MORE REGULAR FORMAL MODULI SPACES AND ARITHMETIC

TRANSFER CONJECTURES: THE RAMIFIED QUADRATIC CASE

Y. LUO, M. RAPOPORT, AND W. ZHANG

ABSTRACT. For unitary groups associated to a ramified quadratic extension of a p-adic field,
we define various regular formal moduli spaces of p-divisible groups with parahoric levels, char-
acterize exceptional special divisors on them, and construct correspondences between them.
We formulate arithmetic transfer conjectures, which are variants of the arithmetic fundamental

lemma conjecture in this context. We prove the conjectures in the lowest dimensional cases.
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The arithmetic Gan—Gross—Prasad (GGP) conjecture [7] is one of the generalizations of the

Gross—Zagier formula [10] from modular curves to higher dimensional Shimura varieties. The

third author proposed a relative trace formula approach to the arithmetic GGP conjecture [47].

In this context, he formulated the arithmetic fundamental lemma (AFL) conjecture, which is now
a theorem, cf. [49, 27, 50]. The AFL conjecture relates the special value of the derivative of an
orbital integral to an arithmetic intersection number on a Rapoport—Zink formal moduli space of

p-divisible groups (RZ space) attached to a unitary group. It is essential for the AFL conjecture
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that one is dealing with a situation that is unramified in every possible sense (the quadratic
extension F'/Fj defining the unitary group is unramified, and the special vector has unit length,
and the function appearing in the derivative of the orbital integral is the characteristic function
of a hyperspecial maximal compact subgroup).

When these unramifiedness hypotheses are dropped, the statement of the AFL has to be
modified. In the context of the fundamental lemma (FL) conjecture of Jacquet—Rallis, this
question leads naturally to their smooth transfer (ST) conjecture, proved by the third author in
the non-archimedean case [48]. In the arithmetic context, this question naturally leads to the
problem of formulating arithmetic transfer (AT) conjectures. There are two ways of relaxing
the unramifiedness conditions. One is when the quadratic extension F/F{ is unramified but
where the level structure imposed is no longer hyperspecial (and, relatedly, the special vector is
no longer of unit length). This case is dealt with in [32], [21I] and [50]. The other kind of AT
conjectures arises when F'/Fj is no longer unramified. This was considered in special cases in
[31] and [32]. In the present paper, we explore systematically the ramified case. In both the
unramified and the ramified cases, a limiting factor is the requirement that the ambient space
(a product of RZ spaces) is a regular formal scheme.

The AFL conjecture concerns the closed embedding of RZ spaces

NI A (1.0.1)

where N7[10} ~ Z(up), for a special vector ug of unit norm, from which we deduce the special
cycle Z(up) C NP % Nﬂrl. In the generic fiber (a rigid-analytic space), the left term in (1.0.1])

is the member S Kl of the RZ tower of /\/}[LO] corresponding to the (hyperspecial) parahoric K,[LO]

of U(I/V(g7 ) and the right term is the member S 0] of the RZ tower of N, [0 41 corresponding

n+1

to the (hyperspecial) parahoric K [Jrl of U(Wy). In [2I] and the present paper, the inclusion
, which is an integral model of the inclusion S 10) C S R is replaced by an integral
correspondence This correspondence is to be as snnple as pOSSlble i.e., of atomic type in the
sense of [20, §4.2], modelled on the definition ¢; = ¢¢ ® ¢y of an atomic function in loc. cit.,
in which either ¢ = 0 or ¢t = 0. This means that the correspondence is of either of the following

two types:
N XA
/ \ (1.0.2)
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X
/ \ (1.0.3)
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In , the map in the second factor is the identity; in , the map in the first factor is
the identity. Here we have added on the left of these diagrams the closed embeddings given by
the graphs of closed embeddings N /\/ﬂrl which exhibit MY as a special cycle in /\/;[LtJ]rl. We
call the first type a small correspondence and the second type a big or a large correspondence (in
the first type, the non-trivial correspondence is on the RZ space of dimension n; in the second
type, the non-trivial correspondence is on the RZ space of dimension n + 1).

When F/Fj is ramified (the case considered in this paper), the regularity condition on the

[r]
n+1

where ¢(n) = 0 if n is even and e(n) = 1 if n is odd. In this case, one of the factors in the

ambient product of RZ spaces NE % imposes that either s = n —e(n) or r = n + ¢(n),
product is formally smooth. However, the other factor will in general not be regular. When
the second factor is not regular, we replace it by an explicit blow-up which is regular, in fact
semi-stable (the splitting model, see below).

1.1. AT conjectures. Before we give more details on the construction of the correspondences,
let us state the general form of our AT conjectures. Let F'/Fy be a ramified quadratic extension
of p-adic local fields (p # 2). The relevant RZ spaces ./\/}[Lt]E (see 3' depend on two integers n and
t, and on € € {+1}. Here n denotes the dimension, and ¢ (the type) is an even integer between
0 and n and defines the level structure, and ¢ fixes the isomorphism class of the framing object.
Here, when n is odd, the isomorphism class of N,&ﬂg is independent of e.

In our AT conjectures, the spaces are (variants of) RZ spaces and the cycles are closed formal
subspaces in a product of these attached to the integers n and n + 1. The precise definitions
of the spaces and the cycles are given in the main body of the paper, see §8f We denote by
G'(Fp)ys the set of regular semi-simple elements on the GL-side and by Gy (Fp).s the set of
regular semi-simple elements on the U-side, comp. [31) §2]. Here W denotes a hermitian space
of dimension n + 1. Also, we have incorporated the transfer factor in the definition of weighted
orbital integrals on the GL-side.

Conjecture 1.1.1. Let n,t,e be numerical invariants as above (n > 1,0 <t < n+1 is an
even integer, and € € {£1}), and let (Npni1:t, Z}ﬂ, ©) be a triple consisting of an ambient space
Npnt1e (a product of RZ spaces of dimension n and n + 1), a special cycle Z,[f] on Npnyi:t,
and a test function ¢ on the U-side, as in the table in {I.3
(i) There exists ¢’ € C°(G') with transfer (¢,0) € CX(Gw,) x CX(Gw,) such that, if v €
G'(Fy)ys is matched with g € Gw, (Fy)s, then

<Zlf],gzjﬂ >N -log g = — 00rb (7, cp').

n,n+1;t
(it) For any @' € CX(G") with transfer (p,0) € CX(Gw,) x C(Gw,), there exists @y, €
C(G') such that, if v € G'(Fo)ys is matched with g € Gy, (Fy)ys, then
<Z,[f] , gZ}f]> -log g = — 00rb (7, <p') — Orb (7, Schorr)-
Nn,n+1;t
Here Wy is the hermitian space of dimension n+1 with Hasse invariant € and W1 is the opposite
space.
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By [31, Prop. 5.14], part (i) follows from part (ii); by the density conjecture [31, Conj.

5.16], part (ii) follows from part (i).

Something analogous holds for all further conjectures

later in this paper; in the interest of brevity, we will omit the variants (ii) of these conjectures

in the statements below. The conjecture above is the homogeneous version. There is also an

inhomogeneous version, which we omit here and below.

1.2. Summary of cases. The following table summarizes all the cases of AT conjectures in

this paper. Here ¢ is always even and lies in [0, n 4 1] or [0, n], depending on whether ¢ appears

as the second entry or the first. Moreover, in each row the parity of n is determined by the rule

that all types are even. In each case, an aligned triple (Y,X,u) that underlies the construction

of the correspondence is fixed, cf. Definition For simplicity, we drop the invariant & from

the notation of RZ spaces.

T Ambient space | The cycle Test function AT
e
yp Nn n+1:t Zr[f] <p Conjecture
(n,n) NI x N[n] N vol( Ky ) Kl [31, Conj. 5.3]
. N[nfl] N[n+1] N[nfl] [n—1],0 2 .
(n—1,n+1) n XN i} vol(K7y, )~ Lyin- 1, el [32, Conj. 12.4]
(n,t),0<t<n NI s pliset ) fttle! vol(K["h-21 sl Conj. [8.5.1
(n=1,0,0<t<n—1 | NS AP AP vol( ) 2L Conj. [0.4.1
n+1
(n—1,6), 0 <t <n+1 | NI NP AMEEP ok @ goL"jf A1 Conj. 9.10.1
(t,n),0<t<n ./\/}[Lt]’sl)1 X ./\/',[ﬁl ./i\/}[f]’sl)l Vol(K,[Ln’t])_QlK[t]XK[n] Conj. [10.4.1
n +1
(t,n),0<t<n Ny ./\/;[:A N[l Vol(Kq[f])* 1n® @Eﬂ Conj. [10.6.1
(t,n+1),0 <t <n—1 | NP VT AP ol (BT 2T gy Conj. [11.5.1
n n4l

We have a few comments.

The cycles in the first two rows are graphs of closed embeddings. The cycles in the third,
fourth, sixth and eighth row are small correspondences. The cycles in the fifth and the seventh

row are large correspondences.

If ¢t achieves the upper bound, there are the variants without the superscript spl. In some
of these extreme cases, splitting models coincide with the usual ones, and the corresponding
conjecture is then identical to that in [31, B2]. More precisely, in the sixth row the case for
t = n and in the seventh row the case for ¢ = n are both identical with the first row, see
Remark and Remark On the other hand, the case ¢ = n in the third row has
a different ambient space from the case in the first row (/\/ mSPl Gersus /\/’K&l), even though
the cycles are identical. Nevertheless, we show that the two AT conjectures are equivalent,
see Proposition [8.6.1] Similarly, the case t = n — 1 in the last row differs from the second
row (Np n=1sPl Gersus /\/72,”_1]); we conjecture that the difference of intersection numbers is an

orbital integral function, cf. Conjecture [11.6.1
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o Regarding the fifth row, we refer to Conjecture(9.10.1} (ii) and (iii) for refinements taking into
account the disjoint sum decomposition of ME &Pl

1.3. Low dimensional cases. We can prove our conjectures in the first non-trivial case.
Theorem 1.3.1. Conjecture holds when n = 1.

Proof. Indeed, the cases when n = 1 are all covered by the literature, except case (iii) below,

which is dealt with in

(i) type (n —1,t) = (0,0): Nl[o] — Nl[o} X Nz[o]’Spl, cf. Conjecture This case follows from

32, Thm. 13.4] when € =1 (i.e., is the base change of the Drinfeld space), resp. from |32,
Th 4] wh i.e., MI” is the base ch f the Drinfeld f

Thm. 13.2] when ¢ = —1 (i.e., Nz[o] is the base change of the Lubin-Tate space at the Iwahori

level).

(ii) type (n — 1,t) = (0,2): N'I[O]’O — /\/'1[0] X 2[2], cf. Conjecture [9.10.1f This case follows from

[32, Thm. 1.6].

(iii) type (n — 1,1) = (0,0): M 5 A 5 MOPL ot Conjecture [9.10.1 0

We list the cases when n = 2, one of which is known.

(i) type (n,t) = (2,2): J\72[2} — /\/'2[2} ></\/’3£2}’5p1, cf. Conjecture This is proved by Proposition
and [31].

ii) type (n,t) = (2,0): N P N[O]’Spl, cf. Conjecture [8.5.1

2 2 3

(i) type (t,n) = (0,2) when W} is split: ./\/'2[0’2]’510l — J\/?FO]’SPI X Ng[z], cf. Conjecture [10.4.1

(iv) type (t,n) = (0,2) when W} is split: /\72[0]’8[)1 — /\/2[0}’5101 X %2], cf. Conjecture |10.6.1] the
case e = 1.

v) type (t,n) = (0,2) when W is non-split: NObset _y prlOLspl o [2], cf. Conjecture |10.6.1

0 2 2 3
the case ¢ = —1.

These cases stand as the next test cases of our conjectures. We hope to return to them in the

future.

1.4. More background on the enumeration of cases. For n > 2, the RZ space /\/,L“E is
formally smooth (exotic smoothness) in two instances: when n is even and ¢ = n (in which
case € = +1 is the only possibility), and when n is odd and ¢ = n — 1. In [31I] and [32], the
last two authors and B. Smithing consider on the geometric side the natural closed embedding
of formally smooth RZ spaces ./\/;[Ln% — N,[Lqﬁl They also construct in a non-trivial way an
embedding Nr[fl_l] — ./\/',[::LJE”. They then propose AT conjectures in these two cases and verify
them for n = 1 and n = 2. The construction of these embeddings is based on the moduli-
theoretic definition of these particular RZ spaces.

Beyond these cases, there are no natural embeddings; instead, we replace the embeddings by
correspondences linking the two spaces and obtain in this way cycles on the product space. This
is made possible by the recent moduli-theoretic definition of all relevant RZ spaces due to the
first author [22]. Our spaces and cycles are built on the answer to the following question:
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Question 1.4.1.

1) Correspondences: We would like the ambient space to be a product of RZ spaces of mazximal
parahoric levels which is regular. How can this be achieved?

2) Cycles: When is the Z-divisor Z(u)l¥ or the Y-divisor Y(u) on N [J]rl isomorphic to a
lower-dimensional RZ space of maximal parahoric level?

1.5. Cycles. Let us first consider part 2) of Question We have the following ezceptional
isomorphisms (see for notation and precise statements):

Theorem 1.5.1. Let u € V(X[Tﬂg) be a unit length vector. Set & = ee(u)n((—1)""1).

(i) Consider the special Z-cycle Z(u )Tf]a C N;Lﬂg Then:
[t

o When n is even and t = n, Z(u)n,e is empty (note that € = 1 in this case).

e [n the remaining cases, we have an isomorphism

2l ~ N,

—1,e?

except when:

e nisodd, t =n—1, and & = —1, in which case the RHS is not defined and the special cycle
Z(u)[ﬁf}E is the disjoint union of points WT(A) in Sing(NTEtll’E) (the worst points, indezed by all
almost w-modular lattices A C V(X%]E) containing u).

(ii) (H. Yao [45, Thm. 5.5]) Let n be even and t = n. Define ./\/n 2 by the following fiber

product diagram,

N[n 2],0 N[n 2,n]

leb

[

N[an] c ‘/\/;Lan] .

n—1,e"

Then the morphism an2 o N[nﬁ} is a trivial double covering, cf. [32, Prop. 6.4]. Fur-
thermore, the composition J\/n 12]b — /\/7&”‘2’”} — J\/}Ln] factors through y(u),[f] and induces an

isomorphism
2 7
N0 o (.
In particular, there is a natural morphism
Yt — N

which is a trivial double covering. Furthermore, y(u),f] = Z(ﬂ'U)q[—:L].

[t]

It is conceivable that exceptional special divisors on Nr[f]g, i.e., the divisors Z(u)n, appearing
in Theorem [1.5.1} are characterized by the property that they are non-empty regular formal
schemes, see Conjecture Snnllarly, the divisors Y(u )7[1]6 in Theorem E should be char-
acterized by the property that Y(u ) = is a non-empty regular formal scheme, see Remark

At the heart of the proof of this theorem is a thorough analysis of the strengthened spin
condition which gives a moduli-theoretic definition of the RZ spaces ./\/}[Lt]e, as established in [22].
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We prove the following theorem (cf. Theorem [6.1.2). Again, we refer to the body of the paper
for the definitions and the notation.

Theorem 1.5.2. Let (Y, iy, Ay) be a hermitian Op-module of dimension n — 1 and type t over
S € (Sch/Spf Oy). Let ¢ € O, be a unit and define

(X, Lx,Ax) = (Y X g, ly X g, )\y X C)\g)

Then the following assertions hold:
(i) (X,tx,Ax) is a hermitian Op-module of dimension n and type t.
(i) If (Y, vy, A\y') satisfies the strengthened spin condition, then so does (X, tx,Ax).

(iii) Suppose t # n — 1. Then, if (X,1x,\x) satisfies the strengthened spin condition, then so
does (Y, vy, Ay).

1.6. Correspondences. Now let us address part 1) of Question As mentioned above,
among all RZ spaces of maximal parahoric level, for n > 2, there are two instances when the
RZ space /\/',Lt}E is formally smooth (ezotic smoothness): when n is even and ¢ = n (in which case
¢ = 1 is the only possibility), and when n is odd and ¢ = n — 1. Outside these cases, ./\/}[Lﬂg is not
even regular. However, there is a certain blow-up /V;%Spl of /\/}[Lt]g which is always regular (the
splitting model). Hence the product formal schemes N}/ x J\/ﬂrslpsl and /\/'T[:;H X /\/;[Ltﬁpal as well
as Nr[i];pl X J\/;Eﬂl
for arithmetic intersections. These four possibilities lead to the AT conjectures of type (n,t)
(§8). type (n—1,t) (9, type (t,n) (§10), and type (t,n + 1) (§L1).

The He-Luo-Shi theory of splitting models [I5] is key here. Recall that they are defined in
two steps. First, one introduces the naive splitting model Ng]gnsm over Spf Oy parametrizing

t],spl 1 .
and ./\/’T[L L’:p X N, [T; I are regular and therefore can serve as ambient spaces

£ n

the collection of data
(X, 0, A, Fil'(X), Fil’(XV); p),

where (X, A\, Fil’(X),Fil°(XV)) is a hermitian Op-module of signature (1,7 — 1) and type t
with splitting structure, and where p is a framing with the fixed framing object. In a second
step, the splitting model NJLf]gSpl over Spf O is defined as the flat closure of EL’HSPI.

and the splitting model NPl oo

both isomorphic to the RZ space N,[Ln}. In the remaining cases for n > 1, the splitting model is

In the m-modular case, the naive splitting model ./\/}[Ln}’nSpl

different from the RZ space. For instance, the splitting model N,[bo]’sm coincides with the Kramer
model [I7]. The splitting structure is uniquely determined outside the worst points. In fact, the
splitting model NHL’SI’I is the blow-up of the RZ space /\/’,Lﬂg in the worst points, c¢f. [I5, Thm.
1.3.1]. Any splitting model ./\/}[Lf}fpl is flat and semi-stable, and it is smooth if and only if ¢ = n,

. . . 1
in which case, as mentioned above, Nnlspl o el

;spl [s],spl
X N[ for any

Remark 1.6.1. More generally, one could consider an intersection on /\/'7[[}
pair (r,s) of even integers. However, the last product is not regular in general. One could
replace the ambient space by its blow-up, similarly to [50], and obtain in this way further AT

conjectures. However, we will not discuss these cases here.



8 Y. LUO, M. RAPOPORT, AND W. ZHANG

1.7. The large correspondence. We can relate the large correspondences to the guiding prin-
ciple of |21, §1, (1.0.5)], i.e., to the construction of “pull back” diagrams of exceptional special
divisors along the natural projection maps j\/;kfl — j\/'n 41 from RZ spaces of (non-maximal)
parahoric levels (our notation here is modelled on that of [21]):

ZNl ‘ N[Tl] ” Nr[il

n

J = J (1.7.1)

clrl = Z(ug)l" or y(uo)[rk—ﬂ\/[ﬂl

n

We would like to consider the cartesian product Z, as our cycle and the product Cl'] x N1 ni1 as
the ambient space. The regularity of the latter product requires that at least one of the factors
is smooth over Spf O . We distinguish two cases.

I. The case when C") is smooth. Then there are three cases.

(i) cll = Z(ug) ~ N with v(up) =0 (and n is even),

(ii) 'l = Z(up)"1 ~ NI with v(ug) = 0 (and n is odd),

(iil) Cl" = Y(up) 1 ~ N ]_[./\/}[Ln_l] with v(ug) = 0 (and n is odd).

They give rise to the cases in §8 (Conj. and §9| (Conj. (1)). In §9| (cf. and Conj.
(ii), (iii)) we also have refinements of the case (iii) taking into account the individual
summands in the disjoint union appearing in (iii).

II. The case when ./\/f_ll 1s smooth. Then there are two cases.

(i) Nn+1 o~ nﬂl, (when n is even),

(ii) Nn+1 N[nﬂl , (when n is odd).

They give rise to the cases in (Conj. and (Conj. .

We conjecture that the formal scheme Z; in is flat over Spf O in all cases. In the
cases we can prove this conjecture, this is done by relating Z, to RZ spaces, cf. Theorems
and in the cases I., (i) and (ii), and Theorem in the case II., (ii) (the latter proof
being based on the work of H. Yao [45]).

The correspondence obtained from is related to the large correspondence

o

n

W
/ \ (1.7.2)

el A x ./\/nJrl NI % Nﬂl

Indeed, taking fiber products, (1.7.2]) leads to the following diagram:
Zl (CEE N [r.s]

/N

cle— N
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The cartesian square diagram appearing here coincides with the cartesian square in (1.7.1)). This
in turn leads to the linking diagram:

2

N

clrl NEL

n

1.8. The small correspondence. Let us consider the small correspondence

N[S]

/\

cll e AT x A Px ML

The small correspondence leads us (by taking fiber products) to the linking diagram:

N[rvs]

IS

clsl ~ N'[S] C N'[S]

A small correspondence is always a closed formal subscheme of the corresponding big correspon-

dence. Sometimes they coincide (for suitable indices r,s), see Theorems [8.1.2 and [9.1.2 and
[II.1.2] But often these two correspondences are different and lead to genuinely different ATC
statements. For example, we arrive in this way at Conjecture [10.4.1

1.9. The generic fiber. Note that in the generic fiber, the small correspondence (1.8.1)) induces
a correspondence in the RZ tower of the form

K['r s

/ \ (1.9.1)
Sk

in which I?,[ZT’S] = KLT’S] is a quasi-parahoric in U(VV(')7 )(Fp), containing the corresponding para-
horic subgroup with index one or two. In other words, the small correspondence is a natural
integral model of the correspondence in the RZ tower of NT[LT].

This is no longer true for the generic fiber of the linking diagram in the large correspon-
dence, unless the large and the small correspondences coincide. In this case, the generic fiber of

21 is not always a member of an RZ tower, comp. Remarks |9.7.1| and |10.2.3l We note that in

the situation of [21], a similar phenomenon occurs. Indeed, let us compare the correspondences
in the present paper with those in [21].

When F/Fj is unramified (as in [21]), in order that the ambient space NE % ./\/;[Lﬂl be regular,
only the cases r = 0 and s = 0 are relevant. If r = 0 and s is even, then the generic fiber
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of 21 is the member Sf(
I?,[f’s] - U(Wg)(Fo) equal to the parahoric KT[ZO’S]. If » = 0 and s is odd, the generic fiber of zZ
is again a member of the RZ tower but KLT’S} is a non-parahoric. In either case Z; is given by
the formal scheme N}/ of [21, §3.5]. If s = 0 and r is odd, then the generic fiber of Z; is the

member S’R[T,S] of the RZ tower for INQ[LT’S] = KLT_I’O}. In this case Z; is given by Mm, cf. [21

§3.10]. If s = 0 and r is even # 0, then the generic fiber of Z = /Wm is not a member of the
RZ tower of NT[LS}, cf. [21], §3.10] (but the generic fiber of its closed formal subscheme Mkt is).

irs] Of the RZ tower corresponding to the open compact subgroup

1.10. Test functions and the lattice models. To determine the correct test functions ¢,
we consider the lattice models of the RZ spaces in play, motivated by the global aspects of
the conjectures. To explain this, we temporarily let F//Fy be a CM extension of a totally real
field; we refer to [33] for unexplained notation. Consider the integral model M of the Shimura
variety associated to a variant of the unitary group Gy, (now over a global field) with level
K C Gw,(Ay), and the arithmetic diagonal cycle zx. For a bi-K-invariant f € C2°(Gw,(Ay)),
the global arithmetic Gan—Gross—Prasad conjecture [47, 33] concerns the arithmetic intersection
pairing of Gillet—Soulé on the arithmetic Chow groups of M,

Int(f) = (ﬁ(f)/z\K’EK)GS'

It decomposes into a sum of local terms Int,(f) given by intersection numbers at all places
of the reflex field above the given place v of Fy. Via a non-archimedean uniformization, the
local intersection numbers are in turn related to intersection numbers on the relevant RZ spaces
studied in this paper. We may transport our local construction of our cycles on RZ spaces to the
global integral model M and we can find the test function f by considering the generic fiber of
M. Since the Hecke action on the generic fiber is defined through the change of level structures
involving Tate modules, it can be detected by considering a lattice model within a fixed rational
Tate module.

For example, the lattice model of Nr[f]g is N,[ﬂg, defined as the set of vertex lattices A of type t in
a hermitian space W’ of dimension n and Hasse invariant e. We then translate the construction
of the naive correspondences to the setting of lattice models. We construct a function ¢ (the test
function) with the characterizing property that the naive (set theoretical) intersection number
on the lattice model is equal to a suitable orbital integral of this function, comp.
This function is then used to formulate the AT conjecture.

1.11. Acknowledgements. We thank Andreas Mihatsch for helpful discussions. Y. Luo and
M. Rapoport thank the departments of Mathematics at MIT and Zhejiang University for their
hospitality when part of this work was done. W. Zhang was supported by NSF grant DMS
2401548 and a Simons Investigator grant.

1.12. Notation.

1.12.1. General notation. We let F'/Fj be a quadratic extension of finite extensions of Q, (p # 2),
with corresponding ring extension Or/Op,. We denote the residue field of Fy by k and write
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F = k for a fixed algebraic closure. We write n = np /F, for the corresponding quadratic character
of Fy, and N : F* — F for the norm character.
For an algebraic variety X over Fp, we write C2°(X) for C2°(X (Fp)).

1.12.2. Flat closure and flat fiber product. Let X be a formal scheme locally of finite type over
a complete discrete valuation ring O with uniformizer 7. We define the flat closure X/ c X
to be the closed formal subscheme defined by the ideal sheaf Ox[7>°] C Ox (m-power torsion
elements of the structure sheaf). Then X/ satisfies the following universal property: for any
formal scheme Y locally of finite type and flat over Spf O, a morphism Y — X factors through

X/,
N
N N /
Y
X/
Let (formal/ Spf O) be the category of formal schemes locally of finite type over Spf O and let
(fformal/ Spf O) be the full subcategory of O-flat formal schemes, and let i : (fformal/ Spf O) —

(formal/ Spf O) be the inclusion. Then the universal property can be reinterpreted by the

adjunction property
Morfformal (Z(Y)), X) =~ Morformal(yy Xf) .

Therefore, the flat closure preserves limits. Let X, Y, Z be flat Spf O-schemes, with morphisms
X — Z and Y — Z. We define the flat fiber product by the following cartesian product in
(fformal/OF),

Y xx Z2) ——Y

l J (1.12.1)

J — X.
2. THE SETTING

Let p be an odd prime number. Let F//Fjy be a quadratic extension of p-adic local fields. We
denote by ¢ the number of elements in the residue field of Fjp.

2 (resp. mp = m) when

We fix uniformizers my, m of Fy and F' respectively, such that 7o = 7
F/Fy is ramified (resp. unramified). Denote by = — Z the action of the nontrivial element
in Gal(F/Fp). We fix an extension of n = np/p, : Fy' — {1} to a character i : F'* — C*,
as follows. When F'/Fj is ramified, we require 7|0, to factor through the unique non-trivial
quadratic character of k*. There are two choices of such extensions depending on the choice of
the value 7)(7) (a number such that 7(7)? = 7(—77) = n(—1)). When F/Fy is unramified, we
simply take 7j(z) = (—1)"®).

Let n > 1. Let

G'(Fy) = GL,(F) x GLy41(F). (2.0.1)
For a F/Fy-hermitian space W of dimension n + 1, fix u € W a non-isotropic vector (the special
vector), and let W’ = (u). Set

Gw=U"xTU (2.0.2)
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and H = U? with the diagonal embedding of U” into Gyr. We have the notion of reqular semi-
simple element v € G'(Fp), resp. g € Gw (Fp), as well as the notion of matching v < g for regular
semi-simple elements, comp. [31], §2]. These notions are with respect to the action of H x H on
Gw, resp., of H| 5 = H] x Hy = Resp/p, (GLy) x (GL, X GLy41) on Resp) gy (GLy X GLpy1). Tt
is important to note that the latter action is arranged after the choice of u € W.

We let Wy, Wi denote the two isomorphism classes of F'/Fy-hermitian spaces of dimension
n+ 1. For g € Gy (Fp)s and for a function f € C°(Gyw ), we introduce the orbit integral

Orb(g, f) = F(h7 ghz)dhy dhs.

/]{(Fo)XH(Fo)

Here on H(Fy) x H(Fp) we take a product measure of identical Haar measure on H (Fp).
For v € G'(Fp)qs, for a function f' € C°(G’), and for a complex parameter s € C, we use the
notation Orb(v, f’, s) for the weighted orbital integral

Orb(y, f',s) := w(y) - / f'(hy ' yha)|det by |*n(h) dhy dho,
H 5 (Fo)
where:
e | | denotes the normalized absolute value on F.

e We use fixed Haar measures on Hj(Fp) and H)(Fp) and the product Haar measure on
Hj ,(Fp) = Hi(Fp) x Hy(Fp) and set

n(ha) = n(det hy)"n(det Ky)"~1 for ho = (hh, hYy) € Hy(Fy) = GL,_1(Fy) x GLy(Fy),

o w:G'(Fy)s — C* is a transfer factor, see [31), §5]. We will take the following explicit transfer
factor:

w(7) = ii(det(3) ="/ det(Fe)izg,.. uo1 ).

where for v = (y1,72) € G'(Fo)ws, we set 7 = s5(7) = (77 '92) (97 '72) € Sn(Fp), and where
e=(0,---,0,1) € F™ is the column vector.

We further define the special values for a regular semi-simple element v € G'(Fp),

d
Orb(7a f/) = Orb(’Ya f/a 0) and aorb(’)/a f/) = % -0 Orb(’% flv S)‘
The integral defining Orb(~, f’, s) is absolutely convergent, and Orb(+, f’) has the transformation
property
Orb(hy 'yha, f') = Orb(v, f') for (hi,he) € Hi 5(Fy) = H{(Fp) x Hj(Fp).

Definition 2.0.1. A function f' € C(G’) and a pair of functions (fo, f1) € CX(Gw,) X
C°(Gwy,) are transfers of each other (for the fixed choices of Haar measures, our fixed choice

of transfer factor, and a fixed choice of special vectors u; in W), if for each ¢ € {0,1} and each
g € GW, (FO)I'Sa
OI‘b(g, fl) = Orb(’% f/)

whenever v € G'(Fp),s matches g.
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Note that this notion depends on the choices of the transfer factor and the Haar measures.
But the truth of the AFL and AT conjecture is independent of these choices.

3. THE AFL CONJECTURE

In this section, we recall the statement of the AFL conjecture, now a theorem. We assume
that F'/Fy is unramified. In this section, we denote by W the split hermitian space of dimension
n+1 and by W the non-split space. We also assume that the special vector u; € W has norm a
unit in Fp. Under these unramifiedness hypotheses, we have the AFL conjecture. Before stating
it, we recall the following theorem on the Jacquet—Rallis FL.

Theorem 3.0.1. ([46], 4, [49] ) Fiz a special vector ug € Wy of the same length as uy, so that the
notion of transfer between functions f € C°(G') and pairs of functions (fo, f1) € C°(Gw,) X
C°(Gwy,) is defined. Then the function 1GL,, (0)xGL,..(0) 5 @ transfer Of(lKng07 0). Here K(b),
resp. Ko, is the stabilizer of a selfdual lattice in Wg, resp. Wo.

In the statement above, the Haar measures on Hj o(Fp) and H(Fp) are normalized in such a
way that the canonical maximal compact subgroup gets volume one. In particular, if v € G'(Fp)qs
is matched with the element g € Gy, (Fp)rs, we have

Orb(v, 1GLn(OF)><GLn+1(OF‘)) =0.

This vanishing of the orbital integral motivates considering its derivative. The AFL conjecture

is the following statement.
Theorem 3.0.2. Let v € G'(Fy)s be matched to the element g € Gy, (Fo)ws. Then

—2(A, gA) = 90rb (7, 1aL, 1 (05)xGLn(Or) ) -

To define the LHS, we need to introduce certain RZ-spaces. Let N, be the RZ-space over
Spf O} parametrizing tuples (X, ¢, A, p), where X is a strict formal Op-module, where ¢: O —
End(X) is an action of Op which satisfies the Kottwitz condition of signature (1,n—1), where X is
a compatible principal polarization, and where p is a framing with framing object (X, tx,,, Ax,,)-
To be precise, set X; = [E, the unique such triple for n = 1, and define inductively

Xn =X,1 x E, (3.0.1)

where E is the same as E but with the conjugate action of Or. We take X,, as the framing
object for N,,. For ease of notation, we set Y = X,, and X = X,,41 = Y xE. Let A C Ny, x Nji1
denote the graph of the closed embedding

§: Np — Nog1, Y —Y xE. (3.0.2)

In this case, both Wy and W? are non-split, and U; (Fy) = Aut®(X) acts on N, and U} (Fp) =
Aut°(Y) acts on N,. Hence g € Gy, (Fy) acts on N;, X Np,41, and gA denotes the translate
under g of A. Finally,

(A, gA) = x(0a Q- Oga) - logg. (3.0.3)
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Since N,, X NM,41 is a regular formal scheme, the complex appearing in is perfect. For
g € Gw, (Fp)s, the quantity on the right is finite, cf. [26, proof of Lem. 6.1]

The conjecture is known (by global methods) (W. Zhang [49], A. Mihatsch and W. Zhang
[27], Z. Zhang [50]). It is also known (by local methods) when n = 1,2 (W. Zhang [47], Mihatsch
[24]) and when g is minuscule (Rapoport-Terstiege-Zhang/He-Li-Zhu [35] 12]).

4. HERMITIAN OF—MODULES FOR THE RAMIFIED QUADRATIC CASE

From now on we assume that F'/Fp is a ramified quadratic extension. In this case, we know
fewer RZ-spaces that are formally smooth, or with semi-stable reduction. More precisely, of the
first kind we only have the case of exotic smoothness. This occurs for the m-modular even case
and the almost m-modular odd case and in no other case. There are no other RZ spaces with
semi-stable reduction ([13]). But there are RZ-spaces which have “Krémer-style” blowings-up

which are semi-stable: these are attached to a vertex lattice.

4.1. Parahoric subgroups for ramified unitary groups. Let F'/Fj be a ramified quadratic
extension of p-adic fields (p > 2) with uniformizers 7 and g, resp., such that T2 = 7.
Let (V,¢) be a F/Fy-Hermitian space of dimension n. We have associated Fp-bilinear forms,
1 1 _
(z,y) = ith/Fo(ff’(x?y))a (z,y) = itrF/Fo(ﬂ' Log(z,y)).
The form (-,-) is symmetric, while (-, -) is alternating.
For any Op-lattice A in V', we set

AN ={veV]p(w,A)COp}={veV|{V)COg}
The lattice A is called a vertez lattice if
7AY C A CAY.

We call the dimension dimg AY/A the type of the vertex lattice and denote it by #(A). Note
that this integer is always even and satisfies 0 < ¢ < n = rank A. Let m = [n/2]. We will fix a
maximal chain of vertex lattices, and enumerate the lattices by their type,

Aoy, C Aoy C ... C AO = AE)/, t(Az) =1.

Note that when n is even and (V, ¢) is non-split, the m-modular lattice Ay, is missing. However,
we will still index the lattices as {2m,...,2,0} to simplify notation. We extend the maximal
chain of vertex lattices into a polarized chain of lattices, see [36, Ch. 3].

For each non-empty subset I = {t1,...,tx} C {2m,...,2,0}, ordering the elements as t; >

to > ... > tg, we have a sub-chain
Ar: Ay C...CAy CA CA, C...CAY. (4.1.1)

This extends periodically to a polarized chain of lattices. If I = {t}, resp. I = {s,t}, we will
use the notation Ay, resp. A,y for this sub-chain, or for its periodic extension.
Consider the subgroup

Kl ={g € UWV)(F) | gAi = A;, Vie T}
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If I = {t}, we also write K] = KY Ttisa quasi-parahoric subgroup of U(V). There is a
functorial surjective homomorphism called the Kottwitz map,

k:UWV) = m((UWV)] =7Z/2Z.
We define the subgroup KL° = K! nKerx. We have the following:

Proposition 4.1.1 ([30]). (i) The groups KL° are parahoric subgroups of U(V, ¢).

(ii) When n = 2m + 1 is odd, the subgroups K£ #* Ké’o are never parahoric, and the Kottwitz
homomorphism induces an isomorphism K,{/K,{O ~ {+1}.

(i) When n = 2m is even, we have K! = KlLe if and only if n € I. Otherwise, we have
KL/K}® ~ {£1}. O

(iv) When n = 2m is even and n — 2 € I, we have K,{’O = Kqﬁu{n}’o.

4.2. The strengthened spin condition. The strengthened spin condition, introduced by
Smithling [39], builds upon the spin condition proposed by Pappas and Rapoport [29], which
is used to construct a moduli functor for ramified unitary local models and RZ spaces. In this
section, we provide a brief overview of the definition of the strengthened spin condition, comp.
[22].

We keep the notation as in the previous subsection. Define the 2n-dimensional F-vector space

V=V ®pgF,

where F' acts on the right tensor factor. The n-th wedge power "V := AV admits a canonical
decomposition
W= v (4.2.1)

r+s=n
ec{£1}

which is described in [39] §2.5]. Let us briefly review it, with the same notation convention as
n [31]. The operator 7 ® 1 acts F-linearly on V with eigenvalue +7; let

V=V, ®V_,

be the corresponding eigenspace decomposition. For a partition r 4+ s = n, define

nyrs = /\Vw ®F /\V—m
F F

which is naturally a subspace of V. Furthermore, the symmetric form (-,-) splits after base
change from V to V, and therefore there is a decomposition

"W="Vie"V_

as a SO((+,-))(F)-representation. The subspaces "V have the property that for any Lagrangian
subspace F C V, the line A F C "V is contained in one of them, and in this way they distinguish
the two connected components of the orthogonal Grassmannian OGr(n,)) over Spec F. The
subspaces "V are canonical up to labeling, and we will follow the labeling conventions in [39]
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to which we refer the reader for details. The summands in the decomposition are then
given by
nvz,s = PPNS A nve
as intersection in "V for e € {£1}.
Given an Op-lattice A C V, define

n

"A = \(A®oy, OF),
Ofp

which is naturally a lattice in "V. For fixed r, s, and e, define
PALS ="ANTYDE (4.2.2)
as intersection in ™V. Then "A¢® is a direct summand of "A. For an Op-scheme S, define
LX:Z(S) = im [nA:’S KRop Og = "A Rop Os] . (4.2.3)

Let Fil C A ®0, Og be a Og-direct summand of Og-rank n. We say that Fil satisfies the
strengthened spin condition if the line bundle

/\ Fil € "A ®0, Os (4.2.4)
Os

is contained in LX;lil(S).

4.3. Strict Op -modules. In this subsection, we briefly review the theory of strict Or,-modules.
For more details, see [26} 19], 23]. Assume p # 2 throughout, recall that F/Q, is an extension
of p-adic field with a fixed uniformizer 7y € Op,. Assume the residue field of Op, is a finite field
of order q. Let S be an Spf Op,-scheme. A strict Op,-module X over S is a pair (X,¢) where
X is a p-divisible group over S and ¢ : O, — End(X) an action such that O, acts on Lie(X)
via the structure morphism Op, — Og. A strict Op,-module is called formal if the underlying
p-divisible group is a formal group. By Ahsendorf-Cheng-Zink [I], there is an equivalence of cat-
egories between the category of strict formal Op,-modules over S and the category of nilpotent
Op,-displays over S. To any strict formal Of,-module, there is also an associated crystal Dy
on the category of Op,-pd-thickenings. We define the (covariant relative) de Rham homology
D(X) :=Dx(S). There is a short exact sequence of Og-modules:

0 — Fil(X) — D(X) — Lie(X) — 0;

where Fil(X) € D(X) is the Hodge filtration. The (relative) Grothendieck-Messing theory states
that the deformations of X along Op,-pd-thickenings are in bijection with liftings of the Hodge
filtration.

We will restrict to the case when X = (X, 1) is biformal, see [26, Defn. 11.9] for the definition.
For a biformal strict Op,-module X, we can define the (relative) dual X of X, and hence the
(relative) polarization and the (relative) height. It follows from the definition that there is a
perfect pairing

D(X) x D(XY) = Og
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such that Fil(X) € D(X) and Fil(X") are orthogonal complements to each other.
When S = Spec R is perfect, a nilpotent Op,-display is equivalent to a relative Dieudonne

module M (X) over Wo,, (R) with the action of a o-linear operator I’ and a o~ L-linear operator
V such that F'V = VF = mid.

4.4. Hermitian Op-modules.

Definition 4.4.1. Let S be a formal scheme over Spf O.
(i) A hermitian Op-module of type t and dimension n over S is a triple (X, tx, Ax) consisting
of a strict biformal Op,-module X of height 2n and dimension n over S, a homomorphism
Lx OF — EndS(X),
and a relative polarization
Ax: X — XV,
subject to the following constraints:

e the Rosati involution on Endg(X) attached to Ax induces the nontrivial Galois automorphism
on Op; and

e Ker Ay C X[tx(7)] has height ¢'.

(ii) A hermitian Op-module is of signature (1,n — 1) if the Op-action satisfies the strengthened
spin condition: if n > 1is even and ¢t = n, then the condition states that the operator ¢tx(m)+ 7
acts on Lie X with the image im(vx(7) + 7) a locally direct summand of Lie X of Og-rank IH
In general, denote by D(X) and D(X") the respective de Rham homology of X and XV. Since
ker Ax is contained in X[c(7)] and of rank ¢*, there is a unique (necessarily Op-linear) isogeny
AV such that the composite

is ¢(7), and the induced diagram
D(X) 25 D(XY) 25 D(X)

then extends periodically to a polarized chain of O ®¢ Fo Og-modules of type Ay, comp. (4.1.1)).
By [36, Th. 3.16], étale-locally on S there exists an isomorphism of polarized chains

\4

AY A AY ~
[+ == D(X) =% D(XY) == -] = Ay ®op, Os,
which in particular gives an isomorphism of Op ®0g, Og-modules
D(X) Ay ®OF0 Og. (4.4.1)

The strengthened spin condition we impose is that wupon identifying Fil(X) with a submodule of

Ay ®0p, Os via (4.4.1)), 1t satisfies the strengthened spin condition (4.2.3), i.e., the line bundle
Nog Fil(X) is contained in Linl(S)

Remarks 4.4.2. Let us make a few remarks on the definition.

IThis is just a reformulation of the spin condition in [31} §3.1]
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(i) The Rosati condition on Ay is equivalent to requiring that Ax is Op-linear, where Op acts
on the dual XV via the rule

vxv(a) = vx(@)V.
(ii) For general ¢, we do not impose the strengthened spin condition on XV because it is auto-
matic, cf. [22, Prop. 2.4.3].

(iii) When n is even and ¢ = n, the strengthened spin condition we impose here is equivalent to
the combination of the Kottwitz condition, the wedge condition, and the spin condition in [31],
§6], see [31, Rem. 6.1].

(iv) When t = 0, the strengthened spin condition can be replaced by the following two condi-
tions:
e (Kottwitz condition) For the action of O on Lie X induced by tx, there is an equality of
polynomials

char(1x(7) | Lie(X)) = (T — 7)(T + =)" ' € Og[T];
o (Wedge condition) /\?95 (ex(m) + 7 | Lie(X)) = 0.
(v) In the remaining cases, the strengthened spin condition implies the Kottwitz condition and
the wedge condition, see [22] Rem. 2.4.2].

5. UNITARY RZ SPACES

5.1. Framing objects. In this section we consider hermitian Op-modules of signature (1,n—1)
over SpecF. This subsection continues the discussion in [311, [32].

Let (E, tg, Ag) be an isoclinic hermitian Op-module of signature (1,0). The deformation space
is isomorphic to Spf O and there is a unique lifting (the canonical lifting) £ of the hermitian
Op-module. Define E to be the same Op,-module as [E but with O p-action given by 1 := tgo(—),
where (—) is the Galois conjugation with respect to F/Fy, and Az := Ag, and similarly define £
and Az.

Let (le], Lyl1s Agl) be a hermitian Op-module of signature (1,n — 1) and type t over SpecF
called the fmrrzing ;bject of dimension n. In this paper, we will require it to be isoclinic through-
out. We define the space of special quasi-homomorphisms

V,, = V(XI) := Homp _ (E,X1). (5.1.1)

Then V), is an n-dimensional F-vector space. It carries a natural nondegenerate F'/Fy-hermitian

form h: for x,y € V,,, the composite

-1
I\/

E Y% X, 2 xv 2L E 5L g
lies in Endg, (E) and, hence, identifies with an element h(z,y) € F via the isomorphism
g+ F — Endp _(E).
We have the following result:

Theorem 5.1.1. (i) When n is odd, there are two non-isomorphic framing objects Xlﬂg, where

e = +1. The Hasse invariant oan(X%},g) is —¢.
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1) When n is even and 0 < t < n—2, there are two non-isomorphic framing objects Xlﬂg where
(it) P g obj e

e = +1. The Hasse invariant of Vn(Xlﬂg) is —€.

141) When n is even and t = n, up to isomorphism there is only one framing object XZZ]. Then
(iti) y g obj

V(X,[ln}) is non-split.

In the sequel, we use the notation £(X) = —¢(V(X)). We will prove Theorem in the end
of this subsection.

Denote by M = M(X) the relative covariant Dieudonné module of the framing object X. It
is endowed with its Frobenius operator ' and Verschiebung V such that FoV =V o F = my.
The polarization on X translates to an alternating form (-,-) on M satisfying

(Fa,y) = (z,Vy)? forallz,ye M,
where o denotes the Frobenius operator on Wo,, (F)=0 7, The Op-action on X translates to
an Op-action on M commuting with I’ and V and satisfying
(az,y) = (z,ay)
for all x,y € M.

Lemma 5.1.2. Let I := «(7) be the induced action of m on M.

(i) Assume that n is even and t = n. Then the strengthened spin condition is equivalent to

1
VM CVM+IIM.

(ii) Assume t # n. Then the strengthened spin condition is equivalent to
<1
VM C VM +IIM.

Proof. Recall that we have the identification Lie(X) = M/V M. The case (i) is proved in [31],
Prop. 3.10]. For case (ii), by [16, Prop. 2.4], over geometric points, the strengthened spin
condition is equivalent to the Kottwitz condition plus the wedge condition; the assertion now
follows from the definitions. 0

Denote by N := M®o, F} the relative rational Dieudonné module of X. Then (-, ) extends to
0
a nondegenerate alternating form on N. The classification of framing objects up to quasi-isogeny
reduces to classifying such polarized isocrystals with F-action (in the relative sense).

Fix an element § € O% such that () = —8. Then N is an n-dimensional F-hermitian space

X
Fo

equipped with the hermitian form A deﬁnedﬂ by:

h(z,y) = 6((llz,y) + m(z,y)).
We can use the relation )

<l’, y) = % trﬁ/ﬁ’o (W_lh(x, y))

to recover (-, -).

2The factor § is necessary to descend the hermitian form to C. In [31], the operator 7 is defined in a different
way, which explains why § is missing in |31}, §3.3].
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Since N is supersingular, all slopes of the o-linear operator
=NV ':N—N

are 0. Hence,

C .= N°=!
is an Fy-subspace of N such that
C ®p, Fy = N; (5.1.2)

and in this way id¢c ® o identifies with 7. Furthermore, C' is F-stable, and the restriction of A
to C' makes C into a non-degenerate F'/Fy-hermitian space of dimension n.
By choosing a generator of the relative Dieudonné module of E, we have an isomorphism

V(X,) = Homg, (E,X,) — C. (5.1.3)

We refer the reader to [18, Lem. 3.9] and [37, Lem. 3.6] for its construction and proof. We fix
this isomorphism once and for all, and use it throughout the paper.

Clearly, to classify N up to isomorphism as a polarized isocrystal with F-action is to classify C
up to similarity as hermitian space. It remains to construct those spaces. We begin by recalling
the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1.3. Let ¢ € O, \ N(Op).

(i) When n =1 and t = 0, then, up to quasi-isogeny, there are two framing objects,
0 = 0 =
(X[l,]flv Lx[lo]il, AXEO]A) = (E, IE) )‘E)’ and (X[l,]lv Lx[lo]l, )\X[lo]l) = (E, IF) CAE)

(ii) When n =2 and t = 0, then, up to quasi-isogeny, there exist two framing objects,
0 0
(x5}, byl Axp ), and X1 g0 g )

2,1
(i1i) Forn even andt = n, up to quasi-isogeny, there exists a unique framing object (Xkﬂ s bylnds )\XL”] ).
In this case, the hermitian space V(XKL]) is non-split.
Proof. (i)(iii) are proved in [31), §3], and (ii) is proved in [32] §§] O

Proof of Theorem [5.1.1] We construct the required framing objects by induction. The assertion
is already established for n = 1 and 2 by Proposition Now, assume that the assertion
holds for n — 1:

e Suppose n — 1 is even. Then we have constructed framing objects
Xg]_Lil foral0<t<n-—3, and Xg?_l]l.

Define
¢ — (xelt] "
(XHE, LXE] 7)\X£f]5) = (anl,a X ]E, LXE],lg X LE? )\X[t] . X /\E)

€ n—1,
It is straightforward to verify they are the hermitian Op-modules by Lemma and Propo-
sition [5.1.3{(i). Therefore, these form the desired framing objects. To complete this step, it
remains to construct XEZ j]. It is

-1 -1
(ng—l}ﬁx[;:i]a)\x[nfll) = (ngl y LxL{f;”"”‘xE{f;”)'

n,—1
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e Suppose n — 1 is odd. In this case, we have constructed framing objects
Xg]—l,ih forall0 <t <n-—2.

Define
(XM

n,e) LX%!S’

g ) o= (XU

x E,¢ X =y A
n,e n_1’€ ’ XS]—L& B’

t X A, .
x4, X Ag)

It is straightforward to verify that they are the hermitian Op-modules by Lemma [5.1.2] and

Proposition [5.1.3(i). Therefore, these form the desired framing objects. Finally, XEZ ]1 is already
constructed in Proposition [5.1.3(iii), which completes the proof. O

5.2. RZ spaces. For S a scheme over Spf Oy, let S := Spec Og/nO0g. Let (X[TQE,LXM s Al )
be the framing object constructed in Theorem [5.1.1] it is a supersingular hermitian O ;’—Emodqfle
of signature (1,n — 1) and type ¢ over SpecTF.

We define the unitary RZ space N,[ﬂs over Spf O as the formal scheme parametrizing isomor-

phism classes of quadruples (X, tx, Ax, px), where
e (X,1x,Ax) is a hermitian Op-module of signature (1,n — 1) and type t over S;
e px, called the framing with framing object (Xg]s, Lyle s )‘XE]E)’ is an Op-linear quasi-isogeny of
height 0

px X xg S — X xp 'S,
such that p* (A X S) = Ax xg S.

Here an isomorphism between quadruples (X, tx, Ax, px) — (Y, iy, Ay, py) is an Op-linear
isomorphism of hermitian Op-modules a : X = Y over S such that we have py o (axgS) = px
and such that a*(\y) = Ax.

The RZ spaces J\/;[ﬂE considered here are all flat, see Theorem m for more properties.

Remarks 5.2.1. Let us make some remarks about the RZ spaces in small dimensions.

(i) When n = 2 and ¢t = 0, we only need to impose the Kottwitz condition to achieve flatness,
see [28, p. 596-7]. Furthermore, the characteristic polynomial equals (T — m)(T + ) = T? — 7.
Hence the RZ space N2[?s] can be defined over Spf O o When ¢ = 1, this model is isomorphic to
Spf O [[X, Y]]/(XY — ). When € = —1, this model is given by the formal Drinfeld halfplane
attached to Fy. In either case, this model has semi-stable reduction over Oﬁov see [32, Rem.
7.9 and §8]. It is thus regular. In [32) §13] an Arithmetic Transfer conjecture for this model
is formulated (and proved). Note that the base change of this model to Spf O} is not regular.
Therefore the conjecture in [32] is genuinely different from the one discussed here, which pertains

to our space over Op.

(ii) When n = 2 and ¢ = 2 (in which case € = 1), we only need to impose the Kottwitz condition
and the spin condition defined in [29, §7, esp. (7.10)], to achieve flatness, see also [32, Ex. 6.5].
The model /\/'2[2; is smooth. Again, it can be defined over Spf Oﬁo’ but we only consider the
model over O .

(iii) When n = 3 and ¢t = 0, we only need to impose the Kottwitz condition, see [28] 4.5, 4.15]
or [29, §6].
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(iv) When n = 3 and ¢t = 2, we need to impose the strengthened spin condition and the RZ
space is smooth over Spf O, see [29, §6].

For n > 1, denote by g — ¢! the Rosati involution on Endp,,. (X,[ﬁg) induced by Ay - Define

UKEL) = UYL 10 Ay ) = {9 € Endd, (xIL) | 99" = idyp0 .

]
By (5.1.2)), we see that U(XEE) is a genuine unitary group, with Hasse invariant —e. Each ¢ in
the group U(XE]a), which is a quasi-isogeny of X,[ﬂg to itself of height 0, and therefore, U(X,[ﬂe)
acts naturally on N#L on the left via the rule

g (X,ix,Ax,px) = (X,1x,Ax, 90 px)-
Remark 5.2.2. Using Proposition there exists an isomorphism
¢
v (XL g A ) = (Xun(c)ng, el Al )

€ n,n(¢)"e n,n(¢)"e

Therefore, we can define the following isomorphism:
C* NT[:]E _>Nr[z]n(on€7 (XaLXy)‘XapX) — (Xa LX?C)‘X7VOPX)- (521)
Furthermore, the map

1

Uy U(X%L) — U(X[t] g———>vogov

nm(()”e)

is an isomorphism. From the definition, we see that (, is compatible with the isomorphism v.

In particular, when n is odd, there are two non-isomorphic framing objects, but the corre-
sponding RZ spaces are isomorphic. We cannot give an explicit description for (., since the
isomorphism v is not explicit (it only exists by the equality of Hasse invariants).

5.3. Geometry of RZ space. In this subsection, we study some basic geometric structure of
RZ spaces.
Recall that in we defined C := N7=!. By restricting the hermitian form on N, it is a
hermitian space over F'. We have an isomorphism C' ~ V and we can recover N as N ~ C'®p F.
When t # n, by computation on Dieudonné modules, the geometric points of the RZ space
are given as follows by O -lattices (cf. [34, Prop. 2.4] and [16, Prop. 3.5]),

)

t n n <1
NIL(F) = {MchHMV CMCMY, 7gMCVMEM, VM C (KM+HM)}.
(5.3.1)

t <1
:{MchHMVgMgMV, M &Y (M) ETM, M C (M—I—T(M))}.
(5.3.2)

When ¢ = n, the geometric points of the RZ space are given as follows by O z-lattices (cf. [44]
Prop. 3.4)),

N

n,e

1
(F) = {Mc N |xM¥ =M E MY, M E M) ETTIM, M C (M + (M)
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Suppose t # n, and let A C C be any vertex lattice of type t. The base change A= A®o, O
defines a lattice in N satisfying

MAYCACAY, and r(A)=A.

Such lattice defines a geometric point WT(A) € NT[Lt]E(IF) Conversely, for any lattice M € J\/;[ﬂg (F)
such that 7(M) = M, the T-invariants A := M"=! C C form a vertex lattice of type t. Therefore,
there is a one-to-one correspondence between vertex lattices of type t in C, and 7-invariant
lattices in NT[LtL(F) We call these points of ./\/}[Lt]s(lﬁ‘) the worst points of the RZ space, which
explains the chosen notation WT(A).

The reason for the name “worst point” is the following: recall that we have 7 := IIV '
Therefore, M = 7(M) implies that IIM = V.M C M. Denoting by X the hermitian Op-module

corresponding to M, its Hodge filtration equals
[Fil(X) c D(X)} - [KM/T(‘()M C M/?T()M} = [HM/WOM C M/moM)|.
This defines the worst point * of the local model M%] associated to the RZ space, comp. [29]
(see also Definition for the definition of the local model).
Let Sing(/\/g]a) be the disjoint union of all worst points

Sing(N}L) := I wr®.

TAVCACAY CC
tA)=t

When t = n, then, due to the spin condition, there is no m-modular vertex lattice in C, see
[31] §3.3]. This corresponds to the fact that the local model in this case does not have a worst
point, see [29, Rem. 5.3].

We recall the following facts about the RZ space.

Theorem 5.3.1. (i) The formal scheme ./\f,[f]e is flat, normal and Cohen-Macaulay.
(i) The formal scheme ./\/#,]E is smooth over Spf(O) if and only ift =n ort =n — 1.
(iii) In all cases, the formal scheme N',Lt]{-; \ Sing(/\fr[:]g) is semi-stable.

Proof. For (i), we refer to [22] (and the literature cited there). For part (ii), the “if” part follows
from [29] and [3]. The “only if” part follows from [22], see also [I3]. Part (iii) follows from [16,
Cor. 1.3.2]. 0

We conclude this subsection with an analysis of 770(./\/#7]5). While this computation can be
approached through a detailed study of the basic locus (see [34] 44, 16]), such an approach alone
is insufficient for our purposes, since we will later need to consider RZ spaces ./\/,[Lff]. Instead, we
will use a group-theoretical approach and reduce the problem to a computation involving affine
Deligne-Lusztig varieties (ADLV).

Recall that (V, ¢) is a F'/Fy-hermitian space and we have the associated alternating form

<.%',y> = %trF/F()(ﬂ—il : ¢(xay))
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We have the unitary similitude group

G = GU(V,¢) := {g € GLr(V) | (g2, 9y) = c(9)(z,1), c(g) € F'},

where ¢: G — Gy, is the similitude factor, cf. [29, §1.2]. Recall from 29, 1.b.] the Kottwitz
map

~ ~ Z n=2m+1;
K/é : G(Fo) — 7T1(G)[ =
Z®L/2 n=2m.

Here the first factor is given by the homomorphism
ht : G(Fp) —— Z g — val(c(g)).

In particular, the action of o on m; (é) 1 is trivial. Recall that Fb is the completion of the maximal
unramified extension of Fy, with o denoting the lifting of Frobenius.

Now let I be a non-empty subset of I = {t1,...,tx} C {2m,...,2,0} and consider the quasi-
parahoric subgroup

Pr = Stabé(/\[) C é(Fo)

We define subgroups P} := Pr N Ker k5. We have the following result:

Proposition 5.3.2 ([29]). (i) The groups Py are parahoric subgroups of G.
(it) When n = 2m is even, then P = Py if and only if n € I. Otherwise, Pr/Pp ~ {£1}.
(111) When n = 2m + 1 is odd, then Py = Py for any I.

() When n=2m andn —2 € I, then P} = P},

Tu{n}- 0

We refer the reader to |29, §2.4] for the definition of the minuscule cocharacter i = i1 n—1
and the admissible set Admpe (). We denote by Py and pf’ the base change of P; and P; to
G(Fp), resp. For any be G(Fp), we have the generalized ADLV:

~ o~ TN\ 1 n [0 -1 [0, .. IO
Xpp(G.jib) = {9 € GUE)/Ff | g7 bo(o) €U,y o) EFOPT }-
Similarly we define X pl(é,ﬁ,g). This is a perfect subscheme of the partial (ramified) Witt
vector flag variety attached to fv’lo, locally of finite type over I, in the sense of [51] or [5].
We define the relative unitary similitude RZ spac ./\~/,[f]5 in the sense of [36], which param-
d

eterizes isomorphism classes of quadruples (X, tx,Ax,px) similar to with the following

changes:
e The polarization Ay is given up to a scalar in O;O;

e The framing map px is any Op-linear quasi-isogeny which preserves the polarizations up to
a scalar in O, .

3The notation ./\77[1”5 for the unitary similitude group is used exclusively in this subsection and will not cause

confusion with the ./\7#] appearing in later sections.
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Note that an isomorphism between two quadruples is now subjected to the condition that the
pull-back of one polarization coincides with the other polarization up to an O} ,-scalar.

By [31, Rem. 3.6], the height zero part of the relative unitary similitude RZ space (/\/#L)o is
our RZ space N']Et]g (which is open and closed in /\N/T[Lt]g)

Proposition 5.3.3. Let [b] € B(G,{ji}) be the o-conjugacy class in G(Fy) defined by the
isocrystal N of the framing object, comp. [36, §1]. Let b€ [g] be a representative. Let
M := M(X[t] ) C N be the Dieudonné module of the framing object XH Then the map

® : Xp, (G, 7i,b) — (NP,
g — gM.

defines an isomorphism of perfect schemes between the ADLV and the perfection of the underlying
reduced scheme of the relative unitary similitude RZ space.

Proof. This follows directly from a lattice description of /\~/}[f]g( [F) similar to , see [44], Prop.
3.7] or [51 §3.2] for more details. O

The key ingredient is now the following theorem of He-Zhou. Recall that there is an identi-
fication of the set of connected components of the affine partial flag variety associated to the
parahoric P°,

mo(G(Fp)/P°) = m(G)s. (5.3.4)

In [14, §6], He-Zhou define an element c(b, i) € 771(G)1, well defined up to the action of the
subgroup 7r1(G)I, such that the image of Xpo(G, fi,b) equals c(b, i) + (71(G)1)°.

Theorem 5.3.4 ([14], Thm. 0.1). The intersection of Xpe (G, i, b) with the connected compo-
nent of G(Fy)/P° corresponding to an element in c(b, i)+ (m1(G)1)7 is connected. In particular,
after the choice of an element in the coset c(b, i) + (w1(G)1)%, there is an identification

mo (Xpe(G.71.B)) = (m (@) -
The application of this general result in our specific context leads to the following result.

Proposition 5.3.5. For any non-empty subset I C {0,2,---,2m}, the number of connected

components of Xpl(é,ﬁ,g) is case by case:

o When n =2m+1 is odd, then m (Xpl(é, /7,77)) = m1(G); = Z, defined by ht(g);

e When n =2m is even and n € I, then m (Xpl (é,ﬁ,g)) = m1(G); = Z®Z/2, where the first
factor is defined defined by ht(g);

o When n=2m is even and n ¢ I, then m (XPI (é,ﬁ,@) = Z, defined by ht(g).

Hence XIODI (é,ﬁ,g) has two comnected components if and only if n is even and n € I, and is

connected in all other cases. Here XIODI(C?,[Z,E) denotes the height 0 part of Xp, (é,[l,g)

Proof. When P; = Py, the assertion follows from Theorem which is the case unless n = 2m
is even and n ¢ I. Therefore, we only need to consider the latter case. In this case, we have
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m(G)r = Z @ Z/2, with trivial action by o. For any g € Py, we have ht(g) = 0 and P} is the
subgroup of P where the second factor of x5 vanishes, comp. [29, discussion below (1.9)].

On the other hand, the affine flag variety G(Fp)/ Py is isomorphic to the disjoint sum of two
copies of é(ﬁo) / Py, distinguished by the Kottwitz map, comp. [29] §3.2] or [30L §4] (in the last
paper, the positive characteristic affine flag varieties is considered but the proof applies also to
the Witt vector affine flag varieties). By Theorem the intersection of the ADLV with each
connected component of the affine flag varieties is non-empty, we conclude that X pIO(é, ]I,g) is

the disjoint union of two copies of Xp, (C~¥, ﬁ,g) The assertion follows. ([l

Corollary 5.3.6. The RZ space J\fy[f]6 has two connected components when n = 2m is even and

t =n, and is connected in all other cases.

Proof. By [31, Rem. 3.6], the RZ space ,/\/#L is the height 0 part of the unitary similitude RZ
space ./VT[Z]E The assertion follows from Proposition and Proposition Note that we
have the following equality between the height of the framing map and the height of ADLV:

1 _
Lit(ox) = bi(e(@™ (X)),
see for instance, 43, Lem. 1.5]. O

Remark 5.3.7. The first assertion also follows from [31], and the second assertion follows from
[16]. When ¢ = 0, connectedness also follows from [34].

Remark 5.3.8. The decomposition
NI = N T

relates as follows to the Kottwitz map. Let M := M (X[T? ]) be the relative Dieudonné module of
the framing object and recall that N = M1 /7] is the rational Dieudonné module. The space
Nisa F / Fy-hermitian space of dimension n. Recall from the description of the set of
geometric points of NI i terms of O -lattices. Then a geometric point M € N (F) lies in
N#L]’Jr or /\/}[Ln]’_ according as the O pz-length of the module

(M + M)/M (5.3.5)

is even or odd, cf. [32, §6]. The parity of this length may also be described as follows. Let
g € U(N). Then the determinant det(g) is a norm one element in F', and hence lies in O 7 with
reduction mod 7 equal to €(g) = £1. For any (X, ¢, \) corresponding to a m-modular lattice

M in N, we can find g € U(V) such that gM = M. Then the length of (5.3.5)) is even or odd
according as e(g) is 1 or —1.

We record the following consequence of the above discussion.

Proposition 5.3.9. Let n € I. There are isomorphisms N,Ln]’+ o~ /\/}[Ln]’*. More precisely, let
g€ U(Xg]). For e € {£}, the automorphism g : NI NI restricts to an automorphism

g: _N;[Ln],a _)_/\/‘7;71]766(9). ]
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5.4. Splitting model Nyii]fpl. Let S be a scheme over Spf Op. A splitting structure on a
hermitian Op-module (X, tx, Ax) of dimension n and type t is a pair of two locally Og-direct

summands of rank one,
Fil’(X) C Fil(X) ¢ M(X), Fil%XY)CFil(X")c M(X"),

subject to the following constraints:

e The morphisms between Hodge filtrations induced by the polarization carry the one additional
filtration into the other:

A (Fil° (X)) C Fil°(XVY), X\/(Fil°(Xx")) C Fil°(X).

e (Krimer condition) if n > 1 is even and ¢t = n, then the condition states that Fil®(X) =
(¢(m) — m)Fil(X). In general, it requires

(u(m) — 7)Fil(X) C Fil%(X), (u(x) + 7)Fil’(X) = (0);
(u(m) — 7)Fil(XY) C Fi%(XY), (u(x) +7)Fil%(XY) = (0).

Remark 5.4.1. The strengthened spin condition is part of the definition of a hermitian Op-
module of signature (1,n — 1) and type ¢, cf. Definition In fact, the existence of the
filtrations Fil’(X) and Fil®(XV) with the above conditions implies the strengthened spin condi-
tion, cf. [I5, Thm. 1.4.1].

Fix a framing object (X%]E,Lx[t] A We define the naive splitting model N,[f}g’mpl over

A%, )-
Spf O} parametrizing the collection of data

(X, 0, A, Fil’(X), Fil’(X); p),

where (X, ¢, \, Fil’(X), Fil°(X")) is a hermitian Op-module of of signature (1,n — 1) and type t
with splitting structure, and where p is a framing with the fixed framing object. We define the
splitting model M[Lfifpl over Spf O} as the flat closure of ./\/;[Lfig’nSpl.

Remarks 5.4.2. (i) In the m-modular case, the splitting structure on a hermitian Op-module
is uniquely determined if the spin condition is satisfied, see Definition M(u) and Remark
(iii). Therefore, the naive splitting model NP and the splitting model NP are
isomorphic to the RZ space NI

(ii) As one sees from the moduli description, the naive splitting model J\/'li?ai’nSpl and the splitting

model /\/'1[?;’Spl are both isomorphic to the RZ space N1i0€]

(iii) In the remaining cases, the splitting structure is uniquely determined outside the worst

points. In fact, the splitting model N,Q’:]‘;Spl is the blow-up of the RZ space in the worst points,

cf. [15, Thm. 1.3.1].
We summarize some geometric properties of the splitting model:

Theorem 5.4.3 ([15]). (i) All splitting models Nififpl are flat and semi-stable;
(i1) The splitting model N,[Lfi;Spl s smooth if and only if t = n, in which case NPl o Al
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Proof. Part (i) follows from [I5, Thm. 1.3.1. (i) and Rem. 1.3.4.]. Part (ii) follows from Thm.
1.3.1.(ii) of loc.cit. U

When t # n, we denote by Exc := 7~ !(Sing) the preimage of the worst points along the

natural projection 7 : T[i]g,spl N N;[ﬂa '

5.5. Rapoport—Zink spaces of deeper parahoric level. Let 0 <t < s < n be even integers
and let € € {£1}. Let ng,]a (resp. XEL) be the framing hermitian Op-modules of ./\/}[LS]E (resp.
N#L) Fix an Op-linear isogeny « : XLS] — Xg] compatible with polarizations such that ker o C
XL [70] and has degree ¢(*~*)/2,

Consider the functor sending a Spf O z-scheme S to the set of isomorphism classes of tuples
(X[S]7 81Nl plsl xIe) ] )\[t]7p[ﬂ)’ where

(X, 00, ) € NE(S), i€ {1},

such that (pM)~Toaoplfl : XIl xg § — XM x5 § lifts to an isogeny & : X} — X[, Note
that if & exists then it is unique and kerow C X! [mo] and has degree ¢s=1/2. This functor is
represented by a formal scheme N,[igt] known as the (relative) unitary Rapoport—Zink space of
parahoric level. The Rapoport—Zink space ./\/}[f;«t] is formally locally of finite type, of relative
dimension n — 1. In general, it is not regular but it is always flat [22]. By definition there are

natural projections

[s,t]
n,e

VRN

NEL ML,
The isogeny « induces an identification of the rational (relative) Dieudonné modules of X,f}s
and XL’{L as hermitian spaces. Their common value will be denoted by V.
Recall the assumption that s > ¢t. When s # n, by computation on Dieudonné modules, the

geometric points of the RZ space M[jgt] are given as follows by O j-lattices:

i n <1
NEA(F) = {Ms C M, C N|7MYC M C MY, UM CErY(M)E M, M; © (Mitr(M;)), i = s,t}.
When n = 2m is even and s = n, we have a similar description for the geometric points j\/}[f’ﬂ,
except that the last condition for s = n is replaced by

1

M, C (M, +71(My,)).
Similarly to the discussion in we have:

Proposition 5.5.1. Let s > t. The RZ space Nkfgﬂ has two connected components when n = 2m
1s even and s = n, and is connected in all other cases.

Proof. We define ./\~/7[f’t] as the relative unitary similitude RZ space. Let M) ¢ Ml be the
relative Dieudonné module of the framing objects, then the map

®: Xp, (G jib) — Nitheea g g(MF € M),
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defines an isomorphism between the ADLV and the underlying reduced scheme of the relative
unitary similitude RZ space as perfect schemes. The assertion now follows from Proposition
5.3.9] O

By [11], the morphism ngn’t} — ./\/}[Ln] is surjective on geometric points, and we define ./\/}EW]’i
as the preimage of N,

Proposition 5.5.2. Let n = 2m be an even integer and let s = n. There are isomorphisms
./\/;[[L’t]’Jr ~ Né”’t]”. More precisely, let g € U(X,@). For ¢ € {£1}, the automorphism g :
ML”’“ — Nibn’t] restricts to an isomorphism

g:/\/',[l"’t]’a _)_N‘?Ln,t},es(g)‘

Proof. The projection ./\/in’t] — J\/}[L"] is U(XL? ])—equivariant, hence we can reduce to Proposition

539 O

Remark 5.5.3. When n = 2m is even, we will also have occasion to consider the RZ space
J\/}[Ln’nﬂ’t] with three indices. The definitions and properties of this space parallel those of NJ{S’t}.
In fact, by [32, Prop. 9.12] and Proposition the natural projection ngn’n_z’t] — ./\/'7[ln_2’t] is
a trivial double cover. Given this straightforward relationship, we omit the detailed construction
and properties here.

6. SPECIAL CYCLES ON RZ SPACES
6.1. Special cycles at vertex level. Fix a framing object Xiﬂs and the corresponding RZ

space Nr[f]a Recall the space of special quasi-homomorphisms defined in (j5.1.1),
Vpe = V(X)) := Hom) (B, X[,) ~ C.

It is an n-dimensional F'/Fy-hermitian space with Hasse invariant —e. See for the defi-
nition of C' and the isomorphism.

Just as in the unramified F'/Fy case [21], there are two types of special cycles on ./\/}[Lt]g, namely
Z(u),[ﬁ6 and y(u)%]g Recall that t =0 mod 2.

Definition 6.1.1. Fix a vector z € V,, ..

(i) We define the Z-cycle Z (x)g}g - ./\/}[Lﬂg to be the closed formal subscheme which represents the
functor sending each scheme S over Spf O to the isomorphism classes of tuples (X, :x, Ax, p)
such that the quasi-homomorphism

_ _ _ _ _ -1 _
p_loxopg:gs XsszEXspeCFSi)Xiﬂe XspeCFSL)XXSS

extends to a homomorphism £g — X (this is a closed condition by [36], Prop. 2.9]).

(ii) We define the Y-cycle y(ac)q[ﬂg C /\/}[Lﬂ6 to be the closed formal subscheme which represents
the functor sending each S to the isomorphism classes of tuples (X,tx,Ax,p) such that the

quasi-homomorphism

— — — — — 1 — —
)\op_loxopgzgg xSSZIExSpeC]FSi)Xlﬂa XspeCFSL)XXSSA)X\/ XSS
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extends to a homomorphism £g — XV.

Recall that by Remark the splitting model Ny, ¢ 5Pl i the blow- up of ./\/}[Zt]g over the worst
points.

(iii) We define the splitting Z-cycle Z( )%]fpl and the splitting Y-cycle Y (x ),f]ESpl in /\/}[Zt];pl as the

1 and V(x )n ¢, respectively. To be more precise, writing m: N2 [tspl _,

N  for the projection map, we define the splitting Z-cycle Z(x )[Tf}:pl as the closed formal

strict transforms of Z(x)n.¢

subscheme of the pullback 771 (Z (az)m ) C N#ESPI cut out by the quasi-coherent ideal of sections

of O_ supported on Sing. We define ) (x )7[f #Pl iy a similar way.

“HZ (@)
When (N,QL)red is strictly larger than Sing, an equivalent way of defining Z(x )Pﬂ;pl is as
follows. The morphism 7 defines an isomorphism N, [t Pl \ Exc — N}Ea \ Sing. Therefore, we

obtain a commutative diagram, in which the oblique arrow is a locally closed immersion,

Nr[bt]s, spl

|

Z(@).\ Sing— AL
Then the splitting Z-cycle Z(x )Lf];p is the Zariski closure of the locally closed subscheme
Z(%)[rﬂg \ Sll’lg [N Nt] Spl The same applies to y( )[t spl'

The proof of the following theorem is given in

Theorem 6.1.2. Let (Y, iy, Ay) be a hermitian Op-module of dimension n— 1 and type t over
S € (Sch/Spf Oy). Let ¢ € O, be a unit and define

(X, Lx,Ax) = (Y X ?, Lty X lg, )\y X C)\E)

Then the following assertions hold:

(i) (X,tx,\x) is a hermitian Op-module of dimension n and type t.

(i) If (Y, vy, A\y') satisfies the strengthened spin condition, then so does (X, tx,Ax).

(iii) Suppose t # n — 1. Then, if (X,1x,\x) satisfies the strengthened spin condition, then so
does (Y, 1y, Ay).

As a consequence, we deduce the following:

Theorem 6.1.3. Let u € V(X%]E) be a unit length vector, with corresponding special cycle
Zw)l c ML Set e(u) == n(h(u,w)) and & = e=(w)n((—=1)""1). Then:
o When n is even and t =n, Z(u )7[118 is empty (note that € =1 here).

e In the remaining cases, we have an isomorphism

Z(u)[t] ~ N

n,e — n— leb’

except when:
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e nisodd, t =n—1, and & = —1, in which case the RHS is not defined and the special cycle
Z(u)w6 is the disjoint union of points WT(A) in Sing(./\/;[lﬂ_La) (indexed by all almost w-modular
AC V(X 7[1]5) containing u).

Proof. By direct computation on Dieudonné modules, we see that Z (u)g}g is empty when n is

[t]

even and ¢t = n. In all other cases, Z(u)y . is non-empty.
For any (X,:,\) € Z(u )L]E, we define

u A W =V o~ =

X XV

e: &
A standard computation shows that €2 = e. Define
(Xba Lxbs Axp) = ((1 —e)X, L1-e)Xs )\(176))() .

It is a hermitian Op-module of dimension n — 1. Assume t # n — 1 (we will consider the
t =n — 1 case in Corollary [7.2.10). By Theorem (X", tx, Ay ) satisfies the strengthened

spin condition. The framing object (Xb,bxb,/\xb) is isomorphic to (X[t Lo bl N b,)\X[t] 1 b),
denote this isomorphism by f. We have an isomorphism )
2l >N L (XA (L= X, (1= o), (1= A fo (1= e, (1-e)p)),
with the inverse given by

NI LS5 2@ (M Avsey) > (Y X E,ty x g, Ay X e, (py 0 1) % Cpe),
where ¢ = h(u,u) € O, . O

There is one more exceptional isomorphism, as follows.

Theorem 6.1.4. Let n be even and t = n. Let u € V(XL?]) be a unit length vector (note that
there is no need to mention the epsilon factor, as € = 1). Set &* = e(u)n((—=1)""'). Define
./\/;Ln:li];o by the following fiber product diagram,

N[n 126b N[n 2,n]
| o]
N[n 1 €b <—> N','[Lniz}.

Then the morphism /\fni2 o N[nfﬂ is a trivial double covering, cf. [32, Prop. 6.4]. Fur-
thermore, the composition N 1 b — ./\@Ln_zn} — ./\/}[l"] factors through y(u),[f] and induces an
isomorphism

NI = Y(u)ll.

In particular, there is a natural morphzsm

1€b’

["] ( u)gl] .

which is a trivial double covering. Furthermore, Y (u)n
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Proof. This is proved in the paper of Yao [45, Thm. 5.5]. In his paper, he only considers the
situation where €” = 1, but the other case ” = —1 follows from (5.2.1)). O

In the splitting model, we have the following;:

Theorem 6.1.5. Let u € V(X[t] ) be any non-zero vector, with corresponding special cycles
Z(u)méspl and y( ) [t],spl N[t] spl‘

(i) The special cycles Z(u)g]’;pl and Y(u )Lf 2P are Cartier divisors.

(i) Assume u is a unit length vector, and set e(u) = n(h(u,u)) and * = ee(u)n((—1)"1).
Then

o When n is even andt =n, Z(u)g]fpl is empty.

e [In the remaining cases, we have isomorphisms
Z(u )[t ,spl N[t] spl

except when

o Whenn is odd, t =n — 1, and €” = —1, then the RHS is not defined and Z(u)[rﬂfpl s empty.

Proof. (i) By [15 Prop. 1.5.1], the pull-backs of special cycles Z( ) and Y(u) into the splitting
RZ spaces are Cartier divisors. Therefore Z(u)%fpl and Y(u )n Lsp ! as codimension 1 closed
subschemes in the regular formal scheme Ng]fpl, are also Cartier divisors.

(ii) This follows from Theorem and the definition of splitting Z-cycles. O

The divisors appearing in Theorem [6.1.5| are exceptional in that they are isomorphic to a
splitting RZ space of lower dimension for a maximal parahoric level. The following conjecture

would tell us that there are no further exceptional special divisors.

Conjecture 6.1.6. Let u € V(X%}E) be any non-zero vector, with corresponding special cycle
Z(u)wg Assume that Z(u )Lf]fpl is a non-empty reqular scheme (hence t # n). Then wu is a

unit-length vector and hence Z(u )t] safe /\/'[t] L s an exceptional special divisor.

Remark 6.1.7. To classify all cases when )Y(u )n ’ES Plig non-empty regular seems more compli-
cated. Assume that h(u,u) € Op, and that ¢ # 0. Then Z(u )[t #pl C Y(u )[t Pl This leads us
to suspect that if Y(u )Lﬂ;p is non-empty regular, then ¢t = n if n is even and t =n — 1 if n is
odd, and that « is a unit-length vector. When n is even, we conJecture that, if Y(u )T? ]ESPI is a
non-empty regular scheme, then v is a unit-length vector and hence Y (u ) nspl C Niz n]:sPLis an ex-
ceptional special divisor. When n is odd, we conjecture that the divisor Y(u ),[f c U, ol C Nr[z”g Lspl
is regular if and only if u has unit-length and & = —1. However, in the latter case we cannot

relate this to an RZ space of dimension n — 1.

The special cycles Z(u )n6 c N ne and Y(u )[t] C N are not Cartier divisors, comp. [6),
Rem. 2.5.1]. The following conjecture seems the best—poss1ble replacement.

Conjecture 6.1.8. Let u € V(Xgle) be any non-zero vector. There exists a unique Cartier
divisor 3(u )n}g resp. Y (u )ng on /\/',LME such that its restriction to N, \Slng equals 22 (u )[t]
resp. 2)(u )L]s
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The analogous conjecture for Shimura varieties holds for ¢t = 0, cf. [6 Thm. 2.5.3].

6.2. Embeddings of RZ spaces. The arithmetic transfer conjecture concerns the embedding
of a hermitian lattice of rank n into a hermitian lattice of dimension n+41. We make the following
definition to keep track of these data.

Let X = (X, tx,Ax) be a framing object of dimension n + 1. Recall from that V(X) =
Hom?)F (E,X) is the space of special quasi-homomorphisms. It is a non-degenerate hermitian
space of dimension n. Also recall that £(X) is the negative of the Hasse invariant of V(X), cf.

Thm. B.1.11

Definition 6.2.1. An aligned triple of dimension n and type t is a triple (Y, X[) v) = (Y, X, u)
consisting of a type ¢ framing object Y of dimension n, a type ¢ framing object X of dimension
n + 1, and a unit-length vector u € V(X) such that there is an isomorphism

(Y X E, Ly X LE,)\Y X C . )‘E) ~ (X, X, Ax),
identifying the inclusion map of the second factor on the LHS with u. Here { = h(u,u) € O;O.

In particular, we have an isomorphism between hermitian spaces

Here (u) is the one-dimensional hermitian space spanned by u. Let e(u) := n(¢) = n(h(u,u)),

then we have the relation,

Starting from an aligned triple of dimension n + 1 and type t, we obtain a closed embedding of
formal schemes,

M N (6.2.1)

of. Theorem [6.1.2] Note that here A}/l = /\/;[f]ab and N,[ﬁrl = NEFLE, where ¢ = £(X) and
b
e’ =¢e(Y).

For ¢t < r, using the isogeny YU — Y from this isogeny extends in the obvious way to
]

an isogeny X[l — X[, We then obtain commutative diagrams in which the horizontal arrows

are closed embeddings,

Nf“%fv,ﬁlﬂ Nfﬂ%Nm
N‘[?‘] ¢ } N[T] N[t] ¢ ; N[t]
n n+1> n n+1-°

Proposition 6.2.2. Let 0 <t < r < n. Fiz an aligned triple (YU, X1 ) of dimension n + 1
and type t and consider the isogeny Yl — YU and its canonical extension XU — XU, Then
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the corresponding commutative diagram s cartesian,

N[T’tc N?"t]

Jw

n

In practice, we will only use the cases r = n when n is even and » = n — 1 when n is odd.

Proof. Using Theorem we identify A e N [:]-1 with the special divisor Z(u )n 11 C ./\f

Then, the pull-back along the projection A :ﬂ — N I w1 Parametrizes all pairs (X . X [t]) w1th
a lifting X"l — XM of XI"l — XM such that there exists a lifting u : £ — X[l of E — XI"l. By
composition with X"l — XU this lift also exists for X[, hence using the standard splitting
procedure we get splittings X[ ~ Yl x & and X ~ YW x & compatible with the isogeny

X — X[, We obtain the desired object Y"1 — Y1t of N O

Remark 6.2.3. (i) The statement fails if we replace the bottom arrow by the other injection
Ny PN /\/ [t] This is best illustrated by the lattice model, see 2| below for the notation

used. In the lattlce model we have that N,[l] N +}1 is given as

XNt
{(A°, A, Ag) € Vert (W) x Vertl! (W) x Vert" (W) | Ag € A = A° & (u)}

In general, u does not lie in Ag and hence Ay is not of the form Ag = A% @ (u), where A'E) is a

vertex lattice of type 7 with A C A®.

(ii) Note that When n is even, the existence of the isogeny Yl — YU imposes for 7 = n the
condition that £’ = 1. In particular, if &® = —1, there is no obvious candidate for the fiber
product N Ly X J\/;EJrl .- In §10.1) we denote this space by N

NI

7. COMPARISON OF STRENGTHENED SPIN CONDITIONS

In this section we prove Theorem Part (i) is straightforward.

7.1. From smaller space to larger space. In this subsection we will prove part (ii) of The-
orem Let (V,¢) be a hermitian space of dimension n. Recall the notation in in
particular, we have V =V ®p, F and "V¢° ="V, N"V" C "V = ARV

Lemma 7.1.1. The subspace "V, C "V is spanned by the pure tensors.

Proof. Denote by "V C ™V, the subspace spanned by pure tensors. In other words, this is the
subspace spanned by A" F, where F C V is an n-dimensional subspace such that A" F € "V..
The subspace "VE" is SO((+, -, ))-stable, and thus forms a sub-representation. The assertion
follows from the irreducibility of "V .. O

Let (Vb, qbb) be a hermitian space of dimension n — 1 and let ¢ € OX be a unit. We choose
the hermitian space (V, ¢) with V = V@ Fu and ¢(u,u) = (. Let V = V®F0 F V' =V'op F
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and V° = Fu ®p, F. The symmetric forms on V, V" and V° split respectively. We have the
following decomposition:

n—1 n—1

V=" eV and W="v e

Since V =V’ @ V°, we have
n n n—1 n 2
Av=AVa ( A Vb®vo) D (/\V"@/\VO).
Let [I'=m®1land m:=1® 7 in F ®p, F'. For any v € V, we have
¢((H — ), (I — 7r)v> - ¢<(—H — 7)1 = ), v) —0,
hence (IT — 7)v is an isotropic vector.

Proposition 7.1.2. We have the following equality:

V(W e P ) ="V @ P+
Proof. We have V° = Spanp((H —m)u, (II + w)u) We further decompose

nelyh g )e = (”’HJ{ ® F(II - W)u) @ (”*112"_1 ® F(I - 7r)u)
o("MeFm+mu) o (" VL @ F@l+ ). (1.11)
We claim that

n—1

e E{ ) £t e (o) <

We prove the first inclusion. Let > C V° be any subspace of dimension n — 1 such that
AP F ™. Let F = F’ @ F(Il — 7)u. By Lemma we only need to show that

n n—1
ANF=/N\FeFll-ruc"V,.

We define a morphism
cP("TIVY) — P(YV) TLR(MVY).

By Lemma [7.1.1, we only need to define ¢ for all A" ' F* P(n_IVKl), where F” is a total
isotropic subspace. For such F?, we define

L(n/_\l}"b) = L(/n\]:), where F:= F’ @ F(Il — m)u.

Since F is totally isotropic, the map is well-defined. We claim that L(P("‘lvb_l)) C P("V_y).

Since P("‘lvb_l) is connected, we must have either
n—1 n—1
JBCTV)) P or WP V) C P(MV_y).

Thus, it suffices to find a single geometric point of P("‘lvb_l) that maps to P("V_1). Such a
point is constructed in [22, Lem. 3.1.1].
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As a consequence of the claim, we see that the intersection of the subspace
Vo (Y @ P+ mue) €Y
with the direct factor in :
Y e P —rue VL, @ FII - nua " V@ F(IL+ m)u C "V
is zero. Moreover, since we have
W (Ve P+ mu) 2"V @ P+,
the equality in the assertion follows by dimension counting. O
Lemma 7.1.3. For V =V" & V°, we have
nrs ﬂ (n—lvb ® F(II + w)u) _ n=lypr-ls o F(II + )u.
Proof. We have
Ve=VW @ FIl+n)u, and V_p=V"_& FIl—7)u.
This induces the decomposition of the eigenspaces,
nyrs — n-lyhns g ("‘11/“’"‘1’5 ® F(I1 + 7r)u> @ (”‘Wb””’s‘l ® F(II — 7r)u>
@ (T g F(IT - mu @ F(IT 4+ mu)
Now the assertion follows. O

Let A” C V” be a vertex lattice of type ¢ and let A = A® @ (u). It is also a vertex lattice of
type t. We have:

n—1

n n—1

A€oy, 0r) = ( \ V) @0, (Opu©0,, Op) € \ V' & Fu.
Proposition 7.1.4. The following equality of lattices in LXT_lil holds:

(71_1Ab ® Op(IT + W)u) APA"T ! = IAP2 @ Op (T 4 7).
Proof. 1t is clear that we have

("7'A" @ Op (I + myu) N AT 2 P TIAYTH @ Op(TT + 7).
We will show the converse inclusion. Note that

(“—W ® Op (I + Tr)u) A"A" Y C I @ Op (T + 7).
By the definition of the lattice , it suffices to show the inclusion
(n—w ® Op (I — W)u) AA™M (IR @ Op(TT + m)u = PV @ F(IT + .
By Proposition [7.1.2] and [7.1.3] we have
(”‘H)b © F(IT + w)u) Anyn-Llany_ ) ¢ (”‘IVW—“ N ”—lvb_l) ® F(I + 7)u.

The assertion now follows. ]
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Recall that for an Op-lattice A and an Op-algebra R, we set Ag := A ®0p, R.

Corollary 7.1.5. For any Op-algebra R, let Fc A%DL be a totally isotropic subspace. Let
F=FP &R +n)ucCAg. f\"*F ¢ LX;%;(R), then \" F € LXT_lil(R). In other words,
if F° satisfies the strengthened spin condition, then so does F.

Proof. By Proposition we have an inclusion
("*1A"_”{‘2’1 ® R) ® R(IL+ m)u C ((”‘IAb ® R) ® R(IL + 7r)u> N (”A’ZM) ©R. (7.1.2)
Since A" F = N\ ' P> ® R(IT + 7)u, the assertion follows. O

This corollary implies Theorem (ii). Indeed, recall that, by definition, a hermitian
Op-module (Y, ty, A\y) of dimension n — 1 and type ¢ satisfies the strengthened spin condition if
after some étale extension and the choice of a trivialization

AY bW MY ~
[- DY) 2 DY) = } = ATt],Os’

the induced filtration Fil(Y') satisfies the strengthened spin condition. In the case of Theorem
6.1.2((ii), we choose a trivialization for the de Rham homology of as above, then we have a

trivialization

[---iD(X)ﬁp(XV)im] N [---(Ai@m))o — (Ve w) — ]

s Os
We can identify Fil(Y") and Fil(X) with 7> and F above. Hence Theorem [6.1.2{(ii) follows from
Corollary [7.1.5]

7.2. From larger space to smaller space. The inclusion ([7.1.2)) can be strict in general. To
study the converse, we need a more careful study of the strengthened spin condition. For this,

it is convenient to introduce the local model and some auxiliary conditions.
Definition 7.2.1. Let A; be a vertex lattice of type t. Denote by A\ : Ay — AY and A} : AY —

7~ 1A; the natural inclusions.

(i) The wedge local model M%}’A is a projective scheme over Spec Op. It represents the moduli

problem that sends each Op-algebra R to the set of filtrations:

At AY

At g Atv,R 7TﬁlAt,R
JA JA JA (7.2.1)
'FAt ‘FAE/ ” 7['71At

such that:
(a) For each lattice A € {A;, AY, 7 1A}, the filtration Fj is an Op ®0y, It-submodule of
AR, and an R-direct summand of rank n;
b) The natural arrow \; : Ay g — A, carries Fy, into Fpv, and the natural arrow ) :
) t,R t t t
AXR — 7r*1At7R carries Fpy into Fr-1y,. The isomorphism 7r*1At7R 5 Ay r identifies
Fr-1p, With Fp,;
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(c) The perfect R-bilinear pairing

Mg x A 2228 R

identifies F jfv with Fj, inside A g; and
t

(d) For each lattice A € {Ay, AY, 7 'A;}, the element 7 ® 1 € Op ®op, It acting on Fj
satisfies the following signature conditions:
e (Kottwitz condition) There is an equality of polynomials

char(IT | Fp) = (T — 7)(T +7)"

e (Wedge condition) We have
2 n
/\(H—ﬂ]}“/\)zo; and /\(H+7T|]:A)ZO.

e (Spin condition) When n is even and ¢ = n, we further require that the operator IT — 7

is nowhere vanishing in Fj.

(ii) The canonical local model M,[f] is a flat projective scheme over Spec O, cf. [22]. It represents
the moduli problem that sends each Op-algebra R to the set of filtrations in satisfying
the axioms (a)(b)(c) in (i), and the requirement that for all lattices A € {A;, AY, 7 1A;}, the
element II € Op ®0g, R acting on F satisfies the strengthened spin condition.

(iii) For t # n, we define the worst point as the filtration (Fp := IIA C Ag). This defines a
point * € Ml e M%](k:) by [22, Lem. 3.1.1].

The Kottwitz condition and the wedge condition are easier to handle than the strengthened
spin condition, and it is not hard to check the following:

Lemma 7.2.2. Let A = A ® (u) and let F = F* & R(Il — w)u C AR be a filtration. Then F°
satisfies the Kottwitz condition (resp. the wedge condition) if and only if F satisfies the Kottwitz
condition (resp. the wedge condition). O

Next, we study the strengthened spin condition over the special fiber. The key input is the
following computation:

Theorem 7.2.3. [22, Cor. 3.4.7) Let V. = F™ = Spanp(e1,--- ,¢y,) be the split hermitian space
with basis such that h(e;, ej) = 0jn+1—j. For any integer k such that 0 < k < n, we let A, be
the standard integral lattice:

A = Spang, (77 ter, -, m e, epqr, o) C VL
Consider Ay @0, OrF CV :=V ®pg, F, it is spanned by the following basis:
e ®1, e @ L1 @1, e, ®1; g ®1, e @ L megp1 @1, me, @ 1.
We denote them by order as e, - -, ean, hence Ay 0 = Spang,, (1, ,ea,). Denote by €

i,n+7)
the vector

CliiTT] = il e 2ny = €GN Cnbt Amee ANy A Ao,
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For any k-algebra R, the standard lattice LZ:IfI(R) is generated by the following elements, where

we set iV :=mn+1—i:

(i) €(ns1, 2n};

(ii) €l mTiv] fori # iV

(1i1) €t (—1)"+”Je[jv,@]

(iv) v fori<rk<jV<n-—r+1;

fmﬂi<.jv§f€7i7éj;

(v) €Ll + (—=1)ntitie = fori<rk,jV <n-—r+1,i#j;

[ ,n+i
; _ n+i+ _
(m)e[l.’nﬂ.] (—1) Je[] n+v]f07’/<c<z<j <n—-k+1,1#7;
(m’z’)ein/\j] fore<i<n—k+1<35V,i#j;
ntiti, _ VAR A
(viii) €l Tl —(-1) ]e[jvﬂﬂ_,;v] form—rk+1<i<jv,i#j;
(ix) ¢+ (—1)"6[”7@} fori < k;
(x) Cuimr T (—1)”6[2.\/’@] for k <i < M;
(xi) Let w = Zf\/ll Cieymra € W(Ag) ® R. Then w lies in the image if and only if
(a) When n = 2m, we have > i~ (—1)i¢; = 0;

(b) When n=2m+1, we have Y1, (—1)ic; + £(—1)" epqq = 0.
All the w of the form (a) and (b) generate a free submodule, a basis of which can be completed
to a basis of Lzzl’l(A,.;)(R) by the elements (i)-(x).

O

Theorem 7.2.4. Supposet =2t #n—1. Let (V", gzﬁb) be a hermitian space of dimension n and
let AE C V? be a vertex lattice of type t. For any k-algebra R, let

b b,V

be R-submodules satisfying azioms (a)-(c) in Definition|7.2.1|(i). Denote by A; the vertex lattice
A & (u), where u is a unit length vector. Define

Fa, =Fp @ R+ mu CAyr, and Fpy = ]:AZ’V & R(II+m)u C AXR.

Then Fa, and Fay satisfies the azioms (a)-(c) in Definition |7.2.1(i). Moreover, if \" Fa, C
LX;S(R) then A"~ 1.FAb C L” % 1(R). In other words, if Fa, satisfies the strengthened spin

condition, then so does ]:A?:

Proof. The verification of axioms (a)-(c) for 75, and F,v follows standard arguments, so we
focus on proving the strengthened spin condition. By [22, Prop. 2.4.3], it suffices to verify the
assertion for F, AY- By [36, Thm. 3.16], after passing to some étale cover, we may assume that
Ay = A_y and AY = A, where A_( and Ay are standard lattices defined in Theorem with
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the following basis (see [22, §3.1.1]):
A,tyoﬁz e ®1,- - et ®@Lmepp 1t ®1,-- e, ®1;
e @1, mep_t @1, moepy1—t @1, [ moe, @ 1.
Atyoﬁz 71'7121@1,'-' ,77712{®1,et+1®1,-~ ,en @1
e ®1,- @M1 ®1,--- e, ® 1.

We denote the basis of A ®0p, Or by order as e, -+ ,€a,, this is also the ordered basis we
chose for A, o, in Theorem

After scaling, we may assume that (u,u) = 1. Recall that the loop group acts on the local
model, and its action on the quotient A;/7A) factors through the orthogonal group O(A:/7AY).
By Witt’s theorem, there exists g € O(A;/mA}) such that

v Cm+1 n=2m+ 1,
gu=1ug mod wA;, where wug=

%(em +emt1) n=2m.

Therefore, without loss of generality, we may assume that u = ug + 7R for some gadget term

N € A. Furthermore, for a k-algebra R, since mg = 0, we have the equality F Abv @ RIlu =
t

F AP @ Rllug. Consequently, we may further assume v = ug. We choose a basis ebl, oo, e? for

V? as follows:
e When n =2m + 1 is odd, we set

b b . b _ b
€] = €1, ", €y = Em; Cm+1 = Cm+2,° " 5 €9 = €2m1-

e When n = 2m is even, we set

b _ o oo 1 U A
€] = €1, " 561 = Em—1; Cm = (em - em+1), Cmal = Cm+2," " €91 = €2m.

\V)

Then Ak;,v is spanned by the basis
b,V —-1.b —-1b b b
Ay = Spang, (77 ey, TR0, e,)-
We now distinguish cases, according to the parity of n.

Suppose n = 2m + 1 is odd. The lattice A:%F is generated by

— —

€1, " 3 Em41ly- -5 6ny Ently 5 Enfmtl, - - - €20
Since t # n—1, we can apply Theorem [7.2.3[and find the basis of the standard lattice LZ;%(R)
£
and LX:S(R) The former is of the same form as the latter, except that €] is defined by

taking (n — 1)-th wedge power, with vectors e;,+1 and €,1m,m+1 being omitted. Furthermore,
since

Fay = }_Ai’v ® R —7m)u = ]:Ai’v ® Rentm+1,

we have the equality

n n—1
/\.FAtV = /\ .FAi,\/ & R€n+m+1-
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By comparing the bases of be_l’i(R) and of ngi’l 1(R), we directly conclude that A" Fyv €
tr t’ -

n—1,1 . . n—2,1 ’
LA37_1(R) if and only if fA!;,v € LAZ*V,—l(R)’

Suppose n = 2m is even. The lattice AI;’E/)F is generated by

b ._ b - . b . _ . b _ b — -

€] = €1,y €00 1= Em_1; €, "= Em — Em+1; €ral = Cm42s- 1€ 1 = €p;

b ._ b — . . b — b —

€n "= €ntls-- 5 €prm—2 ‘= Entm—1; €ntm—1 ‘= €n+m — Entm+1; €ntm ‘= Entm+2,---,€2y_9 1= €2n.
Since

]:Az/ = ]:AzN D R(H — TF)U = ]:Ai;,v D RH(em + 2m+1) = ]:AzN D R(€n+m + 6n+m+1),

we have the equality

n+1
/\ ]:Av = /\]: bv & 6n+m + 6n+m+1)- (722)
Let us write A" F».v as a sum of pure tensors. For any subset I C {1,---,2n}, let & = Nies €-

We consider the following cases:

(1) If the pure tensor has the form ek}, where {m,n+m—1} NI = (), then as in the even n case,

it is straightforward to verify that if €5 A (€y1m + €ntms1) € L" L 1 , then ¢’ € L” 2, 1_1.

)

(2) If the pure tensor has the form e’ Ae? , where {m,n+m—1}NI = (D, the expansion becomes:

b b b b
erNel, ANug = e A(em A entm — €mt1 N €ntm+1) + €7 A (Em A €ntmtl — €mt1 A Entm)-

Consider the term e*} A (em A entm — €mt1 A enimt1). Since m" :=n+1—m =m+ 1, this

term lies in Lxg_l(R) if and only if

b —
er N (em N entm — emt1 A entmi1) = Chmtmv] ~ Cimi Lt T V]’

which is the case (ii) in the list of Theorem In particular, we have I C {1,---,n},

and thus €’ A eﬁnﬂ also belongs to case (ii).

(3) If the pure tensor has the form €} A€, ;, where {m,n+m — 1} NI = (), we have

b
eI A en+m 1 ANuo = 2e; N epgm N entms1-

This term lies in Ly L 1(R) if and only if

b
€r N engm N €npmyl = €fnt1,... 2n}

which is the case (i) of Theorem [7.2.4t since n +m and n+m + 1 lie in {n+1,---,2n},

and case (i) is the only case which allows more than one index in {n+1,--- ,2n} to appear.
21
X"*V,—l

e pure tensor has the form e e e , where {m,n +m — = 0. en the
4) If th t h thf YA€ A€ 1, Wh 1} NI =0. Then th
generator of the space will have a factor of the form ej A ey A €ptm A €ntm1 for
some J, but none of the basis in Theorem contains a vector of such form. ]

As a consequence, we have eI A en+m71 = e{n,_“ 2n—2} and is spanned by L
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Remark 7.2.5. We can see from the proof of Theorem [7.2.4iii) that the reason why the
exceptional isomorphism fails in the almost m-modular case is the following: when t = 2m =
n — 1, by [22, Cor. 5.2.3], the standard lattice LXQE(R) is generated by the basis of the
form (ii)-(xi) (and no e, and e,4m_1 appear). Therefore, if A" ! ]:A'Z’v C LXE%’il(R), then
A" Fay C L" 1_1 (R). But the converse is not true: for instance, if A" Fpy is spanned by
€{nt1, 2n} (e.g. the worst point * € Mg']), then /\”_1 .FA?,V is spanned by e

but this vector is not in L" % 1_1(R), see the proof of 22, Cor. 5.2.3].

{n+1,-- nFm—1,- 2n}’

The description of the basis of L” 2 1(R) is much more complicated when 7R # 0. In order
to extend Theorem [7.2.4] from the spemal fiber to the integral model, and also study the case
when t = n — 1, we will use properties of the wedge local models Mu studied in [29, [40] 41].

Definition 7.2.6. Let AE C V’® be a vertex lattice of type t and let A; = AE @ Orpu, such
that (u,u) = 1. We define Z(u),[f]’A c M as the closed subscheme of MY that sends
each Op-algebra R to the set of all families (Fp, C At,Rv}-AtV C AX r) in MLﬂ’A such that

Far = Fpp @ R(II — m)u. Similarly, we deﬁn Z(u),[i] c M.

Consider the map

1Y (Gap—V, 5 (Fro) —— (Fpo ® R(IT — m)u).

This map is well-defined by Lemma and it factors through Z(u)%]’/\ c M by definition.

We denote the resulting morphism by ¢ : [t] A 1= Z[t] Similarly, by Theorem we have
morphisms
M szl e mll

An immediate consequence of Lemma [7.2.2]is the following:
Proposition 7.2.7. Assumet # n — 1, keep the notation as above. The inclusion
N Mg];/i(—> v
18 an isomorphism. O
The main result in the context of local models is the following;:

Theorem 7.2.8. Assume t # n, keep the notation as above.

(i) When t # n — 1, there is an equality of closed subschemes of M[Tf}:

M[t} L=zl

4Despite the suggestive notation, the space Z(u) is not a local model of the special cycle Z(u)! However, they

do share the same first-order deformation space, even though their higher-order deformations may differ.
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(ii) When n is odd and t =n — 1, there is an equality of closed subschemes of Ml{hl}:

Z = =M T,
]

where * is the worst point of MLn_l .

Proof. For any t # n, by Proposition we have the inclusions
Mzl ¢z ~ My Ml (7.2.3)
For part (i), when t # n — 1, by Theorem we have an isomorphism over the special fiber,

M

n—1,s

% Z%}’s C Mr[fﬂs.

On the other hand, ([7.2.3)) induces isomorphisms over the generic fiber,

~

t t
ML

~

t,A
M

Since MEL1 is flat, we conclude that ¢ is an isomorphism by [J, Prop. 14.17].
For part (ii), when t = n — 1, by [3I, Prop. 3.10], we have the identification of closed
subschemes of Mq[f —1A
M = M T () (7.2.4)
]

Since the worst point is in the local model, i.e., * € ML? -1 , it also lies in the following intersec-

tion:
x € M=l nzln=thA = zin=1l,

Therefore, we have

M () €zl C Z i = T = M ),

n— n—

This proves (ii). O
As a consequence, we deduce the following:
Corollary 7.2.9. Let ¢ € O} be a unit and let S be a scheme over Spf Oj. Let (Y, vy, Ay) be
a hermitian Op-module of dimension n — 1 and type t over S. Define
(X, Lx,Ax) = (Y X g, Lty X lg, Ay X C/\g)

Suppose t # n — 1. If (X,1x,\x) satisfies the strengthened spin condition, then so does
(Ya Ly, )\Y) .

Proof. This follows from the definition of the strengthened spin condition and the local model
result in Theorem [7.2.8|(i). Note that by passing to some étale local extension, we may assume
that ( =1 € Op,. O

We also deduce the remaining part of Theorem [6.1.3

Corollary 7.2.10. Let u € V(X%},E) be a unit-length vector, with corresponding special cycle
Z(u)g}e C ngt]s Set e(u) = n(h(u,u)) and & = ec(u)n((=1)""). Suppose n is odd and
t=n—1.
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(i) When e =1, there is the exceptional isomorphism
—1] [n—1]
Z ()t ~ N

(i) When € = —1, the space Nr[zn—_llgb is not defined and the special cycle Z(u)i?,;” is the disjoint

union of points in Sing(./\/ﬁg) (indexed by all almost m-modular lattices A C V(X%L) containing

Proof. The worst point * of M[Tfhl] is represented by the filtrations (ITA C A ®0p, F). By [16]
Prop. 3.4], this is the only closed point (Fp C A ®0p, R) in the special fiber of the local model
satisfying IIFA = (0) for A = A; and A

Let (X,ux,Ax,px) € Nqﬁ_lls](F) It lies in Sing(/\/#_l]) if and only if its Hodge filtration
satisfies IID(X) = Fil(X) C D(X). Equivalently, if we choose M(X) C M(X)[Wio] as the
almost m-modular lattice and use it to define the local model M,[f’_l], then (X, tx, Ax, px) lies
in Sing(]\/}[f]) if and only if its Hodge filtration Fil(X) C D(X) = M(X)®oy, F defines the worst
point * of Mkhl].

Recall that in §5.1] we define N as the rational Dieudonné module of the framing object
X:= Xm;”, equipped with a hermitian form ¢ and a o-linear operator 7 : N — N. Recall from

(5.3.2) that the geometric points of the RZ space are given as follows by O z-lattices:
n—1 <1
NI (R) = {M CN|M'C MY, IMcrY(M)cO'M, Mc M+ T(M))}.

By the isometry V(X) @, Fy ~ C @p, Fy ~ N, the unit-length element u € V(X) corresponds
to a unit-length element in N, which we will still denote by uw. Under the identification ([5.3.2)),

we have

n,e

2z VF) = {M e NPIE) |ue M} = {MeNIZIE) [ M =M @ W], (7.25)

Now we prove (i). By Theorem |7.2.4] we have a closed embedding ¢ : NI Z(u)[nrie_l}.

n—1," =
We will prove that this embedding is an isomorphism by proving that it induces a bijection on

geometric points and is infinitesimally étale.

We first check the bijectivity. Denote by N° the rational Dieudonné module of Xg?:ll], then
we have N = N’ @ Fu as hermitian spaces. This identification is compatible with the hermitian
form h’, the action II’, and the o-linear operator 7 in N?. We will drop those flat symbols for
simplicity.

Recall from that the space of geometric points of NT[::H is given as follows by O ;-
lattices,

NP E) = {0 N "MV, OMP o M) cIMY, MPC (M (M)},

n—

One can rewrite ((7.2.5)) as

Z(w)ln1(F) = {Mb CN | M=Maue Nggll(x@)}.

n,e
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It is straightforward to verify that such a lattice M” satisfies
-1 <1
MPTC MY, TIM’ N M) cTTMP, M C (M + 7(M)).

In the last relation, we must have M’ é (M” + 7°(M")): otherwise, we have M” = 7°(M”), and
the 7’-invariants M”™ C N7 would be a m-modular vertex lattice in C. This contradicts the
fact that C' is non-split.

Indeed, this computation extends naturally from F to any algebraically closed field x. There-

nl]

fore, the closed immersion ¢ : N > CZ (u )L c U induces an equality on geometric points, i.e.,

N n 1ls]b( )=Z (u)gl c ]( ) for any algebralcally closed field x over k.

Moreover, by [32, Lem. 3.3], these points are disjoint from Sing(N [n— 1]) By Grothendieck-
Messing theory and Theorem 7.2.8( i), for each geometric point x € Nn Y () = Z(u)gle 1]( F)

the first order deformation theory of z in J\/T[L_le]

, equals the first order deformation theory of

Z (u),[ln e 1], hence ¢ is infinitesimally étale. Since the closed embedding ¢ : J\fy[ln_ U o Z(u )[n 1

is both surjective and infinitesimally étale, it is an isomorphism. Part (i) is proved.

For part (ii), we define N” as the orthogonal complement of Fu C N. Then N’ inherits
from N the hermitian form ¢°, the action II?, and the o-linear operator 7. By assumption, the
hermitian space C? is split. One can rewrite as

2l U(F) = {Mchb|M:Mb@<u> e NIIE) |

The relation M Sgl (M + 7(M)) implies the relation M|7 (M" + 7(M?)).

Since C” is split, by [31, Lem. 3.3], we deduce that M" (M + 7(M")), ie., M> = 7(M").
Hence M = 7(M). This implies that Z(u )[n 1]( F) = Sing(N[n ! )(F), and hence is in bijection
with the set of almost m-modular lattices A C C containing u, see §5.3]

Recall that 7 := IIV 1. Therefore, M = 7(M) implies that IIM = VM C M. Equivalently,
the Hodge filtration

[Fﬂ(X) c D(X)} - [KM/WOM c M/wOM} - [HM/WOM c M/TFOM},

defines the worst point % of the local model M[nfl]. By Theorem ii) the worst point
x € Z(u )[n U has trivial deformation for any first order infinitesimal thlckenmg Therefore, by
Grothendieck-Messing, each point in Z(u )Le U (F) has trivial deformation theory. This proves
that the special cycle Z (u)g1 c Uis a disjoint union of discrete geometric points. O

8. AT CONJECTURE OF TYPE (n,t)

Let n = 2m be even. Let 0 < t < n be even. We fix an aligned triple of framing objects
(Y, X, u) = (YE;, [t], u) of dimension n + 1 and type ¢, with corresponding embedding of RZ
spaces N;Lt]gb = NI A il = NnHE, cf. (6:2:1). We also fix an isogeny Y — Yl as in
and extend th1s in the obvious way to an isogeny X" — X[ Note that the existence of

this isogeny forces £” = 1 (otherwise Y™ is not defined). This defines embeddings of RZ spaces
NI A an and Ny ity A [Tj_tl, cf. We will formulate AT conjectures for cycles on
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Ny ] na]jp , by using the exceptional special divisor ./\/ on /\/'T[ﬁll We also use the notation
Wi = V(X) and W} = V(Y) so that u € W; and W} = (u)+. We denote by Wy the hermitian
space of dimension n + 1 with opposite Hasse invariant of W7, and fix a vector ug € Wy of the
same length as u and set Wg = (ug)*. Then Wg has the opposite Hasse invariant of Wlb . We
therefore depart from the conventions in §2| and where Wy and Wg denoted split spaces and

Wi and Wf non-split spaces.

8.1. The naive version. We will use correspondences to obtain cycles on the product space
ML”] X J\/ﬂrl Here the adjective naive refers to the fact that this product space is not always
regular. For simplicity we use a product of two correspondences one of which is trivial, i.e., the
identity. There are two ways to do so. The first one is to use the correspondence ./\/}[Ln’t] on the

smaller space

N[n,t Nn+1

/ (8.1.1)

[t 1] t
Nl N X AL NI XA
The second one is to use the correspondence N [n,t +1 on the bigger space,

N‘[n] % N[nvﬂ
/ \ (8.1.2)
N M X A NI XA
The first one leads us (by taking fiber products) to the following diagram

N’[n it

2N

A M S A

Indeed, we complete the left oblique arrow in 1} to a fiber square. Then the new vertex
can be identified with Nj; 1] (Proposition 6. , compatibly with its projection to N "l The
composition of the map to N [n.] Nﬂﬂ with the projection to the right factor yields mo.

The second one leads us to define NT[L] by the cartesian square in the following diagram,

N[t]( 3 N’[n it
y 0 / z \
M — N, ML

Lemma 8.1.1. The morphism (w1, 72) :/\A/}[Lt] — j\/}[Ln] X ./\/',[LtJ]rl is a closed immersion.
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Proof. Indeed, N is the closed formal subscheme of A" xN,Etil parameterizing pairs (Y, X[t]) ¢
NJLn] ><./\/;[;:]L1 (S) such that the quasi-isogeny p;t] oao(pym X pg) lifts to an isogeny yllx € — xlt

over S,
] & _ _ [¢]
Yo x &z + X5
Py[n]XPgl Jpx[t]
o] @ _ @ [t]
Yg XEg —— Xg
Here S is the special fiber of S. g

There is a natural morphism which is a closed embedding,
A R

(t]

Theorem 8.1.2. There is an equality of closed formal subschemes Of./\/}[Ln] X N1

'/(‘/—7[;5] _ Nr’[ln,t]'
Proof. Indeed, we have a cartesian diagram
T

| =]

Z(u)l —— ./\/'gﬂl

By Theorem [6.1.2, we may identify Z(u)" with ./\fing]b = N Now we apply Proposition
6.2.2) ]

Corollary 8.1.3. J\A@Lﬂ is flat. O

This set-up leads one to consider the intersection of J\A/}[ﬂ with its translate under an automor-
phism of NP ./\/EZ]rl However, the product space NI Nﬂrl is not regular in general and,

therefore, it seems impossible to deduce a finite intersection number in this way. In general,

[t],spl
n+1

product space is regular, and we consider this case in the next subsection.

we bypass this problem by passing to NTE”] X . However, there is one case, in which this

8.2. The exotic case t = n. In this subsection, we consider the case t = n. Here we have
regularity without passing to the splitting model. Namely, in the case t = n, the formal scheme
/\/’K&l is formally smooth (exotic smoothness). In this case, we have the AT conjecture in [31],
which we recall briefly.

The RZ spaces N,En] and NKﬂl are both smooth (exotic smoothness). There is a natural closed
immersio NI /\/’K&l, cf. [31, Lem. 4.2], comp. Lemma Note that here £(X[") is

n]

Note that the meaning of N,LH in [31] is different: due to the spin condition imposed in [31}, §3], the space in

loc. cit. is an open subscheme of our RZ space; it is, however, large enough to contain the image of ./\/T[Ln].
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uniquely determined, since N}Ln] is only defined for e(Y") = 1. Consider its graph
A NP M NI
We define the arithmetic intersection number

<N7E,n}7g~/\/‘1£n]>_/\/’[”] XN[TL] = X(-/\/;Ln] X NT[Z:LAl?NV[Ln] m]L gN7[Ln])7
n n+1

which is a finite number when g € Gy, (Fp) is regular semisimple, cf. [31, Remark 4.5]. Recall
that W = V(X) and W? = V(Y).

Let A% be a vertex lattice of type n in Wg . Denote its stabilizer by K,[Ln]. We normalize
the Haar measure such that VO](K»,[:L]) = 1. Fix a special vector ug of unit norm in Wy, and let
Ao = A) © (ug) € Vert™(Wp). Denote by KB?]H the stabilizer of Ag.

Conjecture 8.2.1 ([31], Conj. 5.6). Let n = 2m be even.
(1) There exists ¢’ € C°(G") with transfer (1KL"]XK,[ZL’O) € CX(Gw,) x C(Gw,) such that,
if v € G'(Fp)rs is matched with g € Gy, (Fo)ys, then

<./\/',[l"],g/\/;[L"]> -logqg = — 00rb (% go').
(it) For any ¢’ € CX(G') transferring to uKL"&KL’ﬂI’O) € CX(Gw,) x CX(Gw,), there ezists
Olow € C°(G') such that, if v € G'(Fy)ys is matched with g € Gw, (Fo)ys, then

< N g N,E"]> “logq = — Orb (7,¢') — Orb (7, @how)-

Nl

Nt
8.3. Lattice models. Now let us return to the case of general t. To get the test functions
corresponding to the intersection problems, we now follow [21, §9.1].

Let A% be the lattice of type n in Wg . Note that since Wg is defined to be the hermitian
space opposite to I/Vlb = V(Y), which has Hasse invariant —1, the hermitian space Wg is split
and hence does contain m-modular lattices. Fix a special vector ug of unit norm in Wy, and let
Ao = A) & (ug) € Vert™(Wy). Denote Kr[ﬂl (resp. K,[Ln}) the stabilizer of Ag (resp. A2). We also
fix a lattice A € Vert!(WWp) such that Ag C A. Then the unit normed vector ug belongs to A and
hence (ug) is a direct summand of A with its orthogonal complement denoted by A’. Denote by
KEH (resp K,[ﬂ) the stabilizer of A (resp. A”). Denote by K}:ﬂ (resp K,[Zn’t]) the stabilizer of
the chain Ag C A (resp. A} C A?).

We have the lattice models for the spaces defined earlier: for a hermitian space W of dimension
n, let NM(W) be the space of vertex lattices of type t in W, and let N[S’ﬂ(W) be the space of
pairs of vertex lattices of type s, resp. t, which are included one in the other. In our situation,
we have two hermitian spaces W{ of dimension n and Wy = W @ (ug) of dimension n + 1, and
let NI#Y = NEH(WE) and Ngf_:]l = NI (). Besides N%’n], we consider the cartesian product

-~ n,t
AU i

e ]

Nl N,
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[n]

Again, there are two ways to obtain cycles on the product space N X Nng, using corre-

7t}

spondences. The first one is to use a correspondence NL:L on the smaller space

NP

N

R NN N

]

The second one is to use a correspondence NT_’H on the bigger space

)
N ), N

We obtain embeddings
NP NE o NE
and
R N <
We thus have two intersection problems in the ambient space NL? I NE]H, namely

#ONT O gNE), - (] 0 gNY),

where ¢ is regular semisimple in U(WQ) x U(Wy).
For the first one, we have the Hecke correspondence T consisting of the triples (Ab, Al(’), A()b ) €
Ngl ] X Nq[f} X Ng] such that A’ C A(b) N A{)b. In other words, T is the composition of the obvious

correspondence with its transpose

N

Ng,n] N[n t]

N 4 \NM 4 \Ng

Associated to the correspondence is the bi- K invariant Hecke function (cf. [20] §4.1],

gp%’n] = VOl(KLn])illK’Lt]K[n * 1K[n . (8.3.1)
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Due to the volume factor, the function is independent of the choice of Haar measure used to
define the convolution. We form the cartesian product NL? 4 (9),

NI (g) T x A

!

x NIy s (N s i, ).

t]
N

id,
NI N 19

Similarly to [2I], Lem. 9.1.3], we have an interpretation of orbital integrals in terms of lattice
counting,
Orbi(g, vol () 2l @ 110 ) = #NE(g) = (NP 0 NG,
Note that the orbital integral on the product of unitary groups depends on the choice of a Haar
measure; but the factor Vol(K}[f])*2 in our formula above makes the orbital integral independent
of such a choice.
Analogously, we define the bi—KT[ﬁ]H—invariant Hecke function

[n.t] Kl 1
erit = VOUKL ) et et Lyt et (8.3.2)

where in the definition of convolution we normalize the Haar measure such that Vol(K,[ﬁ]H) = 1.
Then we have an interpretation of the second intersection problem,

Orb(g, vol(K[M) 721, @ 11} = # (NI 1 gN[).

Lemma 8.3.1. Let 0 <t <n be even.

(i) We have N = nibnl (viewed as subsets in NI x N[tﬂ)
(ii) We have K" K1 = kMK
(iii) We have

[n,t]

vol(K[M) ™21, 1y @ 1 1

~vol(K) ol @1y~ vol(KI) 7L @

t
K7[7.] n+1

Here 1 ~ @2 means that ¢ and ¢ have identical regular semi-simple orbital integrals.

Proof. Part (i). Write the cartesian product explicitly:

NI = {(A°, Ay, A) € Vert™ (W) x Vert! (W) x Vert™ (W) | A = A" @ (u) C Ay}
But then A; = A} @ (u) with A” C A%. Hence
Nt = Nltml

and part (i) is proved.
Part (ii). Clearly we have K,[I J]rlK H+1 > KK [tl_l It suffices to show both have the same
g

number of right KT[L - 1-cosets. We have natural bijections

K RS~ KR,
and
K[n]K[+1/K[t] ~ Ln]/Kkn,t]
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where we note that Ky, [n] nK,, i 1=Ky "4 inder our choice of lattices used to define these compact

open subgroups. Now note that K [n] /K, ] 11 is bijective to the set of lattices in Wy of type t
containing a fixed lattice A of type n, which is bijective to the set of isotropic subspaces of

n—t

dimension Q_t in AV /A with the induced symplectic pairing. Similarly K}Zﬂ / Kr[Ln’t] is bijective
to the set of isotropic subspaces of dimension “* in Ay /Ag. But we have AY/A >~ Ay /A since
Ao = A% O (ug) with ug a unit norm vector.

Part (iii). We follow the proof of [21, Lem. 9.1.2]. We recall from [21], (9.1.4)]

Orb(g, f) = Orb(g, ea(n) * f * eaqar)), e = vol(M) " Ia(apy, (8.3.3)

for any compact open subgroup M of U(Wg). We apply this to f = 1, ®1 and M = K,[f}.

n+

By the bi-Kj, Y _invariance of 1,0 we obtain
n+1

e *(1KL"]®1KM )xe

A(KI A

:(6K£Zg] * 1K7[1n] * eK[t ) &® 1Kr[f+1

:(VOI(KY[L”])*leKLt] 1 x 1 xe ) ®1, KU,
= VOI(KT[LH])_l VOI(I(E])_2 VO](K%”J})Q]_ [t]K[n] * 1K[n]K[t & ]_Kglrl

=vol(K[")2 vol(KIh el @1, 1y .

n+1

~vol(KN) 2ol @1 g

n+1

This proves that vol(Kp, [, t]) 21 n @1 KU,

Next we apply (8.3.3) to f = 1 ® ].K[z and M = K.

n+1

e ny ¥ (1) ®1 *e n
agelty * (Ll © KEL) Al

:1K£Ln] & (6

n*l g *e m
et * Ll Cuc)

=10 ® (vol(K) 72 vol (K1) vol(K)'} )™ g %L pem)-

n+1 n+1

Here, for ¢ € C°(U(W?)), ¢ € C°(U(W)), the convolution ¢ * ¢ is defined as the function on
U(W) given by

(¢ xp)(g) = /hEU(Wb) d(h)p(h~tg) dh.

By part (ii) we rewrite it as

eA(KLn])*(l [n] ®1 n+1)*eA(K£L”])
=1 @ (Ol vl B2 ol (KIL) T 0 # T )
=lpm ® (vol(K M) =2 vol (K™ t])2(p7[::_tb
This proves that vol(Ky, i t]) 21 n @1 ~ vol(K,[{L})—Ql Kl ® wZﬂ O

n+1
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8.4. Intersection numbers on the splitting model for 0 <t < n. Let /\A/'t] Pl 1o the flat
closure of the base change of N along the morphism NP Nr[ﬁripl — NI Ny [t] Then
NPl 5o o closed formal subscheme of A x A [t_]ﬁpl, flat over Spf O of relative dlmension
n — 1. We have the commutative diagram

j(‘/;[ﬂ ,spl Nr[z N[t_],_ ipl

n

L]

K/—T[Lt] NT[Ln] N[tJ]rl

n

Since J\f 4 ’S bis regular and Nj;' Il i formally smooth over Spf O, we know that the product
NI Nn 1 Vi regular. Hence it makes sense to define arithmetic intersection numbers of closed

formal subschemes of the ambient space ./\/}[l x N [t+s1p17

(Rfhomt gty e A NP AT o e,
n X n+’1

where g € U(W?)(Fy) x U(W1)(Fp). The arithmetic intersection number is finite as long as
Ji\/#}’sm N gﬁ#LsPl is a proper scheme over Spf O}, which is the case if g is regular semisimple by
the standard argument, cf. |26, proof of Lem. 6.1].

8.5. The AT conjecture 0 <t < n. The considerations on lattice models lead us (by following
the heuristic principles of |21} §9.1]) to state the following conjecture.

Conjecture 8.5.1. Let n = 2m be even, and 0 < t < n even. There exists ¢’ € C*(G’)

with transfer (Vol(Kr[Ln’t])_21K[n]XK[t] ,0) € CX(Gw,) x C°(Gwy,) such that, if v € G'(Fo)s is
n n+1

matched with g € Gy, (Fp)ys, then

<J\77[f]’5pl, gJ\A@[f]’Spl> -logq = —90rb (v,¢').

NT’[Ln] XNy[i]i,’ipl

Remark 8.5.2. By Lemma(8.3.1|part (iii), one could replace the function VOI(KLn’t])*Zl
by either of the other two.

Kl

8.6. Relation of two versions when ¢t = n. The map J\@E’jﬂf LN ./\/,[:”111 is a blow-up morphism

and hence the two horizontal maps in (8.4.1)) are genuinely different.
Proposition 8.6.1. Conjecture|8.2.1 is equivalent to Conjecture in the case t = n.

Proof. The embedding NI Nyﬂl factors through N[ 1\ Sing( 7£+]1) comp. [31, Lem. 4.2].

Hence the support of the intersection ./\A/}[ln} N g./\A/' ) s away from the worst points. Hence we get

</\7,E”] : g/\7ﬁ> < Al g 7l sp1>

NPt ALl prlnl et ?

since the map N} [, o v a1 is an isomorphism away from the worst points. O

Remark 8.6.2. We cannot make a graph version AT conjecture in this case, since the space
Ny Vsl J\/ 1] bp is not regular. In general, the diagonal embedding of regular (even semi-stable)
schemes is not locally complete intersection.
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9. AT CONJECTURE OF TYPE (n — 1,t)

Let n=2m +1 be odd. Let 0 < ¢ < n + 1 be even. There are two versions now: one for an

exceptional special Z-divisor on N +1 6, and one for an exceptional special )-divisor on N, [T; .

Both lead to an intersection product on N =1l N, 1 Spl.

When t < n — 1, we fix an aligned triple of framing objects (Y,X,u) = (Y [tb],XE[.;ﬂ, u) of
dimension n+1 and type t, with corresponding embedding of RZ spaces J\/;Et] =MNu g — Nn =
N 41,00 L We also fix an isogeny Y1 — Yl a5 in and extend this in the obvious

way to an isogeny X[=1 — XM This defines embeddings of RZ spaces N PN N [n_l] and
NP1 /\/ " 1 o , cf. . We will formulate an AT conjecture for cycles on Ny, [n=1] N [tJ]r’ipl,

n
by using the exceptlonal special divisor ./\/}[L on Nrﬁll].

We again use the notation Wi = V(X) and Wlb = V(Y), so that v € Wy and W? = (u)-. We
denote by Wy the hermitian space of dimension n + 1 with opposite Hasse invariant of W7y, and
fix a vector ug € Wy of the same length as u and set Wg = (up)*. Then Wg has the opposite
Hasse invariant of W7},

9.1. The naive version via Z-divisors. Let 0 < ¢t < n — 1. Similarly to §§|, there are two
ways to use correspondences to obtain natural cycles on the ambient space N,L”‘” X J\/ﬂrl The

. n—1,t
first one is to use a correspondence /\/}L I on the smaller space

N7[L’Vl—1t Nn+1
n—1
NI M N N AL
[n—1,t]

The second one is to use a correspondence N, 41 on the bigger space

N[n 1 N[’rjrll t]

n

/ \ (9.1.1)

/\/;[bnfl}c ‘/\/;Ln 1] N[?j_ll] nn 1] % NT[Lt—]H

n

The first leads to the small correspondence,

N—T[ln—l,t]
n—1
Nyt N N

The second leads to the big correspondence,
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N[t]c NTL 1 t]

n—1] n—1] t
Ny e N[ N
Lemma 9.1.1. The morphism (71, m2): NI N Nﬂrl is a closed embedding.

Proof. Indeed, j\A/T[L is the closed formal subscheme of N =1 o At ni1 Parameterizing pairs
(Y1 X[y such that the quasi-isogeny pX[t] oao (pg/ Uy pz) lifts to an isogeny yl-1 « € -

X[, Here a: Y"1 x E — X[ is the isogeny between framing objects. O
There is a natural morphism which is a closed embedding,
NP1y N1,

Theorem 9.1.2. Let 0 < t < n — 1. There is an equality of closed formal subschemes of
N A
n +1’

n

let] _ j\/;[Lt,n—l}.
Proof. Indeed, we have a cartesian diagram

N[t] N t n 1}

[ =]

Z(u)n=1 —— A

By Theorem we may identify Z ()"~ with NI Now we apply Proposition O
Corollary 9.1.3. The space ./(\/#] 1s flat. O

9.2. Lattice models for the Z-divisors. We continue to assume ¢ < n — 1. Let A} be the
lattice of type n — 1 in Wg . Fix a special vector ug € Wy of the same unit norm as u. Then
Ao = A @ (ug) € Vert" 1(Wy). Denote by Kr[ﬂ (resp. K 1]) the stabilizer of Ag (resp. A).
We also fix a lattice A € Vert!(Wp) such that Ag C A. Then ug € A and hence A = A° @ (uo)

for a lattice A> € Vert!(W;). Denote by Kv[llrl (resp. Kf[f]) the stabilizer of A (resp. A”).
We have the lattice models for the RZ spaces defined earlier, similarly to §8.3] There are

again two ways to define intersection problems: the first one uses the correspondence N[T? -1

n—1,t t
NG~

T

N NI NP NP N
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N[n 1,¢]

The second one is to use the correspondence N, _

n 1] N[n lt]

/\

L:L—l}(—> N[n 1] X N:Jrll] L:L 1 X Nng

t,n—1]

, considered as a subset of N%] x NI - the second leads to the

The first one leads to N[ na1s

cartesian product

Al ni

ml O J
N e NI

The argument in §8.3| applies verbatim and we only record the test functions and results and
omit the details of the proof. We introduce the bi—KT[f]-invariant Hecke function,

oltn=1l .= yol (K [P=1)~ llK[t m-1] * 1 (9.2.1)

K[”*”Klf] .

Then we have

Orb(g, vol(K1) 2tV @1y ) = (NP~ 0 gNfr=1),

n+1
We define the bi—KT[lT:ll]-invariant Hecke function

At ol

1
nt1) 1 CF Ly e

[n—1] [t]
Kn K n+1" *n+1
and we obtain

Orb(g, vol (K[ )71 oy @ @l ) = # (NI 0 NI,

Lemma 9.2.1. Let 0 <t <n—1 be even.
(i) N = Nl (viewed as subsets in NI N[tﬂ)

() KK - KEIRL,

(iii) vol(K' ™) 21 oy @ 1

[nflvt}
n+l -

i~ ol 2ol N @ 1w~ vol(K )21 @

n+1 n+1

Proof. The proof of Lemma still applies and we only sketch the proof of part (iii). By the
bi- K M-invariance of 1 it and (8.3.3) we have
n+1

1K£Ln71] ® 1K[t] N(eK[t 1 [n—1) ¥ €l )®1

t]
n+1 K[

n+1

=(vol(K[) 2 vol(KIIm =12l g1 gy

n+1
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Similarly, by the bi- K" Yinvariance of 1 K1 and (8.3.3) we have

1 - 1 ~1 e no1 * 1 * ne
=1 @1y ~penon ® (€ * 1yt | * €peinm))
=(vol (k=) 2 vol (K21 gy @ . O

9.3. Intersection numbers on the splitting model for Z-divisors. We continue to assume
0<t<n-—1. Let ./\A/'[t] spl ./\/[t n—1]spl be the flat closure of the base change of ./\A/;[lt] = /\/;Lt’n_l]
along the morphism N” 1 ./\/[t Spl /\/}[Ln_l] N 11,0 Then 1\7,?]’8"1 = ngt’n_l}’sm is a closed

formal subscheme of AV~ x /\/Ejpgl, flat over Spf O of relative dimension n — 1. We have the

commutative diagram

Ar[l] ;spl ¢ N’[n 1 N[t] spl

| l

% n—1
NP M N

n

n

Now the product A Y [tflpal is regular since Nj; =11 g formally smooth over Spf O and

N +1 - bis regular. We form the arithmetic intersection numbers

<N7[Lt ,Sp17gN'r[lt ,Sp1>_/\/’[n—1] N[t] spl = X(Nn l] X N[t] Spl Nt] spl DL N[t Spl) (931)
n X n+’1,e

for regular semisimple g € Gy, (Fp).

9.4. The AT conjecture via Z-divisors. We now come to the AT conjecture.

Conjecture 9.4.1. Let n = 2m + 1 be odd, and let t be even with 0 <t <n — 1. There exists

¢ € CX(G") with transfer (VOl(KLniLt})_Q].K[n—l]XK[t] ,0) € C°(Gw,) x C(Gwy) such that,
n n+1

if v € G'(Fp)ys is matched with g € Gy, (Fo)ys, then

(At g7lfset -log g = — 901b (v,¢').

n—1 t],spl
N

Remark 9.4.2. By Lemma(9.2.1|part (iii), one could replace the function vol( Ky, Kt t]) 1,

by either of the other two.

9.5. The exotic case t = n+ 1. When t = n + 1, we do not have an aligned triple of type
t+ 1. Still, we may formally extrapolate the previous definitions to the case t = n + 1. For this
we fix an aligned triple (Y, X, u) of dimension n + 1 and type n — 1. This defines an embedding

of RZ spaces Nins_b — N, [1112. We can form the analogue of the “big diagram” (9.1.2). Note,

however, that the space N 1 is only defined when a(X[T:fll]

subsection. Define N n—lle

) = 1, which we assume in this

by the cartesian product

n—1],o n—1n+1
A

l . l (9.5.1)

n—1 n—1]
N ](—>./\/'[+1 ,

t
RELEN
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comp. Theorem Then N1 is the disjoint union of two copies of Nj; n=1] , cf. [32, Prop.
6.4]. It is the analogue of /\Afr[f] in this context. Note that N}ﬁ;l] N}ﬁ:{l] el (recall that N [nH]
does not contain worst points, cf. . Hence /\/,Q”‘”"’ is equal to the splitting cycle in th1s
context. This leads us to consider the intersection number which is the analogue of in

this context,

(W=1e gati-ile) W s AR A o gy (9.5.)

n—1 n+1
N entnd

But this intersection number coincides precisely with the one occurring in [32, §12], and the
analogue of Conjecture is identical to the conjecture in [32, §12]. We will encounter the
conjecture of [32] again in the context of Y-divisors (when ¢ = n+1 (Remark[9.10.3)). A closely
related conjecture arises in the context of Z-divisors (ATC of type (n — 1,n + 1) in the sense of

{IT3, comp. TG

9.6. The naive version via the Y-divisor. In (9.1.1) we used the graph of the embedding
exhibiting an exceptional Z-divisor as an RZ space. We can replace it by the graph of an
embedding of an exceptional Y-divisor, namely Nfp=le /\/;[;ﬁl]. We fix an aligned triple

(Y, X, u) of dimension n 4+ 1 and type n — 1. We also assume ¢ = 1 so that /\/',,[LTEI] is defined.
We have the following correspondence

n—1],o n+1,t
NP XN[le ]

n

/ \ (9.6.1)

n—1],0 n—1],0 n+1 n—1],0 t
NEHhe ey Ao s Al N fL

Then we are led to define ./f\/leﬂ as the fiber product

Mlie Nn+1 R

l . l (9.6.2)

N[n 1,0¢ N[nJrl.

Conjecture 9.6.1. .K/IVE] is flat.

Lemma 9.6.2. The natural map, given by the left vertical arrow in (9.6.2) and the upper
horizontal map in (9.6.2) composed with the projection map ./\/'[nJrl y Nhfll],

M 5 plr=1he Nﬂl

1s a closed immersion.

n

Proof. By (9.6.1]), the space N1 s the closed sublocus of (Y=l xltily ¢ NP N[Z—gl]
where the quasi-isogeny (py-n-1) X pg)_l O Qg1 © pxint1) Over the special fiber lifts to an isogeny
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X+ oyt i g

X+l — Lyl x €

px[n-tl]l pr[n—ll XPg

X+ 2 yin-1) o B

By (9.6.2)), the space M is the closed sublocus of (Y-t x+1 xl) ¢ NP Nr[ﬁ:il]
Ngil where the quasi-isogenies (py(n—1) X pg)*1 O Qlpy1 0 Pyint1) and pX[t] O Qp—1 0 Qlp41 © Pxln+1]

over the special fiber lift to isogenies XMt — Y=l « & and XM+ — x0.

Xt syl g - - x

px[nﬂ]l J{py[n—l] X pg lﬂxm

x[n+1] Oé”+1; yr-1 « E Hn—t x
By description, we have closed embedddings

MY o N2 s ALy o NPT AT

n

0

Note that there is a non-trivial involution ¢ acting on Ny =1l , induced by an involution &

7[1111 nt] . Indeed, Nn Ll s the parameter space of tuples (X, ¢, A, p, X', /; N, ¢) where

¢ : X' — X lifts the given quasi-isogeny X’ — X. However, as shown in [32, Thm. 9.3|, given

on

(X, e, A\ p) € N[+1 , there are exactly two ways to complete it into an object of ./\/;[:111 M The
involution ¢ by definition interchanges these two possibilities. The involution o commutes with
the action of U(W?)(Fp). Using the involution (o, 1) on the product N Nn
another cycle (o, 1)/%@.

There is a closely related construction. Since ML”‘”"’ itself may be viewed as built from

11, We obtain

Ny n=1] via a correspondence (|9 , we may interpret the above as a composition of two cor-
respondences. More precisely, we consider the Z-divisor embedding N le], and its

graph YA B Vel B Noy [~ 1] We then apply the composition of the following two corre-
spondences:

n—1] n—1,n+1 n—1 n+1,t
N N7[L+l i N ]XNvi+1 ]

NT[Lnfl] > ./\/’,’,[73_711] N;[L’nfl] % N’r[b’r}:il] NT[Lnfl]

(9.6.3)

(not necessarily by an

Al

The resulting cycle is again M;’ mapping naturally to A =1 o At

n+1
embedding).

These two versions are related in the following way. Let us denote by the same symbol the
cycle in N n=) o At ni1 arising by push-forward of the cycle ./\/l[ ] along the étale double covering

m: NPl /\/ﬂ_l —s NI Nn+1

X J\/'ﬂl.
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Note that the morphism 7 is compatible with the action of Gy, (Fp). It follows that we can
recover the pull-back cycle on N, m=tle ./\/;[f_]H with the help of the involution,

M) = M (0, DM,

. —1] -1] . . . . -1
Moreover, since N n=the 5 AU s a trivial double covering, we may write Np=the

N1+ ]_[./\/ == o a disjoint union, where each of A1kt maps isomorphically to N

Via the map ./\/l — N n—lle , we have an induced decomposition
ﬁ/ﬂf} - M[t]ﬁr I ﬂ[t]y—

Then the natural maps /\/l[t] S N, =1l J\/ﬂrl and M[t] o+ /\/}[Ln_l] X ./\/',[LtJ]rl are both closed

immersions. We have on A" x A1 nt1s
(o, DM = M=

and
M) = ML (o, )M
[t]

Note, however, that the names given to each summand of Mvn is not canonical. It will turn out
that for intersection numbers this non-canonicality plays no role.

9.7. Lattice model for the Y-divisor. We continue from §9.2[to let A% be a vertex lattice of
typen—1in Wg with stabilizer K[n U Let K[n 11° he the index two subgroup of Kllnfl
the kernel of the map det mod 7 : K w2 (k) = {£1}. Fix a special vector ug of the same
unit norm as u. Then Ag = A2 @ (ug) € Vert” 1(Wp). We assume that Wy is the split hermitian
space. There are exactly two vertex lattices of type n+ 1 contained in Ay, see [32] §9] or Lemma
below; we fix one of them, called A. The choice of A will play no role, see Remark
below. We fix a lattice Al € Vertf(W;) such that AY 5 A. Denote by KMH} (resp. KM 1) the
stabilizer of A (resp. Al), and by K[ ] the stabilizer of Ag. Let K[n ! n+1] 7[;111} N K}:fll]
be the stabilizer of the lattice chain A C Ao.

We now consider the lattice models of the RZ spaces. We have the following cartesian dia-

grams: one analogous to ,

], being

n—1],0 n—1,n+1
Np—lle Nl

J . J (9.7.1)

o

and the other one analogous to (9.6.2)

St n+1,t
i) —— N

J . J (9.7.2)

N s ni
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More explicitly we have
MU = {(A°, A, Ay € Vert™ (W) x Vert™ ™ (Wy) x Vert!(Wo) | A’ & (ug) D A ¢ A}

Remark 9.7.1. In general the set M%] is not an RZ space, in the sense that the action of
H = Gy is not transitive. To see this, we first note that the action on the set of pairs
(A°,A) € Vert" 1(W3) x Vert" 1 (Wp) such that A” @ (ug) D A is transitive. Fix such a pair
(A°, A). Tts stabilizer is Ky[Ln_”’o, a subgroup of index two of the stabilizer K'Y of AP, Then
the set of Al € Vert!(Wp) such that A ¢ AW is bijective to the set of isotropic subspaces L of
dimension %H in W = AY/A. Let up denote the reduction of ug in W. By Witt’s theorem
there are several orbits under Kiln_l]’o
arise if t =n+1), (2) 4 ¢ L and wp L L, (3) @y ¢ L and % is not perpendicular to L.

, characterized as follows: (1) @y € L (this case does not

Note that when ¢ = n + 1 we have MI"™!) = NI""°_ We have the lattice model of (19.6.1)

NPT o NinL

n+1
n—1],0 n—1 n+1 n—1],0 t
fr=tlocy Nlp=e o NI N N
We introduce the bi- KT[L :1 } -invariant Hecke function
[n+1, t] [t] -1
Opa1 = vol(K, ) lK[nH]Kr[f]Jrl * 1 Kl gl (9.7.3)

Then we have

Orb(g, vol(K[" 1) 21 e @ ol ) = # (VY 0 gMU) e

—1]

1 1 . .
There is an involution o : Nyf le — Nj, [n—1le over NL:L and we can form intersection numbers

of two different cycles (interchanged by the involution):

@ o) = #((o, )M 0 gMI) ovye

n+1

Orb(g, vol(K" )71, uone,

where h is any element in Kq[@n_l} \ K,[@n_l]’o (see also Remark [9.7.3). We may push-forward the

cycle ME] along the étale double covering map 7 : Nﬁ?*”"’ — Ngﬁhl down to NL —Uy Ng]ﬂ, still
denoted by 1\71[7[5] Then the projection formula shows that the intersection number is then the

sum of the two above, hence

Orb(g, vol (K[ )21 oy @ 75 = (ML 0 oM oy

There is an alternative interpretation of the last one, namely via the lattice model of (9.6.3)),
involving a composition of two correspondences on the larger space:

n 1 n—1,n+1] n—1 n+1,t
” | N[n-i-l N[ ! N7[1+1 ]
NL?_I] x N:Hl] NKLJZI] N[n !

t
x Nyl



RAMIFIED SPLITTING ARITHMETIC TRANSFER CONJECTURES 61
Correspondingly we define the Hecke function

[n—1,n+1 t] [t \—1 [n+1]
= vol(K vol( K 1 nt1] ¥ 1 n x1 nel ¥ 1 in e
‘Pn—f—l ( n+1) ( n+1 ) +1 KL:ll] Kn:ll]KE]H KT:]HKL:ll KL++11 Kv[L+11]

and we have

Orb(g, vol(K}' )71 iy @ Pl = (vl 1 g ])NLL"—”xNLle

As the following lemma part (iii) shows, the two interpretations are equivalent.

Lemma 9.7.2. (i) We have K-l /K[n Lnt] ~ ps(k) and the composition map

n+1 n+1
KU gl gl et g
s surjective with kernel Kq[zn_u’o
(i) We have KE KUY = R

(iii) We have

vol(K [~ 1) 721 gy @ @l o vol (K1) 721 gy @ P
Proof. (i) The hermitian form induces a non-degenerate split quadratic form on the 2-dimensional
vector space Ay /A over the residue field k = Op /(7). Then the reduction induces a surjective
homomorphism K, [n 1} — O(AY/Ag) = O(2)(k). The two m-modular lattices A* correspond
to the two 1sotrop1c hnes and hence their stabilizers are the same and can be identified as
SO(2)(k) ~ k>, the kernel of det : O(2)(k) — pn2 = {£1}. We summarize these facts in the

following commutative diagram

KT[ln—l]
R s DR
SO(2) 0(2) 2.

Note that the image of the vector u in Ay /A is anisotropic. The image of Krin O(2), being
the stabilizer of this vector, is therefore isomorphic to O(1) ~ ug, which therefore maps onto
the quotient O(2)/SO(2) ~

(ii) By (i), Kr[le] N Kr[ffll] + = K["+1 " is an index two subgroup of K}Hl ). There are
exactly two cosets in K[n I]Kgfll] +/K[n+1] T~ K,[:lll]/ n++11 "1 and since by (i), Kl

maps onto this last quotient, the assertion follows.
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iii) By (ii) we havel n=1] pin+1] = 1 [n-1] . n+1) and hence
(iii) By (ii) ) = Lot gein

n+1
[n—1,n+1,]
n+1
[t \—1 [n+1]
=vol(K vol( K 1 nt1 * 1 n+1] .-[t x1 n+1 x 1 n+1] . [n—1
(K1) (B )™ Lol * Lnaan e % Lt gy * Lnial enon

=vol(K )" vol(K )2 VOl(Kr[L"_”’ )2 * L * Lg% 1 e * 1t % 1oy

n+1 n+1 n+1 n+1"*n+1 n+1

:VOI(KT[Lnil]’O)721K[" 1] * Spgljll t] * 1K[" 1]

= vol(Klr=1) 2 vol ()2 (e -y o) e gn)-

By the bi- K" Yinvariance of 1 in-11 and (8.3.3) we have

[n+1,] [n+1,t]
1K,[L"’1] @ Pr+1 1K'£Ln71] & ( K[n 1] * Pr+1 * eKr[Lnfl]).

It follows that vol(Ki' %) 721y @ ol M~ vol (K1) 721 oy @ ol 1, 0
Remark 9.7.3. We comment on the (independence of the) choice of the type n + 1 lattice A
contained in Ag. Let AT be the two choices and add the superscript + for the various groups
in the lemma above. Then for any element h in K,[In_l] \KLn_l]’o we have A~ = hAT and

KT[::LII] o hKEfll]’_hfl, Kﬂ_; = hKr[ﬂ;th*l. Then in the function gozl_:rll’ﬂ we have

1 n41],— t,f*l n+1], =1 n+1],+ .-[t],+ * 1 t],+ - [n+1],+
K¢[1+1] KL]H Kn+1 K¢[1+1] hK¢[1+1] K[] 1 h? hK'r[zl—l KL+1] Rt

and hence <p[n+1 A <p["+1’t]’+ o Ad(h) where Ad(h) denotes the conjugation by h. Then we

n+1
have
+1,¢ - +1t) 4
Lnetie ® @I~ (Lgoone o Ad(RT) @ ol
Since K[n 1° is a normal subgroup of K,[Lnfl], we have 1, 100 Ad(h™1) = 1, 10

9.8. Intersection numbers on the splitting model for )-divisors. Recall that we defined
M in 9.6.2) and that we have a closed immersion

A n—1],0 t
MU s A=t s AL

Let /\7%}’51’1 be the flat closure of the base change of ML] along the morphism N (1), Nﬂr’ipl —

Nfp=the XN [t . Then MP*P!is a closed formal subscheme of Af1° Ng +Slp , flat over Spf O
of relative dlmensmn n—1. If ConJectureon the flatness of ML] holds, then /\/l[ bsPloincides

with ML} outside the worst points. We have the commutative diagram

/’\"/ﬂf} SPl¢ Nr[Lnf 1],0 N[t_]i_ipl

v R

n
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Now the product Nr=the s nr [tﬁpl is regular since Nn=the g formally smooth over Spf O and

n

N g Spl is regular. We define the arithmetic intersection numbers

</\7§]’S"1, gﬂlﬁ’sm> — XN s AELSPL gl st A g gl spty,

—1], t],spl =
N

for regular semisimple g € Gy, (Fo).
9.9. Refinement in terms of /(/lvq[f}’i. We have a decomposition
and, correspondingly, the splitting version
qlilspl _ A 111 A71t],—spl
MELSP — Mq[ﬁ,""vsp HME]’ »SP. X
We define the arithmetic intersection numbers

<Ma[ﬁ’i’Spla gﬂwi’spl>/\/[n71] Ve = X(Ny[Lnil] X /\/;[ﬂ_’ipl, Mv%],i,spl Bk gﬂ%]’i’sm), (9.9.1)
n X n+71

for regular semisimple g € Gy, (Fp).

Lemma 9.9.1. There are the following equalities of intersection numbers:
(1)

Aqltl+.spl A 4[t],+,spl _ [/ aqltl,—spl A 4lt],—,spl
<Mn ; gMy, >NT[Ln—1] )AlRl <Mn » gMy, >N7[ln—1] )AL RL

(i)

<ﬂ%],+75pl’ g Ml _ </’\;l/7[€]7—,spl, g/’\;l/%],+7spl>

spl>
NJLn—l] ><./\/—7[L1§]+,ipl Na[Ln_l] XNy[;]jpl

(iii)

<M7[fb],sp17 g/ﬁg]ﬁpl> _9 < M+l g Mvg},+,spl>

n—1], ,spl n— ,spl *
N he s n e N nee

(iv)

AAt],spl A A1t],spl _ A ALt +sspl . A A[t],—,spl
(@ DM M) g = 2 (M g0

n— ,spl *
s NE s

Here ./\/lm 5Pl eans both the cycle on Ny n=tle NESPI and on N,Ln_l] X J\/'y[Lt_]F’ipl.

Proof. Note that MithFsel o glt+spl along the étale double covering map 7 : Nfptle
N, [tﬁpl Nr[Ln_l] N, [tﬁp ! By the projection formula and the fact that 7 commutes with the

n n
action of g € Gw, (Fp), we have

<Mvg],+,8p1’gﬂg},+,8pl> B o
N nrlilsep

Mg],—l—,spl’ T* (gﬂw ,+,sp1)>

spl
N el e

n—1],0 t],spl
N ntte

<
= (Ao, g Ao
< I <_/f\/lv£f],+,spl7 9o, 1)Mv[rf},+,5pl>

M%]mspl’ gﬂg},+75p1>

Ny[L"—lLO S ALEsPL T

—1], t],spl
Nibn Lo g arttlsp 1t

n+1
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Similarly, we have

'//{/lv[tL*:Spl’ g']\—\/t/[t}vfzspl> - .
< n n N’f[L 1] XNr[th];lpl

= <//\}l/g],—78pl’ gﬂg},—,5p1> + <Mv7[€],—,spl7g(o_’ 1)//\\/1/%}’_’Spl>

n—1],0 t],spl n—1],0 t],spl *
N e sn e N e sn e

Finally we have

M opl g A se
< n » g n NT[Lnfl],o XNa[Lt-]t,:ipl

— , 1 ﬂ[tL_vspl’ , 1 ﬂ[t]7_7spl>
<(J ) n g(U ) n Ny[Ln—1],o><N7[LtJ]jp1

<M[t, spl g plth— ,sp1>

t 17
N e

since (0,1)g(c,1) = g(0,1)? = g. Similarly,

(ME+, g(o, )M = (M=, glo M+

NT[Lnfl],o ><‘/\/-[t],spl :

NT[Lnfl],o XNy[i’ipl s

This proves (i) and (ii). The remaining equalities are proved similarly. O

Remark 9.9.2. The identities (i) and (ii) in Lemma show that for the intersection num-
bers, the labeling of the two summands of Mﬁt] (which is not canonical) is unimportant: if the
meaning of + and — are switched, the intersection numbers are unchanged.

9.10. AT conjecture: the case of the )-divisor. We now come to the AT conjecture.

Conjecture 9.10.1. Let n = 2m + 1 be odd, and let t be even with 0 <t < n+ 1. Recall from
(9.7.3) the function gog?:ll’t] € C°(Gw,)-

(i) There exists ¢’ € C°(G") with transfer (VOl(Krr[LnilLo)_Q].K[nfl] ® gozfll K ,0) € CX(Gwy,) %
C®(Gwy,) such that, if v € G'(Fy)ys is matched with g € Gy, (Fo)rs, then

</f\/lv£f}’5pl, gﬂ%]’5p1> -logg = —90rb (v,¢').

N ><N[+ip1
(ii) There exists ¢' € C°(G') with transfer (VOI(K}ZL—H’O)_21K”[Ln—1],o ® @L’Lff i ,0) € CX(Gwy,) X
CX(Gw,) such that, if v € G'(Fy)s is matched with g € Gy, (Fo)ys, then

2 </K/lv£f]’+’5pl, g//\/lvlf}’+’5pl> -logqg = — 00rb ('y, 90').

N7[1,n7 1] XNLt_];':ipl

Similarly there exists ¢ € C(G") with transfer (Vol(K,[L”_l]’o)* 1 ein-1, ®90ZT11 1.0 0) € CX(Gwy,) x
C(Gw,) such that, if v € G'(Fy)rs is matched with g € GWl(F())rs, then

2 </W[Tf]’+’5pl, g/\A/l/[,f}’_’5pl> -logg = —090rb (v,¢').

n—1 t],spl
A

Here h € U(Wy)(Fp) is an element in K,[znfl] \K,[lnfl]’o

Remark 9.10.2. In (i), by Lemmal|9.7.2|part (iii), one could replace the function vol(KLnfl]’o)ﬁlK[nfu ®

cpgfll o by vol(Kllniu)_21K7[Ln71] ® <,0[:+11 L,
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Remark 9.10.3. When ¢ = n + 1, we have identifications MM’ P — ME]’+’SPI = ./\/}[Lnfl] and
an identification

MLnA] x/\/ﬁ’ﬁ”’sm :Nn 1] o N[”H.

Therefore, thanks to Lemma and [32] Rem. 12.5], Conjecture[9.10.1)i) is equivalent to [32]
Conj. 12.4]. On the other hand, (ii) and (iii) are refinements of (i). Compare also

Remark 9.10.4. For t < n—1, we can also consider the small correspondence for Y-cycles (see

also §11.1)). Let
./V;Lnfl,t],o — NT[Lnfl,t] XN'T[L"*U NT[Lnfl],o‘

Then we may consider the following correspondence:

n—1,t
N Nl

— T

N e—s AT AL, N s N

Then /\/}[Ln_l’t]’O is a closed formal subscheme of /\/;Ln_l]’o X Nr[f-]u Recall from Lemma that
./\/l%] is also a closed formal subscheme of NT[Ln_l]’O X N,[La]rl

closed embedding

We claim that there is a natural

N1l oy il (9.10.1)

Indeed, we have a cartesian diagram by Theorem [9.1.2

N[n 1 t] C N[n 1 t]

| o ]

n—1 n—1
N’[ I¢c /\/'[+1 ]’
and the base change N,En_l’t] X \rln=1] N,En_l]’o is isomorphic to the fiber product

N[n Litl,o¢ Nn+1n 1,¢]

1. |

] /\/ibn_l]’o ~ N,&n_l’t] N[Til 1 We also

Hence we obtain a natural morphism A; [n—1,¢ g

N'[nfll
have a natural morphism A"~ x Adn=1] Nfr=the o a1l and it s easy to verify that the

resulting diagram

./\/;’[Lnfl,t] C Nn+l t

| =1

N[n 1],0¢ N[Til]

n
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is cartesian. Therefore by the definition (9.6.2]) of M,[f], we obtain the map (9.10.1)).
We do not expect (9.10.1)) to be an isomorphism. This is based on the computation on the
corresponding lattice models. Indeed, using (9.5.1)), we have

NIP=1e = ((A°  Ayg) € Vert™ H(W?) x Vert™ ™ (W) | Apst C A°_ | & (u)}.

Using (9.6.2)), we have
MU = {(Ay, A° |, App1) € Vert! (W) x Vert” (W) x Vert" P (W) | Apgpr € A @ (u), Ay C Ay}

n—1»
On the other hand, we have (see also (11.2.5))

NIP=btho — (A2 A® Ay € Vert (W?) x Vert™ (W) x Vert™ T (W) | A’ | € A2, Apy1 € A (u)}.

n—1»
One immediately sees that NLTL —Ltle Mw is the proper subset consisting of triples (A, AEZ_I, Apt1)

such that A, 1 C A;:_l @ (u) C Ay.

Therefore, we do not expect that the AT conjecture for the smaller correspondence is equiv-
alent to the AT conjecture for the larger correspondence in Conjecture On the other
hand, the AT conjecture for the smaller correspondence for the )V-cycle is equivalent to Conjec-
ture [9.4.1] This is straightforward from the following cartesian diagram:

NT[Lnfl,t],oC Nr[Lnfl],o % N[tJ]rl

e
N Al e N

Indeed, using the projection formula, we have

<'N’7[Ln71,t],o, gNT[lnfl,t],o> NT[Lnfl,t],o,p*(gNr[Lnfl,t]>>

N7[ln—1],o ><'/\/—[t] ’

NT[ln_l]’OXNTEi]Fl - < 1

= <p* (N7[Ln—1,t},0)7 9N£n71,t]>

)

n—1
Nt

o [n—1,] [n—1,t]
_2<Nn 7gNn >N7[Ln1]XNT[LtJ]r1'

On the analytic side, we replace the transfer function (vol(KLn_l’t])Jl Fln=11

><K[ﬂ+170) € CgO(GWO)X
CX(Gw,) by (vol K,En_l’t]’o 21 tw-1lo_ 111 ,0). One can use (8.3.3) to show that the orbit in-
¢ 1 K XK
n n+1

tegral of the latter function is twice that of the former.

10. AT CONJECTURE OF TYPE (t,n)
Let n = 2m be even. Let 0 <t < n be even. We use the exceptional special divisor Z (u)sP!

on gﬁpl, for a unit length vector u € V,, ;. This can be identified with ./\/}[f]’sm, cf. Theorem

The intersection product takes place on NPl /\/'T[Lrﬂ1

We fix an aligned triple of framing objects (Y, X, u) = (Y[;J,XE], u) of dimension n + 1 and
type t, with corresponding embedding of RZ spaces N M — A A [tll =N ['1175, cf. 3.

n,sb - n n

When t = n, we impose that e = 1, since otherwise ./\/}Et] is not defined. As in ia we have a

small correspondence and a big correspondence. For the small correspondence, we fix an isogeny
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vyl — Y as in §5.5 and extend this in the obvious way to an isogeny X" — X[ Again, this
is only possible when &’ = 1 This defines additional embeddings of RZ spaces Ny ] oy N [n]
and A < ./\/'T[Litl], cf. For the big correspondence, we fix an isogeny X[ — XM as in
which allows us to wrlte J\f " t]

We again use the notation W; = V(X) and W? = V(Y), so that v € Wy and W} = (u)-. We
denote by Wy the hermitian space of dimension n + 1 with opposite Hasse invariant of W7y, and
fix a vector ug € Wy of the same length as u and set Wg = <u0>J—. Then Wg has the opposite

Hasse invariant of Wlb .

10.1. The naive version. Similar to §8, there are two ways to use correspondences to obtain
natural cycles on the ambient space ML X N’r[:—ﬂl The first one is to use a correspondence ME”’“

on the smaller space

NT[LTL,t N[tﬂl

n

T,

Recall that here e = 1. The second one is to use a correspondence N\ [n,t +1 on the bigger space

NIy plnl ./\/'["] 1 N[n]

N‘[t N‘[n t]
M M < N N s N

Here is the resulting small correspondence (for which we assume ” = 1):

n Jt]
N

Here is the resulting big correspondence:

N N

N’[t C N’[n ]
NM%N

There is a natural morphism

v NP —s J7.
Lemma 10.1.1. Both morphisms
v NI NI (g, ) s N — A Nw[ﬁll
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are closed embeddings.

Proof. We first show that (71, 72) is a closed embedding. Indeed, /\N/}[f] is the closed formal
subscheme of /\/}[f] X T[ﬁll parameterizing pairs (Y, X)) such thati the quasi-isogeny (py-11 X
pg)_l oaopxry over the special fiber lifts to an isogeny X vyl « € where o : X" — Yl >< E
is the isogeny between the framing objects. Since N,Lbn’ is also a closed subscheme of AV, 5 A il

we conclude that ¢ is a closed embedding. O
Conjecture 10.1.2. The space /\73] is flat.

Remark 10.1.3. Note that when ¢ = n (and hence ” = 1), the cartesian diagram defining /\NfT[Lt]
shows that the morphism NI = At N = N s an isomorphism. In general we expect
./\@Ln’t] and ./\/}[ﬂ to be non-isomorphic.

Proposition 10.1.4. There is a cartesian diagram, where in the bottom line appear special
cycles on N[+1’

Nr[Ln,t] c X/;[Lt]

l O l (10.1.1)

g(u)[n]c_> y(u)[n}

Proof. Let R be an algebra over Spf Oy and let (xi vty e /\7#](]%) be any R-point. By
definition, we have an isogeny X" — Yl x € lifting the quasi-isogeny between the framing
objects. The composition

E—vyllxe Lyl xg — xkbv

" . = e t
deﬁnes a lifting of the quasi- 1s0geny u:E — XUV, Therefore, the composition N < A [11] —
NG

np1 factors through Y (u )"l Consider the following commutative diagram,

-N;gn,t} ¢ j’\“/—7[lt}

m

PN [N V)l x N[Ti (SN N[nt

_/\/' n

\DJ

Zw)he—— s Yl <—>N

The bottom left square is cartesian since the bottom rectangle is cartesian. The top left square
is cartesian since /\/ibn’t] C N,Lt] c Y(u) X\ N 1] i1 C Ngjrtl} as closed formal subschemes.

Therefore, the left rectangle is cartesian. 0
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10.2. Lattice models. This subsection will again be modeled on Let A2 be a vertex
lattice of type t in Wf and denote its stabilizer by Klf]. Fix a special vector ug of unit norm
such that the lattice Ag = A2 @ (ug) € Vert! (W) (here Wy is the split hermitian space). We fix
a lattice A € Vert™(WWy) such that A C Ag. Denote by KT[Z]H (resp. Kr[ﬂrl) the stabilizer of A
(resp. Ao).

We have the lattice model of RZ spaces: N[t " and

NI = {(A", A) € Vert'(W?) x Vert™ (W) | A € A” & (ug)}.
We have a disjoint union induced by the two possibilities that either ug € A or ug ¢ A :
I@fl = Ng]ﬂ- H Ng},—

We first assume £” = +1. In the case when ug € A, we have A = A} @ (ug), with A} C A°.
Therefore for this part of Ng], we obtain an identification

NI+ = Nl

We then look at NI~ If 4 ¢ A, then A + (up) is a vertex lattice of type n — 2, and is of the

form A + (ug) = A @ (ug), for a unique A} € Vert" 2(W”) with A} C A”. Hence we obtain a

¢]

map from this part of IA\VTL to NL? ~2Y Hence this part of N,[f] appears in a commutative diagram

Nt~ Np=2n

l l (10.2.1)

L:L—Z,t] N[n+12] )

However, we caution the reader that the diagram is not cartesian! To see this, we note that
the right downward arrow has fibers of the form P!(k), parametrizing all isotropic lines in the
three-dimensional quadratic space W := (A} @ (uq)) /7 (A} @ (ug))", while the image of the fiber
over a point (A%, AZ) € NZL‘“] under the top map omits exactly two of the ¢ + 1 points in the
fiber of the right downward map (the two isotropic lines orthogonal to the image of uy in W).

b N%H

We now assume ¢ = —1. Then W? is not split. The argument above shows that is

empty and we have
ﬁ}%] - ﬁ;%}ﬁ
Now the diagram (|10.2.1)) is cartesian! The difference is that now the orthogonal complement

of the image of uy in W is a non-split 2-dimensional quadratic space.
Similar to we have the bi- K -invariant Hecke function, cf. ({8.3.1])

oIt = vol (K[ ~11 * 1y e (10.2.2)

K["]K
Then we have
Orb(g, vol(KIM) 2l @ 1 ) = #(NIPT 0 gN[1),

n+1

Similarly we have the bi-K i

ny1-invariant Hecke function, cf.(8.3.2)

t
et = Vol (K ) ™ o+ L (10.2.3)

n+1 " *n+1 n+1 n+1
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and we have
Orb(g, vol(K1) ™21 1y @ gt} = #(NI 0 gNI).

Lemma 10.2.1. (i) When 0 <t <n — 2, we have
i1\ 1t [t,n] 2,
#Kn \K I/Kn+1 = 1

(ii) We have
vol(K[M)=2pln1] ® 1 ~ vol(K[™)=21

KM K<k,
when & = +1, and
_ t, —
vol(K1) 7?11y ® Pt ~ vol (K[t 21K“&Kl{il

when &’ = —1 (this case only makes sense when t <n —2).

Proof. (i) Denote by W = Ag/mAy the vector space over k of dimension (n+1) —¢ > 3 with the
induced quadratic form. Then 7AY C W is an isotropic subspace of dimension (n — t)/2, and
hence defines a parabolic subgroup P C O(W). The reduction of the vector ug is anisotropic
and its orthogonal complement in W is denoted by W”. Then we have a natural bijection:

KINKL /G = O(WNO(W) /P = O(W)\[(O(W)/O(W")) x (O(W)/P))
where in the last quotient O(W) acts diagonally. Now by Witt’s theorem (cf. the argument in
the proof of Lemma 6.1.1 in [2I]), there are two (resp. one) orbits if W is split (resp. non-split),
corresponding to €” = +1 (resp. £ = —1).
(ii) The proof is similar to that of Lemma part (iii). We sketch the proof for the case
e = +1; the other case is similar using part (i) e = —1. We use , and 1KL”] * 1K£f] =

VOI(K[n ])1K7[zn] KL” . Then

1K7[f]®1K7[:il N( Knn *1 t]*e )®1 n+1
=vol(K[M)~2 VOI(KE])_ Vol(K,[l”’ﬂ)Q(lKLn]K[t * 1t gl n) ®1 K,
=vol(K[') 2 vol (K[l @ 1 g O
n+1

Remark 10.2.2. We comment that the product KlﬂrlKlﬁl iﬁﬂ depends only on Ag = A2 @
{ug) € Vert!(Wy) but not on the choice of A € Vert™ (W) such that A C Ag.

Remark 10.2.3. Let 0 < t < n—2. When &” = +1, part (i) shows that K acts on KnH/K?[ffl]
with exactly two orbits. The first one is KMK,[: fl] with the stabilizer being the subgroup KT[L ]
of Kr[f]. For the second one, we choose any representative h € K 1] 1\ Ky g Kg fl] Then the
stabilizer is the subgroup

KW= = K a ™t
of Kr[f], which is independent of the choice of A. Then in the disjoint union Ny NI — NE]’JF 11 N[ﬂ’_ ,
we may naturally identify NI+ with U(Wb)/K[n t], and identify NH with U(W?)/Ky 11~

Similarly, when € = —1, we may naturally identify N = NI~ with U(W?) /(K K n Kg:_tl])
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10.3. Intersection numbers on the splitting model for the smaller correspondence.
Assume that €” = +1, so that Nr[ln] is defined.
Let NP e the flat closure of the base change of At along the morphism A [t]:spl /\/;Lﬂl

N,Lt ./\f,[ﬂl Then ./\A@Lﬂ’Spl is a closed formal subscheme of NT[Lt]’Spl NT[;ﬂl, flat over Spf O} of

relative dimension n — 1. We have the commutative diagram

[t] spl¢ NT[Lt] ,spl Nn+1

| J

N[t n] ¢ N[t] % N[Tﬂl

n

Now the product NLsPL A g regular since N\ M s formally smooth over Spf Oz and Ny .51
ntl n+1

is regular. We form the arithmetic intersection numbers

(NP, GNP g g = XEP AL R0 A g 7,
n ’ X n+1

for regular semisimple g.

10.4. The AT conjecture for the smaller correspondence. We now come to the AT con-

jecture.

Conjecture 10.4.1. Let n = 2m be even, 0 < t < n even. Assume that e” = 1. There exists
¢ € CX(G") with transfer (vol(KI"")~ 21K,[f]xK,[{i1’O) € C(Gw,) x CZ(Gw,) such that, if
v € G'(Fy)rs is matched with g € Gy, (Fp)ys, then

(At gArffser ‘logq = —90rb (v,¢').

NLHse! ><./\/’,[L”+]l

Remark 10.4.2. When t = n, since NP is i dentical to /\/}[ln], Conjecture [10.4.1| is identical
with Conjecture in [31].

10.5. Intersection numbers on the splitting model for the larger correspondence.
Let NP be the flat closure of the base change of N along the morphism Nspl o Ngﬂl —
N /\/;[ﬁil Then NP is a closed formal subscheme of Nﬂjpl /\/;[ﬁil, flat over Spf Op of

relative dimension n— 1. If Conjecture [10.1.2|on the flatness of Nn] holds, then /V,Lt]’Spl coincides
with K/’,gt] outside the worst points. We have the commutative diagram

/’\V/'T[lt] SPl¢ NT[Lt] ,spl N

n+1

l J (10.5.1)

Aic A )

n

By Lemma [10.1.1] the horizontal maps are closed embeddings. We define the arithmetic

intersection numbers

Ya Ya 1 1 Y 1 ~L A7 1
(NP GNTLPT) oy = XN T, Pt g 7w,
n,€ n+1

for regular semisimple g € Gy, (Fp).
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10.6. The AT conjecture for the larger correspondence. We now come to the AT con-
jecture.

Conjecture 10.6.1. Let n = 2m be even, 0 < t < n even. Recall from (10.2.3) the function
onll € C(Gwy)-

There ezists ¢’ € C°(G") with transfer (VOI(K,[f])_21K Eﬁq,O) € CX(Gw,) x CX(Gwy)
such that, if v € G'(Fy)ys is matched with g € Gy, (Fp)ys, then

A7 [t],spl A7 [t],spl . _ /
<Nn PL GNP >N,[f]’5plx/\fﬂ1 log g = — 00rb (’y, © )

Remark 10.6.2. When t = n, we have NI — /\7}[1”] ~ Nibn}. Since N 5Pl s identical to N[n]
by Remark [10.1.3] Conjecture [10.6.1]is identical to Conjecture i.e., [31, Conj. 5.6].

Remark 10.6.3. For each ¢t < n— 2, there are two cases depending on €” = +1. When ¢’ = —1

we could replace the test function by the simpler vol( K" [, 1t]) 1 Il by Lemma[10.2.1| part

(ii).

XKr[ﬁ]H’

11. AT CONJECTURE OF TYPE (t,n + 1)

Let n =2m + 1 be odd. Let 0 <t < n —1 be even. We use the exceptional special divisor

Z(u)[sP! on Ny 1 SPI , for a unit length vector u € V1. This can be identified with Ny[,,t}’Spl, cf.
Theorem The intersection product takes place on Ny (151 ./\/'7[3:1}.

We fix an ahgned triple of framing objects (Y, X, u) = (YEJ,X‘?], u) of dimension n+ 1 and
type t, with corresponding embedding of RZ spaces N;Lt]ab =Nl Nn = +1 ., cf. '
We also fix an isogeny Y"1 — Y ag in § and extend this in the obvious way to an isogeny
X1 — X[ This defines embeddings of RZ spaces Ny s N [t+ and A" < N " 1] and
N wle e,

We also fix an isogeny X[”+1] — XI»=1 This is only possible When e = 1, which we assume
throughout this section. It allows us to consider the RZ space NI +1 , and ./\/;[11_11’”“] with its
natural morphisms to NT[LTEI and N[n 1,

We again use the notation Wy = V(X) and W? = V(Y), so that u € W; and W} = (u)*. We
denote by W the hermitian space of dimension n + 1 with opposite Hasse invariant of Wi, and
fix a vector ug € Wy of the same length as u and set Wg = (ug)*. Then Wg has the opposite

Hasse invariant of I/Vlb . Note that Wy is the split hermitian space.

11.1. The naive version. Similar to §8| there are two ways to use correspondences to obtain

natural cycles on the ambient space ./\/}[L j\/fr;l]. The first one is to use a correspondence

N;[Lnfl’t] on the smaller space

n—1,t n—1n+1
NP1 XN[H +1]

n

T

n—1 n—1] n—1 n+1
NI e N s A NI s A,

n n
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Note that, since there is no (natural) embedding from ./\/}[L Vto N 7?11], we are forced to use an
almost trivial but nevertheless essential correspondence on the larger space.
The second one is to use a correspondence ./\/,[:li] on the bigger space

o

[t
N M s N1 NI Al

We define the spaces N,L”‘l’”"’ and ./\@Ln_l]’o by the following cartesian diagram (see also
Theorem and Remark [9.10.4)),
N[n—l,t] N[n 1l,0¢ Nn+1n 1]
n
J . l . J (11.1.1)
—1,t -1 -1
N g e
We can factorize the outer cartesian diagram

n—1,t], n+1ln—1
N N[+Jg ]

n

l . J (11.1.2)

N,r[]lnfl,t] N[TL 1]

in an alternative way,

n

J 0 l 0 J (11.1.3)

N[n Lt]o¢ N[argl ;n—1,] N[?’Hrl ;n—1]

To see these cartesian diagrams, we construct all of these spaces from the following skeleton,

N[?’L+1 n— 1

n+1

n

n—1,t
N[-i-l ]

n—1 n—1
Yt N,
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We arrive at the following cube by taking successive cartesian products

NG N
™~ ™~
NG N
(11.1.4)
A N
\ \
A N

In particular, all of the faces are cartesian, and all of the vertical morphisms are étale of degree
two. Note that the bottom cartesian square follows from Proposition and the right vertical
face is obvious. Then the two factorizations (11.1.1)) and (11.1.3) come from the front-and-left

faces and the right-and-back faces respectively.
From the big correspondence, we have the following fiber product diagram

N[t C N[n+1 t]
/ N (11.1.5)
y v ra— Y N

Lemma 11.1.1. The proper morphism

(71, 72) : N Ml & N[T{”

n

s a closed embedding of formal schemes.

Proof. Indeed, N¥'is the closed formal subscheme of A x A [TE parameterizing pairs (Y[, x+1])

n

such that the quasi-isogeny XM — Y1t x € lifts to an isogeny. O

Note that the cartesian square in the back face of (11.1.4]) can be enlarged into a commutative
diagram

N[n lt] C N[:_nl 1,71-‘1-1] N[t_,'_nl—’—l]

n n

-

t,n—1 t,n—1
Ny gt (11.1.6)

n

N NI
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Therefore, from the outer square there is an induced morphism
n—1,t],0 A7[t
which is a closed embedding.

Theorem 11.1.2. The natural map
Ny[tn—l,t],o . _/\/;[lt}

s an isomorphism. In other words, the big correspondence and the small correspondence coincide
as formal subschemes of./\ft] X ./\fn+1].

When ¢t = n — 1 this holds trivially and both spaces are isomorphic to ./\/}[Ln_l]’o. The proof
of Theorem [11.1.2]is given in In particular, we obtain from the structure of ./\/}[Lnfl’t] the
following statement.

Corollary 11.1.3. The formal scheme /\7#] 1s flat. O

11.2. Lattice models. Let A’ be a vertex lattice of type ¢ in Wg and denote its stabilizer by
K. Fix a special vector ug of unit norm such that the lattice Ag = A” @ (ug) € Vert!(Wy). We
fix a lattice A € Vert" (W) such that A C Ag and denote by Kgfll] the stabilizer of A (recall
that Wy is the split hermitian space).

We have the lattice models NL’} —Lt]e and NLF —14 of RZ spaces. Similar to we have a
bi—KT[ln_l]-invariant Hecke function, cf. ,

ol = vol (K1) ™11, el * Lyt ety (11.2.1)
and a bi- K,[Z 11 Uinvariant function
[n—1,n+1] [n+1]y -1
Pn+1 VOI(Kn+1 ) 1K7[:;11]K7[::r11 * 1Knyzr+11]K7[:3rll] (1122)

We have
Orb(g, vol (K1) 2l g o ) — (=t o gnfr ),

Similarly we have the bi—KELl—invariant Hecke function, cf.(8.3.2])

[t,;n+1]

1
el = ol (K M e * Lot (11.2.3)

ntl n+1 " *n+1 n+1 n+1
Then we have

0 © @l = (N 0 gNI),

Orb(g,vol(K,[f])dlK

Lemma 11.2.1. Lett <n —1.

(i) We have
Nq[;z—l,t],o ~ I’\\L[;@—l,t]‘

Both are “finite étale double” coverings ofNL?_l’t] (namely, every fiber consists of two elements).
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(ii) We have

#EINK Kl =,

and
#EDAKN R = 0,

(iii) We have

VOI(K ™ 9) 2140 © 1 e ~ vol(K1) 210 @ @)~ vol (B ) 20l @ 1L

Proof. (i) For the big correspondence we have

N = {(A°, A/, A) € Vert!(W”) x Vert!(W) x Vert" ™' (W) | A Cc A = A’ & (u)} =

(11.2.4)
= {(A°,A) € Vert!(W®) x Vert" ™ (W) | A € A° & (u)}.

For the small correspondence we have

Ntn=1o — £(A* A1 A Ay, A) € Vert! (W) x Vert™ 1 (W?) x Vert! (W) x Vert” (W) x Vert™ (W) |
N=No W), A =A@, c A AcA)
= {(N’,A5,A) € Vert! (W) x Vert H(W”) x Vert" ™ (W) | A} € A°, A c A} @ (u)}.
(11.2.5)
We get a bijection because given (Ab, A) eN Nif ], we can reconstruct uniquely the missing entry
A% by the chain of inclusions A C' A + (u) C A® @ (u), which implies that A% is the unique
solution of A + (u) = A} @ (u) (we use that u is a vector of unit length).

(ii) The proof is similar to that of Lemma [10.2.1{ part (ii) as an application of Witt’s theorem
and we omit the details.

iii) The proof is similar to that of Lemma [8.3.1| part (iii). By the bi-Kj, [ ]—mvarlance of 1
(iii) p p y

Kl

we obtain

K[t & 1Knn++11 N]-K[t & (6K[t * 1 n++l] * GK[t])-

Now note

n+1

1 ey = vol(KH)~11 1
gl * Lpetnn) = VOL(EGT) ™71 gy % s s

n+1

gt = VOI(KT[ﬂ) VOI(K[t] Nkl nH]) K[t]K[nJrl]

where Kl 0 K" = g[M00 By part (i), we have KK = gl glmilglndtl —

K EH K Efll] Hence

e @ 1y ~1 0 @ (vol (K02 vol(K [~ 2vol(K YN M e % 1t i)

n+l n+1" n+1 n+1 n+1

ol (0 2 ol (K1) 21 g Gl
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Similarly, by the bi—KT[Lnf I invariance of 1 Kl we have
K g X 1K7[1n:11 N(GK[ o * lK[z €gln=1l0 o) ®1 nn++11]
:VOI(Kr[Ln_l}’O)_Q(IKT[Ln_l],o * 1K,[f] * 1K7[Z ) &® ].K[n++11
= vol (1) vl K1) vol K221 o e * Lyt lo ) @ Tt
n n+
=vol(K[' 1) 2vol(K [P te)2pln bl @ 1 gy,
n+1
where we have used KL”‘”"’KE] = K,L,n_l]K,[f]. Next by the bi—K,[@n ]-mvarlance of cp[n L t}, we
continue to obtain
iin ® 1pintn ~vol(K o) 2 vol (K1) 2ol @ (e oy # 1l * €pefn)
= vol(K[ Kln—14], ) vol(K ! Kln— 1]) 2(’0%—1,7:] ® (’Dmr—ll,mrl]. 0

11.3. The exotic case t = n — 1. In this subsection, we consider the case t = n — 1, in which
we have regularity of Ny R N nH without passing to the splitting model. Namely, in the case
t = n — 1, the formal scheme /\/}[L Vis formally smooth (ezotic smoothness). In this case, we
have the AT conjecture in [32], which we recall briefly. The RZ spaces /\/}[Lnf and N, | [nﬂ]

both smooth (exotic smoothness), and hence it makes sense to consider the intersection number

(Nfr=tle g a1l KN s N A=t gadntle). (11.3.0)

N”[Lnfl] N['r:‘ﬁl] n
But this intersection number coincides precisely with the one occurring in [32) §12], and the
analogue of Conjecture is identical with the conjecture in [32], §12]. Note that in this case
we also obtain the identical conjecture with that in

11.4. Intersection numbers on the splitting model. Let /V[t Pl — ./V'[nflt} N
flat closure of the base change of /V g = Ny =Ll along the morphism N spl o A [":11

n

N x /\/;[LZ_JEI] Then AP is a closed formal subscheme of AjTSP! /\/‘[T;l], flat over Spf O

n
of relative dimension n — 1. We have the commutative diagram

[t] spl¢ NT[Lt],spl % N[n+1]

| |

n—1,t n+1
PV S LN VA
We define the intersection numbers

<N£t],spl’gﬁ7£t],spl> _ X(N#]’Spl < Nrgiﬁl]’ﬁy[lt},spl AL gﬁgt],spl)'

t],spl n+1
NP Nl
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11.5. The AT conjecture. We now come to the AT conjecture. Let A’ (resp. A/b) be a vertex
lattice of type t (resp. type n — 1) in Wg. Denote by Kr[f] (resp. KT[L"A]) the stabilizer of A”
(resp. A"). Fix a special vector ug of unit norm, and let Ag = A® & (ug) and A} = A & (ug);
they are vertex lattices of type t and n — 1 respectively. We fix a lattice A € Vert™ ! (W) such
that A C A{ (recall that Wy is the split hermitian space). Denote by Kgfll] (resp. 7[11_11]) the
stabilizer of A (resp. Af).

Conjecture 11.5.1. Let n = 2m + 1 be odd, and let 0 < t < n — 1 even. There exists

¢ € CX(G") with transfer (vol(K,[Ln_l’t]’o)_QlK[t] ® 1 mi1,0) € CZ(Gwy) x CZ(Gw,) such
n n+1

that, if v € G'(Fy)ys is matched with g € Gy, (Fo)ys, then

</\7#]’Spl, g/\7£t]’8pl> | -logq = —00rb (v,¢').

N’I[Lt] ,spl XN,,[;’}gil

Remark 11.5.2. By Lemmal/|11.2.1|part (iii), one could replace the function Vol(Ky[Ln_l’t]’o)_21
1, i1 by either of the other two.
n+1

KH®

11.6. Comparison when ¢t = n—1. Conjecture|l1.5.1|for ¢ = n—1 is not identical to [32, Conj.

12.4] which concerns the intersection number </§\/}Ln_1 ) gJ\A/,Q"‘”> A1 gt cf. also Remark
n n+1

9.10.3] We expect the difference between these conjectures to be given on the analytic side by
an orbital integral function. To be more precise, consider the following commutative diagram,

NJLn— 1],spl¢ /\/;Ln—l] ,spl v Ngr—z:il]

| |

rin—1 n—1 n+1
NP M e v,

The vertical arrows are isomorphisms away from the worst points of N,[lnfl]. Each auto-

morphism g € U(Y) induces a permutation of these worst points. Let A € C" be a type
n — 1 vertex lattice, with corresponding exceptional divisor Excy C Nén_l]’Spl. Then WT(A) €
/\/}[Ln_l] N g/\/,L”‘” if and only if g € Staby(y)(A). In this case, the automorphism induces an
automorphism of the exceptional divisor g : Excy — Excy.

Conjecture 11.6.1. Let n = 2m + 1 be odd. There exists peore € C°(G') such that, if v €
G'(Fy)ys is matched with g € Gw, (Fp)s, then

<<N’T[LTL—1],SP1’ gNT[Ln_H ’sp1>N7[Ln71],spl><N7[L”rIlil] - <N7[Ln_1] ) qugn_l} >N7[l"*1] XNEZEH) log q=— aorb (r}/’ SDCOI'I‘) .

In other words, the additional contribution to the intersection number in the splitting model
(compared to the intersection occurring in [32, Conj. 12.4]) comes from the automorphisms of
the exceptional divisors and their formal neighbourhoods, and we expect this will contribute an
error term expressed by the orbit integral on the RHS.

12. PROOF OF THEOREM [11.1.2

In this section, we prove Theorem [11.1.2
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12.1. Local model for ./\/}[Ls’t]. Let F/Fy be a ramified quadratic extension with uniformizers
72 = my. Let (V, ¢) be a hermitian space of dimension n over F. Let Ay C A; be vertex lattices

of type s and t, resp., where s and t are even numbers. We have a natural lattice chain:
As C Ay CAY cAY cr A,
We can further complete it into a polarized lattice chain A, see §4.1]

Definition 12.1.1. The local model Mf s a projective scheme over Spec Op. It represents
the moduli problem that sends each Op-algebra R to the set of filtrations

s AY Y
Aok — Ay — AV AY p —5 m A g
] J ] J J (12.1.1)
Fa, Fa, Fay FAy Fra-1a,

such that the following axioms are satisfied:

(a) For all lattices A occurring in (12.1.1), Fj is an Op ®0p, R-submodule of Ag, and an
R-direct summand of rank n;

(b) Any arrow A : A — A’ in (12.1.1)) carries Fj into Fy/. The isomorphism 7r_1A57R N Asr
identifies F, 15, with Fj,;
(¢c) For i = s and t, the perfect R-bilinear pairing

Aigx AYp 225 R

identifies Fy, with Fyv inside A}p; and

(d) For all lattices A occurring in ((12.1.1), Fu satisfies the strengthened spin condition, see

©.2

By [22], the local model M[;f ! is flat. From the definition, we have natural projections

M

M M

which are isomorphisms over the generic fiber. When s = ¢, the projection p; : ML‘f LN Mg] is
an isomorphism.

When n = 2m is even, we will also consider the local model ML? =24 with three indices, this
relates to the RZ space .ML”’"_Q’t]. By [32, Prop. 9.12], the projection M[n"’n_Q’t] — M%_Q’t] is
an isomorphism. But the corresponding map between RZ spaces is a trivial double cover, see

§0.9)
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12.2. Auxiliary space of the )Y-cycle. In this subsection, we first recall the auxiliary spaces

constructed in [32], then relate them with Y-cycles. A similar construction occurs in [45].
Suppose from now on that n = 2m+1 is an odd number and that V is a split hermitian space

of dimension n+ 1 over F. Let A,+1 C V be a m-modular lattice, i.e., a vertex lattice such that

n+1
ThAni1 = A1 C Agyy
Let w € A),; C V be a unit-length vector. We have the orthogonal decomposition of the
hermitian space V = VP @ Fu.

Lemma 12.2.1. The vector mu € A,11 is primitive.

Proof. We cannot have 7~ 'u € A),: otherwise, we would have u € 7AY,; = Apy1, but then
(7 'u,u) = 71, contradicting the definition of the dual lattice. O

Define A,,—1 := A1 + (u), which is a vertex lattice of type n — 1. The lattice chain A, C
A,—1 defines the local model Mgﬂl’nﬂ]
Mgfrll’n_l] — Mm__ll] is an isomorphism.

The submodule (u) C A,_1 is a direct summand with orthogonal decomposition A,_1 =
A|17171 & (u), where A';L,l C V? is a vertex lattice of type n — 1. We define the local model Mg%l]

using A? . Let ¢ : M M?:ll] be the composition of the following maps

. By [32, Prop. 9.12], the natural projection p,_; :

L ML?_M]C—> Mg:fﬂ ~ Mg:—_&—ll,n—l,t} _ Mm:l’t]a (12.2.1)

where the closed immersion Mkf e, MLZ;” is defined by sending

(FAb7 f

b,v
) >
1 Anfl

) — (Fan_y, Fav_ ) = (fAb @® R(I—m)u, Fpo & R(IT— 7r)u>,
n- n— n—1

and where the identification in the middle is via the isomorphism p,,_1.

Proposition 12.2.2 ([32, Prop. 12.1]). The composition ¢ is a closed embedding.

Proof. By descent, it suffices to verify the statement after base change along an unramified
extension. This allows us to assume that u has length —1 and V” is split. The assertion now
follows from [32], Prop. 12.1]. O
Let (’FAZ—l’fAE{Xl
its image under ¢.

) be an R-point of ML?_H, we denote by (¢(Fy» _1), u(F

AV ) € Mgﬂu (R)

Definition 12.2.3. Define the closed subscheme

Y[n+1] (u) _ Z[n+1] (7T’u,) - M[:J:rll]

[n+1]
n+1

1]

as the closed subscheme of M which parametrizes filtrations (Fy C Ag) € M, (R) that

satisfy R(II — m)u C FAY,,-
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Lemma 12.2.4. The closed embedding v factors through Y"1 (u),

L

Mgl— 1]¢ M[n+ 1]

N
~N
N
~N /
>

Y[n+1] (u)

We also denote by ¢ : Myf*l] — Y (u) the resulting map.

Proof. Let (Fy» 1"7:AW ) be an R-point of le_l]. By Proposition [12.2.2] it is a closed sub-
n— n—1
functor of Mkfll} characterized by the subset of filtrations Mgfll’nfl of the form:
Ant1 An—1 An—1
A p——— AR Ay s p———— Mg

S L LT e

U(Fp )—Fp SRII-7m)u — fAb,vl @ R(Il — m)u — L(fAb,vl)

n—1 n—1

By Lemma [12.2.1} the sublattice (u) C A) ; is an Op-direct summand. Hence, the transition
map restricts to an isomorphism \Y_; : (u) ®op, B — (u) ®0y, R under which
Therefore, the filtration in (12.2.2)) satisfies R(II — m)u C «(F

A
Y (w). O

»»v ) and thus defines a point in
n—1

Theorem 12.2.5. The induced map ¢ : ME Y oy y ] (u) is an isomorphism.

Proof. In [45, Thm. 5.5], Yao proves that the closed immersion N o yln] (u) inside the
RZ space ./\fﬂ:{l] is an isomorphism. The proof of Theorem follows the same strategy,
and we briefly sketch the main ideas below.

First, in [45, Lem. 5.11], Yao shows that every point of Y"*1(u)(F) is smooth by computing
its tangent space using the local model (see footnote ?7); his argument implies that the special
fiber of Y"+1(u) is smooth.

Next, it is straightforward to verify that the closed immersion ¢ induces an isomorphism on
the generic fiber, since both spaces are isomorphic to the Grassmannian Gr(1, F"~1).

Finally, we claim that ¢ induces a bijection ¢ : MY (F) & YU (1) (F) between the geo-
metric points of the special fiber. To be more precise, given any filtration (Fa,, +1"7:AX+1) €
Y"1 (u)(F), consider the intersection (cf. the proof of [32, Prop. 12.1]):

— % b,v % b,v ~ APV
fAE{lll = ]:AX+1 N )‘n—l(An—l,]F) c )\n—l(An—l,F) - An—l,]F'

The last isomorphism is due to the fact that AE{Xl C AY_, C AY,, presents A?L’XI as a direct
summand of Ay, ;. We aim to show that F ;v

n—1
[n—1]

defines a point in M, (F). This boils down to verifying the following conditions:

together with its isotropic complement F s )
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W 7,

b,V
An—LIF’

2) F

N
(3) I(F,
Both (2) and (3) essentially follow from [45, Prop. b5.14], where Yao shows that the map
N (F) — Y[+ (4)(F) is a bijection. He reduces the problem to a question about Dieudonné
lattices and carries out an explicit computation after fixing a basis using [45, Lem. 5.10]. Since
for a Dieudonné lattice M, the quotient VM /moM C M/moM defines a geometric point in the
local model after trivialization, his computation applies directly to the local model. ]

is orthogonal to itself with respect to the symmetric form induced from A, F on
this follows directly from the construction.
C Ai’xl is a direct summand of rank n — 1.

»,v ) is locally free of rank < 1, and hence satisfies the strengthened spin condition.
n—1

12.3. Auxiliary space of j\A/T[Lt]. In this subsection, we construct and study the local model of
the space /i\/#] defined in Let us recall the notations and assumptions. We denote by
V' = Wy the split hermitian space of dimension n 4+ 1 = 2m + 2. Let u € V be a unit length
vector. We have the orthogonal decomposition V = VP &S Fu. Let t be an even integer with
0<t<n-1.

Recall the lattice model NI/ defined in Let (A2, A,y1) € N, By definition, we have

1
Apt1 C Ap—1 := Apy1 + (u). We have orthogonal decompositions
A1 =N oW, and A=A u). (12.3.1)

Here A’ | and A} are vertex lattices in V.
We define ﬁq[f} as the closed subscheme of Mq[?:f’t] given by following condition:
Fre=Fpn @ R(IT — 7)u, where []:AQ C ARl e M,

In other words, it is characterized by the following cartesian diagram:

V(S V(Y

| o |
Ml =zl () —— MY, |
On the other hand, the chain of lattices
A A A A,

defines the local model MZL_M] as in Definition [12.1.1} Similar to (|12.2.1]), we define the map

L Mg@_l’t] — Mgfll’ﬂ as the composition:

L M7[;z—1,t]c Mm_—ll,t] ~ ML?_:—ll,n—l,t] Mﬂff’t].

Lemma 12.3.1. The map ¢ is a closed embedding, and it factors through ﬁw C MZZ_;M}, which

we will still denote by ¢.
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Proof. The embedding Myt~ < MU M sends (Fa)a to (Fa @ R(I— 7)),

position MZ:ll’t] ~ Mq[:irll’nfl’ﬂ — Mgfll’ﬂ does not change the filtrations Fj, and Fpy. The
assertion then follows from Proposition [12.2.2] and Lemma [12.2.4 ]

[t]

Proposition 12.3.2. The closed immersion ¢ : M%_l’t] — Mn s an isomorphism.

and the com-

Proof. Since both of them are closed subschemes of M%:ll’ﬂ, we only need to show that any

R-point of 1\71%] lies in M[T? L Let R be an Op-algebra, any R-point of ﬁ[ﬂ represents a
filtration of the form:

>\n+1 )\t v )\2/ v
AR AR AR Ay g

J

— Fp @ Rl — m)u — }'Az,v & R(II— mu —— Fpy |

Fa

n+1

Since Y (R(II — m)u) = R(II — m)u C FAy,,» we see that (]:A"+1’]:A7VL+1) defines a point in

YU () (R) ML?:IH(R) under the projection Mgfll’ﬂ — Mgfll]. By Theorem [12.2.5] we
n—1

have (Fa,.1» Fay,,) = (L(]:AZ_)’L(‘FA?;L)) for some (]:AZ_N]: ) € M ](R).

N
By the proof of [32] Prop. 12.1], we further have
b,
F Fay,, N A1 (A7 R,

YT
where \,_1 : AX?L r— A 4 1,p 18 the natural transition map. Since

N (Fpv ® RIL=m)u) C Fay,, and Fpov C A,

we conclude that the transition map )\?’v : Az’v — AEL’XI carries F 5 v to F v . By duality, the
t n—1

transition map > _; : A | — A’ carries F,»  to F,», hence the filtrations (Fy» , Fro, F
n—1-4n—1 t A A AP AR Ty

define an R-point of MZL —L O

12.4. Proof of Theorem [11.1.2 The proof of Theorem [11.1.2] proceeds along the same lines
as the proof of Corollary [7.2.10; we will show that the map ./\/}[Ln_l’t]’O — /(\/}[f] induces a bijection

on geometric points; then, Proposition [12.3.2| shows that each point in NT[Lnfl’t]’O(]F) = N (F)
has the same first order deformation theory in either formal scheme, hence the map is also

by Fybv
t ’ Anfl)

infinitesimally étale, and the theorem follows.

Recall from 1 that N = M(X) [7%0] is the common rational Dieudonné module of the framing
objects X[t and X of /\/T[ﬁ:il’ﬂ. It is equipped with a hermitian form A and a o-linear
operator 7 : N — N. By the isometry V(X" @p Fy ~ C ®@p, Fy ~ N, the unit length vector
u € V(X[ corresponds to a unit length element in N, which we will still denote by u. We
have a decomposition of the hermitian space N = N” @ Fu, where N” is the rational Dieudonné
module of the framing object Y"1 of Ngjﬁ_l].

First of all, by computation on Dieudonné modules, the geometric points /\/;[Liﬁl’nfl’t] (F) are

given as follows by O z-lattices

Mn+1 cM,1CMCN
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such that
e We have IIM,; C T_I(Mi) CII"'M; fori=n+1,n—1and t;

e We have relations
<1 <1 1
Mt C (Mt + T(Mt)), and Mn—l C (Mn—l + T(Mn_l)), and Mn+1 C (Mn+1 + T(Mn+1));

e We have chains

n—t—1 n—t—1
2

1 t v o2 v 1 v -1

n

By definition, the vector u € N satisfies 7(u) = u. By the definition of NT[Lnfl’t]’o (see (11.1.6))),

we can write

N=H2(F) = { (M1, Mooy, My) € NIV E) | My = M @ (), Moy = My @ (u)}

n

The following lemma is straigthforward and ensures that M are still Dieudonné modules:

Lemma 12.4.1. Let M C N be a vertex lattice such that M = M’ & (u). Then
(1) The relation TIM C 7=Y(M) C TI"'M is equivalent to TIM® C 7= (M) C TI"'M".
(2) The relation M C M + 7(M) is equivalent to M* C M® + 7(M®). Moreover, we have
(M +7(M))/M ~ (M" +7(M")) /M.
In particular, the submodule M C M + (M) has the same colength as the submodule M° C
M’ +7(MP). O

Next, by computation on Dieudonné modules, the geometric points /\7#] (F) are given as follows

by O jz-lattices (see again ((11.1.6]))
Mn+1 CM;CN

such that
e We have IIM; C 7= Y(M;) C TTI"*M; and TIM,, 1 C 7 (Mpy1) C T 1M, 115

e We have relations
<1 1
M; C (Mt + T(Mt)), and Mn+1 C (Mn+1 + T(Mn+1)) and M; = Mtb (&) <u>,

e We have decomposition
Mt = Mtb D <'LL>,
where Mtb C N? is a lattice which defines a geometric point of /\/’,Lﬂ (F);

o We have chains
n—t+1 n—t+1

My & M, &MY & MY, ="M,
The induced map ¢ : /\/}[lnfl’t]’o(IF) — N (F) forgets the lattice M,_;. We show that ¢ is a
bijection.
For any (Mp4+1,M;) € N (F), since My = M} @ (u), we also have a decomposition M) =
Mtb’v @ (u). By Lemma u € My, is a primitive vector. Therefore, we have a decompo-
sition

M1 = Mb_1 © (ru) and M7\z/+1 = H_erbz—l @ (u),

n
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where M, b 4 CN > is a lattice. The inclusion My+1 C My has colength ”_tH. Hence, the
inclusion M?_, C M is a inclusion of colength 2=t=1 = L. Therefore, M?_; C N’ is a vertex lattice
of type n — 1. Define M,, 1 := Mn_1 @ (u). By Lemma the triple (My41, My—1, My)
defines a point in N ().

Conversely, for any (My4+1, My—1, M) in ./\/,[Ln_l’t]’o(]F), it is straightforward to verify that
(My41, M) defines a point in NI (F). Moreover, from the construction we see that this defines
a bijection. U

13. THE PROOF OF CONJECTURE [9.10.1| FOR TYPE (n — 1,t) = (0,0)

In this section, we prove the Conjecture for type (n—1,t) = (0,0). The proof proceeds
as follows. In § we first reduce Conjecture [9.10.1] to the inhomogeneous setting, allowing us
to apply the germ expansion results from [25] and [32] see Theorem 1l Then, in we
recall the exceptional isomorphisms: one between /\/’2,1 and the Iwahori level Lubin—Tate moduli

space Mp(r,), and another between NQ[Q] and the (hyperspecial level) Lubin—Tate moduli space
],+

M, as constructed in [31] and [32]. These isomorphisms allow us to relate the cycles //\/lv[lO "~ on

N [O] to canonical and quasi-canonical lifts on Mp(r,), as studied in §13.3l We then compute

the intersection multiplicity by reducing to calculations involving canonical lifts in §13.4] and
compare the outcome with the corresponding analytic computation in §13.5|

13.1. Inhomogeneous setting. We reduce Conjecture [0.10.1] to the inhomogeneous setting
First, since the bottom row of the diagram (9 is H (F[)) -equivariant, the embeddlng/\f ntle
Mﬁll s g (Fp)-equivariant. As the pro Jectlon./\f no bt NT[LT; Vis also H (Fp)-equivariant,
the induced embedding M Ny [n+1 Tis H (Fo)—eqmvariant.

Since the group action on the sphttlng models is defined via changes in the framing object
(just as for RZ spaces), it follows that the intersection number in Conjecture remains
unchanged if we replace ¢ = (g1,92) € Gw, (Fp) with ¢’ = (1,97 g2). The same reduction
applies on the analytic side via a change of variables. Thus, without loss of generality, we may

assume that
G/(FO)rs >0 = (177) g = (179) € GW«;(FO)TS

in Conjecture [9.10.1
For f € C°(Gy ), recall from [21], §4] the definition of the function f* € C>°(U(W)) given by

Flo = [ Jhgdn g e UOV)(F) (13.1.1)

One also has ¢f for ¢ € C2°(G"), whose precise definition is not needed here, see 21, (4.2.16)].
We recall the following result:

Proposition 13.1.1. (i) The function ¢’ € C(G') is a transfer of (f1,f2) € CX(Gw,) X
C>®(Gw,) if and only if ¢"* is a transfer of (fg,ff) € C(U(Wy)) x C2(U(W)).
(ii) Let ¢ € CX(G') and v € U(W1)(Fp)ys, then

d0rb((1,7),¢’) = 200rb(v, ")
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Proof. (i) is [2I], Cor. 4.2.5], (ii) is |21} Cor. 4.2.4], see also [31] §5]. O
With this, we may now state the inhomogeneous version of Conjecture [9.10.1

Corollary 13.1.2. Let n be odd, and let t =n — 1. Conjecture|9.10.1), (ii) is equivalent to the
following statement:

o there exists @' € CX(S,(Fy)) with transfer (VOI(KL"_H’O)_IQDL?IE’H,0) € CX(UWy)) x

C(U(Wy)) such that, if v € Sy, (Fo)rs is matched with g € U(W1)(Fy)ys, then

A ltl+spl o A(t],+,spl . _ /
(R ) g o= 000 (1.5

Similarly, Conjecture(9.10.1), (iii) is equivalent to the following statement:

o there exists ¢' € C(S,) with transfer (Vol(KLn_l}’o)*lho : (p[rzl:ll’t],()) e CX(UWy)) x

C>(U(Wh)) such that, if v € G'(Fy)rs is matched with g € U(W1)(Fp)ys, then

N[t}""':spl N[t]’_)spl . — /
<Mn , gMy >NT[L"71] xNitLipl log g = — 90rb (’y, ® )

Here hy € U(Wp)(Fo) is an element in K \Klln_l]’o, and hy - cpgljll’t] (9) := @E?jll’t](hog).

Proof. By Proposition [13.1.1] we are reduced to computing

#
(VOI(KT[LH_H’O)_21K[n—1],o ® (pg:&—ll,t]) . for some hg € K[n_l].

ho n

First, since glre c gl bt e gl gy any k € KU and € U(Wy)(Fp), we have

n+1 n+1 »
[n+1,n—1] .
Oprr (kr)=1 Kl i) * 1l et (k)
= 1) o1 ()1 1) insn) (R k) dh
/U(WO) il 1Ol ()
= 1) i1 (KR)L 1) onsny (W1 2)dR
/U(WO) sl Lo ()
= 1 i) poin—1) (R)1 ) ons (R ) dh
/U(WO) el Ll ()
+1n-1
=g " @),
i.e., the Schwartz function 8021:11,71—1] is left K,[ln_”’o—invariant. Therefore, for any hg € K,[zn_l},
we have
#
—1],0\— +1,t —1],0\— +1,¢
(vol(Kfr=1) 721 g, @ ) (g) = vol (i) =2 /U . 1 e, (W)l (hg)dh
“1loy— 1,
= vl [ (el (hhog)dh
uwe) "
—1]0\— 1t
— vol(K[P= 1) Lol (g g).
The assertion then follows from [21, Cor. 4.2.4 and Cor. 4.2.5], see also [31 §5]. O

For the rest of the section, we take n =1 and t = 0.
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13.2. Iwahori level Lubin-Tate moduli space and exceptional isomorphism. To de-
scribe the cycles and compute the intersection numbers on the geometric side, we recall some
constructions in [32, §8 and §9].

Definition 13.2.1. (i) The Lubin-Tate moduli space M of formal Op,-modules of dimension 1
and relative height 2 is the formal scheme representing the functor over Spf O 7 that associates
to each Spf Oﬁo—scheme S the set of isomorphism classes of pairs (Y, py), where Y is a formal
OF,-module of dimension 1 and relative height 2 over S and py : Y xg S — E Xgpecr S is an
Op,-linear quasi-isogeny of height 0.

(ii) The Iwahori level Lubin-Tate moduli space Mr () is the formal scheme representing the

functor over Spf O 7 that associates to each Spf O Z;ﬂo—scherne S the set of isomorphism classes of
quadruples

<Y7 Y/a ¢ : Y — Y/7I0Y)7
where Y and Y’ are formal Op,-modules of dimension 1 and relative height 2 over S, ¢ is an

Op,-linear isogeny of degree ¢ and py : Y x5S — E X SpecF S is an Op,-linear quasi-isogeny of
height 0.

From (Y,Y',¢:Y — Y’ py), we deduce the following composition of quasi-isogenies
— 51 —_ — —
pyr 1Y xg8 ¢—> Y xg S R XSpecF S LM E XspecF S,

which is of height zero. Then the pullbacks pj (Ag) and pj.(Ag) lift to principal polarizations

Ay of Y and Ay of Y’ since the same holds for the universal object over the Lubin-Tate moduli

space M. We denote by ¢’ : Y/ — Y the unique isogeny such that ¢po¢’ = () and ¢’ o = ¢(7).
Consider the following framing object for /\/'2[0% = /\/2[0} (cf. [32] §8 and Ex. 9.4]):

L
(Xg, LXy) >\X2) = (E X E, " 7*2()\]E X )\IE))
LE
We have an isomorphism (Mry(ry))o, — NQ[O] given by
¢/
(.Y, 6, pv) — (Y x Y, =200 X Av1),py X pyr), (13.2.1)

¢

comp. [32, Prop. 8.2]. We consider another framing object
(Xg, LX27A§§2) = (]E X E, LR X L, )\E X )‘E)

By [32, Ex. 9.4], there is an Op-linear isomorphism

wO = L : (XQ,LXQ,)\XQ) — (X27L3~g2>)‘}~§2)'
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Combining with ((13.2.1)), we have an isomorphism

Cb/
(MFO(WO))SPfOF _>N2[0]7 (K Yla(ybva) — (nyla ,_2()\YX)\Y’)77/100([7YXPY’))-

(13.2.2)

For the remainder of this section, we fix X, as the framing object for /\/2[0].
Next, we compare the group actions along the isomorphism ((13.2.2). Let D be the unique
quaternion algebra over Fjy and let F' < D be the fixed embedding defined via tg. Recall from

132, §15.1] that for (Xa, 1%, Ag,), We have
~ T
Endo,, (X2) = Endo,, (E®) = M3(Op), with Op-action 7 — :
-7
hence
o~ a b
Endp), (X2) = a,de F,b,ce D™},
c d

where D = F & D~ is the eigenspace decomposition under the conjugation action of w. The

Rosati involution is given by

S
ol

fo_ =1,V a
rr—>x = " ox o g, — ,
X2 %2 c d

|
al

where x — 7 is the main involution of D. The unitary group U(W7) may be explicitly presented
as

1 a b ac€F, beD,
. (13.2.3)
a€ F!

U(Wl)(FO):{ o b a < AR(D) Na+ Nb=1

Let D! be the group of elements of norm 1. If we fix a basis element ( € D~ N D!, then we

may also express these presentations in terms of special embeddings into Ma(F):

1 a b ) ) . a bt
g= € UWh)(Fy) C Ma(D) identifies with o € My(F).
Q b a abl aa

Hence, we have det g = aaa— (b(~!)-abl = a@(Na+ Nb) = @. In particular, g lies in SU(W7)(Fp)
if and only if a = 1.

Next, we compare the actions of D! on (MFO(T‘-O))SpfOF with the action of SU(Wy)(Fy) C
U(W1)(Fp) on ./\/'2[0]. Any z € D* = End(E)* with norm a unit in O, induces an action on the
Iwahori level Lubin-Tate moduli space by

(K Y,a ¢7 IOY) — (Yv, Yla ¢a LE(:E) 0 IOY)
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It acts on py- via conjugation: g (7)ig(z)g(7)~! = tg(rzn~t). By (13.2.1)), this induces an
action on NQ[O] by

-1

1 1

1 1 T 1 1 B x+7r;:7r’ ac—Trgnr’ _
T -1 N r—mrr~l  ztmrm—l < EndOFO (XQ)
1 -1 T 1 -1 5 5

Write £ = a+b € F @ D™, then man~! = a — b. Hence under the isomorphism (13.2.2), the

a b ~
element = a+b € Endo,, (E) corresponds to € M3(D) = Endoy, (X2). The resulting
b a

identification D! = SU(W;)(Fp) is then given by

a b
t=a+be D' , > SU(WY) (Fp).
a

Next, we recall the orbit matching in the inhomogeneous setting as described in [32, §15]. On
the symmetric space S(Fp) = S2(Fp), we write an element as

a b
v = ES(F@)
c d

Then + is regular semisimple if and only if bc # 0, in which case we may write v as (see [32,

(15.1)])

1 a b
v =7(a,b) = Y 0Ny € So(Fo)rs

fora € F\ F! and b € F*. By [32, §15.2],
1
v(a,b) € S(Fy)ys matches € UW1)(Fo)rs

if and only if @ = a’ and —b/b = dety(a,b) = det g = a.

13.3. Description of cycles. We describe the cycles M([)O] and M%O]’i under the exceptional

isomorphism ([13.2.2). Recall from [32, (12.1)] that there is an embedding Nl[o] — ./\/2[0], identi-

0 _ o~
fying /\/1[0] with the special cycle Z(u), where u = € Hom(E, Xs).
1

By [32, Ex. 12.2], there is also a closed embedding Spf O — (/\/lpo(m))oﬁ given by sending
the canonical lift (€, pg) to (€,&,u(m), pe). This identifies with the embedding NI[O] — ./\f2[0]
under the isomorphism (|13.2.2)).
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By [32, Ex. 12.2], the cartesian diagram ({9.5.1)), after applying the exceptional isomorphism

(13.2.2)), becomes

Ny Ao Spf O ILSPE O (Mry(r)) 0y L (Mg () )0
N
N1[O] — NQ[O] Spf O € (Mg (mo))oy

where the upper horizontal arrow respects the disjoint sum decomposition.
Next, the composition of maps

NI o N
becomes in terms of the exceptional isomorphism
Spf O O Spf O — (MFo(Wo)) (MFO(TK'(]))O N Mo, DI Mo,,

where ¢ is the disjoint sum of two morphisms pi,ps : (MFo(WO))Op — Mo,. Here pi maps
(Y, Y, ¢, py) to (Y,py) and pe maps (Y, Y, ¢, py) to (Y, pyr), comp. [32, diagram on page
1126]. In particular, the composition is the standard canonical lift to the Lubin-Tate moduli
space on each summand, see [32, Ex. 12.2].

Under the exceptional isomorphism, the diagram now becomes

M[O]C—> (MF()(WO)) (MFO(WO))

J O lw (13.3.1)

Spf O 1 Spf O Mo, LI Mo,

In particular, we have the decomposition ./K/lv[lo} M; MO 11 M[O , where ./K/lv[lo}’Jr = p1Spf O
and Mv[lo]’_ = p5 Spf O, such that

MO M = i Spf O T p3 SpE O € (M) 05 L (Mg m0)) 0 (13.3.2)

By Miracle flatness [Stacks, 00R4], the projection maps p; : Mry(ry) — M are finite flat for

i € {1,2}. Therefore, the composition Mgo] — Nl[o]’o — Spf O is flat, hence Conjecture
holds in this case.

To give a more precise description of Mv[lo], we recall the quasi-canonical lifting divisors of
M (xo), introduced in [38, §3.2]. For any j > 0, let (j, p;) be the quasi-canonical divisor on

M of level j over W; := Spf W}, see [38|, Def. 3.1].

Proposition 13.3.1 ([38, Prop. 3.6]). For any j >0, let

Jg—1 ifj>1;
0 if j = 0.

m(j) =


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/00R4
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For all j > 0, there exist quasi-canonical lifts &; of level j with a morphism B; : €y, 5y — & such
that the following diagrams commute:

F B ®F
50®F’80;®)50®F 5m(j)®]F]*>5j®F
lpo lpg and lpm@ lp]- (13.3.3)
B () B E () E)

where j > 1 in the second diagram. These define Weil divisors Y; y isomorphic to Spft W; of
(Mro(no))oﬁ = /\/'2[0}. The morphism

p
Vi — (MFO(FO))OI:- - MOF
induces an isomorphism from Y; 4+ to its image W;.

By taking the dual isogenies, for all j > 0, we obtain morphisms B;- 2 & = Epy) with
commuting diagrams similar to (13.3.3)), see [38, after (3.13)]. This defines Weil divisors }; — —
(Mg (ro))spf 0, such that the morphism

Vj—- — (MFO(WO))OF = MOF

induces an isomorphism from )Y; _ to its image W;. Note that for j = 0 we have Vo 1 = Mo —;

we set Vo = Mo+ = Mo, —-
By [38, Lem. 3.8], we have the following relations as Weil divisors:

M =y 40, and M =21+ 0. (13.3.4)
Lemma 13.3.2. There are the following equalities as divisor classes in MspfOF,

P2:pIWo = Wo + Wi,  pr.piWo = (q+ 1)Wo,
PLepoWo = Wo + Wi, pa.paWo = (¢ + 1)Wh.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we prove the identities in the first line. By Proposition
the restriction p : ); + — W, is an isomorphism. Hence p2,.)1 + = Wi. Therefore, pa.piWo =
P2« (Vo + Vi4+) = Wo + Wi. On the other hand, p; is a finite flat map of degree ¢ + 1 (comp.
[38, Lem. 2.6]), hence p1.piWo = (¢ + 1)Wb. O

13.4. Intersection numbers. From now on, we identify ); 1 with its image in ./\/'2[0] under

the isomorphism NQ[O] = (Mry(ro))os- The relation to the splitting model is as follows. Let

F
Zjy C /\/'2[0}’Spl be the strict transform of ), + under the blow up NQ[O]’SPI — Nz[oi We write again

Zy=Zo4 = Zo,_.

Proposition 13.4.1 ([38, Prop. 3.10]). For any integer j > 0, Z;+ is a Cartier divisor of
Nz[o]’Spl. The blow-up map NQ[O]’SPI — ./\/'2[0] induces an isomorphism Z;+ = Y; +. In particular,
Zi+ =W;. ]

We can now compute the intersection numbers in Conjecture [9.10.1] (ii).
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1 a v
Proposition 13.4.2. Let g = € UMW) (Fy)ys, expressed in the presentation

o v od
(113.2.3). Then

</\7[0},+,sp1 gﬂ[o],—,Sp1> (g+1)@®)+1) ifa=1 modm,
! ’ ! N Lo oPl= v(b') +2 ifa=—1 mod ,

Here v denotes the natural extension of the normalized valuation vy on Fy to F, i.e., v(b) =
’Uo(b/l_)/).

Proof. Since the reduced locus of NQ[O] = (./\/lro(7r0))oij is a single point, by the same reasoning as
in the proof of [31, Prop. 8.10], the problem reduces to computing the length of the intersection,

which is an Artinian scheme,
length(/i/lv[lo]’Jr’Sp1 N g/,\;l/[lo}’_'sm).

By the description of cycles ([13.3.4]) in ./\/'2[0} and the definition of the splitting cycles in we
have
MPIFP = 2+ 25, and MY = 2y 4 2,

By Proposition [13.4.1] the restrictions of the forgetful map /\/’2[0}’5101 — NQ[O] to quasi-canonical

divisors are isomorphisms. Therefore, we obtain an isomorphism
JADH 0 g SO = RO 1 g S0

Hence the intersection number equals leng‘ch(./f\/lv[lo]’Jr N ng[lo]’_).

al /

1
Write go = and g; = , so that g = g1go. We have
« bod

length(M{"" N gM"7) = length (g5 ' M 0 gr M)

We begin by considering the action of g, Lon //\/lv[lo]’+. Recall from (9.6.2)) that M‘“[IO] = /K/lv[lo}’Jr I
./T/lJ[IO]’f is defined via the base change of the embedding ./\/'1[0]’o — ./\/'2[2]. We claim that g
stabilizes the two connected components of Nl[o]’o when @ = 1 mod 7w and interchanges them

when @ = —1 mod 7. As a consequence, we see that

M[IO]’i ifa=1 mod ,

—1 3 410],%
gg M = .
0 ! M[IO]’:F ifa=—-1 mod .

To prove the claim, note that the automorphism gy L. NQ[O] — /\/’2[0} preserves the embedding
/\/1[0] — /\/’2[0}. By (9.5.1), the automorphism g L. ./\/2[0’2] — /\/’2[0’2} preserves the embedding
NI[O]’O — NQ[O’Q]. When @ =1 mod 7, we have H(go_l) =1, so 90_1 preserves the two connected
components NQ[O’Q} = ./\/’2[0’2]’Jr HNQ[O’Q}’_, hence maps NI[O]’i to Nl[o]’i, which is in fact an isomor-
phism by the commutative diagram . When o« = —1 mod 7, we have m(gal) = —1, so
gy ! interchanges the two components of Nz[o,z} and induces isomorphisms /\/’2[0’2]’i — ./\/'2[0’2]’?

Again, by the diagram (9.5.1)), g, ' restricts to isomorphisms J\/l[o]’jE to /\/’1[0}’?
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We conclude that
~10]45pl ~ (0], spl length(/(/lv[lm’Jr N 91/{/1\/[10}’7) when o« =1 mod 7,
length(M;7*P N g M) = [
1

ﬂg1/(/lv[10}’7) when @« = -1 mod T,

a
where g1 = € SU(W1)(Fp) corresponds to h=a’ +b € D! Cc F@ D~.
vod

Passing through the exceptional isomorphism /\/2[0] = (MFO(WO))Oﬁ’ the problem reduces to

computing the length of certain closed subschemes in Iwahori level Lubin-Tate moduli spaces:
leng‘th(/ﬁ[lo]’i N h/ﬁ[lo]’_)_

Recall the description of /(/lv[lo}’i C (MFO(WO))Op in (13.3.2) as pull-back of quasi-canonical
lifts,

M = piWe), MEPT = p(W0). (13.4.1)

Recall that the projection map pa : Mp(r,) — M is defined by (Y,Y",s, py) = (Y', pys) where
pyr = tg(m) o py. It follows that

hp1(Wo) = pre(h-Wo),  hp2,s(Wo) = pas(mha ™ - Wo).
By the projection formula, we have
length(p; Wo N hp3(Wo) = length(Wo N p; . hps(Wo).
Combining with the discussions above and Lemma we conclude that

(g + DlengthOWo N (' + V') - Wy) whena=1 mod 7

lengthOVo N (' = ') - Wo +W1)) when o = —1 mod 7,
(13.4.2)

length(ﬂ[lo]’+’Splﬂg/r/l/[10]’7'8pl) =

where we note that h = a’ + b and mhr~! =d’ — V.

To compute the length, recall from [32], §6.2] that for any 0 # ¢ € Op, the special divisor
T (c) is defined as the locus of M where the element ¢ € Homo,, (E,E) lifts to a homomorphism
E — Yo, where ) is the universal family over M. By [32, Prop. 7.1], we have

Wo=TQ1), Wo+W, =T(n),
hence
(a’ + b/)Wo = T((a’ + b/)), (a’ — b/)(W() +W) = T((al — b/)ﬂ').

Let h € Op be any element. From the moduli description, the intersection Wy N T (h) is the
closed sublocus of Wy where the endomorphism h € Homo,, (E,E) lifts to the canonical lift &
over Wy. By Gross’s formula [42, Thm. 2.1], writing h = a +b € F + D, the length of this
intersection is v(b) + 1. The proposition then follows from (13.4.2). O

Following the same argument, we compute the other intersection numbers in Conjecture

9.10.1] (ii).
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1 a v
Proposition 13.4.3. Let g = € U(Wi)s expressed in the presentation

o v oo
(13.2.3). Then

(g+1)(v()+1) whena=-1 mod

N
N s prfse! v(V') +2 when a =1 mod ,

O

13.5. Proof of Conjecture [9.10.1| for type (n — 1,t) = (0,0). Recall the following germ
expansion result. We define the set of semi-simple but irregular elements as

a
Ag = € S(Fy)|a,d € F?
d

For i = 0,1, let Ss; be the set of elements in S;s matching an element in U(W;)ys.

Theorem 13.5.1 ([32, Thm. 15.1]). Let ¢’ € C°(S2(Fp)) transfer to (fo, f1) € C°(U(Wp)) x
C(U(Wy)), and let vo = diag(ag,do) € Ag. Leti € {0,1}. If fi = 0, then there is the following
germ expansion for v = vy(a,b) € Sis; in a neighborhood of ~o
1
90rb(v,¢') = 5 Orb(diag(ag, do), f1-)log |1 — Na| +C,
where C' is a constant depending on ~o, ¢', and i, but not on ~v. Here | | denotes the natural
extension to F' of the normalized absolute value on Fy. O
dq

We compute the orbital integrals along semisimple but not regular orbits. Recall from §9.7

that we have
M = {(A”, A, A%y € Vert® (W) x Vert?(Wy) x Vert?(Wp) | A& (ug) > A ¢ A0},
Let A’ = («”) with (u”,4°) = 1. Our notation here agrees with the last displayed equation in
[32) p. 1162]. According to the discussion before [32 (15.4)], there are two m-modular lattices
contained in (u”) @ (ug), which are given by
A = 7((w") & (uo)) + Op (ug £ ).
Hence we have the decomposition

MY = MO M = (AL € Vert? (W) | AT ¢ AP IT{AL € Vert®(Wp) | A~ ¢ ALY,

(13.5.1)
The action of diag(a,d) on the pair {AT, A~} is discussed in [32, Before (15.4)]. When o = 1
mod 7, then diag(a, d) preserves the two lattices and when a = —1 mod 7, the two lattices are

interchanged.
Lemma 13.5.2. For any g = diag(a,d) with a,d € F', we have:

~ 1o, ~ 0], g+1 ifa=1 modm,
MU 0 gMPT) o1 o =
Lo 1 ifa=-1 mod 7.
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Proof. The element g acts on the lattice model
7 o MO 5 N

via its action on the N[QO], sending (Ab,A,A[O]) to (A’ A,gA[O]). From the description (13.5.1)),
we see that

(MgOLJr mQI\\7JI[1O]’+) o = {(A e Vert®(Wp) | AT c A0, g7TAT c Al
2

NN
When ¢ =1 mod 7, we have AT N g 'A*t = AT, hence the RHS is the set of self-dual lattices
Al 5 A+, which is in one-to-one correspondence with the set of isotropic lines in the two-
dimensional symplectic space AY/A. There are exactly ¢ + 1 such lines.

When a = —1 mod 7, we have AT 4+ g 'AT = AT + A—. The RHS parameterizes the set of
self-dual lattices A® > AT+ A~. However, AT + A~ is a self-dual lattice, hence A0l = AT 4 A~
is uniquely determined. U]

Lemma 13.5.3. For any hg € K{O} and a,d € F', the irreqular orbital integrals ofvol(KP]’o)*lho-

<p[22’0} are given by

2(¢+1) ifhpa=1 mod T,

Orb(diag(a, d), vol(K1*)"1hg - %) =
2 if hoa = —1 mod 7.

Proof. The conjugation action of H(Fp) on diagonal matrices is trivial, hence the orbital integral
equals

Orb(diag(a, d), vol (K1) "1 hg - o120

! h h
= vol(K}"*)~! / @£2’0]< . )dh
heF1 1 d 1

_ VO](Fl) @[2’0] hoa _ 2@[270} hoa ‘
OENE 2
vol(K; ) d d

The results now follows from the lattice description in for the orbital integral and the lattice
counting in Lemma [13.5.2] For further discussion on the relation to the lattice model, see [20,
§4]. g

Proof of Conjecture[9.10.1. By Corollary [13.1.2] the problem reduces to the inhomogeneous
version. Let ¢’ with transfer (VOI(KP]’OhO . 90[22’0],0) € CX(U(Wp)) x C(U(WL)). Let ¢ €
C°(S(Fo)rs) be defined by

<ME]7+:SP1 gﬂglv—ﬁpl>
, (n—1]_, r/dtlspl
o) = Al

0 when v € S(Fp)ss,0-

-logq+ 00rb (7v,¢') when v € S(Fo)rs 1,
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Let o = diag(ap, dp) € As. By Proposition [13.4.3] Theorem |13.5.1} and Lemma [13.5.3] there is

a constant C, such that for any v € S(Fp)rs,1 in a small neighborhood of g

+1+C,, ifag=-1 modm,
o) =4 ° o T (13.5.2)
24+ Cy, ifap=1 mod 7.

and such that ¢(y) = 0 when v € S(Fp)ys,0-
The intersection number is conjugation invariant, and the derivative of the orbital integral of

our smooth transfer is conjugation invariant (cf. [25, Lem. 3.3]). Hence the function ¢(v) is
conjugation invariant. By the function ¢ satisfies the hypotheses of [25, Cor. 3.8]. Hence
there exists ¢l ., such that ¢(v) = Orb(y, ¢l,,) for all v € S(Fy)s. By [B1, Lem. 5.13], there
exists @, transferring to (0,0) € C°(U(Wy)) x C°(U(W7)) and such that 90rb(vy, @L...) =
Orb(y, ¢lopy) for all v € S(Fp)rs. The function ¢’ = @' + &L, then transfers to (vol(Kl[O]’o)_lhO.

2,0]

P2

,0) € C(U(Wy)) x C°(U(W7)) and satisfies the identity

(ML gt log g+ 901b (v,¢) =0

Nl[O] ><./\/'2[0] ,spl

for all v € S(Fp)rs,1-
By Proposition Theorem [13.5.1] and Lemma [13.5.3] a similar argument applies to the

. . vl 1 1
intersection number M[lo]’+’8p ; gM[lo]’+’Sp > O
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