))). It yields:
Lemma B.3. Let v € X be a closed point, with degree degv. For any finite set I = Iu {0}
and any V € Rep,(GT), there exists W € Repy(G) such that
dim W
Z (_1)aS/\dim Wfawyv(F{dOe}jgv)a = O (S End
a=0
B.2. The filtration. We carry out Step (2) of the outline, following [Xuebl §1].
Harder-Narasimhan truncation presents Shtg p ; as a filtered colimit

D((X\D)T xv;k)

ShtG’D’[ = thhtéftD,I
I

where p runs over dominant coweights of G.
Since the support of Sat(V) on ShtS", ; |7 is of finite type over 7!, TI(Sht5", ;3 V) ==

T7 (RFC(ShtéfL D1 573 Sat(V))) is finite-dimensional over k. We have a filtered colimit

T/ (Shte,p,r; V) 2 lim T (S5, 15 V).
I

We will express Ti(Shta p,1; V) as an increasing union of submodules 9t which are stable
under FWeil(n?,77), and such that for each 9" there is a finite set of points v; (depending
on M*) so that M is stable under the partial Frobenii and finite type over ®;crHa v, -
Write .
Ti= Ren(Shta,p.r| o, ,58at(V)) € D*((X \D)'; k)

and

oy S2E(V)) € DX \D)':B).

Note that proper base change gives an isomorphism T7(Shtg p 1; V) = 3\77. Since T is

TH = Rﬂ']!(Shtéfj‘DJ |

constructible, there is an open dense subscheme Q C (X \ D) such that T is a local system

over €. Choose a closed point v € Q and let v; = pr;(v) for ¢ € I. Then X;crv; € ()O( \D)!
is a finite union of closed points containing v. Let 91" be the subspace of T7(Shtg p 1; V)
given by

M= > (@iertin) [[Fr (H(Frobf;})*lm (sﬂ|17,_> T'w)) . (B
n; ENT icl i€l
Then it is clear that 77(Shtg,p 1; V) = U, o
We regard 9t as a module over the finite type k-algebra A" := ®;crH; ;. The following
Lemma and its proof are variants of [Xuebl Lemma 1.3.11].

(TjR’ﬂ'I!(ShtG’D’] |(}()(\D)fxv; Sat(V)))
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Lemma B.4. The submodule M+ C ‘I|7T, =~ T9(Shtg.p.1; V) is stable under the partial
Frobenii Fyyy and of finite type over AM.

Proof. The stability under partial Frobenii is clear by construction. Let v be a geometric
point over v. We have a specialization map sp: nf ~» v. For any n;, we have the partial
Frobenius

n,id (Vg n,id V4 *
Fa@est (Froby iy ar — g,

Altough partial Frobenius does not preserve the HN truncation, there exists « fitting into a
commutative diagram

(Frob?;}deg(m )T |5 (Frob”l deg(v:) )*‘IMT’
J{ng}deg(vi) J{F{”ii}deg(vi) (BQ)
Thtr|s sp guﬂ%?

We have Frob?;}deg(v") (v) = v € Q. Then using Proposition we may eliminate all powers

of partial Frobenius with exponent > dim W in (B.1]) in terms of S-operators, because for
d > dim W we have

dim W—w

F{58 v (Frob{ 1)) Im (4] — ) C Z Sy F B0 (Frob{ {°5)) Tm (T#]5 — Ty).

Since the S-operators and the F(;; are morphisms of sheaves, they commute with the
specialization map sp*. The upper arrow in an isomorphism because v € {2 lies in the
lisse locus of T by construction. Therefore the Eichler-Shimura relation from Proposition
is also satisfied in the right column. Now over n! we can apply the same elimination
argument and use Theorem to replace S-operators by Hecke operators, thus deducing
that for d > dim W, we have

dim W—-1
ddeg v; dde Vi )\ * ade v, adeg(v;)\*
F{S8 v (Frob{ ™))" Im ($#] 7 — T|) € 2) (@icrMi,) FL e (Frobg §))* Im (T| — T|).

Therefore, we actually have

MM — Z (Ric1Hiv HF”Z <H Frobf{“}) Im (T‘LT, — §|n,))> .

0<n;<dim W degv; el el

Since T“|7T, is finite-dimensional over k, 9t* is finite-type over A*. |

B.3. Drinfeld’s Lemma. The following result of Xue is a generalization of the so-called
“Drinfeld’s Lemma”.

Lemma B.5 ([Xueal Lemma 7.4.2]). Let A be a finitely generated k-algebra. Let M be an

A-module of finite type. Then any continuous A[FWeil(n!, nT)]-action on M factors through
Weil(n, 7).

Proof of Proposition[5.6, Applying Lemmato each MM, we deduce that the FWeil(n!, n1)-
action on M* factors through Weil(n, 7)!. Then the same holds for ligu M+ = T (Shte,p.r; V).

O
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